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Chapter One

Introduction: Discourse,
War Legitimacy and the Iraq War

1.1 Background

War, generally understood as a way of organized arms conflict between
political communities, has accompanied every stage of human social evolution.
Due to its massive destructive power, humans have never stopped pondering the
genesis and prevention of war since its emergence in history, and that’s why in
historical discourse “warfare has been a traditional and often dominant theme”
( Ginty, 2003: 603).

The Iraq War of 2003 was an influential incident in the first decade of 21™
century that has drawn the attention of the whole world and given rise to much
controversy in the international community. The continued discussion and
critical consideration of this war by government officials, journalists and scholars
constitutes a vast body of Iraq War discourses. Without the approval of the
United Nations’ Security Council, it is important to investigate in what way the
U. S. government was able to get the authorization for starting the war from the
congress and situate the war in the Global War on Terror. A more interesting
question that should be asked is: during these years when great changes took
place in the U. S. domestic socio-political conditions, what discursive shifts can
be found in the continued discussion of the Iraq War.

There are many reasons for researchers from various disciplines to be

attracted by Iraq War discourse. An important one, as far as this dissertation is



