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Peace and Development Journalism-Handouts

Steven Youngblood, Park University USA
steve.youngblood@park.edu
DAY 1—
From Peace Journalism-Lynch/McGoldrick
[image: image1.emf]
17 Tips: What A Peace Journalist Would Try To Do 
The following notes are from Peace Journalism — How To Do It, by Jake Lynch and Annabel McGoldrick (annabelmcg@aol.com), written Sydney, 2000. See the two contrasting articles by Jake Lynch which illustrate some of these points.
1.   AVOID portraying a conflict as consisting of only two parties contesting one goal. The logical outcome is for one to win and the other to lose. INSTEAD, a Peace Journalist would DISAGGREGATE the two parties into many smaller groups, pursuing many goals, opening up more creative potential for a range of outcomes. 

2.   AVOID accepting stark distinctions between "self" and "other." These can be used to build the sense that another party is a "threat" or "beyond the pale" of civilized behavior — both key justifications for violence. INSTEAD, seek the "other" in the "self" and vice versa. If a party is presenting itself as "the goodies," ask questions about how different its behavior really is to that it ascribes to "the baddies" — isn't it ashamed of itself? 

3.   AVOID treating a conflict as if it is only going on in the place and at the time that violence is occurring. INSTEAD, try to trace the links and consequences for people in other places now and in the future. Ask: 
* Who are all the people with a stake in the outcome? 
* Ask yourself what will happen if ...? 
* What lessons will people draw from watching these events unfold as part of a global audience? How will they enter the calculations of parties to future conflicts near and far? 

4.   AVOID assessing the merits of a violent action or policy of violence in terms of its visible effects only. INSTEAD, try to find ways of reporting on the invisible effects, e.g., the long-term consequences of psychological damage and trauma, perhaps increasing the likelihood that those affected will be violent in future, either against other people or, as a group, against other groups or other countries. 

5.   AVOID letting parties define themselves by simply quoting their leaders' restatement of familiar demands or positions. INSTEAD, inquire more deeply into goals: 
* How are people on the ground affected by the conflict in everyday life? 
* What do they want changed? 
* Is the position stated by their leaders the only way or the best way to achieve the changes they want? 

6.   AVOID concentrating always on what divides the parties, the differences between what they say they want. INSTEAD, try asking questions that may reveal areas of common ground and leading your report with answers which suggest some goals maybe shared or at least compatible, after all. 

7.   AVOID only reporting the violent acts and describing "the horror." If you exclude everything else, you suggest that the only explanation for violence is previous violence (revenge); the only remedy, more violence (coercion/punishment). INSTEAD, show how people have been blocked and frustrated or deprived in everyday life as a way of explaining the violence. 

8.   AVOID blaming someone for starting it. INSTEAD, try looking at how shared problems and issues are leading to consequences that all the parties say they never intended. 

9.   AVOID focusing exclusively on the suffering, fears and grievances of only one party. This divides the parties into "villains" and "victims" and suggests that coercing or punishing the villains represents a solution. INSTEAD, treat as equally newsworthy the suffering, fears and grievance of all sides. 

10.   AVOID "victimizing" language such as "destitute," "devastated," "defenseless," "pathetic" and "tragedy," which only tells us what has been done to and could be done for a group of people. This disempowers them and limits the options for change. INSTEAD, report on what has been done and could be done by the people. Don't just ask them how they feel, also ask them how they are coping and what do they think? Can they suggest any solutions? Remember refugees have surnames as well. You wouldn't call President Clinton "Bill" in a news report. 

11.   AVOID imprecise use of emotive words to describe what has happened to people. 
* "Genocide" means the wiping out of an entire people. 
* "Decimated" (said of a population) means reducing it to a tenth of its former size. 
* "Tragedy" is a form of drama, originally Greek, in which someone's fault or weakness proves his or her undoing. 
* "Assassination" is the murder of a head of state. 
* "Massacre" is the deliberate killing of people known to be unarmed and defenseless. Are we sure? Or might these people have died in battle? 
* "Systematic" e.g., raping or forcing people from their homes. Has it really been organized in a deliberate pattern or have there been a number of unrelated, albeit extremely nasty incidents? INSTEAD, always be precise about what we know. Do not minimize suffering but reserve the strongest language for the gravest situations or you will beggar the language and help to justify disproportionate responses that escalate the violence. 

12.   AVOID demonizing adjectives like "vicious," "cruel," "brutal" and "barbaric." These always describe one party's view of what another party has done. To use them puts the journalist on that side and helps to justify an escalation of violence. INSTEAD, report what you know about the wrongdoing and give as much information as you can about the reliability of other people's reports or descriptions of it. 

13.   AVOID demonizing labels like "terrorist," "extremist," "fanatic" and "fundamentalist." These are always given by "us" to "them." No one ever uses them to describe himself or herself, and so, for a journalist to use them is always to take sides. They mean the person is unreasonable, so it seems to make less sense to reason (negotiate) with them. INSTEAD, try calling people by the names they give themselves. Or be more precise in your descriptions. 

14.   AVOID focusing exclusively on the human rights abuses, misdemeanors and wrongdoings of only one side. INSTEAD, try to name ALL wrongdoers and treat equally seriously allegations made by all sides in a conflict. Treating seriously does not mean taking at face value, but instead making equal efforts to establish whether any evidence exists to back them up, treating the victims with equal respect and the chances of finding and punishing the wrongdoers as being of equal importance. 

15.   AVOID making an opinion or claim seem like an established fact. ("Eurico Guterres, said to be responsible for a massacre in East Timor ...") INSTEAD, tell your readers or your audience who said what. ("Eurico Guterres, accused by a top U.N. official of ordering a massacre in East Timor ...") That way you avoid signing yourself and your news service up to the allegations made by one party in the conflict against another. 

16.   AVOID greeting the signing of documents by leaders, which bring about military victory or cease fire, as necessarily creating peace. INSTEAD, try to report on the issues which remain and which may still lead people to commit further acts of violence in the future. Ask what is being done to strengthen means on the ground to handle and resolve conflict nonviolently, to address development or structural needs in the society and to create a culture of peace? 

17.   AVOID waiting for leaders on "our" side to suggest or offer solutions. INSTEAD, pick up and explore peace initiatives wherever they come from. 
CONFLICT SENSITIVE REPORTING EXAMPLES

Examples of conflict sensitive journalism

Traditional reporting

Skopje, UPI — Peace talks aimed at ending the conflict in Macedonia

lay in ruins last night after the massacre of eight policemen by

Albanian rebels who mutilated the bodies. The atrocity took place at the mountain village of Vecje, where a police patrol was attacked with machine guns and rocket-propelled

grenades, said a spokesman. Six other men were wounded and three vehicles destroyed.

The bodies were cut with knives after they died, he said, and one man’s head had been smashed in. The attack was believed to be the work of the National Liberal Army terrorists from the hills near Tetevo. Ali Ahmeti, a political leader of the NLA, said that his men may have fired “in self-defence.”…

Conflict sensitive reporting

Skopje, UPI — There was condemnation across the political spectrum in Macedonia after a police patrol suffered the loss of eight men. Both the main parties representing the country’s minority

Albanians distanced themselves from the killings, believed to be the work of the self-styled National Liberation Army. Ali Ahmeti, a political leader of the NLA, denied that his men had

attacked the patrol, saying they may have fired “in self-defence”. But the Macedonian government said it had done nothing to provoke the machine-gun fire and rocket-propelled grenades which

destroyed three trucks. A spokesman added that the bodies appeared to have been cut with knives and one man’s skull caved in …

See the difference?

Traditional reporting

• The news is all bad, it is violent news and it does not seek other sides or points of view. It declares the worst: “peace talks...lay in ruins.”

• It uses emotional and unnecessary words: massacre, mutilated, atrocity.

It emphasizes the violence with words such as “mutilated bodies.”

• The traditional reporting takes sides: it describes the event from the

point of view of the army spokesman. He says the patrol was attacked.

Conflict Sensitive Reporting

• The report goes further than violence and it reports people who condemn the violence.

• The news is balanced quickly: the NLA denies it attacked the patrol, but admits there was a battle.

• The other side is given the name it calls itself: the National Liberation Army.

• The violence is not hidden or ignored. But it is stated as a claim and not as a fact.
E X A M P L E # 1

This example is excerpted from

Jake Lynch: ‘Reporting the World:

The Findings. A practical checklist

for the ethical reporting of conflicts

in the 21st Century, produced by

journalists, for journalists’, page

72-73. The work can be found by

visiting the website, www.reportingtheworld.

org.uk and clicking

the button saying ‘Read the online

version here’.

Conflict Sensitive Journalism SECTION 4

Traditional reporting

Yoho City, YNS — The Prime Minister of Yoho has condemned a bomb blast in Yoho City by Atu terrorists which killed ten tourists yesterday. The prime minister said he has created a special army squad to track down the perpetrators of the massacre.

Police say the explosion occurred when terrorists from an Atu assassination squad brought a huge bomb into the Tourist Office in the city square. The bomb was probably located in a suitcase, said police captain Joe Blow. The terrorist-guerilla Atu Front early this morning issued a statement denying it planted the bomb. But government sources say eyewitnesses saw Atu Front leader Sam Green at the city square yesterday. It is believed he coordinated the attack …

Conflict sensitive reporting

Yoho City, YNS — A mysterious explosion which killed 10 tourists was the work of an Atu separatist movement, the Prime Minister of Yoho claimed yesterday.

Police investigators are still examining the shattered city square where the blast occurred while tourists were getting off a tour bus at the Tourist Office yesterday.

The prime minister blamed the explosion on the self-styled Atu Front, which is fighting government forces in rural areas and demanding a republican government.

In a telephone interview Atu Front leader Sam Green denied any connection with the explosion and called it a tragedy. The tour bus recently arrived from the nearby country of Butu,

where a civil war is waging …

See the difference?

Traditional reporting

• The news is full of blame and accusations with no proof. It takes the

prime minister’s side. It says the attackers were Atu terrorists. How

does he know?

• It uses emotional language: massacre, terrorists, assassination squad.

• It reports a claim by the police captain without proof. It reports unnamed

government sources who say other unnamed people say they saw the

Atu leader and blame him. There is no proof of this.

Conflict sensitive reporting

• It reports only what is known. The bomb is a mystery. It uses words

carefully. It says the prime minister makes a claim. It says he blames

Atu separatists.

• It calls the Atu separatists by the name they use. It seeks both sides’

explanation and comment.

• It does not report emotional words like massacre. It does not report

police speculation and police claims, which do not include names of

witnesses.

• It reveals more possible explanation. The bomb may have been on a bus

from another country in conflict.

Content analysis: Peace Journalism-
Steven Youngblood, Park University, Parkville, Missouri
Rubric developed by 2010 Peace Journalism class at Park Univ.
	Scale for use with radio-newspaper-TV stories
	
	
	

	Scale—1=Never; 2=Sometimes; 3=Yes; often
	1
	2
	3

	Language
	

	Inflammatory language
	
	
	

	Victimizing language
	
	
	

	Demonizing language
	
	
	

	Writing and reporting
	
	
	

	Story mentions historical wrongs
	
	
	

	Writer advocates for one side/position
	
	
	

	Writer’s opinion-viewpoint clearly present
	
	
	

	Sources/quotes used from only one side
	
	
	

	Event
	

	Suffering of only one side shown
	
	
	

	Coverage predominantly of violence, not underlying issues
	
	
	

	Suffering of women and children highlighted
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Parties
	
	
	

	Unequal attention given to parties
	
	
	

	Blame assigned to one party
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Peace
	
	
	

	Peace proposals ignored
	
	
	

	Peace proposals dismissed
	
	
	


SCALE-Newspaper-Radio-TV stories—

Peace Journalism=14-19 points

Some characteristics of both peace and war journalism=20-29

War Journalism-30 or more
	Scale for use with visuals—photos and video
	
	
	

	Scale—1=Never; 2=Sometimes; 3=Yes; often
	1
	2
	3

	Photo content analysis
	
	
	

	General topic is suffering
	
	
	

	General topic is destruction
	
	
	

	Subject—Military officials; Government officials
	
	
	

	Mood—Patriotic, gallant
	
	
	

	Subject—held in contempt by photographer
	
	
	

	Association technique used-- Was an attempt made to associate the subjects in the photo with another group/cause/ideology?
	
	
	


SCALE-Visuals--
Peace Journalism=14-19 points

Some characteristics of both peace and war journalism=20-29

War Journalism-30 or more

--Stories to evaluate, using rubric, for Peace Journalism--
	THE CONFLICT IN THE CAUCASUS: A VIEW FROM ALL SIDES


A. GEORGIAN MEDIA

--the messenger (georgia) online

Diplomats are pushing urgent peace talks between Georgian and South Ossetian officials to avert all-out war as heavy fighting in the region killed at least a dozen yesterday. 

Tensions have only escalated in breakaway South Ossetia after severe violence last weekend, and show no sign of abating. The streets of the secessionist capital are reportedly abandoned and Tbilisi says the South Ossetian separatist leader has fled. 

In an address to the nation yesterday evening, Georgian President Mikheil Saakashvili said he ordered a unilateral ceasefire. 

“A few hours ago I gave an order—a very painful order for a commander-in-chief to give—that not a single Georgian unit, neither a police nor other unit under our control should return fire to end the very intense bombardment.” 

“We must stop this spiral of violence.” 

Interfax reported that Russian officials have succeeded in arranging emergency talks between Georgian and separatist officials for tomorrow. Talks scheduled for yesterday were derailed, ostensibly over a disagreement on what format the negotiations would be in. 

As of last night the violence was continuing, and Georgian officials denied reports that the South Ossetians had agreed to a ceasefire. 

Violence grew throughout week 

The confrontation sparked last weekend after the fiercest fighting in years left six dead. The conflict zone fell briefly quiet after that, but growing clashes have pushed the situation to the edge over the last several days. 

Both sides reported heavy shootouts overnight Wednesday that continued into the day. By yesterday evening, the South Ossetians counted two dead and 18 wounded. Reports put the number of Georgian dead at ten, with 50 wounded. 

Tbilisi says the separatists launched an attack yesterday on the Georgian-controlled villages of Nuli and Avnevi in a bid to take strategic heights overlooking the area. A Georgian armored personnel carrier was destroyed in the attacks, confirmed Interior Ministry spokesman Shota Utiashvili, wounding three Georgian troops. 

“Heavy shootings continue,” he told the Messenger yesterday. 

The South Ossetian separatist press committee said Georgian forces attacked an Ossetian-controlled village and were pushed back from strategic hills. 

Late in the evening Utiashvili said that South Ossetian fighters continued to attack despite the Georgian ceasefire. 

The Georgian-controlled village of Prisi reportedly came under attack late last night. Separatists had claimed the day before there were Georgian artillery attacks from the heights above Prisi. Tamarasheni, a Georgian town a stone’s throw from Tskhinvali, also came under fire last night, according to the Georgian Interior Ministry. 

Accusations of preparing for war 

Tbilisi accuses the separatists of starting the violence. A Georgian Foreign Ministry statement yesterday said the separatists’ attacks are made “with the purpose of inciting large-scale confrontation and thwarting direct dialogue.” 

An earlier statement pointed to South Ossetian announcements of arriving volunteer fighters from the North Caucasus as further evidence they are gearing up for war. 

Separatist officials accuse Georgia of amassing armored vehicles and infantry near the edge of the conflict zone, and say they have evacuated women and children from Tskhinvali. They also claim Grad missile systems are set up by the Georgian town of Gori, south of the conflict zone. 

Eyewitnesses in the area said they saw large Georgian military convoys headed toward for the region. 

Utiashvili, the Interior Ministry spokesman, denied the deployment of missile systems but confirmed a “rotation of military forces near Gori.” 

A Russian peacekeeper officer in South Ossetia told reporters yesterday that their forces recorded eight flyovers of Georgian warplanes and surveillance drones in the previous 24 hours. 

Yesterday’s Georgian Foreign Ministry statement said Moscow shoulders much of the blame for the violence. 

“The only way that separatists manage to maintain their grip on power is through military, human and technical resources provided to them by the Russian Federation,” the statement read. 

“The recent developments have shown clearly that the position of the Russian Federation will be the decisive factor in how the process will unfold in the Tskhinvali region.” 

Russia’s deputy foreign minister said the remarks were “unfair” and that Moscow is trying to mediate in the crisis to prevent more bloodshed. 

The Georgian president’s speech, delivered after the Foreign Ministry statement was released, changed the tone on Russia’s responsibility for the clashes: “The leaders of the [Russian] peacekeeping force told us a few hours ago they have completely lost control over the separatists’ actions… We are in constant contact with the Russian Foreign Ministry’s leadership. The Russian Foreign Ministry is trying—they say they are trying, but not succeeding—to get the separatists to cease fire.” 

Georgia is Russia’s “natural ally,” said Saakashvili. 


Tbilisi urges talks after negotiations fail 

Georgia’s top official for conflict issues, Temur Iakobashvili, told reporters that hoped-for talks fell through after he traveled to the conflict zone yesterday, where South Ossetian representatives refused to meet him. 

“Tskhinvali looked empty, as I know [separatist leader Eduard] Kokoity has left the town,” Iakobashvili said, adding that Russia’s own envoy was not able to reach Tskhinvali due to car troubles. 

Asked whether Georgian army troops could be sent into South Ossetia, Iakobashvili said: “We are doing everything to resolve the tense situation by peaceful means. However, we’re always ready to protect our citizens wherever they are.” 

Earlier in the week Tbilisi announced that direct talks were scheduled, but South Ossetian officials later said they would not participate, insisting that any negotiations must be within the Joint Control Commission format which includes Russian, North Ossetian, South Ossetian and Georgian representatives. 

Georgia says the Joint Control Commission is unbalanced and declared last year it would no longer take part in its meetings. 

Saakashvili last night called for direct talks in “any kind of format.” He also reiterated offers of wide autonomy for South Ossetia within Georgia, which he said Russia could oversee. 
--media news.ge

Cluster bombs litter Georgia’s fields despite Russian denials 

By Shorena Labadze 

Friday, August 22 

Human Rights Watch held a press conference on August 21 which outlined instances of unexploded ordnance left by Russian attacks on Georgian land. 

Human Rights Watch researchers have documented Russian cluster bomb attacks during the conflict in Georgia, refuting Russia’s earlier denials that it had used the weapon. They have seen and photographed unexploded sub-bombs detached from the central bomb clusters in and around the villages of Shindisi, in the Gori district of Georgia. Residents from Shindisi and the nearby Pkhvenisi village told Human Rights Watch researchers that there are hundreds of unexploded sub-bombs in the area. Human Rights Watch researchers have seen for themselves unexploded dual purpose (anti-armour and anti-personnel) sub-bombs in Shindisi, commonly known as Dual-Purpose Improved Conventional Munition (DPICM) sub-bombs. Sub-bomb “duds” are highly dangerous and can explode if picked up or otherwise disturbed. 

“Many people have died because of Russia’s use of cluster bombs in Georgia, even while Moscow was denying it had used this barbaric weapon,” said Marc Garlasco, Senior Military Analyst at Human Rights Watch. “Many more people could be killed or wounded unless Russia allows professional de-mining organizations to enter at once to clear the affected areas,” he added. “Highly dangerous unexploded bomblets now litter farms, roads, and pathways in Shindisi and Pkhvenisi. People remaining in these areas don’t realize the dangers these submunitions pose and are at serious risk of injury or death if they handle, or even approach, the bomblets.” 

According to Human Rights Watch, witnesses told them that on August 8, 2008, Russian air strikes on Georgian armoured units located near Shindisi and Pkhvenisi were followed by extensive cluster bomb strikes that killed at least one civilian and injured another in Shindisi. At least two more civilians were killed and five wounded in the days following the initial strikes. 

Zviad Geladze, 38, showed Human Rights Watch researchers fields contaminated with sub-bombs. He estimated they covered an area extending at least one kilometer through his farm. The fields are full of produce ready to harvest. Because humanitarian agencies continue to be unable to access much of Gori region, fields like Geladze’s may provide residents of the region with their only food source. 

Zura Tatrishvili, 62, showed the researchers an unexploded submunition that he had picked up without realizing that just touching it could make it explode. “It was only when one of the bombs exploded after a soldier threw it that we understood that they were dangerous,” he said. Even now, Tatrishvili continues to keep his livestock in a pen with unexploded sub-bombs in it, demonstrating the need for clearance as well as education. 

During the attack on August 8 in Shindisi, Vano Gogidze, 45, was killed and his relative, Dato Gogidze, 39, was injured. Also in Shindisi, Ramaz Arabashvili, 40, was killed and four people were wounded when a submunition that they had gathered from a field exploded on August 10. On August 18, in Pkhvenisi, Veliko Bedianashvili, 70, died when a sub-bomb exploded in his hand. “There are so many of these lying around. The fields are full of them,” said his son, Durmishkhan Bedianashvili. 

Human Rights Watch called upon Russia to immediately stop using cluster bombs, weapons so dangerous to civilians that more than 100 nations have agreed to ban their use. Human Rights Watch also called on Russia to provide precise strike data on its cluster attacks in order to facilitate the cleanup of areas contaminated by sub-bombs. Human Rights Watch called on Georgia to undertake an immediate risk education programme for its population, including radio and television announcements about the dangers of sub-bombs. 

Cluster bombs contain dozens or hundreds of smaller submunitions or bomblets and cause unacceptable humanitarian harm in two ways. First, their broad-area effect kills and injures civilians indiscriminately during strikes. Second, many submunitions don’t explode, becoming de facto landmines that cause civilian casualties for months or years to come. 

Under international humanitarian law indiscriminate attacks, including attacks in populated areas with weapons that cannot be targeted solely at military targets, are prohibited. Russia has an obligation not only to cease all such attacks, but also to take all necessary measures to ensure the safety of the civilian population in areas over which it exercises effective control. On August 20, the Shindisi and Pkhvenisi areas remained under Russian control. 

Human Rights Watch also called on Georgia, which is known to have cluster munitions in its stockpiles, to join the international move to ban their use and to publicly undertake not to use such weapons in this conflict. Neither Russia nor Georgia was part of the Oslo Process launched in February 2007 to develop a new international treaty banning cluster bombs, which comprehensibly bans the use, production, trade and stockpiling of the weapons. It will be open for signature in Oslo on December 3. 

Human Rights Watch first reported on Russian use of cluster bombs in Georgia on August 15, after it identified strikes on Gori and Ruisi on August 12 that killed at least 11 civilians and injured dozens more. Russia subsequently denied any use of cluster bombs. General Anatoly Nogovitsyn, Deputy Head of the Russian General Staff, stated on August 15 that, “We did not use cluster bombs, and what’s more, there was absolutely no necessity to do so.” Georgia’s Internal Affairs Ministry spokesperson Shota Utiashvili has made an announcement asking media representatives to air information about, and pictures of, the sub-bombs to warn the population of the danger of them.

--GEORGIAN MESSENGER 8-22-08

Georgia winning the war of friendly faces 

By Mikheil Svanidze 

Friday, August 22 

Finnish Foreign Minister and OSCE Chairman-in-office Alexander Stubb once again visited Georgia yesterday to negotiate an additional OSCE peacekeeper presence in South Ossetia and monitor the pullout of Russian forces. 

Stubb visited the city of Gori, which is currently under the control of the Russian military. Stubb said he had received a promise from the Russian commanders that they would leave the city within 24 hours. “I cannot control whether they will actually pull out [from Gori] or not. Right now, I can’t see any signs [of the pullout], but let us hope that the Russian side will keep its promise,” Stubb said. 

The OCSE has decided to raise the number of its observers in the conflict zone of South Ossetia to one hundred. Tbilisi has welcomed this, but the Russian side has been hesitant to let the observers in. All sides have agreed, however, to deploy twenty additional observers to “areas adjacent to South Ossetia.” Alexander Stubb said OSCE would “gradually raise” the number of observers. Prior to the outbreak of hostilities, OSCE had eight unarmed observers on the ground. 

Russian military officials have accused OSCE of knowingly concealing the start of the “Georgian aggression” in Ossetia. “From the beginning of the conflict, there have been complaints about OSCE. They were informed by the Georgian side that there would be an intrusion, but [they] did not inform Russian peacekeepers,” Deputy Chief of the Russian General Staff Anatoly Nogovitsyn said yesterday at a briefing. But OSCE officials denied the claim. “Neither the OSCE headquarters, nor the OSCE mission in Georgia had any information of the intention of the sides to use military force,” news agency Interfax quoted OSCE spokesman Mikhail Evstafyev as saying. 

Senior US military commander Bantz J. Craddock visited Georgia yesterday as well, holding a joint briefing with President Saakashvili. The Georgian President noted the need to “coordinate [response to] the humanitarian disaster” in Georgia. Two U.S. Navy ships, a guided missile destroyer USS McFaul, and a Coastguard vessel were reportedly expected to arrive in Georgia within a week, carrying humanitarian aid for the civilian population which has suffered during the conflict. President Saakashvili reiterated he would continue to co-operate with United States in strengthening the Georgian Army. 

President of Romania Traian Basescu also visited Tbilisi yesterday, stressing his support for Georgia’a NATO aspirations and reiterating his support for the country in its Euro-Atlantic integration efforts. Basescu also emphasized the importance of the security of the Black Sea region, which both Romania and Georgia are a part of. Robert Simmons, NATO Special Envoy to Georgia was also in Tbilisi and reiterated NATO’s support for Georgia’s sovereignty and territorial integrity. Simmons met Speaker of the Georgian Parliament Davit Bakradze to discuss the details of the work of the NATO-Georgia Commission, the establishment of which was agreed on August 19th. 

“The NATO-Georgia commission will continue to work towards the implementation of the Bucharest agreement and help the continuation of the political dialogue,” Simmons said yesterday. At the Bucharest NATO summit in April, Georgia was denied a Membership Action Plan (MAP), but was promised eventual membership.—GEORGIAN MESSENGER  8-22-08

B. RUSSIAN MEDIA

Itar-tass

	Russia to help South Ossetia restoration

10.08.2008,
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	GORKI (Moscow region), August 10 (Itar-Tass) - Russian President Dmitry Medvedev said at his meeting with Prime Minister Vladimir Putin that all necessary decisions must be made on aid to South Ossetia. 

“As regards South Ossetia, the housing in Tskhinvali and border residential areas, practically everything has been destroyed there, to put it softly. I believe that we should help people return to their homes, help them restore their houses and apartments,” Putin said reporting to Medvedev results of his trip to Vladikavkaz. 

He said the Russian government had developed a program of assistance to restoration of housing in South Ossetia. 

“We should understand the scale of destruction. It is already clear that it is colossal, but at the first stage I consider it possible, and we have made the decision with the Finance Ministry to appropriate for these needs not less than 10 billion roubles. We are ready to increase this sum, but this can be done only after a serious analysis of the real situation by the moment of restoration,” Putin said. 

“Let us make all necessary decisions,” Medvedev replied. 


	Russian peacekeepers station additional posts in Abkhazia

22.08.2008, 14.29
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	MOSCOW, August 22 (Itar-Tass) -- Russian peacekeepers station 18 additional observation posts in the Georgian-Abkhazian conflict zone, Deputy Chief of the Russian Armed Forces' General Staff Anatoly Nogovitsyn told a press conference on Friday. 

One more post will be in the upper part of the Kodori gorge, from where the so-called Abkhazian government in exile was driven out, he said. 

Eight posts will be stationed farther on the first line and ten on the second line along the Abkhazian-Georgian administrative border. 

The total strength of the Russian peacekeeping force in Abkhazia is 2,142 people. They have 127 armoured personnel carriers and combat reconnaissance patrol vehicles and four helicopters, Nogovytsin said. 

It is the second stage of stationing of additional posts. It is in the final phase, he added. 


Pravda

Headline on special section of their website:

Russia Stands Up from its Knees

Pravda 08-22-08

	NATO must not teach Russia on how to behave towards Georgia

	Front page / World / Europe
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	NATO hit the USA in the face. Its allies said that they were not going to scale down their cooperation with Moscow. The statement showed that the USA was no longer NATO’s master and that Washington was not the city where all fundamental decisions were made. 
The US administration hoped that the alliance would back its condemnation of Russia’s “invasion of Georgia.” However, Great Britain, a staunch ally of the United States, was the first country of NATO which said that the alliance should not isolate Russia. Condoleezza Rice’s counterpart in Britain, David Miliband, offered to expand the bilateral cooperation with Russia. It was later revealed that Britain did not support the suggestion to exclude Russia from the Group of Eight. 

Natalia Boyarskikh, an expert for Russia’s relations with NATO, believes that there was nothing surprising in the fact that NATO did not support USA’s anti-Russian stance. 

“The USA continues to wage the informational war against Russia. Americans are now acting indirectly, through Georgia. They have no true allies left except for several countries of East Europe, which they support financially,” the expert said. 

It is an open secret that politics can be very dirty, just like prostitution. However, it is impossible to bribe everyone. German Chancellor Angela Merkel does not personify the whole of Germany with her statements. She mostly expresses the interests of German rightist forces. German Foreign Minister Frank-Walter Steinmeier openly supports Russia and condemns Georgia. 

The Czech Republic, Greece, Slovakia and France expressed their support to Russia too. In this situation, Russia needs to explain to European NATO members that Georgia’s membership in the alliance would be highly inadequate. 

Yesterday’s emergency meeting of NATO ministers in Brussels marked the most serious political failure of the US administration in recent years. 

NATO Secretary General Jaap de Hoop Scheffer said that NATO was not going to close doors for its dialogue with Russia. 

“No cooperative programs have yet been axed but one can presume ... this issue will have to be taken into view,” the official said. 

"There can be no business as usual [with Russia] under present circumstances," Scheffer said at a news conference after an emergency meeting of NATO foreign ministers in Belgium. "The future of our relations will depend on the concrete actions Russia will take to honor the words of President Medvedev to abide by the six-point peace plan, which is not happening at the moment,” Scheffer said. 

Russia's immediate response was dismissive.
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	Russian news reports say that Russia's Prime Minister Vladimir Putin has arrived in a region that neighbors South Ossetia, where the armed conflict is taking place. 

They say Putin is visiting the city of Vladikavkaz, the provincial capital of the region of North Ossetia that neighbors South Ossetia. 

Also read: War between Russia and Georgia orchestrated from USA
Putin said at a work meeting in Vladikavkaz that he could not imagine how it could be possible to make South Ossetia become a part of Georgia afterwards. 

“Georgia’s actions are criminal, whereas Russia’s actions are absolutely legitimate,” the Russian Prime Minister said. 

Putin urged the Georgian administration to immediately end aggression in South Ossetia. 

“The actions of the Georgian authorities in South Ossetia are obviously a crime. It is a crime against its own people, first and foremost,” Putin stated. 

“A deadly blow has been struck on the territorial integrity of Georgia itself, which implies huge damage to its state structure,” Putin emphasized. 

“The aggression has resulted in numerous victims including those among civilians and has virtually led to a humanitarian catastrophe,” he said. 

The Russian PM stressed out that Russia would always treat the Georgian nation with great respect, as a brotherly nation, despite the current tragic events. 

“Time will pass and the people of Georgia will give their objective estimations to the actions of the incumbent administration,” Putin said. 

Putin believes that Georgia’s aspiration to become a member of NATO is not based on Georgia’s wish to become a part of the global international security system and contribute to the strengthening of international peace. 

“It is based on an attempt of the Georgian administration to get other countries involved in its bloody affairs,” he said. 

Russia ’s actions in South Ossetia are absolutely grounded and legitimate, Putin said. 

“In accordance with international agreements, including the agreement of 1999, Russia does not only execute peacemaking functions, but is obliged, in case one party breaks the cease-fire agreement, to defend the other party, which is exactly what we are doing in case with South Ossetia,” Putin stated. 

Russia has been playing a positive and stabilizing role in the Caucasus for ages, Putin said. 

“We perfectly realize what world we live in today. We will strive for fair and peaceful solutions of all conflicting situations, which we inherited from the past,” the head of the Russian government said. 

Russia 's president Dmitry Medvedev has told U.S. President George W. Bush that Georgia must withdraw its forces from South Ossetia in order to end hostilities there. 

The Kremlin says that President Dmitry Medvedev told Bush in a telephone conversation Saturday that Georgia must also sign a legally binding agreement not to use force. 

Medvedev voiced hope that the United States could help push Georgia in that direction, and said Russia had to act to protect its citizens and enforce peace. 

Georgia launched a massive attack Friday to regain control over South Ossetia. Russia responded by sending in tanks and troops and bombing Georgian territory. 

Bush has urged an immediate halt to the violence and a stand-down by all troops. 

Military forces in the unrecognized republic of Abkhazia launched air and artillery strikes Saturday to drive Georgian troops from their bridgehead in the region, officials said. 

Sergei Shamba, foreign minister in the government of Abkhazia, said Abkhazian forces intended to push Georgian forces out of the Kodori Gorge. The northern part of the gorge is the only area of Abkhazia that has remained under Georgian government control. 

Shamba said the Abkhazian move was prompted by Georgia's military action to regain control over South Ossetia, which began Friday. He said Abkhazia had to act because it has a friendship treaty with South Ossetia. 
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	The US administration urged for an immediate cease-fire in the conflict between Russia and Georgia over the unrecognized republic of South Ossetia. 

In the meantime, Russian officials believe that it was the USA that orchestrated the current conflict. The chairman of the State Duma Committee for Security, Vladimir Vasilyev, believes that the current conflict is South Ossetia is very reminiscent to the wars in Iraq and Kosovo. 

“The things that were happening in Kosovo, the things that were happening in Iraq – we are now following the same path. The further the situation unfolds, the more the world will understand that Georgia would never be able to do all this without America. South Ossetian defense officials used to make statements about imminent aggression from Georgia, but the latter denied everything, whereas the US Department of State released no comments on the matter. In essence, they have prepared the force, which destroys everything in South Ossetia, attacks civilians and hospitals. They are responsible for this. The world community will learn about it,” the official said. 

In the meantime, it became known that the Georgian troops conducted volley-fire cleansings of several South Ossetian settlements, where people’s houses were simply leveled. 

“The number of victims with women, children and elderly people among them, can be counted in hundreds and even thousands,” a source from South Ossetian government in the capital of Tskhinvali said. 

The head of the Russian Foreign Ministry, Sergei Lavrov, told reporters that Georgia’s actions in South Ossetia question its consistency as a state and as a responsible member of the international community, Interfax reports. 

"Civilians, including women, children and elderly people, are dying in South Ossetia. In addition to that, Georgia conducts ethnic scouring in South Ossetian villages. The situation in South Ossetia continues to worsen every hour. Georgia uses military hardware and heavy arms against people. They shell residential quarters of Tskhinvali [the capital] and other settlements. They bomb the humanitarian convoys. The number of refugees continues to rise – the people try to save their lives, the lives of their children and relatives. A humanitarian catastrophe is gathering pace,” Russia’s Foreign Minister said. 

The minister added that the Georgian administration ignored the appeal from the UN General Assembly to observe the Olympic truce during the Beijing Olympics. 

“The Georgian administration has found the use to its arms, which they have been purchasing during the recent several years,” Lavrov said. “The fact that Georgian peacemakers in the structure of joint peacemaking forces opened fire on their Russian comrades from one and the same contingent speaks for itself, I think,” the minister added. 

“Now it is clear to us why Georgia never accepted Russia’s offer to sign a legally binding document not to use force for the regulation of the South Ossetian conflict,” Lavrov said. “Not so long ago, before the military actions in South Ossetia, Georgia’s President Saakashvili said that there was no point in such a document because Georgia would not use force against its people, as he said. It just so happens that it is using it,” Sergei Lavrov said. 

Sergei Lavrov believes that the international community should stop turning a blind eye on Georgia’s active deals to purchase arms. 

“We have repeatedly warned that the international community should not turn a blind eye on 
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CODES OF ETHICS

NPR News Code of Ethics and Practices…edited for length
I. Statement of purpose
Credibility.
NPR is primarily a news organization. We are always testing and questioning the credibility of others. We have to stand that test ourselves. Whether we are functioning as reporters, hosts, newscasters, writers, editors, directors, photographers or producers of news, music or other content, we have to stand that test ourselves. Our news content must meet the highest standards of credibility.

The purpose of this code is to protect the credibility of NPR's programming by ensuring high standards of honesty, integrity, impartiality and staff conduct. 

II. Who is covered

This code covers all NPR journalists - which for the purposes of this code includes all persons functioning in the News, Programming and Online Divisions as reporters, hosts, newscasters, writers, editors, directors, photographers and producers of news, music or other NPR programming. 

III. Statement of principles

Our coverage must be fair, unbiased, accurate, complete and honest. At NPR we are expected to conduct ourselves in a manner that leaves no question about our independence and fairness. We must treat the people we cover and our audience with respect.

  "Fair" means that we present all important views on a subject. This range of views may be encompassed in a single story on a controversial topic, or it may play out over a body of coverage or series of commentaries.  "Unbiased" means that we separate our personal opinions - such as an individual's religious beliefs or political ideology - from the subjects we are covering. "Accurate" means that each day we make rigorous efforts at all levels of the newsgathering and programming process to ensure our facts are not only accurate but also presented in the correct context. "Honest" means we do not deceive the people or institutions we cover about our identity or intentions, and we do not deceive our listeners.  "Respect" means treating the people we cover and our audience with respect by approaching subjects in an open-minded, sensitive and civil way and by recognizing the diversity of the country and world on which we report, and the diversity of interests, attitudes and experiences of our audience.

IV. Conflicts of interest

1. Conducting ourselves in a manner that inspires confidence in us as independent and fair means avoiding actual and apparent conflicts of interest or engaging in outside activities, public comment or writing that calls into question our ability to report fairly on a subject.

2. A conflict of interest in its simplest dictionary term is a conflict between the private interests and the professional responsibilities of a person in a position of trust. An operative word in this sentence is "trust." All of us are in positions of trust with our audience. 
3. An employee covered by this code has the responsibility to disclose potential conflicts of interest. 


V. Outside work, freelancing, speaking engagements

1. The primary professional responsibility of NPR journalists is to NPR. They should never work in direct competition with NPR. 
2. NPR journalists must get written permission for all outside freelance and journalistic work, including written articles and self-publishing in blogs or other electronic media, whether or not compensated. 
3. NPR journalists may not engage in public relations work, paid or unpaid. 
4. NPR journalists may only accept speaking fees from educational or nonprofit groups not engaged in significant lobbying or political activity. 
5. NPR journalists may not speak to groups where the appearance might put in question NPR's impartiality. Such instances include situations where the employee's appearance may appear to endorse the agenda of a group or organization. 

VI. Personal gain, gifts, freebies, loaned equipment or merchandise, etc.

1. NPR journalists may not accept compensation, including property or benefits of any kind, from people or institutions they cover or put on the air. NPR journalists may accept gifts of token value (hats, mugs, t-shirts, etc.). 
2. NPR journalists must conduct themselves at all times in a manner that leaves no grounds for belief, or even the appearance, that information they have gathered on the job has been used for personal gain, financial or otherwise.
3. NPR journalists and other program staff cannot sell items that are received at NPR for review, such as books, CDs, etc. 
4. NPR journalists cannot keep any equipment or items of value provided by a company for test-use for story purposes. 

VII. Ethical conduct in coverage of news and production of programming

1. Plagiarism is an unforgivable offense. NPR journalists do not take other peoples' work and present it as our own.

2. In newsgathering NPR puts its highest value on firsthand newsgathering and confirmation of facts, as opposed to relying on material from other sources (AP, other newspapers and networks, etc.). 
3. NPR journalists must take special care in the use they make of information from wire service stories, reports by other broadcast news organizations, newspaper clips or articles in other publications. No material from another source should ever be included verbatim, or substantially so, without attribution. 

4. NPR journalists are generous in giving credit to other media organizations for stories that demonstrate enterprise or contain exclusive information. If their story inspires us to replicate it, we should give credit even if we use different sources and materials. 

5. NPR journalists must treat the people they cover fairly and with respect. They always keep in mind that gathering and reporting information may cause harm or discomfort, and they weigh that against the importance of the story. 
6. Dealing with minors (generally defined as anyone under the age of 18) always invokes legal issues. An interview of a minor about a sensitive subject requires an NPR journalist to secure permission from the minor's parent or legal guardian. (Permission forms can be found in the "Style and Usage" subfolder of the MANAGING EDITOR location in ENPS). 
7. NPR journalists think carefully about the boundaries between legitimate journalistic pursuit and an individual's right to privacy. 
8. NPR journalists make sure actualities, quotes or paraphrases of those we interview are accurate and are used in the proper context. identify it as such. 

9. Journalism should be conducted in the open. NPR journalists do not misrepresent themselves: NPR journalists disclose who they are and don't pose as cops, investigators or other such officials. 
10. NPR journalists do not use hidden microphones, recorders or cameras except where information that serves an important journalistic purpose, such as in reporting on illegal, antisocial or fraudulent activities, cannot be obtained by more open means. 

11. NPR journalists do not pay for information from sources or newsmakers. They do not allow sources or interviewees to dictate how a topic will be covered, or which other voices or ideas will be included. 12. The grant of anonymity should be a last resort. When NPR journalists use anonymous sources to obtain information necessary for a story, the editor or producer of that story has an obligation to satisfy him/herself that the source is credible and reliable, and there is a substantial journalistic justification for using the source's information without attribution. 
13. NPR does not name victims of sexual assaults. There will at times be exceptions - such as certain instances when a victim goes public with his/her identity - and NPR editors will judge these instances on a case-by-case basis. 

VIII. Politics, community and outside activities 

1. NPR journalists may not run for office, endorse candidates or otherwise engage in politics. 
2. NPR journalists may not participate in marches and rallies involving causes or issues that NPR covers, nor should they sign petitions or otherwise lend their name to such causes, or contribute money to them.

3. NPR journalists may not serve on government boards or commissions.

4. NPR journalists may sit on community advisory boards, educational institution trustee boards, boards of religious organizations or boards of nonprofit organizations so long as NPR does not normally cover them and they are not engaged in significant lobbying or political activity. 
5. When a spouse, family member or companion of an NPR journalist is involved in political activity, the journalist should be sensitive to the fact that this could create real or apparent conflicts of interest. 

DAY 2
HATE RADIO

RWANDAN GENOCIDE—THE ROLE OF RADIO

Radio Milles Collines

Interview with rsf rep. re: media and Rwanda genocide  

http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2dqanEausNk

The sound of hatred

BBC News Online, Monday 21 June 1999

At the end of last year, a radio station calling itself Voice of the Patriot was heard broadcasting in the Bukavu region, in the east of the Democratic Republic of Congo, near the borders with Rwanda and Burundi. 

The radio, thought to be using a mobile transmitter in the mountains above Bukavu town, issued warnings that Tutsi soldiers from Rwanda and Burundi were coming to massacre local residents. 

Though it called itself a "political radio", Voice of the Patriot was a new manifestation of a phenomenon which has accompanied, some say fuelled, the region's violence in recent years: Hate Radio. 

The message it broadcast was simple, and insistent: "These Tutsi killers who invaded our country continue to prepare themselves to plant their flags on both sides of the border ... you know the cunning of those people ... They come with guns, they come to kill us." 

The Tutsi-dominated armies in Rwanda and Burundi blame continuing clashes and deaths on extremists among the Hutu population, which in both countries makes up about 80 per cent of the population as a whole. 

Relations between the Hutu majority and the Tutsi-led governments in each country are increasingly polarised, and the resulting instability threatens to spill over to the rest of the region. 

Militant Hutu groups have organised themselves across the borders in Tanzania and the Democratic Republic of Congo, formerly Zaire. 

Broadcasting in local languages, French and the local version of Swahili, Voice of the Patriot was reportedly run by an opposition group in eastern Congo's South Kivu region comprising Hutu rebels from Rwanda and Burundi, and Congolese opposition factions. 

Rwanda's "final war" 

At the time of the Rwandan genocide, a radio calling itself Radio Television Libre des Mille Collines became infamous as a result of its broadcasts inciting Hutus to kill Tutsis. 

Established in 1993, the privately-owned radio initially criticised peace talks between the government of President Juvenal Habyarimana and the Tutsi-led rebels of the Rwandan Patriotic Army. Hardline Hutus saw the peace process as a threat to their power base. 

After Habyarimana was killed when his plane was shot down in April 1994, the radio called for a "final war" to "exterminate the cockroaches." It played a role in organising militias, broadcast lists of people to be killed and, above all, incited hatred: 

"In truth, all Tutsis will perish. They will vanish from this country ... They are disappearing little by little thanks to the weapons hitting them, but also because they are being killed like rats." 

As the forces of the Rwandan Patriotic Front moved down through the country during 1994, the broadcasters of Radio Mille Collines fled across the border into what was then Zaire. 

"The radio that tells the truth" 

Around the same time, Burundi too got its own hate radio. Using the same formula as Radio Mille Collines, a station calling itself Radio Rutomorangingo ("The radio that tells the truth") began broadcasting catchy music interspersed with messages to rise up against "the Tutsi oppressor". 

Initially based in the forests of southwestern Rwanda and northwestern Burundi, the radio was run by the National Council for the Defence of Democracy, or CNDD, a Hutu rebel group. 

After some months, the radio changed its name to Radio Democracy and toned down its broadcasts. Article 19, the anti-censorship human rights organization, argues that the radio did not directly incite genocide. 

But listeners were left in no doubt about the radio's message of hostility towards the Tutsi-dominated military authorities: "All Burundians, make bows and poisoned arrows, remain alert and fight the ... soldiers," it said in a broadcast in late 1995. 

The radio eventually moved to eastern Zaire, where it continued broadcasting until the CNDD's armed wing lost its rear bases with the advance of Laurent Kabila's forces through the region in 1996. 

Peace radios 

Others have recognised the power of radio as a medium for spreading a message among the region's poor and mostly rural population, where literacy levels are low and there is little access to other sources of information. 

There have been several initiatives to target the region with "peace radios" - broadcasts providing impartial information in an attempt to counter the messages of hatred. 

Radio Agatashya was set up by the Swiss charity Fondation Hirondelle in 1994 to broadcast regional news to hundreds of thousands of Rwandan refugees in Zairean camps, in their own language. 

The radio has since expanded its operations to Burundi, where it works with an NGO running Studio Ijambo radio in Bujumbura. Radio Umwizero, started by European Commissioner Bernard Kouchner, is another such initiative. 

The BBC set up a service broadcasting in the local vernaculars, Kinyarwanda and Kirundi, to provide news "untainted by a hidden agenda", and Voice of America set up a similar service aimed at reuniting families. 

Stopping the broadcasts 

These are signs that the international community, still blamed by the current Rwandan leadership for failing to intervene to stop the killings in 1994, takes the threat of hate radios seriously. 

Some of the most prominent figures associated with Mille Collines radio have been put on trial at the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda in Arusha, Tanzania, though many others, who fled Rwanda after the genocide, are still at large. 

General Romeo Dallaire, the commander of the UN peacekeeping operation in Rwanda at the time of the genocide, is one of those who has testified at the hearings. 

He has argued that a stronger mandate and better equipment for his forces could have prevented the killings. 

He also had something to say about the role of hate radios: "Simply jamming [the] broadcasts and replacing them with messages of peace and reconciliation would have had a significant impact on the course of events." 

The Impact of Hate Media in Rwanda

	By Russell Smith 
BBC News Online Africa editor 
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The United Nations tribunal in Arusha has convicted three former media executives of being key figures in the media campaign to incite ethnic Hutus to kill Tutsis in Rwanda in 1994. It is widely believed that so-called hate media had a significant part to play in the genocide, during which some 800,000 Tutsis and moderate Hutus died. 

There is also little doubt that its legacy continues to exert a strong influence on the country. 

The most prominent hate media outlet was the private radio station, Radio Television Libre des Mille Collines. 

Cockroaches 

It was established in 1993 and opposed peace talks between the government of President Juvenal Habyarimana and the Tutsi-led rebels of the Rwandan Patriotic Front, which now forms the government. During the genocide that followed it broadcast lists of people to be killed and instructed killers on where to find them. 

The BBC's Ally Mugenzi worked as a journalist in Rwanda during the genocide and says there was no doubting the influence of the RTLM. 

"RTLM acted as if it was giving instructions to the killers. It was giving directions on air as to where people were hiding," he said. 

He himself said he had a narrow escape after broadcasting a report on the Rwandan media for the BBC. 

They announced on the radio he had lied about them and summoned him to the station to explain himself. He spent three hours there, justifying his report. 

General Romeo Dallaire, the commander of the UN peacekeeping operation in Rwanda at the time of the genocide, said: "Simply jamming [the] broadcasts and replacing them with messages of peace and reconciliation would have had a significant impact on the course of events." 

As the Tutsi forces advanced through the country during 1994, the broadcasters of Radio Mille Collines fled across the border into what was then Zaire. 

Media 

Prosecutors in the Tanzanian town of Arusha at the International Criminal Tribunal for Rwanda argued that RTLM played a key role in the genocide during the trial of the radio's top executives Jean-Bosco Barayagwiza and Ferdinand Nahimana. 

Mr Barayagwiza boycotted the trial and was sentenced to 35 years. Mr Nahimana was given life in prison. 

Hassan Ngeze, who ran an extremist magazine called Kangura was also sentenced to life. Their defence relied on the often ambiguous nature of the comments - which they say were aimed at the advancing Tutsi rebels under General Paul Kagame rather than at civilians. 

President Kagame's government has used the recent memories of hate media to justify keeping a tight reign on its own media. 

Just last week, the country's only independent newspaper, Umeseso, had copies of its newspaper seized and journalists arrested for publishing articles critical of the government. 

Rwanda also still lacks a private radio station and the government exerts control over most of the media outlets. 

This helped ensure landslide election wins for the RPF during the first post genocide multi-party elections this year. 

The government promises to introduce a more open media soon. 

There will be many hoping that the hate media verdicts delivered in Arusha on Wednesday will help that process along. 

BBC: Radio journalist Valerie Bemeriki convicted for genocide in Rwanda

Passing the news on conviction of journalist Valerie Bemeriki for genocide:

(BBC, December 14th 2009.)

A Rwandan journalist who encouraged Hutus to slaughter Tutsis during the 1994 genocide has been jailed for life.

During her trial Valerie Bemeriki admitted to inciting violence.

In one broadcast attributed to her she told her listeners: "Do not kill those cockroaches with a bullet - cut them to pieces with a machete."

She was one of the most prominent voices of Radio Mille Collines - a station which became notorious for its encouragement of the slaughter.

The station was launched in 1993, backed by relatives of Hutu President Juvenal Habyarimana - whose death in a plane crash helped to trigger the genocide.

Two senior executives of Radio Milles Collines have previously been sentenced to long jail terms by the UN's Rwanda tribunal, based in Arusha, Tanzania.

About 800,000 ethnic Tutsis and moderate Hutus were slaughtered in 100 days in Rwanda.

A local court convicted Bemeriki of planning genocide, inciting Hutus, and complicity in several murders. 

HATE RADIO AND KEYNA

Hate radio spreads new wave of violence in Kenya 

At least 70 killed by tribes

By Mike Pflanz in Nairobi 
Monday January 28 2008 

A new wave of bloodshed in Kenya's Rift Valley killed at least 70 people and triggered a fresh exodus of people fleeing their homes yesterday.

Shops and homes were torched in Naivasha, 60km from Nairobi, after similar violence broke out further west in Nakuru. The fighting again pitted the Luo and Kalenjin tribes, which back Raila Odinga, the opposition leader, against President Mwai Kibaki's Kikuyu supporters. 

For the first time, the Kikuyus appeared to be orchestrating the violence in what many fear were revenge raids for a month of attacks against them by rival tribes. 

There is growing evidence that hate-filled radio broadcasts have poured fuel on the fire of Kenya's post-election killings and contributed to "ethnic cleansing'' in certain areas. 

In a chilling echo of Rwanda's genocidal Radio Milles Collines, media monitors said programmes and songs played on local language stations had helped incite tribal killings. 

"It has been thinly veiled, but it is clearly hate speech and to a large extent the violence we're seeing now can be attributed to that,'' said Kamanda Mucheke of the Kenyan National Commission on Human Rights. 

A by-product of Kenya's move towards democracy has been the explosion of private radio stations serving a rural population without access to television or newspapers. 

Rant 

National broadcasters in English and Swahili -- the two main national languages -- have been praised for even-handed election reporting. But attention is now focusing on local language stations serving different tribes. 

Presenters running phone-ins allowed their callers to rant unchecked, Mr Mucheke said, using obscure metaphors to signify other tribes. 

Kikuyus, who have settled in traditionally Kalenjin and Luo areas, were called "mongooses'' wanting to "steal the chickens'' of other tribes. 

"People of the milk'', meaning the cattle-herding Kalenjins, were told they must "take out the weeds in our midst'' -- the Kikuyus. In turn, Kikuyu stations referred to the "animals from the west'' wanting to take over the "kingdom'' -- a reference to Luo and Kalenjin threats to Kikuyu homes and businesses. 

More than 800 people have died and 250,000 have been forced from their homes since Kenya's election results were announced four weeks ago amid accusations of ballot-rigging. 

"The power of radio to mobilise people in Africa is almost beyond comprehension to a Western mind,'' said Caesar Handa, UN election monitor. (© Daily Telegraph, London) 

- Mike Pflanz in Nairobi 
HATE RADIO in UGANDA
--CBS CASE

Uganda: CBS Staff Defend Radio on Buganda Riots

Hillary Nsambu

9 March 2010



Kampala — The employees of the closed Central Broadcasting Services (CBS) radio station have argued that the station was only used to mobilise people to attend the function of the Kabaka of Buganda in Kayunga, but not to cause violence.

This was in the staff's response to the counter-claim filed by the Attorney General (AG) in a suit filed against the Government over the closure of CBS last September.

In the counter-claim, the AG wanted the radio station to pay damages to the Government for the loss of life and property suffered during the September 2009 riots. The riots erupted when the Kabaka was stopped from visiting Kayunga.

Represented by Katende, Ssempebwa and Company Advocates, the plaintiffs argue that the radio never incited the public to riot or cause ethnic tension as the AG claims.

It always mobilised Baganda and other well-wishers to attend the Kabaka's functions and visits to his traditional subjects in all parts of Buganda as the Constitution, the employees said.

It is further argued that by the time the radio mobilised the people to visit Kayunga, the Government had not banned the Kabaka from visiting the region.

They also argue that as soon as the Government banned the Kabaka from visiting Kayunga, the radio station stopped mobilising citizens to attend, and the Broadcasting Council immediately closed the station.

Uganda: Whipping Up Hysteria about Incitement, Museveni Forgets his Chinese Lessons

Kalundi Serumaga

1 March 2010



opinion

Nairobi — The government-controlled New Vision newspaper has accused the now closed Buganda CBS radio of promoting genocide, and likened it to the notorious Radio TV Milles Collines that participated in the Rwanda genocide.
Thus goes the media stand-off between the government and the Buganda Kingdom over the closure of the station, itself a development of a longer-standing conflict over political and cultural space.

Since its threats of abolition and demands for an apology have not worked, the NRM government has been compelled to present some kind of more robust argument to justify keeping the station off air some five months after the disturbances.

With its open deployment of the charge of promoting genocide, stated not just by the government-owned paper, but also the Minister for Information and an army general-cum-presidential security advisor, the government seems to be playing its last card, with uncertain results.

Shortly after the September shutdown, miles of audiotape were taken from the station to be translated into English by a university language department.

Despite a now presumably intimate knowledge among government officials of all that was broadcast on that fateful week, not a single presenter - nor the station itself as a whole - has been convicted in court on related charges.

Many will find it hard to believe that any serious government that caught its subjects planning genocide - possibly the gravest of all crimes - would simply request a mere apology from them, and then let the matter drop.

Uganda: Mao Attacks Museveni over Buganda Radio Closure

Micheal J Ssali

9 March 2010


Masaka — The newly-elected president general of the Democratic Party, Mr Norbert Mao, used his two-day tour of Masaka to turn his guns on Mr Museveni and his thorny relation with Buganda.
Mr Mao, the first non-Muganda to lead the DP executive, criticised the President for shutting Buganda Kingdom's Central Broadcasting Services (CBS) Radio and demanded that it be re-opened.

He also criticised Museveni for personalising Buganda Kingdom issues, saying institutions like the Media Council should have played a central role to resolve the misunderstandings.

"It is clear that he wants to destroy the kingdom by denying it a voice and revenue. He wants to frustrate the kingdom's efforts to grant school bursaries to your daughters and sons. If it was the issue of people abusing him using the radio, why didn't he deal with those people as individuals?"

Mr Mao, who was received by large enthusiastic crowds at all his events including a prayer session at Kitovu Catholic Church, sought advantage over Museveni on the federo debate pledging that he would grant the kingdom its wish of a federal status if elected President in next year's general elections.

He, however, had a brush with the police on Sunday after his convoy was blocked by the force.

Mr Mao was blocked as he tried to proceed to Buwunga Sub-county but the police said the route was not on plan.

THE POWER OF LIFE AND DEATH
MUNYONYO, UGANDA--As I peered out at the Ugandan radio journalists in my peace journalism class, I came to the stark realization that they are literally in a position to make life and death decisions.

Radio in this part of the world is that important, that influential. The wrong words said the wrong way at the wrong time can, and have, led to violence, even death.

Radio has a singular, awesome power here in Uganda, and throughout much of Africa. For many, radio is the only medium available, since it requires neither electricity nor the ability to read. It doesn’t depend on broken down trucks and rutted roads for delivery. Also, radio is often the only medium that speaks in tribal languages. Radio is the preeminent source of news and information here, especially in rural areas. Imagine newspapers, TV, and Internet rolled into one, and then you can begin to see its true impact. So, consider radio’s centrality to daily life here, factor in traditional tribal disputes and rivalries, add in a population that often lacks media savvy and is thus easy to manipulate, and you have a recipe for potential disaster.

Sadly, recent history in two countries that border Uganda demonstrates the frightening power of radio stations to manipulate their listeners. In Kenya in 2008, 800 people were killed and 250,000 forced to flee their homes following post-election violence. Hate-filled radio broadcasts played a hand in the mayhem, helping to incite tribal violence. Tribal language broadcasts urged listeners to “take out the weeds in our midst” and referred to other tribes as “animals from the west” who want to take over “our kingdom.” “It has been thinly veiled, but it is clearly hate speech, and to a large extent the violence we’re seeing now can be attributed to that,” Kamanda Muchecke of the Kenyan National Commission on Human Rights told the London Daily Telegraph.

Even more frightening was the role hate radio played in the 1994 genocide in Rwanda where 800,000 people were killed. Radio Milles Collines has become notorious for its role, which began with hateful speech directed against the Tutsi minority that devolved into thinly veiled references to exterminating “cockroaches”, and finally ended with the station “actually broadcast(ing) lists of people to be killed in various regions.” (Australian Broadcasting Corporation interview, 24 Sep, 2005). “In fact, (Milles Collines) told people to go to work, and what that meant was to take up their machetes and actually do the work of killing the minority group.” 

As we discussed hate radio and its potential to ignite violence in Uganda, I asked if radio-incited bloodshed like that which occurred in Kenya and Rwanda could happen here. All the students unhesitatingly answered yes. Why? It could happen here because of the power of radio, and the ease of manipulating the populace. One student journalist noted that the most important identity people have in Uganda is tribal identity, and if they see their tribe threatened, they would do what is necessary, on the air, to protect their people. Several other students nodded in agreement.

So, I asked, does this mean that tribal identity supercedes one’s identity as a journalist? Several other students spoke up and said that although they are loyal to their tribe, they also have a commitment their listeners, to society as a whole, and ultimately, to the truth. I was heartened by this response. One student saw the actions of inflammatory journalists in Rwanda and Kenya as foolish and irresponsible. He observed that these journalists enjoyed the power of stirring up a mob, but realized too late that it was impossible to stop the crowd before it got out of hand. It sounded to me a bit like someone who lights a fire, only to watch in horror as it burns out of control.

Seizing on the issue of tribal identity, I led a discussion about what is best for their people, regardless of tribe. Did any of the tribes benefit from the violence in Kenya or Rwanda? Is Uganda a better place after 20 years of civil war? I emphasized that the best thing journalists can do for their tribe, and for their country, is to promote peace, not inflame passions and hatred. Certainly, violence has left no winners here in the Great Lakes region of Africa.

As we closed the emotional discussion, I was encouraged when one student said that “it’s up to us to spread the word” about the power of radio, and the awesome responsibility radio journalists here have to use their platform to promote peace and reconciliation instead of hate and violence. All I could think was that the clock is ticking here in Uganda, and that I better teach as many peace journalism seminars as quickly as I can.

--Steven Youngblood

SOLUTIONS TO HATE RADIO
Ghetto Radio aims to break through the 'tribal madness'

Report from Nairobi by Koert Lindijer

31-01-2008
The crisis in Kenya has coincided with the launch in Nairobi of Ghetto Radio, a new multimedia platform for informal settlements in African cities. The Ghetto Radio Foundation is a Dutch initiative; Radio Netherlands Worldwide is one of the partners, and has supplied technical and logistical support. 

Ghetto Radio Nairobi is transmitting on 89.5 FM, and on the Web. The FM frequency belongs to the national broadcaster, KBC, which is managing the technical services. 

In Nairobi, the ghettos have been particularly badly affected by the post-election violence. The ghettos are also the political hotbeds of the city. As Ghetto Radio prepares for its first live broadcast on Friday 1 February at 0400 UTC, the studio is under extra police protection, and all the station's reporters have been called off the streets for their own safety. Some of them have had lucky escapes. Robert Ochola says he was almost killed by members of the Kikuyu tribe, not because he was a journalist but because he is a Luo. 
Street language
Robert explains that his parents speak the Luo language, but he and other young people from the ghettos speak 'sheng', a street language that is a mixture of English and Kiswahili. He says he was never really conscious of being a Luo in the past, but the tribal violence has changed all that. 

Another reporter for Ghetto Radio, Angel Wainana, is a Kikuyu. She says the conflict is partly a battle between rich and poor, but also a battle between the old and young generations.  

"We want to break through the tribal madness. We poor must form a united front."   

Most Kenyan politicians are over 50. In the election of 27 December, two million young voters took part for the first time. Angel says she's disappointed that the voices of the young didn't make a difference, but she says that at least election fraud is now being challenged, whereas in the past it happened without any protests. 
"We are together"
Friday's opening programmes on Ghetto Radio will be thematic, with the title "Tuko Pamoja" (We are together) and will consist of music from Kenya and other parts of East Africa, with lots of reactions and interviews with the young people from the ghettos. The aim is to present a positive message. The project leader, Dutchman Maarten Brouwer, is staying neutral and says that the young people on his staff must work things out for themselves. 

Ghetto Radio was always going to be a challenging project, but events since 27 December have just made its task a whole lot tougher. Yet, a look at Ghetto Radio's website suggests that the young people working there are determined to do their best to counteract the tribal hate campaigns on some of the other stations. In that sense, Ghetto Radio's arrival on the air has come at exactly the time when it is most needed

ELECTRONIC PEACEKEEPING—COULD IT WORK?

Propaganda for Peace

By Keith Spicer; from the New York Times, Published: December 10, 1994
OTTAWA— Hate campaigns on Serbian and Croatian television helped brew Bosnia's horrors. 

The Hutus' Radio Mille Collines ordered half a million murders and a death march of two million Rwandans. 

The United Nations staggers under an unpaid peacekeeping bill of nearly a billion dollars. Yet the instruments that keep running up the bill -- military interposition, humanitarian aid, economic embargoes, diplomacy -- all fail to end root conflicts. 

Could the U.N. head off or stop ethnic wars by mobilizing airwaves that are too often used to set them off? Used against (and by) dictators and demagogues, broadcasts are subversive. 

That's why Serbian aggressors put such a high priority on destroying or capturing Bosnian radio and TV stations. And that's why the Hutus set up a mobile radio transmitter 24 hours after the U.N. stopped Radio Mille Collines. 

Unlike printed media, both radio and TV reach all social and cultural groups, especially the illiterate or poorly educated, whom dictators so easily manipulate. 

Broadcasts can convey anti-racist facts and perspectives in the same powerful way that hate is peddled. They are fairly inexpensive; they require only a modest amount of equipment and supplies, and only a few staff members. They are hard to silence. And they risk no lives, or very few. 

How could the U.N., and perhaps NATO and other regional security organizations, make electronic peacekeeping work? 

Broadcasting can help stifle ethnic conflict before and during armed combat. Networks of "early warning" volunteers could advise the U.N.'s 24-hour situation center of hate campaigns that preach violence. Such networks are already run informally by independent media groups. 

The Security Council could order a new, well-equipped media section in its Department of Peacekeeping Operations to broadcast corrective news and views to places inundated with aggressive propaganda. 

At the heart of such an effort -- call it propaganda for peace -- should be a handful of experts in the use of the media for war and peace. They should be trained in politics, mass psychology and traditional and unconventional warfare. 

If war broke out despite their efforts, the department would have standing authority to ship transmitters and media experts to the region to fight back with facts and balanced comment. 

In some situations, saving lives might temporarily demand jamming or incapacitating mass killers' transmitters. But the emphasis should always be on freedom: on countering evil voices, not silencing them. 

At both stages, volunteers from the West's private media aid organizations -- for example, Article 19 in England and Reporters Sans Frontieres in France -- could be enlisted to bring their beliefs, resources and specialties to help the U.N. 

Why hasn't the U.N. taken up information diplomacy as an obvious and routine peacekeeping instrument? 

First, because some governments may still not believe that transmitters can save as many lives as soldiers or relief supplies. They ask, Isn't broadcasting some kind of public relations frill -- like the U.N.'s Department of Public Information? The analogy is wrong. Public relations has nothing to do with peace-keeping. 

Second, cynics argue that a few chummy broadcasts won't sway people with blood in their eyes. If so, why the dictators' frenzy to prevent any syllable of peaceful talk? 

Third, some governments fear that allowing radio and TV to invade so-called sovereign airwaves might one day be turned against them. That's why the West backed Serbia against free Bosnian journalists who tried to use unauthorized frequencies to broadcast factual peace propaganda on the "pirate" radio ship Droit de Parole. But shouldn't the frequency of death in wartime override niceties of radio frequencies? 

Fourth, the U.N.'s Legal Directorate, conservative as are all legal departments, sees no mandate for such untraditional roles. The Security Council should instruct U.N. lawyers to devise new theories, as they always can, to fit the needs of their political masters. 

A few journalists may be skittish about anything that seems to involve the news media in public purposes. But we're not talking about corrupting the media. We're talking about using technology, a few volunteers and some vision -- all at a pittance -- to stop ethnic bloodbaths. 

We're talking about using our heads to stop wars that always start, and end, in somebody's head. 

Keith Spicer is chairman of the Canadian Radio-Television and Telecommunications Commission (the Canadian equivalent of the Federal Communications Commission).

DEVELOPMENT AND PUBLIC JOURNALISM

Techniques for doing public journalism in the Philippines also evolved along the way but basically follow six strategies that would allow for better engagement between reporters and members of the community. The examples are from a project in the Philippines.

Strategy 1: Community Immersion 

Reporters spend time in the community to study its geography, demographics, determine citizen needs, interests, aspirations, and generally to interact with community members as a step towards building trust.  Members of the Forum of Reporters for Equality and Empowerment (FREE) in the island of Mindanao, stayed with a local community in Maguindanao province for a week to more clearly understand its thinking on peace efforts at the height of fighting between government soldiers and the Moro Islamic Liberation Front (MILF) in 2000.  The result was a series of stories of citizen voices about the need to focus more on peace initiatives and what people think ought to be done.

Strategy 2: Community Conversations
Conducted during neighborhood gatherings or meetings, in small parks or plazas, barangay halls, in front of sari-sari stores or talipapa, and even in people’s living rooms, community conversations allow journalists to probe for insights without becoming intrusive or invasive.  A small group of radio reporters in Kidapawan City, North Cotabato began hanging out with locals to listen to what people really are talking about (and what they care most about), eventually engaging them in conversation and developing a daily program they called Pulso ng Bayan (Pulse of the Town). 

Strategy 3: Focus Group Discussions
A more structured form of eliciting data and information, focus group discussions or FGDs allows for a more targeted discussion of a particular issue or problem with key community players like leaders of people’s organizations, civic groups, barangay officials, youth representatives, small business associations, and the local church or mosque.   The journalist must prepare a set of questions beforehand but must also be flexible enough to consider other angles that may develop during the discussion. The Visayas Examiner, a weekly paper in Iloilo City in Western Visayas, sponsored neighborhood roundtable discussions after people came to their offices complaining about noxious emissions from a hospital incinerator.  The discussions led to a series of stories and dialogues with reporters, editors, citizens, experts and authorities.  The incinerator was eventually shut down.

Strategy 4: Citizen Polls
Surveys or public opinion polling can cover a large segment of the community or geographic area and allows the news organization to put together, for example, a checklist of citizen concerns and perceived problems that would help it map out the story.  PBN Broadcasting Network in Bicol polled residents in one municipality after citizens expressed concern about the planned construction of a cement plant in the area.  It then facilitated a series of community dialogues where the pros and cons of the project were discussed and where the affected residents themselves drew up solutions allowing the plant’s operation under certain conditions. 

Strategy 5: Community Interaction
Widening the network of sources and partners, listing down other players in the community, establishing contacts with NGOs, people’s organizations, community associations and even exploring dialogues with local governments and agencies often result in stories that examine problems and offer solutions.  It also opens opportunities for the news organization to play a more catalytic role in the community by providing avenues for dialogue through their news pages or programs. The Bandillo ng Palawan in Puerto Princesa City encouraged the different sectors in the province to discuss the creation of the Palawan Heritage Center to arrest the slow deterioration and loss of cultural and environmental artifacts.

Strategy 6: Alliances with the Competition
By pooling resources and talent with other media organizations such as TV, radio and print, news outfits can cut down costs while ensuring broader reach and bigger impact when doing public journalism.  This eschews the traditional mode of media competition that often verges on the cutthroat especially in broadcast.  Four radio stations in Kalibo, Aklan worked together for an hour each day to do a simultaneous broadcast of a collaborative program that tackles children’s rights.  The program soon attracted listeners to report and discuss cases of child abuse, a subject which was taboo before in the town.

--CENTER FOR COMMUNITY JOURNALISM AND DEVELOPMENT

The Guardian’s Katine project: development journalism and Uganda
January 14th, 2009Posted by Laura Oliver 

Last night’s discussion at POLIS of the Guardian’s ‘It starts with a village project…’ in the Ugandan village of Katine raised plenty of questions about development journalism and the media’s accountability, and whether media organisations can work in the long term with NGOs and charities.

By far the most interesting remarks were made by Richard Kavuma, a Ugandan journalist working for the Guardian on the project for two weeks every month.

Kavuma, who was named CNN Multichoice African journalist of the year in 2007, is caught in the middle between AMREF, the Guardian’s partner in the project, and the paper - a tension he has learnt to live with and not let impact upon what he sees as his purpose as a journalist:

“My own understanding of the media from the elementary classroom is that we are supposed to be the voice of the people. Especially those who do not have the voice to be heard. I saw it [Katine] as an extension of what I was meant to be doing as the media.

“This project is bringing the voice of Katine to a wider international audience - what they perceive as their problems and how they think the project is helping or not helping them.”

“There have been challenges at the centre of some fairly salient tensions: I’m not trying to become a PR officer, I’m a journalist.

“Traditionally the media is supposed to be a watchdog, we scrutinize things. But the NGOs get money from donors and they’d like to prepare good reports on how much the money has done.”

The Guardian and AMREF have been trying to recruit more local journalists to write for the project, but to little avail, as journalists in the country’s capital are already overworked, Guardian writer Madeleine Bunting added.

As a result Kavuma says his reporting has become something of a novelty and has attracted a great deal of interest. Part of this, which he is too modest to mention, comes from more focus on people-led reporting - a journalistic style not widely used by the Ugandan media:

“The tone is changing and becoming more people-centered [in the Ugandan media]. For example, it’s not reporting about mortality, but writing about a woman who is losing her life for becoming pregnant.

“I can’t claim the credit, but I am part of a new movement, which is putting people at the centre of development reporting.

“In Uganda high politics is seen as selling papers. The issue for the media is to try and spot the high politics in the development issues and writing stories as an issue of not numbers but of people.”

The content site for the project had its highest level of traffic last month with 46,000 uniques, Bunting told the gathering. But, as contributor and Guardian environment editor John Vidal pointed out, it’s not about traffic, the project ‘had to be done’.

Despite its flaws - huge costs, some conflict with partner organisations, slow recruitment of Ugandan contributors - those involved insisted there were invaluable lessons to be learnt from the scheme, which is just a third of the way through.

Kavuma agreed: there are lessons about a journalist’s role and writing as a development journalist; but more importantly there’s an opportunity to educate the public about the development process - how hard/easy it is and the ongoing progress.

A move away from, as Madeleine Bunting said, the traditional reportage of development:

“[S]weep in, show the extent of suffering and say that your cheque will put it all right and actually not got back to check.”

DAY 3

ELECTORAL/PEACE JOURNALISM
CONDITIONS FOR ELECTION RELATED VIOLENCE

1. Persistent and sustained sense of election fraud.

2. The outcome is not so contested, but there is a bitter and non-accepting loser. A subset of this is when the government loses (and is surprised and shocked by the result).

3. The cause of violence is an external or domestic source not immediately participating in the election process (another state, “terrorists,” economic “profiteers” of violence).

4. The violence is connected to contested legitimacy of the state itself or the failure/weakness of the nation-building process

5. Violence that is supported or provoked by the government to implement

controversial restrictions, consolidate political power or weaken certain communities.

6. Violence that is pursued by non-state actors (including opposition

parties) to economically profit from conflict, consolidate political power or weaken

certain communities.

Four factors were identified which are likely to affect a state’s media and its role in mitigating or promoting conflict:

1. The level of legitimacy ascribed to the state and the degree of trust and confidence citizens

have in state institutions. Where the state’s rational-legal authority and citizen acceptance

of the state are lower, the media tend to be instrumentalized and used for the attainment

of particularistic goods rather than for public information.

2. Political polarization, entailed by extremes of political opinion and the existence of antisystem

elements which may not accept the electoral system, is conducive to conflict.

3. High levels of media partisanship reduce the likelihood that media will act as a moderating

peaceful influence when there is a threat of violent conflict. Partisanship is not inevitably

problematic, but becomes so in the context of a lack of transparency.

4. Where media are highly commercialized there are incentives for sensational reporting of the

news and media is unlikely to contribute to conflict-prevention or mitigation.

Media, Elections and Political

Violence in Eastern Africa:

Towards a Comparative

Framework

Nicole Stremlau and Monroe E. Price

An Annenberg-Oxford Occasional Paper in Communications Policy Research
--From the international federation of journalists reporting handbook

CONFRONTING THE PROBLEM OF BIAS 
Allegations of bias in the news media happen all the time, but they are most evident at election time. 
Journalists know that to politicians and public interest groups, the omission of certain news items or issues from newspapers and radio and television news bulletins, the angle given to a story or the choice made about its place in a page or a bulletin, will sometimes be construed as a deliberate act of bias. 
More often than not, journalists make these choices on the basis of sound professional judgement. But mistakes are made. When deadlines are tight and pressures are greatest, the weighing of these factors may be less thorough. In general, journalists must strive for fairness and for decisions made solely on the basis of news value. 

The "conspiracy theory" of deliberate bias is rejected by most journalists as being based on an inadequate knowledge by outsiders of the editorial process. As insiders we know, too often, that it is lapses of judgement and cock-up rather than conspiracy that is to blame when things go awry in the newsroom. 

Rejecting the notion of conspiracy, one senior newspaper editor has written: 

"We do not conspire with outsiders because we are newspaper people -- not politicians, megalomaniacs or political dilettantes. We do not slant news to favour any political party because -- apart from being a fraud on our readers and bad journalism -- to do so is dishonest. Journalism in its purest form is simply telling the truth, so long as it is in the public interest. We do not conspire with outsiders. We do not write for politicians or parties. We write for people". 
Most journalists might accept that, but we all know, too, that political pressure exists. Often it is based upon the traditional community of support which media appeal too -- liberal newspapers tend to be left of centre in their editorial columns; conservative newspapers will favour right of centre politics. 

Partisan journalism can be good journalism. Campaigning journalism has often nurtured the best tradition in the profession but the opinions of the editorial columns should not interfere with the process of news gathering, news selection and placement. 

That is something which journalists always try to respect and that is difficult for many outside journalism to understand. Therefore, allegations of deliberate, political bias are easy to make and often difficult to refute. 

The choices to be made between different kinds of news and views every day and the omission of some items and the inclusion of others is bound to result in professional judgement which can be defined as bias. A journalist comments: 
"Of course the press is biased. The gathering, editing and publishing of news involves decisions by people who inevitably bring their own background, values and prejudices to bear on deciding what to select, emphasize and colour as news. 

"Bias is inevitable; it is lack of balance in the representation of a range of views that is criticised. Lack of balance may characterise not only the way politics is presented in reports, but more generally, the way women, unions, homosexuals and minorities are reported." 
Even media critics, if pressed, would acknowledge that the media cannot be entirely free of bias. They would accept, for instance,that the editorial column, which serves as the institutional voice of newspaper on a wide range of issues, must of necessity be biased because it expresses an opinion, even though such opinion must always be based on confirmed facts. Nor would they object to the right of columnists to express their opinions, even if they disagree with them. 
Generally, what is objected to is a lack of balance in news columns, which are supposed to contain objective reportage, as far as that can be achieved. Deliberate bias, sometimes slight, sometimes excessive, is the result of a conscious decision by the reporter, editor or proprietor to be partisan rather than even-handed. 

of the opposition with little or no footage whereas they run long footage of the speech by the ruling party candidate. Bias can also be seen in "camera angles" when TV crews are asked to focus on a campaign rally in such a way that it appears larger than it really is. Or when they are being asked to film the "best" or the "worst" profile of a candidate. 

But the fact that a newspaper prints more news about the President or Prime Minister than about the Opposition leader or opposition candidate is not of itself evidence of deliberate bias. It might reflect the fact that the President or Prime Minister does or says more as a result of the duties of his or her office; or that the President or Prime Minister is interesting and the opponent is dull; or that they provide information to meet deadlines. 

Many journalists question whether it is the job of the media to go out of their way to polish up the Opposition's image or improve its media skills to account for any such deficiencies. However, it is the media's job to act fairly. Remember that many politicians are skilled at manipulating people, including media. 

Some candidates are so obsessed with getting their message across without any journalistic filter that they have resorted to new ways of addressing directly the electorate. 

In the 1992 presidential elections in the United States maverick billionaire candidate Ross Perot rented television time to avoid having to talk to free media. He could, and did, buy all the airtime he wanted. The bad news for our profession was that each time he attacked journalists, the switchboard of his headquarters was overwhelmed with calls from people volunteering for his campaign. 

Some candidates went on the television talk-show circuit with no journalist present and answered questions fielded directly by the public. 

Journalists should carefully listen to the questions asked by the public: they may serve as an excellent barometer of real public concerns and as a warning for journalists as to the way they effectively cover those concerns. 

Never forget that you are a link between the event and the reader, listener or viewer and not a veil. News coverage should not become a barrier between the candidates and the voters. It should be a bridge connecting them. 

9 

"That desire of the people to become more involved in the political process is here to stay," says Seymour Topping of the American Society of Newspaper Editors . "It will have increasing influence on newspapers as well as the electronic media. People will want to be in a position to have their views recorded more often and at greater length in newspapers. This can be done through letters to the editor, it can be done through op-ed pages and in news columns in the sense that reporters are drawn more to talk to the people themselves rather than addressing all their questions to politicians or to the leaders in business and the professions." 

Always be prepared for media bashing. Many candidates, especially lacklustre or losing candidates, think they get unfavourable coverage in the press and try the put the blame on the media. Do not be intimidated. Just do your job. 

A final word: bias is also about news priorities. We can choose to focus on a particular issue, or we can join the herd in following a particular controversy, or we can decide to refrain from getting behind the glitz and the glamour of personality or character politics. 

Bias occurs when we focus on the internal dynamics of an election campaign, on its "horse race" model instead of digging deep into the most substantive issues of the day. 

Beware of allowing a gap to grow between your news values and the nation's real concerns. According to studies in the United States1 "the voters' concerns are closer to those of the candidates. The Markle Commission's study of the 1988 campaign concluded that voters believe they get their best information about the candidates from debates". And not from journalists! 

Bias should be fought by media organisations. A process of checks and balances can be set up within the newsroom itself in order to correct imbalance in reporting. Some media organisations have adopted operating procedures that guide journalists in the day-to-day dilemmas of their work. 

Some have devised a reviewing process that closely monitors the performance of the newsroom. Others have even appointed a readers' 
Conditions needed for a rumour to spread:

1. Lack of education: an uneducated public will be more gullible and less

likely to check the information (but rumours exist also in educated

countries)

2. Lack of transparency: when explanations are not given, the public

starts inventing, usually assuming the worst

3. Lack of credibility of the media: the community does not trust the

information given through the official channels and so looks for other

sources of information

4. Strong emotions: the rumour captures the mood and emotional needs

of the community

5. Hidden agenda: an individual or group may take advantage of an

incident to spread a malicious rumour that advances their agenda

and/or harms their competition.

Rumor Management: Actions taken by responsible journalists

1. Use every opportunity to educate his or her readers/listeners.

2. Hold elected officials and politicians accountable for what they say and do.

3. Investigate rumours, but publish only verified stories so the community can distinguish between facts and rumours.

4. Through informal conversations, journalists gauge the community’s mood, put incidents in perspective and analyze underlying causes.

5. Journalists always ask: Who benefits from this rumour? and investigate whether facts were purposely manipulated.
--Source: Rumour management manual—Search for Common Ground/Radio Peacebuilding for Africa
DAY 4--CONFLICT ANALYSIS
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From Peace Journalism-Lynch/McGoldrick

BIAS AND FLAG WAVING—
Jerusalen Post Jan 21, 2009 23:24 | Updated Jan 21, 2009 23:36 
'Israeli, Arab media rallied round the flag during Gaza campaign'

By EHUD ZION WALDOKS 

Both Israeli and Arab media rallied around the [image: image15.wmf]

flag during the [image: image16.wmf]

Gaza operation, panelists told the audience during an Israel-Palestine Center for Research and Information (IPCRI) event on Wednesday. 
Keshev Executive Director Yizhar Be'er presented an analysis of the Israeli press over the three-week conflict. Keshev and its Palestinian partner analyze the Israeli and Palestinian media. 

"In times of crisis or war, the immediate reflex of the Israeli media is to rally around the flag. They provided full justification for the military operation and full support for decision-makers," Be'er told the audience at the Ambassador Hotel in Jerusalem. 

Be'er compared the coverage this time to that of the Second Lebanon War. Both times, he said, Israeli media highlighted the suffering of Israelis and downplayed the suffering of Palestinians. 

On the slightly more positive side, Be'er said, this time there was ample mention of diplomatic options. 

"Right from the very beginning, there was a comprehensive and deep discussion of windows of opportunity for getting out from under the fighting," he said. 

Top of Form

Bottom of Form

As opposed to the last war, however, this time there was only one source of information - the IDF Spokesman, which prevented independent verification, Be'er said. 

Be'er used the examples of the "Grad truck" and the UNWRA school to demonstrate his point. In both cases, the media practically blindly reported what they were given from the IDF Spokesman without attempting to verify it themselves. 

Only Ha'aretz followed up on the Grad truck and talked to the owner, who said he was not carrying a Grad but empty oxygen tanks to be used for scrap metal, he said. 

The Hebrew dailies also declined to cover the follow-up to the events at the UNRWA school, Be'er said. 

Despite subsequent probes by the UN and the IDF, which found that there had been no gunmen within the school compound hit by an IDF tank shell that killed up to 40 civilians, the major Hebrew dailies didn't cover the probes in their news pages. 

The major dailies also splashed big pictures of IDF troops or Israeli casualties on their front covers, but never put any pictures of Palestinian civilian casualties on the front page, he found. 

Mohammed Daraghmeh, who covers the PA for the Associated Press out of Ramallah, discussed the major sources of news for Palestinians. 

Daraghmeh noted that this was the first war in which the Palestinians themselves were not in consensus. While protesting Israeli actions, the Palestinians were split on whether to blame Israel or Hamas for starting the war. 

"Some said it was Hamas who had brought on the war by taking [image: image17.wmf]

Gaza hostage," he said. 

"Seventy-five percent of Palestinians watch Al Jazeera, then Al Arabiya [Arab satellite news channels], and very few watch or believe local Palestinian media," he said. 

He said Al Jazeera's on-scene coverage was graphic but accurate. They became "controversial" by choosing which commentators to interview. 

"All of the commentators and politicians which were interviewed were biased towards Hamas," he said. Al Arabiya, at least, included the Fatah point of view, he said. 

Aryeh Green of Media Central brought an interesting parallel to a war in the Congo which occurred during the same late December-early January weeks. Despite the killing of roughly the same number of civilians, the international media scarcely covered the Congo, choosing instead to focus on Gaza. 

"There were 200 to one articles about Hamas as opposed to the Lord's Resistance Army," a terrorist group determined to create a Christian theocracy in the Congo, Green noted. 

"There were 400 to one articles covering [image: image18.wmf]

Gaza than covering the Congo, and 800 to one covering the UNRWA school bombing as opposed to an incident in Doruma in the Congo where the LRA hacked to death 100 civilians hiding in a church," he said. 

The Jerusalem Report's Editor-in-Chief Eetta Prince-Gibson called for journalists to adopt professional positions whether in peacetime or war. 

"We have failed," she said of journalists altogether, as each reporter pushes their own agenda rather than striving for objectivity and balance. 

Journalists need to be critiqued by their opposite number in Israel or the Palestinian Authority, she argued, to help them realize where they have strayed. 

"We are confusing dismissal with disagreeing. You can disagree with me, but don't dismiss that side of the story just because you don't agree with it," she concluded. 

WHY MEDIA GO ALONG WITH GOVERNMENT WAR PLANS

Why media “go along” with official govmt positions vis-à-vis conflict—what Nikolaev calls the agitation mode (instead of informing, media agitate audiences in favor of the official policy). Conditions under which this occurs:

1. No significant opposition

2. War does not have direct effect on the people

3. Adversary presented by govmt as threat to societal values

4. Simple, black and white explanation of events possible—good guys vs. bad, or ancient hatreds.

5. Dramatic presentation (heroes, villains) possible

6. Images published create strong feelings..fear and anger, for exp.

7. Debate framed by authority figure (president)

8. War coverage can be turned into a video game, making wars attractive and seemingly bloodless.

Rally round the flag—media tend to support foreign policy interests of home govmt during time of crisis.

Rallies occurred when:

1. Conflict removed from everyday lives of Americans

2. Involve threats that president informs public about

3. Involve decisive, usually military, response.

4. Vilified enemy

5. A short duration

Alexander Nickolaev, Drexel Univ, 2009—in Critical Sociology

Post-Conflict Reconstruction & the Media: 
Discussion Points

How do we keep the past alive without becoming its prisoner? How do we forget it without risking its repetition in the future? - Ariel Dorfman
"What seems apparent in former Yugoslavia is that the past continues to torment because it is not the past. These places are not living in a serial order of time but in a simultaneous one, in which the past and present are continuous, agglutinated mass of fantasies, distortions, myths and lies. Reporters in the Balkan wars often observed that when they were told atrocities they were occasionally uncertain whether these stories have occurred yesterday or in 1941, or in 1841, or 1441. […] This is the dreamtime of vengeance. Crimes can never safely be fixed in the historical past; they remain locked in the eternal present, crying out for vengeance."- Michael Ignatieff
Truth, justice, vengeance and forgiveness are societal responses to collective violence. They are also emotive buzz words used in discussions of post conflict societal reconstruction. But what do they really mean? What is their relationship to one another? What role do they play in post-conflict societies? And what can or should journalists do to aid societal reconstruction?


VENGEANCE

"Boundless vindictive rage is not the only alternative to unmerited forgiveness."
- Susan Jacoby 
Vengeance is a word that is pejorative yet in many ways it embodies important ingredients of moral responses to wrongdoing.

What is vengeance?

• Vengeance is the impulse to retaliate when wrongs are done to ensure that wrongdoers
   pay for their crimes.
• Vengeance is the expression of a violation of our basic self-respect.
• Vengeance is dangerous if people exact more than necessary as they become hateful   themselves by committing the reciprocal act of vengeance.
• Vengeance can set in motion a downward spiral of violence in a mechanism of retaliation
   that becomes unappeasable.
• Vengeance can lead to horrible excesses and can never restore what was destroyed initially.


FORGIVNESS

"Forgiveness…seems to rule out retribution, moral reproach, nonreconciliation, a demand for restitution, and in short, any act of holding the wrongdoer to account."- Chesire Calhoun
Forgiveness as the opposite of vengeance is often considered an ultimate post-conflict goal. Yet it is a concept that is as complex as it is controversial. Some feel that victims must choose either justice or forgiveness, maintaining that to forgive is to sacrifice justice or the ability to exact punishment. In addition, some crimes are unforgivable. In those circumstances societies and individuals must find ways to reconcile and coexist without forgiving.

What is Forgiveness?

• Forgiveness is to renounce resentment and to avoid the self-destructive effect of holding
  on to pain.
• Forgiveness is to break the cycles of violence and to look forward by forging new 
  relationships built on trust which create the foundation for a new society.
• Forgiveness is for the victims to reassert their own power and reestablish their own 
  dignity while also teaching wrongdoers the effects of their harmful actions.
• Forgiveness is a way to choose to be different from the wrongdoers, to embrace different
  set of values. 
• Forgiveness is a power held by the victimized, not a right to be claimed. 
• Forgiveness cannot be commanded.

In theory, forgiveness does not and should not take the place of justice or punishment.
Yet, in practice, forgiveness often produces exemption from punishment. Even if the rigor of prosecution and punishment are not pursued, some other public process, such as public acknowledgment of crimes committed to give victims voice and to combat communal denial, is the very least that can be done to restore dignity to the victims and empower communities. 


JUSTICE

Justice is a complex and innate human need whose definition, function and attainment have occupied human thought as long as we can trace history. Justice is essentially, a formal and tempered process of punishment for wrongs committed.

What is Justice?

• Justice as punishment is retributive and should be in proportion to the crime. 
   It should also be corrective; depriving wrongdoers of power, deterring future aggression,
   and publicizing moral norms
• Justice in the form of tribunals or courts curbs extreme punishments, and in the words of       Martha Minnow, "[tribunals] mark an effort between vengeance and forgiveness. 
   They transfer the individual's desires for revenge to the state or official bodies."
• Retributive justice is largely a western tradition based on the concept that society cannot       forgive what it cannot punish. What about cases like the break up of Yugoslavia where    neighbors were fighting neighbors? It would be impossible to punish all those guilty of war      crimes and to determine which crimes were justified under self-defense or duress.
   In situations where the distinctions between victims and perpetrators are blurred and 
   where both must rebuild society together, retributive justice may not only be insufficient
   but impossible.
• Other concepts of justice, however, may be more suitable in situations of mass and    systematic human rights abuses such as, restorative justice as championed by the 
   South Africa Truth and Reconciliation Commission. The aim was to restore a balance in    society and the dignity of people by exposing the truth by documenting the narratives of 
   their collective history. This process is geared to repair social connections, moving victims    beyond anger and powerlessness and ultimately enabling the reintegration of offenders 
   into the community. 

"Underneath truth, justice, and forgiveness lie 'the twin goals of prevention and reparation in the process of moral reconstruction'"- Jose Zalaquett, a Chilean human rights activist.

TRUTH

What is truth?

• Truth is highly contestable. There are psychological truths based on memory and historical    truths based on facts. Is there then really only one truth? 
• Truth means different things to different people. Archbishop Desmond Tutu: 
  "The purpose of finding out the truth is not in order for people to be prosecuted.
   It is so that we can use the truth as part of the process of healing our nation."
• South African journalist and poet Antije Krog writing in reference to truth seeking by       commissions: "If its interest is linked only to amnesty and compensation, then it will have    chosen not truth, but justice. If it sees truth as the widest possible compilation of people's    perceptions, stories, myths and experiences, it will have chosen to restore memory and 
   foster a new humanity, and perhaps that is justice in its deepest sense."
• Truth has different levels, including individual and collective. It is crucial to introduce 
   individual memories and individual voices into a field dominated by political decisions 
   and administrative decrees.

MEDIA ROLES

Communication has been described as the "mechanism through which human relations develop ' all the symbols of the mind, together with the means of conveying them through space and preserving them in time." Author John Durham Peters takes communication to a deeper level, describing it as the means of reconciling the self and 'other.'

What opportunities exist for the media during post-conflict reconstruction?

• The Media are the social constructs that house and facilitate mass communication; 
   they are "the institutions and forms in which ideas, information and attitudes are transmitted    and received." The media create the space for communication within societies and among    communities and between nations. 
• The media can create either a societal conversation or clash. In the words of 
   communications scholar James Carey, "we first produce the world by symbolic work
   and then take up residence in the world we have produced."
• The media, when infused with a sense of social responsibility, can provides tools and    strategies to manage and process the myths, images, collective memories, fears and 
   needs that shape perceptions that drive human behavior. The media reflect and create this    myriad of internal complexities within society. Conflict may be natural and normal but 
   violence is a choice - as is reconciliation.
• The media can help turn collective storytelling into public acts of healing. Conflict resolution    expert Jean-Paul Lederach explains, "People need opportunity and space to express to and    with one another the trauma of loss and their grief at that loss, the anger that accompanies
   the pain and the memory of injustice experienced. Acknowledgement is decisive in the    reconciliation dynamic. It is one thing to know; it is a very different social phenomenon to    acknowledge. Acknowledgment through hearing one another's stories validates experience
   and feelings and represents the first step toward restoration of the person and the    relationship."
• The media through the telling of stories can assist in the releases feelings of shame and    humiliation in victims, so that the story becomes one of dignity and virtue. Transferring the    shame from the victim to the perpetrator creates a sense of justice and retribution.
• The media's capacity for public shaming is an extremely important one, especially in more       traditional societies where concepts of honor and reputation still drive behavior. 
   Shaming must be distinguished from blaming.
                - Blaming is a call for accountability for an action but does not imply the                        perpetrator' repentance.
                - Shaming is a more effective tactic. It "encompasses all social processes of                        expressing the disapproval which have the intention or effect of invoking 
                       remorse in the person being shamed and/or condemnation by others who                        become aware of the shaming." When culpability and responsibility are                        acknowledged, shaming becomes a form of public penitence.
• The media in the volatile post-conflict atmosphere must not succumb to pressure to exploit
   or sensationalize stories which would only retraumatize victims as well as society in 
   general. Nor should they reduce testimonies to mere lists of atrocities which removes vital    context and accountability. Careful reporting must facilitate the societal conversation,    respecting victims and the effects of trauma on themselves as well as society. 

"Whether it wishes or not, television has become the principle mediation between the suffering of strangers and the consciences of those in the world's few remaining zones of safety. No matter how assiduously its managers assert the medium's function is merely informative, they cannot escape the moral consequences of their power. It has become not merely the means through which we see each other, but the means by which we shoulder each other's fate. If the regimes of representation by which it mediates these relations dishonor the suffering they depict, then the cost is measured not only in shame, but in human lives." - Michael Ignatieff
Vengeance and forgiveness are marks along the spectrum of human responses to atrocity. Yet they stand in opposition: to forgive is to let go of vengeance; to avenge is to resist forgiving. Perhaps justice itself partakes of both revenge in the form of punishment and forgiveness. In order to affect lasting change and reconciliation, larger patterns of atrocity and complex lines of responsibility and complicity must be investigated, acknowledged and documented. Finding alternatives to vengeance - such as government-managed prosecutions, institutional reforms or other social processes - is a matter, then, not only of moral and emotional significance, it is urgent for human survival.

PRACTICING PEACE JOURNALISM ON A DAILY BASIS

Journalism’s unconscious roles:

Professional journalists do not set out to reduce conflict. They seek to present

accurate and impartial news. But it is often through good reporting that

conflict is reduced.

These are several elements of conflict resolution that good journalism can

deliver, automatically, as part of its daily work:

1. Channeling communication:

The news media is often the most important channel of communication

that exists between sides in a conflict. Sometimes the media is used by one

side to broadcast intimidating messages. But other times, the parties

speak to each other through the media or through specific journalists.

2. Educating:

Each side needs to know about the other side’s difficulty in moving towards

reconciliation. Journalism which explores each side’s particular difficulties,

such as its politics or powerful interests can help educate the other side to

avoid demands for simplistic and immediate solutions.

3. Confidence-building:

Lack of trust is a major factor contributing to conflict. The media can reduce

suspicion by digging into hot issues and revealing them so there are no secrets to

fear. Good journalism can also present news that shows resolution is possible by

giving examples from other places and by explaining local efforts at reconciliation.

4. Correcting misperceptions:

By examining and reporting on the two sides’ misperceptions of each other,

the media encourages disputing sides to revise their views and move closer

to reducing conflict.

5. Making them human:
Getting to know the other side, giving them names and faces, is an

essential step. This is why negotiators put the two sides in the same room.

Good journalism also does this by putting real people in the story and

describing how the issue affects them.

6. Identifying underlying interests:

In a conflict both sides need to understand the bottom-line interests of

the other. Good reporting does this by asking tough questions and seeking

out the real meaning of what leaders say. Good reporting also looks beyond

the leaders’ interests and seeks the larger groups’ interest.

7. Emotional outlet:

In conflict resolution, there must be outlets for each side to express their

grievances or anger or they will explode in frustration and make things

worse. The media can provide important outlets by allowing both sides to

speak. Many disputes can be fought out in the media, instead of in the

streets, and the conflict can be addressed before it turns violent.

8. Framing the conflict:

In a conflict, describing the problem in a different way can reduce tension

and launch negotiations. In good journalism, editors and reporters are

always looking for a different angle, an alternative view, a new insight

which will still attract an audience to the same story. Good journalism can

help reframe conflicts for the two sides.

9. Face-saving, consensus-building:

When two parties try to resolve a conflict they must calm the fears of their

supporters. By reporting what they say, the media allows leaders in a conflict

to conduct face-saving and consensus-building, even reaching to refugees

and exiles in far-away places.

10. Solution-building:

In a conflict, both sides must eventually present specific proposals to respond

to grievances. On a daily basis, good reporting does this by asking the disputing

parties for their solutions instead of just repeating their rhetoric of

grievances. Good journalism is a constant process of seeking solutions.

11. Encouraging a balance of power:

Conflicting groups, regardless of inequalities, have to believe they will be

given attention if they meet the other side in negotiations. Good journalism

encourages negotiation because the reporting is impartial and balanced. It

gives attention to all sides. It encourages a balance of power for the purpose

of hearing grievances and seeking solutions.

ROSS HOWARD, CTR FOR JOURNALISM ETHICS,UNIV OF WISCONSIN

CHANGES NEEDED TO SUCCESSFULLY TRANSITION TO PEACE AND DEVELOPMENT JOURNALISM
1. EFFECTIVE MEDIA OUTLET (STATION, NEWSPAPER, ETC.) GUIDELINES AND POLICIES
2. STAFF TRAINING—FOR NEW HIRES, BUT ONGOING PROFESSIONAL TRAINING FOR ALL STATION PERSONNAL.

3. DESIGNATE A COORDINATOR FOR PEACE AND DEVELOPMENT.

4. COMMUNITY PARTNERS—DESIGNATE COMMUNITY PARTNERS…NGO’S…WOMEN’S GROUPS…PEACE ADVOCATES… OTHERS. 

5. DEVELOP FRAMEWORKS OF COOPERATION AND COLLABORATION WITH JOURNALISTS FROM “THE OTHER SIDE”—A DIFFERENT ETHNIC GROUP, OR A COUNTRY OR REGION IN CONFLICT WITH YOUR REGION OR COUNTRY. 

THIS COULD INCLUDE COOPERATION BETWEEN NEWS OUTLETS AND CROSS COMMUNITY INVESTIGATIONS AND REPORTING TEAMS, 

6. CHANGE WHAT YOU COVER, AND HOW YOU COVER IT:

A. COVER THE MODERATES ON BOTH SIDES.

B. CHANGE THE STORIES YOU COVER. HIGHLIGHT PEACE AND PEACEMAKERS.

C. CHANGE THE WORDS YOU USE. AVOIDING INFLAMMATORY LANGUAGE.

D. REPORT ON HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS ON ALL SIDES, AND ON SUFFERING ON ALL SIDES AS WELL. 
E. REPORT WITH DEVELOPMENT AND RECOVERY IN MIND. 

--IT’S ABOUT SPOTLIGHTING PROBLEMS AND SOLUTIONS, AND EMPOWERING PEOPLE TO CHANGE THEIR ENVIRONMENT FOR THE BETTER…
Steven Youngblood
Park University
Summer, 2009
steve.youngblood@park.edu
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