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Abstract 
 

When we look back and see what happened after the incidents of 9/11- 

we see that not only USA was successful in making a coalition; Taliban and 

Osama too were successful in winning the support of people specially in the 

areas of their influence. One of the reasons was the narrative. Whereas, Bush 

and his allies mostly used Good Versus Evil and Loss Gain framing- Taliban 

and Osama were using Believers versus Infidels and Faroun versus Musa 

(Pharaoh versus Moses) framing to win the support and to convince people 

to take part in the War on Terror (WOT). This paper explains the way 

believers versus infidels framing works in time of war and conflict. It 

focuses on the way believers versus infidel framing worked after 9/11 with 

special reference to the discourse that was generated in the areas dominated 

by Taliban. Moreover, it argues that this framing was instrumental in 

portraying those who carried out the attacks, on 9/11, as heroes and people 

of faith sacrificing their lives to kill infidels- the framing downplayed the 

hijacking of planes and killing of thousands of innocent people/ non-

combatants.  
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Introduction 
 

The discourse that was generated after the incidents of 9/11 is very 

useful in understanding the use of metaphors, framing and reframing in the 

context of politics, war and conflict- we see a lot of metaphors and frames 

that shaped the world view of people. USA and her allies mostly used Good 

versus Evil
1
 and  Loss Gain framing- the fairy tales were that an evil enemy 

has attacked the civilized world and it is the duty of the good people to 
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defeat it- Fighting and winning this war is gain, not fighting the war is loss. 

They were quite successful in winning the support of the citizenry and other 

nations of the world. Taliban too were successful in winning the support of 

people especially in the areas of their influence. One of the reasons was the 

narrative- Taliban and Osama were using Believers versus Infidels and 

Faroun versus Musa framing to win the support and to convince people to 

take part in the War on Terror.  

The first part of the paper briefly discusses Metaphors, Frames and 

Framing. It explains the way believers versus infidels framing works. It also 

argues that this framing is not new; it has always been instrumental in 

shaping public opinion in times of war and conflict. The second part of the 

paper, taking into account the discourse that was generated in the context of 

9/11, focuses the way this framing worked after 9/11 with special reference 

Osama and Taliban. Moreover, it is argued that framing the attack on World 

Trade Center and other places as an attack on infidels highlighted the people 

who carried out the terrorist attacks as heroes who were sent by God- As if 

they sacrificed their lives in service of the religion. The framing downplayed 

that they actually hijacked the planes and killed thousands of innocent 

people/ noncombatants. 

 

Metaphors, Frames and Framing  
 

Metaphor/Metaphorical understanding means,“…understanding and 

experiencing one kind of thing in terms of another.”
2
  

We understand: Arguments in terms of War; Life in terms of Journey; 

Time in terms of Money- banks have branches, countries are 

persons/families, ideas are food, enemies are evil, love is fire etc. Kövecses 

defines a metaphor as understanding one conceptual domain in terms of 

another
3
: target domain and source domain. We understand target domain in 

terms of the source domain. In, ‘He demolished my argument’, the metaphor 

is Argument is War- Argument is the target domain and the source domain is 

War. In, ‘Look how far we have come’, the metaphor is Love is a Journey- 

the target domain is love and Journey is the source domain. Similarly, when 

we say, ‘We send our sons and daughters to foreign lands to fight for us’; 

the metaphor is, A Country is a Family- Soldiers are sons and daughters.  
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Fillmore explains a frame as, 

By the term ‘frame’ I have in mind any system of concepts related 
in such a way that to understand any one of them you have to 

understand the whole structure in which it fits; when one of the 
things in such a structure is introduced into a text, or into a 

conversation, all of the others are automatically made available.
4
 

 

For example: Hospital- It is not just a word rather a system of concepts 

such as doctors, patient, nurses, beds, blood test and others tests, operation, 

operation theater, cardiac ward and other wards etc. When someone says 

operation theater they whole frame of hospital will be evoked. Similarly, 

when we listen to the word War everything related to war automatically 

comes in our mind- the word waiter evokes the whole frame of a restaurant. 

Lakoff defines a frame as a conceptual/mental structure that shapes our 

world view. He writes,  

Frames are mental structures that shape the way we see the world. 

As a result, they shape the goals we seek, the plans we make, the 
way we act, and what counts as a good or bad outcome of our 

actions.
5
  

 

Moreover, meaning of words and sentences also depend on frames,   

… the conceptual frames that inhabit our cognitive unconscious 

contribute semantically to the meanings of words and sentences.
6
 

 

This explains that meaning of words and sentences are defined and 

understood relative to their respective frames. Moreover, truth or falsity of a 

sentence may also be determined on the basis of a frame. Consider this: Our 

enemy is helping us. No one will accept this statement since enemy frame 

and help frame cannot go together- this is not the way we see our enemy- 

this is not the way we think the world is. But we do not see any problem 

when someone says: My friends are helping me.  

Framing plays a very important role in politics. Politicians and people in 

power, using metaphors, can frame an event/situation in such a way that 

citizenry don’t even think about other dimensions of the problem. They 

select and prioritize some facts, images and developments about an event or 
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issue over others, this way they promote one particular interpretation of an 

event and ordinary people cannot notice this.
7
 

In the context of war and conflict farming plays a very important role. 

Mostly, the response of citizenry, their support or condemnation and degree 

of disapproval depends on the framing being used. Moreover, the decision to 

take part, both physically and financially, in a conflict or war depends on 

how the situation has been framed.  

Similar to Good versus Evil framing is Believers versus Infidels. What 

is true for good versus evil is mostly true for believers versus infidels. 

However, more religious diction has to be used in framing a war, a struggle 

between believers and infidels. The following discussion attempts to explain 

the way believers versus infidels framing works in times of war and conflict.  

President Franklin Roosevelt on May 27, 1941, said that Nazis 

recognize no God except Hitler. Like communists they ruthlessly deny God. 

They are threatening even our right of worship. He said  

Today the whole world is divided between human slavery and 

human freedom -- between pagan brutality and the Christian ideal. 
We choose human freedom -- which is the Christian ideal. No one of 

us can waver for a moment in his courage or his faith.
8
 

 

In another speech he narrated the story that if Hitler wins he has planned 

to abolish all existing religions of the world. This message was for the 

Protestant, Catholic, Hindu, Mohammedan, Buddhist, and Jewish i.e., almost 

all the believers. Moreover, he informed, that property of all the churches 

will be detained by the Reich and its puppets.  

In the place of the churches of our civilization, there is to be set up 

an international Nazi church…In the place of the Bible, the words 

of Mein Kampf will be imposed and enforced as Holy Writ. And in 
place of the cross of Christ will be put two symbols -- the swastika 

and the naked sword. A god of blood and iron will take the place of 
the God of love and mercy.

9
 

With Thy blessing, we shall prevail over the unholy forces of our 

enemy.
10
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All this narrates that infidels/non believers/enemies of God and religion 

have planned to conquer the world. Their god is Hitler, their holy book is 

Mein Kampf, and their religious symbols are swastika and naked sword. 

Moreover, Hitler is defined as ‘god of blood and iron’: a persuasive 

definition, enough to evoke fear and hatred. Words that evoke infidel/non 

believers frame in the above excerpts are: ‘human slavery’, ‘pagan 

brutality’, ‘abolish all existing religions’, ‘Reich and its puppets’, 

‘international Nazi church’, ‘Mein Kampf’, ‘swastika and the naked sword’, 

‘god of blood and iron’ and ‘unholy forces’. Words that evoke believers 

frame are: ‘human freedom’, ‘Christian ideal’, ‘courage’, ‘faith’, 

‘Protestant’, ‘Catholic’, ‘Hindu’, ‘Mohammedan’, ‘Buddhist’, and ‘Jewish’, 

‘churches’, ‘our civilization’, ‘the Bible’, ‘Holy Writ’, ‘cross of Christ’, 

‘God’, ‘love’ and ‘mercy’. The metaphorical understanding of his speeches 

was: Believers all over the world are in danger. If infidels win then they will 

lose even their right to worship. Churches and other holy places will be 

replaced by international Nazis churches. Holy religious symbols like cross 

of the Christ will be replaced by swastika and naked sword- only 

lawlessness and brutality will rule. The world has been divided into two 

halves: one dominated by pagan brutality and the other by Christian ideal.  

Moreover, these unholy forces want to dominate the world ruled by 

Christian Ideals. To avoid all this believers of the world must unite and 

defeat the enemy.  

On December 24, 2002, Saddam Hussain in Christmas message used, 

‘evil’ four times framing America, Britain, and their allies, evil and infidel. 

He argued that infidel/evil forces of the world want to dominate the world.  

He said,  

…the headquarters of evil have begun looking for a new means… 

our resilient people, in all their faiths, Muslims, Christians and 
others, take today a strong stand of dignity and pride, armed with 

faith and high self-confidence, relying on Allah the all-powerful, as 
they face up to those who have neither faith, nor shame, 

trustworthiness, conscientiousness, or even the most basic of human 

values.
11

  

 

Headquarters of allied forces have been defined in a very persuasive 

manner, ‘headquarters of evil’. Supporters of Saddam, on the other hand, are 

resilient people of all faiths who rely on God having high self- confidence. 

Words that framed America, Britain, and their allies, infidel/evil are: ‘forces 

of evil and dark’, ‘instability’, ‘chaos’, ‘dissent’, ‘antagonism’, ‘tension’, 

‘hegemonise’, ‘lies’, ‘deception’, ‘fabrication’, ‘false accusation’, ‘threats’, 

‘military aggression’, ‘inflicted’, ‘unjust blockade’, ‘hidden agendas’, 
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‘wickedness’, ‘perfidy’, ‘wicked goals’, ‘headquarters of evil’, ‘enemies of 

Allah and humanity’, ‘injustice’, ‘aggression’, ‘wickedness of the evil-

minded’, ‘Satan’.  Moreover, he portrayed himself and his friends, good 

people/believers who were fighting against satanic forces. Words at work 

are: ‘great people’, ‘people of our glorious Arab nation’, ‘Christians’, 

‘honourable people’, ‘mankind’, ‘Jesus Christ’, ‘Son of Mary’, ‘Prophet 

Muhammad son of Abdullah’, ‘Prophets’, ‘prayers and peace’, ‘peace loving 

people’, ‘sincerity’, ‘great people of Iraq’, ‘reliance on Allah’,  ‘Jihad’, 

‘justice, human values’, ‘holly faith in Islam’, ‘noble objectives’, and 

‘honourable aspirations’.
12

  

This reveals that Saddam Hussain portrayed himself and his supporters, 

believers, and his enemies, infidel evils. The metaphorical understanding 

and framing of his war discourse had been: infidels of the world have made 

an alliance to dominate the world, to control the world’s future and fortune. 

These forces of evil are enemies of God. They, neither have faith, nor 

shame, or conscientiousness. Moreover, they do not have the most basic 

human values. One cannot trust them. Believers of the world must unite and 

fight them. God will help believers and enemies of God will be defeated. 

Any criticism of Saddam’s policies would have entailed siding infidels.   

Saddam Hussain, in another address to the nation, said,  

 But when evil comes, armed with deceit and destruction, we must 

face them with faith and holy struggle in a manner which dignifies 

us and satisfies God…. Hit them so that good and its people reign 
and evil evicted back to its place….

13
  

 

Once again, he framed the war, a war between believers and enemies of 

God. Enemy who is armed with deceit and destruction will be defeated by 

people who will face the enemy with faith and holy struggle.  

 

Believers versus Infidels in the Context of the WOT in Afghanistan 
 

In War on Terror, President Bush and his allies framed the discussion of 

war, as a war between good and evil. Taliban and Osama framed the 

discussion of war, as a war between believers and infidels. This way they 

persuaded people to fight back in Afghanistan shaping their judgment, 

perception and behavior. Following are some excerpts to demonstrate the 

way Taliban and Osama framed the war as believer versus infidel:  

Hypocrisy stood in force behind the head of infidels worldwide, 

behind the cowards of this age, America and those who are with it. 

These events have divided the whole world into two sides. The side 
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of believers and the side of infidels, may God keep you away from 

them. Every Muslim has to rush to make his religion victorious. The 
winds of faith have come.

14
 

 

‘Hypocrisy’, ‘infidel’, ‘traitors’, ‘cowards’, etc., are words that evoke 

infidel frame, and with infidel frame comes into action a whole range of 

knowledge, understanding, expectations and plans etc. Infidels do not 

believe in God, do not have any sense of morality especially religious, do 

not believe in Prophets and in the world here after, neither believe in hell nor 

heaven, do not believe in accountability before God and are possessed by 

evil and infidelity. This infidelity does not let them see, understand and 

know the world as God wants us to.  

Osama’s conceptual understanding of war divides the world into two 

halves. This also rules out any possibility of a neutral place. God is with 

believers. The entailment effects are: if you are with Osama, then God is 

with you, all your actions are good and it is your religious responsibility to 

fight this war. However, if you are against him then you are with Bush, the 

representative of infidels, and you are fighting against God. 

The only country that can be declared an Islamic state, according to 

Osama, is Afghanistan for he informed,    

Only Afghanistan is an Islamic country. Pakistan follows the 

English law. I don’t consider Saudi Arabia an Islamic country.
15

 

 

The only place, in the whole world, ruled by believers is Afghanistan. 

This framing excludes even Pakistan and Saudi Arabia from the land of 

believers. However, in fact, Saudi Arabia, governed on the basis of Sharia 

(Islamic law).  Preamble of the constitution of Islamic Republic of Pakistan 

declares that Muslims of Pakistan shall be allowed to live their lives 

according to teachings and requirement of the Holy Quran and Sunnah. 

Moreover it proclaims,  

Sovereignty over the entire universe belongs to Allah alone.
16

  

 

Omer in an interview framed Afghan government, a government of 

wrong doers. He said,  

We will not accept a government of wrong-doers. We prefer death 
than to be a part of an evil government.

17
 

The Afghan government is defined as a ‘government of wrong doers’. A 
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persuasive definition indented to evoke negative sentiments against it. 

Moreover, it is an evil government too- A government of evil wrong doers 

i.e., infidels. The entailment effects are obvious: anyone who supports it is 

also a wrong- doer and an infidel. However, people who are fighting against 

afghan government are good people of faith.  

There is America, hit by God in one of its softest spots. Its greatest 

buildings were destroyed, thank God for that. Our nation (the 
Islamic world) has tasted this humiliation and this degradation for 

more than 80 years. Its sons are killed, its blood is shed, its 

sanctuaries are attacked, and no one hears and no one heeds. When 
God blessed one of the groups of Islam, vanguards of Islam, they 

destroyed America.
18

 

 

The framing of 9/11 events is that it was God who hit the towers. ‘God 

hit America’, is a metaphorical understanding of incidents of 9/11- America, 

a Person, hit on his ‘softest spots’ by God. The entailment effects are: 

whoever has done it was servant/sent by God. They gave their lives in 

service of God. And whoever was attacked was infidel and evil i.e., enemy 

of God. This way the events were defined and framed. This framing hides 

the civilian causalities and highlights divine retribution.  

They have been degrading and humiliating believers and now they have 

faced the consequence. ‘Believers’, ‘sons were killed’, ‘sanctuaries were 

attacked’ evokes believer frame. The definition of the group who carried out 

9/11 incidents, is: God blessed group of Islam. This framing hides that they 

hijacked the planes and killed mostly innocent people/ non-combatants and 

highlights that they were heroes who died while doing a great service for 

God and for believers. Moreover, it blocks criticism of those who carried out 

the attacks since the criticism will make one infidel.  

Muhammad Tahir said in a CD, 

Twin towers were hit on head by an Angel, for this had not been 
humanly possible to demolish such a construction, I believe.

19
  

(My Translation)
20

 

 

A metaphorical understanding of the 9/11 events giving it a new 

meaning- Either the ‘group of blessed’ was a ‘group of angels’ or angles 

were helping the group for it was not ‘humanly possible’ to put such a 
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destruction on infidels. Whatever the case may be, it was a great sacrifice for 

and of believers. Again- this framing downplayed the hijacking and killing 

of innocent people.  

 When the sword comes down (on America), after 80 years, 
hypocrisy rears its ugly head. …The least that can be said about 

those people is that they are debauched. They have followed 

injustice. They supported the butcher over the victim, the oppressor 
over the innocent child. …the head of infidels worldwide, Bush, and 

those with him. They have come out in force with their men and 

have turned even the countries that belong to Islam to this 
treachery, and they want to wag their tail at God, to fight Islam, to 

suppress people in the name of terrorism.
21

 

 

‘Sword comes down’ (from up) means come from God. ‘ugly’, 

‘hypocrisy’, ‘debauched’, ‘injustice’, ‘butcher’, ‘oppressor over innocent’, 

‘infidel’, ‘treachery’, ‘wag their tail’, ‘fight Islam’ all evoke infidel frame. 

War on terror is actually a war to suppress innocent victims/ believers- 

Islam. Moreover, any country that is supporting infidels is deceiving and 

betraying believers and is fighting against Islam. This evokes, ‘either you are 

with us/believers or against us/infidels’ framing. Conceptual understanding 

of the war is that it is a war between followers of God and infidels. 

I am considering two promises. One is the promise of God, the 

other is that of Bush. The promise of God is that my land is vast. If 
you start a journey on God's path, you can reside anywhere on this 

earth and will be protected... The promise of Bush is that there is no 
place on earth where you can hide that I cannot find you. We will 

see which one of these two promises is fulfilled.
22

 

 

Entailment effects of this framing are: God has promised us that He will 

protect us- Strongly evokes Infidel versus Believer frame. It demonstrates 

that we believers will be protected by God. Enemy of God, Bush, the leader 

of evil infidels, has made a promise that is contradictory to God’s promise. 

Whoever, will help Taliban, is fulfilling God’s Promise and is also 

believer/good. However, whoever helps Bush is an infidel and a supporter of 

infidel/evil. 

Almighty God... is helping the believers and the Muslims. God says 
he will never be satisfied with the infidels. In terms of worldly 

affairs, America is very strong. Even if it were twice as strong or 
twice that, it could not be strong enough to defeat us. We are 
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confident that no one can harm us if God is with us.
23

 

Since God is with Taliban and Taliban are fighting a great evil power; 

therefore, they are good. No matter how much strong the enemy of infidels 

may be it cannot fight and defeat believers.  

The infidels, Jews, crusaders, and Hindus are killing Muslims 

and they play with our honor.
24

 (My translation) 

 

The list of infidel evil comprises: Jews, crusaders and Hindus etc. They 

are defined as people who play with the honor of Muslims- A persuasive 

definition that evokes sentiments of hatred and revenge. ‘Honor’ evokes a 

frame in Pakhtun Culture. It is one of the most cherished ideal. Pakhtuns can 

sacrifice their lives for honor. An attack on honor triggers revenge. 

Molvi Jumma khan evoking believers versus infidels informed: 

Believers have always dominated infidels. They have never been 

dominated by them. This government [Karzai’s Government] does 
whatever infidels want. Don’t obey this government.

25
 (My 

Translation) 

 

After framing enemy as infidel and evil, one of the entailment effect is 

whoever works for, and serve enemy is also infidel (in the context of war on 

terror, most probably, he is referring to Hamid Karzai). The government 

supported by America is also infidel and a government of traitors. It is 

polluting the minds of people making them immoral and irreligious. Zarb-e 

Momin writes on November 22-28, 2006, America has filled Afghan welfare 

institutes with liquor. American and her Afghan allies drink and enjoy 

liquor. On November 22-28, 2006, the same news paper informs: in order to 

spread nudity and pornography, the Karzai government has made the cable 

system very common. It has also opened western style beauty parlors to gain 

aid from western countries. This entails that: Karzai government is 

supporting infidels and making people infidel. Moreover, western countries 

give aid to get us away from our own culture and religion and want to spread 

their own culture and religion in Afghanistan. This evokes very negative 

sentiments, hatred and revenge, for this informs that our culture and honor 

are under attack  

We will fight the infidels- oh Muslim, come and take part in Jihad.
26

 

(Translation from poetry) 

 

There were lots of poems and songs that portray allied forces as forces 

of infidel, evil enemy and people were persuaded to kill them. These poems 

evoked the frame of the Paradise saying that whoever will die in this war 
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will go to the Paradise. This way, suicide bombers were trained too, telling 

them stories of Hoor (Arabic, meaning beautiful girls in the Paradise) and 

life on Paradise full of joys a human being can think of.  

Don’t let them go ghazis- teach them a lesson worst than Vietnam.
27

  

(My translation from poetry) 

 

Words evoking intense feelings of pride and revenge- Such poems told 

the people that they were more courageous/brave than anyone else on earth, 

for God’s help is with us. The common words to evoke bravery and revenge 

are: ‘Loins of God’, ‘Servants of Prophet’, ‘Ghazi’ (From Arabic, meaning 

returnee alive from Jihad), ‘Ghyratmand/ghyratee’ (From Pashto, meaning 

honorable man), and ‘Mujahideen’ (Singular, Mujahid, from Arabic, 

meaning Holy warrior). 

Words that evoke evil and infidel frames in such poems were: ‘Faroun’, 

‘Yazid’ (From Arabic, The Muslim caliph in whose reign Hussain, Prophet 

Muhammad’s grandson, was martyred), ‘Kafir’ (From Arabic, meaning 

Infidel, non believer), ‘Munafiq’ (From Arabic, meaning Hypocrite), 

‘Zalim’ (From Arabic, meaning Oppressor), ‘Murtad’ (From Arabic, 

meaning Apostate), Army of ‘Dajjal’ (From Arabic, meaning Anti Christ), 

‘people of hell’, etc.  

For every Faroun there is a Musa (Moses)…. This new Faroun has 

claimed that he is God and his strength is his magic i.e. 

technology.
28

                   (Translation)  

 

A very common way in a religious context is to frame infidel/evil 

enemy as Faroun, this evokes Faroun versus Moses. The metaphorical 

understanding of Faroun versus Moses is: If a person’s enemy is like Faroun 

then that person is like Moses; since, for every Faroun there is a Moses. The 

allied army is an army of Faroun, since Taliban are fighting against them 

they are army of Moses. Entailment effects are very clear: whoever will side 

Taliban will actually side Moses and God, and will go to paradise if they die 

during the war- whoever is fighting against Taliban is actually a supporter of 

Faroun and will go to hell. 

President Bush in his addresses claimed that Taliban wants us to change 

our way of life. Taliban also have the same complaint.  

America wants us to change our lives and accept their religion…. 
On September 11 magic of America has come to an end.

29
  

(My translation) 

 

One can notice that Taliban are also complaining that enemy wants them 

to change their way of life. Magic of America evokes Faroun frame. 

                                                 
27

  Da Ghaziano Karwan (CD) 
28

  Muhammad Tahir. (World Trade Center) 
29

  Muhammad Tahir. 
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Conclusion 
 

The discussion reveals that in times of war and conflict believer versus 

infidel framing is a very common persuasive narrative. Leaders in times of 

war use this framing to gain public support. Moreover, this discussion 

demonstrates that believer versus infidel framing was instrumental in 

shaping the judgments, perception and behavior of the people in the context 

of 9/11 and the War on Terror. It was also instrumental in gaining support 

and blocking criticism/opposition- Critics of believers were dubbed as 

infidels. The entailment effects of believer versus infidel framing in the 

context of 9/11 and the WOT in Afghanistan had been: 

I. Enemy of believer is infidel. Their power is their magic- the technology 

they have. Their power comes from evil. 

II. Enemy of infidel is inherently believers. Their power comes from God. 

God only help believers. Moreover, God has promised that He will 

protect believers. 

III. Supporters of believers are good and supporters of infidel are infidels. If 

a Muslim supports infidel then he/she is a traitor.  

IV. Hell is waiting for infidels while believers will go to Heaven- no 

question about that. 

V. People who carried out the attacks on World Trade Center and other 

places on 9/11 were servants of God/ send by God/ who sacrificed their 

lives for a very great cause. 
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