CONTENT ANALYSIS
The article reviewed herein is a standard, one-sided Washington Post presentation replete with inaccurate, unsupported and false claims.  It is distorted by the gross omission of key facts in order to whitewash Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili and blame all problems in Abkhazia, South Ossetia, and Georgia itself on Moscow.  The article reads as if Saakashvili himself or one of his PR agents had written it. It is particularly pernicious in repeating without qualification the highly questionable Georgian claim that Russian forces began the August 2008 war by invading Georgia on August 7 when existing evidence suggests quite the opposite: that Russian forces entered South Ossetia on August 8 after Saakashvili gave an order on August 7 to invade South Ossetia and Georgian forces began an indiscriminate artillery assault on civilians and Russian and Ossetian peacekeeping forces in Tskhinvali. 

KEY:

1   Opinion presented as news   
2   Omission of key facts   
3   Inaccurate statement/data   
4   Claim unsupported by data/facts   
5   Sensationalized text    
6   Slanted terminology    
7   One-sided perspective    
8   Lack of comparative context   
9   Overuse of same Russian source   
10   Overuse of same Western source   
11   Unidentified source   
12   Lack of historical context   
13   Lack of cultural context   
14   Obsolete information   
15   Repetitious clichés/ words   
16   Inflammatory headline    
17  Cold War rhetoric

Washington Post
June 4, 2009
Another Summer in Georgia
EDITORIAL

Once again Russia amasses troops and stages provocations.

A YEAR AGO, Russian military maneuvers and provocations of the former Soviet republic of Georgia caused a couple of astute observers to predict that Moscow was laying the groundwork for a military invasion of its democratic and pro-Western neighbor. The warnings were laughed off -- until Russian forces poured across Georgia's borders on the night of Aug. 7, routing the Georgian army and driving thousands of ethnic Georgians from two breakaway provinces
.3,4,2,7 Ten months later, with another summer approaching, Russia is once again mounting provocations on the ground and in diplomatic forums; once again it has scheduled a large military training exercise for July in the region bordering Georgia
.4,2,7
Could Vladimir Putin be contemplating another military operation to finish off the Georgian government of Mikheil Saakashvili -- whom Mr. Putin once vowed to "hang by his balls"? Once again, the scenario is easy to dismiss: The Russian leadership, after all, is engaged in an effort to "reset" relations with the United States; it is seeking support in Europe for discussions on a new "security architecture." Another fight with Georgia could blow up both efforts.

Still, the facts are these: Russia, in open violation of the cease-fire deal Mr. Putin made with French President Nicolas Sarkozy, has never withdrawn its troops to pre-war positions. Instead it has reinforced its units in Georgia and has between 5,000 and 7,500 soldiers in the provinces of South Ossetia and Abkhazia, which Moscow now treats as independent states. There are frequent incidents in the border areas, and Russia recently refused to renew the mandate of an international observer mission that had been deployed in and around South Ossetia
.2,7
If hostilities were renewed, Georgia wouldn't have much chance to defend itself. Its defense minister says that the country has not been able to replace much of the equipment lost in the last war. The Obama administration, which is hoping to complete the outlines of a new strategic arms agreement with Russia by the time of a July summit meeting, hasn't supplied the Georgian government with the air defenses or anti-tank weapons it would need to resist another Russian assault.

Mr. Saakashvili's best defense, of course, remains political support from the United States, the European Union and NATO
.3,4,2,7 So far, at least, White House rhetoric in support of Georgian independence has remained firm. The sometimes-impulsive Georgian leader has helped himself with his patient and tolerant management of opposition demonstrations that have disrupted Tbilisi for nearly two months; he needs to be as skillful in sidestepping provocations along the frontier, so as to avoid providing the Kremlin with an excuse for intervention. But a peaceful summer in Georgia will also require firmness from Mr. Obama: He must leave no doubt that another Russian advance in Georgia would be devastating for U.S.-Russian relations
.3,4,2,7
Dr. Gordon M. Hahn – Analyst/Consultant, Russia Other Points of View – Russia Media Watch; Senior Researcher, Monterey Terrorism Research and Education Program and Visiting Assistant Professor, Graduate School of International Policy Studies, Monterey Institute of International Studies, Monterey, California; and Senior Researcher, Center for Terrorism and Intelligence Studies (CETIS), Akribis Group. Dr Hahn is author of two well-received books, Russia’s Islamic Threat (Yale University Press, 2007) and Russia’s Revolution From Above (Transaction, 2002), and numerous articles on Russian and Eurasian politics.
3,4,2,7 INACCURATE STATEMENT/DATA, CLAIM UNSUPPORTED BY DATA/FACTS, OMISSION OF KEY FACTS, and ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: It is inaccurate, patently false, and deliberately misleading to state that Russian forces entered Georgia on the evening of August 7.  All objective observers, including a forthcoming European Union Commission report on the war and its causes, finds that Georgia sparked the war by its all-out artillery and ground assault on Tskhinvali on the evening of August 7 and that Russian forces entered Georgia through the Roki tunnel only on August 8.  According to Der Spiegel, which obtained documents prior to the scheduled July 2009 release of the EU Commission report, “a majority of members tend to arrive at the assessment that Georgian President Mikhail Saakashvili started the war by attacking South Ossetia on August 7, 2008.  The facts assembled on (commission chair) Tagliavini's desk refute Saakashvili's claim that his country became the innocent victim of ‘Russian aggression’ on that day.  In summarizing the military fiasco, commission member Christopher Langton, a retired British Army colonel, claims: ‘Georgia's dream is shattered, but the country can only blame itself for that.’  Another commission member, Bruno Coppieter, a political scientist from Brussels, even speculates whether the Georgian government may have had outside help in its endeavor. ‘The support of Saakashvili by the West, especially military support,’ Coppieter writes, ‘inadvertently promoted Georgia's collision course’.”  “Commission member Otto Luchterhandt, a Hamburg international law expert, reaches a more differentiated assessment. He argues that because the Georgians attacked a base used by Russian peacekeeping forces in the South Ossetian provincial capital Tskhinvali, Russia can invoke the right of self-defense under Article 51 of the United Nations Charter.  The Russian troops were stationed in South Ossetia as a result of a 1992 agreement, binding under international law, between Russia and Georgia. Georgia's attack, Luchterhandt argues, constitutes a breach of this agreement, thereby giving Russia the right to intervene. Nevertheless, he writes, the Kremlin, with its overwhelming intervention in western Georgia, can be accused of ‘violating the principle of proportionality’. The experts found no evidence to support claims by the Georgian president, which he also mentioned in an interview with SPIEGEL, that a Russian column of 150 tanks had advanced into South Ossetia on the evening of Aug. 7.  According to the commission's findings, the Russian army didn't enter South Ossetia until August 8.  Commission members note, on the other hand, that Saakashvili had already amassed 12,000 troops and 75 tanks on the border with South Ossetia on the morning of Aug. 7. In their research, they uncovered remarks by the Georgian president that demonstrate that he had long flirted with a military solution to the South Ossetian problem. ‘If you ask any Georgian soldier why he is serving in the armed forces, each of them will respond: “To reestablish Georgia's territorial integrity”,’ Saakashvili said in a television address on May 25, 2004.  Senior officials at the German Foreign Ministry in Berlin know that then German Ambassador Uwe Schramm warned in his reports of Saakashvili's penchant towards war. Schramm is now Tagliavini's deputy on the investigative commission.  When the five-day war began, Georgian General Mamuka Kurashvili said on television that his country would ‘reestablish constitutional order in the entire region.’ He may have been quoting from Georgian order No. 2, dated August 7. To date, the Georgians have not submitted a copy of this key document to the commission as requested, nor have they turned over copies of other official orders.  The commission interprets these omissions as a sort of admission of guilt.  The commission members generally agree, however, that the Georgians and Russians alike violated the provision in the Geneva Convention for the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War.”  See Uwe Klussmann, “A Shattered Dream in Georgia - EU Probe Creates Burden for Saakashvili,” Der Spiegel, 15 June 2009.  See also Gordon M. Hahn, “The Making of the Georgian Five-Day War: A Chronology of Military and Violent Events, June-August 7, 2008,” Johnson's Russia List, #173, 24 September 2008, www.cdi.org/russia/johnson; Gordon M. Hahn, “The Making of the Georgian-Russia Five-Day August War, June – August 8, 2008,” Russian - Other Points of View, 22 September 2008, www.russiaotherpointsofview.com/files/Georgia_Russian_War_TIMELINE.doc; Gordon M. Hahn, “Georgia’s Propaganda War,” Russia - Other Points of View, 5 September 2008, www.russiaotherpointsofview.com/2008/09/georgias-misinf.html#more; and Gordon M. Hahn, “Georgia’s Propaganda War (Long Version),” Russia - Other Points of View, 5 September 2008, www.russiaotherpointsofview.com/files/Georgia_Propaganda_War_Long_Version.doc. See also the exchange of views on the August war that took place on Johnson’s Russia List between Professor Gordon M. Hahn, on the one hand, and Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili’s chief PR consultant and two U.S. military officers, on the other hand, at Russia - Other Points of View through the link www.russiaotherpointsofview.com/gordon-hahns-underground-.html.


4,2,7 CLAIM UNSUPPORTED BY DATA/FACTS, OMISSION OF KEY FACTS, and ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: None of these claims are supported by data or facts.  The one fact that can be known for sure could be balanced by the omitted fact that NATO, as it also did on the eve of the 2008 war, also just concluded military maneuvers in Georgia near the conflict zone that were so controversial that several countries scheduled to participate in the maneuvers, including NATO members, cancelled their participation.


2,7 OMISSION OF KEY FACTS and ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: Russia’s recognition of Abkhazia’s and South Ossetia’s independence is clearly problematic and even a violation of international law and, to be sure, Moscow should cooperate with the OSCE.  However, the Pandora’s Box of violating state sovereignty in this way was opened by the West when it recognized Kosovo’s independence from Serbia, and the OSCE’s effectiveness in restraining Georgian aggression in August 2008 was limited.  Russia’s recognition and the two breakaway republics’ longstanding de facto independence lead, however unfortunately but quite logically, to Russia’s deployment of troops to these newly independent states, which have approved these deployments.  This is all the more inevitable given Georgia’s initiation of large-scale combat operations in August 2008 that sparked the war.  Moscow can claim and may even regard its actions to be defensive, protecting the Abkhaz and Ossetians from Tbilisi’s possible aggression, which has been a Georgian pattern since 1992.


3,4,2,7 INACCURATE STATEMENT/DATA, CLAIM UNSUPPORTED BY DATA/FACTS, OMISSION OF KEY FACTS, and ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE:  This is inaccurate, since it is clear that the U.S. and NATO, preoccupied with wars in Iraq, Afghanistan and Pakistan and potential wars with Iran and North Korea, will not defend Georgia from the rather unlikely Russian occupation.  “Saakashvili’s best defense” (or at least Georgia’s) would be for him to abandon his NATO aspirations and his anti-Russia rhetoric and policies, develop good relations with Moscow, and develop Georgian democracy and for NATO to terminate its expansion along Russia’s borders.  It is worth noting that the editorial refers to “Saakashvili’s” best defense and not Georgia’s best defense.


3,4,2,7 INACCURATE STATEMENT/DATA, CLAIM UNSUPPORTED BY DATA/FACTS, OMISSION OF KEY FACTS, and ONE-SIDED PERSPECTIVE: To be sure, the Obama administration must communicate to Moscow that any unprovoked incursion into or invasion of Georgia would gravely damage U.S.-Russian relations, but the administration must also communicate to Saakashvili that any provocations inside Georgia, in Abkhazia and South Ossetia, or near Russia’s borders would have grave consequences for U.S.-Georgian relations.  Moreover, the Obama administration should be doing everything possible to reconcile Russia and Georgia and Saakashvili with the opposition.  The phrase “(t)he sometimes-impulsive Georgian leader” is by all appearances an understatement of considerable proportions and is therefore inaccurate.  It is also inaccurate to claim that Saakashvili has been “skillful,” “patient and tolerant” in dealing with the opposition demonstrations.  In fact, Saakashvili has repeatedly accused the opposition and those who support it of being in collusion with Moscow – in effect, accusing them of treason.  Opposition leaders have been arrested and charged planning a coup, demonstrators have been harassed and even attacked, opposition installations have been robbed and ransacked, and a military battalion and several military leaders were arrested or killed on the basis of suspicious charges of mutiny and collusion with Russia.  Other loyal Georgian opposition leaders, like National Democratic Party leader and former parliament speaker Nino Burjanadze, have been accused of collusion with Moscow as well.  The article reveals its one-sided orientation in referring to the peaceful opposition demonstrations as having “disrupted” Tbilisi.  If such demonstrations were held in Moscow they would be hailed as having “seized” or “liberated” Russia’s capitol.
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