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WHO’S IN THE

DRIVING SEAT?

THE SHRAPNEL from the explosion was still
scauering as we went to press, The decision
taken personally by Tony Blair to exclude
Formula | racing from the ban on tobacco
advertising, and the subsequent revelations
of a £1 million pound donation to Labour
Party funds by racing supremo Bernie
Ecclestone, provoked intense debate.

A host of issues are raised by this
incident, but we'll concentrate on the ones
closest to our concerns. First of all, Freedom
of Information. David Clarke, Chancellor of
the Duchy of Lancaster, and the Minister
responsible for freedom of information
legislation, spoke recently at a seminar
involving US and UK newspaper editors
debating the US experience.

He gave a tentative
timetable for the publication
of a white paper, but ‘we still
haven't decided what exactly
will be in the white paper, let
alone the bill. It's been far
more complicated that anyone

Decisions about
timing on EMU
entry have been

open government and transparency in the
way policies are developed (or changed) are
essential.

But there's a broader worry. Tony Blair
and his inner circle do seem 10 be swayed
by the arguments of business people {(and
we include the Murdochs and Rothermeres
here), rather than other groups, such as
trade unionists,

This was demonstraied with another
little local difficulty Labour had recently on
timing to join the European Monetary
Union. The bulk of the English press is
hostile to Europe (exceptions are the Mirror
and Guardian) and it became clear that
decisions about timing on EMU entry have
been much influenced by the proprietors
and editors who switched 10
back Blair in the election.
Murdoch doesn't want a
stronger Europe — it means
tougher media regulation, and
a threat to his expansionary
plans = so it suits him fine to

imagined,’ he said. He wants a much influenced delay EMU entry as his and
bill to be included in the other papers fan the anii-
Queen’s Speech next year by the European flame.

which will cover central . Our concerns are not with
govermment, local govern- PI'OPI]G(OI'S and e rights or wrongs of EMU
ment, quangos and health . entry, but with the fact that
bc)dic:s(.1 ¢ editors who progrielors and editors seem

Clarke has publicly stated
that information 1o discredit
him has been “hawked around
the press’. We know that some
ministers and civil servants are
resisting any attempt to
develop a robust piece if legis-
lation; the habits of control, secrecy and
selective presentation are difficult o throw
oft. And possibly one negative aspect of the
Formula | affair will be that their hand is
strengthened.

We have argued belore that the longer
politicians hold the reins of power the more
reluctant they are to accede to the pressures
and policies far open government. As
ministers are attacked in the media one
reaction is to batten down the hatches, so
let’s hope Tony Blair draws the right lessons
from the Formula | fiasco, and realises that

switched to
back Blair in
the election

to have an inordinate influence
on the formation of policy. Is
unhealthy, it’s undemocratic,
and it’s a consequence of
relying on their support rather
than challenging their abuse of
power.

Rupert Murdoch has waged a newspaper
price war for four years designed to close
down other titles and, whilst the ITV
companies have to pay their annual franchise
fees, plus a percentage of advertising revenue
to the Treasury, BSkyB pays nothing.

Issues of media power and media
concentration go right to the heart of the
democratic process, and we have to ensure
that our ideas and policies about media
diversity, accountability and pluralism are
promoted with added urgency during this
Parliamentary session.

BT’s failed
bid opens
way to

net threat

BRITISH Telecom failed in its plans to
take over MCL. Instead WorldCom now
has control with a massive $37 billion
bid.

Bernie Ebbers, WorldCom's chief
executive is happy about ‘significant
new areas of cost savings ... and the
anticipated synergies’ but the merged
company will have enormous influence
over the development of the Internet.

What began as a disorganised,
decentralised network with no owner
or central guiding force is now rapidly
changing, as a handful of companies
have dominated access to the Internet
and carrying data.

WorldCom owns UUNet, the biggest
and most international of the Internet
Service Providers (I5Ps) and it recently
agreed to buy two on-line systems
what also act as ISPs — America Online
and Compuserve. MCI provides the
most heavily used fibre-optic
‘backbone’ for the system in the US.

The proposed merger brings
together two of the biggest participants
in the emerging Internet indusery,
together handling 60 per cent of
backbone traffic.

There are many thousands of small
ISPs within the US and around the
world but the big participants are
Sprint, AT&T, GTE and WorldCom.

At present internet participants
carry each others’ data across their
networks for free, but to finance chis
massive merger will WorldCom
discriminate against smaller ISPs,
charging them for access or refusing
connections altogether.

And will the other big providers
follow suit?



Media and Monarchy:
the death of Diana

That monarchy is all a bubble, a mere court artifice

to procure money is evident, (at least to me)

in every character in which it can be viewed

(Tom Paine, The Rights of Man Part II, 1792)

Tom O'MALLEY

TOM PAINE thought littde of the monarchy
and, for a long time, there has been a strong
strand of republican sentiment in the
political traditicns of the United Kingdom.
Yet afier the death of Diana Princess of
Wales's the press and broadcasting in the
UK behaved as if we were all monarchists at
heart.

On the day of the deaths all schedules
were sunk beneath a tidal wave of repeti-
tious, barely relieved mourning. A BBC
spokesperson, quoted the next day in the
Daily Telegroph said:

"Our coverage reflects her
significance to the nation and
the huge outpouring of public
shock and grief. It is a national
tragedy and we are covering it
as such”™.(1.9.97)

There followed a week in

A walk in the
street during the
funeral took on

have pui on a large increase in sales and not
to have made a large amount of money out
of Diana’s death’ (Eye 933).

The combination of an almost
monolithic media spin on the death and the
closure of shops on the Saturday of her
funeral generated a climate of public
conformity. Thus a walk in the street during
the funeral took on the dimensions of an act
of public defiance, 2 mark of dissent liable
to brand you unpatriotic.

What dissem? Well not everybody
thought Diana or Royalty a good thing. in
fact even the sycophantic tabloids have been
know o express barely
disguised republican sentiment
in the past. There were, no
doubt a complex range of
opinions on the death and the
monarchy. Yet they were
virtually absent in that first

which the media celebrared the dimensions  week of September from the
‘the People’s Princess” ~ page pages and screens of our

after page, hour after hour. In of an act of national media.

so doing they were, in effect, bl- d ﬁ Were Tom Paine around he
celebrating the monarchy, For public aenance would recognise a good deal. A

even if she was ‘flawed’, a

complex figure, wronged in part by the
mores and practices of elements of the Royal
household, her differences with them served
only 10 point up the possibility of a
reformed, more modern, more relaxed style
of monatchy, not its abolition, Indeed the
Daily Telegraph, so close to the conservative
heart of the media got it right: “What after
all did the Princess of Wales want most? That
her elder son should make the best possible
King” (1.9.97).

The media contributed to a climate of
closure. Private Eye’s hilarious exposure of the
hypocrisy of the press — attacking Diana one
day, beatifying her the next — was pulled by
distributors, such as WH.Smich, albeit
temporarily. As the Eye pointed out it was
‘the only publication in the country not to

group of fabulously rich people,
who symbolise inherited wealth and the idea
that some are born *better’ than others, and
whose antics are meant 1o provide the magic
and mystery for a constitution and social
system distorted by secrecy and material
deprivation. Indeed he might also baulk ar the
conservatism of the media. He might even
consider that large sections of the media are
‘all bubble, a mere court artifice to procure
money’. If we are (o make sure that ideas
circulate freely in our society we need to act.

We need to take steps to reform the

structures and practices of the media 10
open the system up to a wider range of
opinions. We need to provide an antidote to
the profoundly conscrvative attitudes which
so clearly underpinned the response of the
media to the deaths in Paris.

JONATHAN HaxDY

THE main options for the protection of
privacy currently being debated are a new
privacy law, 'Judge made’ under the
European Convention on Human Rights
(ECHR), self-regulation under the Press
Complaints Commission, or self-regulation
under a new system,

The CPBF has strongly criticised industry
self-regulation as a sham. We have advocated
statutory regulation for the right of reply
but, along with the NUJ and others, resisted
tougher laws on privacy which may be used
to prevent journalists from exposing
wrongdoing by public figures.

Now, with the renewed debate on
privacy, the Government has published its
bill to make the ECHR part of domestic law.
What are the implications, and will the
Convention provide adequate protection for
both privacy and freedom of expression
where these rights collide?

Privacy and Freedom of Expression
rights under the Convention

The ECHR includes article 10, the right to
freedom of expression, and article 8, the
right 1o privacy. Article 8 states 'everyone
has the right to respect for his private and
family life, his home and his correspon-
dence’. Article 10 states 'Everyone has the
right 10 freedom of expression. This right
shall include freedom to hold opinions and
to receive and impart information and ideas
without interference by public auhority
and regardless of frontiers’. Both articles
have a similar structure, setting out the
substantive right 1o be protected, and then
listing certain grounds which the
contracling State can invoke to justify
restricting the exercise of those rights.

Like our domestic legal system, the
European Commission and Court of Human
Riglts at Strashourg has developed its inter-
pretation of the Convention articles through

ROMANY CALENDAR

In Jate October nearly 200 Czech and Slovak
Gypsies (or Romanies) arrived at Dover,
joining some 600 others who have come over
in recent months. The shameful headlines in
the hroadsheet and tabloid newspapers (the
Sun scraped the barrel with GIRO CZECHS)
following their arrival gave litle insight into
the real reasons behind their exodus,

But the reporting had its effect. “This has
produced more hostile calls than we have
ever had before,’ Claude Moraes of the Joint
Council for the Welfare of Immigrants said.

The division of Czechoslovakia in 1992

Convention

warfare?

case law. However Convention [aw has proved
far more effective in protecting press freedom
than have our Courts. From the Thalidomide
case involving the Sunday Times Insight team,
1o Spycatcher, and more recently the NUJ case
on behalf of Bill Goodwin, the Court has
ruled in favour of press freedom against
injunciions and restrictions imposed by the
Courts which have been unjustified.

Article 10 protects freedom of expression
where there is public purpose while private
actions are placed under the protection of
Article 8.This then leaves the question of
‘public interest’ to be assessed in each case. In
general, the Commission and Court guaran-
tees a high level of protection to political
expression and the ‘public debate’ function of
the press, while providing ‘a lower level of
protection to those aspects of press activity
that have less direct bearing on the public
interest.’ {Council of Europe, 1996)

The Commission has stated that where a
question arises of interference in someone’s
private life because of media revelations,
States must find a proper balance between
Articles 8 and 10.The Strasbourg Courts
themselves have not had to deal, for
instance, with a complaint by an individual
that his or her privacy has been violated due
to the publication of a photograph.
However in the case of N v Portugal, it
upheld a 15 month conviction and fine for
a magazine publisher who published

was a catastrophe for many gypsies because
neither new state wanted them. One insight
into the climate they are fleeing from is this
1993statemnent by Slovak President Vladimir
Meciar: ‘It is necessary 10 curtail the extended
reproduction of this socially unadaptable and
mentally backward population.’

Those wanting 2 more informed insight
into the history, culwre and present plight
of gypsies than could be gleaned from
media coverage of recent events can do so
by purchasing the International Roma Calendar
1998. It contains poetry, photographs and
historical information about the Romanies,
including the grim fact that some 500,000
were victims of the Holocaust,

The calendar, published by
CASABLANCA and the Romani Institute, is
available price £5.00 from Ceniral Bocks,
99 Wallis Road, London E9

pictures of a well-known business man
engaging in sexual activities with several
young women.

The Convention's impact on
domestic law

The Lord Chancellor, Lord Irvine, believes
that incorporation will lead to a judge-made
law of privacy. He has called on the media
to consider whether privacy laws should be
drawn up by Parliament or developed by the
courts. As things stand, British judges,
unelected, overwhelmingly male, white and
elite-educated will resolve conflicts between
privacy and press freedom. The outcome of
this process is, to say the least, uncertain.

Traditionally, English law has given very
little consideration to privacy in comparison
with interests in property and personal
integrity. However judges will be restricted
in their interpretation of the Convention.
They will be expected to act in conformity
with the existing case law of the European
Commission and Court in reaching judge-
ments. Applicants can also challenge
domestic rulings by subsequently taking
their case to Strasbourg.

Money will remain the greatest barrier to
equality under the law. Only those rich
enough and brave enough can sue for
defamation, since legal aid is not available for
libel cases. Some lawyers argue the new no-
win no-fee legal actions may actually enable

REED ELSEVIER MEGA-MERGER
Reed Elsevier aren't attracted by the
arguments of cross-media ownership, but
they are very interested in dominating key
areas of essential information. They've sold
of their regional newspapers to Newsquest,
also their book publishing arm, and now
[PC Magazines is on the market. It is the UK
market leader and publishes titles like Loaded,
Women's Own and Country Life. They also
publish New Scientist, but the title isn't
included in the sale, and the reason for that
is to do with particular business strategy the
group is pursuing

On 13 QOcober Reed Elsevier announced
a £20 billion merger with another Dutch
publishing group, Waolters Kluwer, which
will create the largest professional and
scientific group in the world, and it will
dominate in particular scientific, medical

PLATFORM PRIVACY AND PRESS FREEDOM

more ordinary people to take libel actions.
However the risks and low fees expected
from successful cases may deter lawyers.
Private individuals will still face the massive
power of media companies in any legal
action and undergo a daunting experience at
odds with the preservation of their privacy.

The scape of the Convention in domestic
law is even more difficult to determine,
First, Article 8 would not create an enforce-
able right of privacy. Instead of asserting the
right on its own, plaintiffs will have to find
a conventional legal doctrine en which to
base an action before the right of privacy
could assist them. Second, the Convention
may be invoked against public authorities
and any person certain of whose functions
are functions of a public nature.

This means that the State is responsible
for upholding the Convention, but journal-
ists and newspapers are not. This would
suggest Convention rights can be invoked
against a public broadcaster such as the BBC,
but not the press. However it may be that the
couris, as public bodies, will be bound by
Convention standards in interpreting law,
even in the context of disputes between
private individuals and organisations, such
as arise in actions against newspapers.

The CPBF's statutory right of reply offers
the best means for ordinary people to obtain
redress, in the form of published correc-
tions, for factual inaccuracies. This measure
needs to be put back into the public debate
since it offers redress without costly legal
actjon. However the right to privacy will be
part of domestic law next year. If the
safeguards for the right of freedom of
expression established by the European
Convention are considered to be sufficient,
then we need to consider whether a law of
privacy drawn up by Parliament could
provide the democratic underpinnings for
clarifying a legitimate balance between
privacy, public interest and freedom.

and legal publishing. New Scientist will fit
nicely into this portfolio, whereas the other
1PC leisure and entertainment titles don't.

But there is more to it, As one commen-
1ator sald, the acquisition of ‘'must have’
professional information means that ‘the
mouth-watering margins make it more
profiable than the ever-changing publications
littering the shelves of WH. Smith.’ The sale of
IPC Magazines will raise an estimated £750
million, and the proceeds will be used to
expand further Reed Elsevier's core interests.

The company is alse very much involved
in the transition from paper to electronic
delivery of information. In the US for
example it owns Lexis-Nexis, the legal and
business information database, and they will
want to develop other essential online
professional information services as a result
of the merger,



Having
your say

Stephen Lax reports on a seminar
on the democratic potential of
new information technologies

¢ HEN are we going to hear

something positive about the new

technology?' was the appeal from
one part of the audience half-way through a
seminar on technology and democracy. And as
the day went on [ began 1o wonder whether
the bouncy bubble of optimism about the
technology’s promise might be about to burst,
or at least deftate a lule, Tt does seem that for
a few years now there has been litle informed
debate (outside these pages, that 1s) about the
potential of the Internet and similar technolo-
gies to enhance political participation and the
democratic process. Instead we have been
subjected to an outpourg of unflinching
optimisin from politicians and trendy
academics alike, exhorting us to get online
now or face having sand kicked in our faces
by the new breed of net surfers.

This seminar was called in order to
promoti: this debate. Organised by the Institute
of Communications Studies at Teeds
University, the CPBF and Kirklees Media Centre
in Huddersheld, it auracied a diverse audience
including trade union officers, welematics and
computer professionals, and academics. This

diversity demonstraies how widespread is the
sense that these new technologies offer ways,
potentially at least, by which individuals and
organisations with limited access to traditional
means of vxpression can get their message oug

t0 2 wider audience. For example, local author-

itivs are exploring ways of seuing up
computer networks to provide aceess to local
information and electronic polling; trade
unions are launching web pages and increas-
ingly using email for both internal and
external communications. In most cases there
is a healthy and reassuring measure of caution
about how much these channels can circum-
vent the power of existing media imoguls and
structures. But there is still a view, often held
by those who have an otherwise clear critigue
of media politics, that somehow these new
technologies offer a route towards a wruly
democratic society.

Professor Brian Winston of the University of
Westminster argued that throughout history
developments of any new echnology have
been entwined with capitalism and its
tendency to centralise and monopolise, and
s0 it has been with networks like the Internet.

Connecting the learning society

Gary Herman casts a critical eye
over Labour’s plans

N THE world of new information and

communication wechnologies (ICTs), Tony

Blair scems to have developed supping
with the devil into something of an art. After
mecting the Murdochs and sharing a platform
with Sir David English of the Daily Mail, a few
weeks ago he was hugger-mugger with
Microsoft boss, Bill Gates.

Gates' flying visit 1o the UK saw the world's
richest man endorsing a new Government
scheme to put every school in the country on
the Internet, before he headed off 1o
Cambridge to make a thinly disguised bid to
buy up England’s burgeoning ‘silicon fen’.

The new scheme, which proposes a
*National Grid For Learning’, is the subject of
a consultation paper, 'Connecting the Learning
Society’, published by the Department of
Education and Employment*. A day or two
afier its publication, the Department for
Culture, Media and Sport issued its own
report = ‘New Library: the People's Network'.
What the DfEE paper proposes for-schoals,
this report suggests that public libraries can
do for the grown-ups — plug us into the infor-
mation society.

As with most of the broad-brush proposals
emanating from Whitehall these days, there is
nothing really objectionable about these

NEW INTERNET
LiNk WE'VE
MANAGEDR TO
PLUG THE HOLE,

New Statesman, 10 October, 1997

documents. The cracks in the Government's
radical vision begin 1o appear only when you
consider its implementation.

In theory the Internet can make a signifi-
cant difference to our lives. Even taking the
hype into account, there are clear advantages
for many — if not all - of us in being able 1o
use the Internet. It offers new work opportu-
nities, and access to information, entertain-
ment, and effective communications. It can be
a vehicle for education, political engagement
and personal expression.

But the Government's apparent love affair
with the Internet is another expression of its

Millbank modernism ~ a fascination with
anything fast, cool, high ech, superficial and
American. The substance of ‘Connecting the
Learning Socicty” is waoelully thin = a proposal
to pilot a *virtual wachers’ centre’ (in other
words, a web site), some rough sketches of
how schools might ‘Internet-enable’ their
activities, and a promise to ‘issue a Challenge
{sic) early next year’ 1o provide ideas on
extending the Grid 1o cover all schools,
‘home-school links', libraries and services for
further and higher education.,

‘The Grid will be a way of finding and
using on-line learning and teaching
materials,’ the Prime Minister writes in the
foreword to the consuhation paper, ‘It will
help users to find their way around the wealth
of content available over the Internet. It will
be the resource for everyone in our schools.

ELL, yes, up to a point. There are

potential stumbling blocks on the way

to the Grid — most of them glossed
over in the relentless optimism of Blairite
blarney: the lack of quality control when it
comes to Internet content, the technical
problems of building network capacity and
ensuring network availability, the cost of
implementing and managing copyrights, the
question of resourcing regular hardware and
software upgrades and continuous technical
support. Even the need for teacher training -
which the Government does recognise as a

T3

For all the hype and myth-making, the history
of its development reveals that it remains as
centralised and controlled as any previous
technology. So, while it may well be of use for
radical purposes in working against the
dominance of big businesses and state power,
there is no reason to see it as particularly
different in this respect from other wols such as
the telephone, fax machine or photocopier.

F COURSE this is not to say that network

technologies are a waste of space = that

would be just as naive as the idea that
they have some innate democratic potential.
Brian Cross of the Artimedia Cuntre in Badley,
Yorkshire, demonstrated a number of projects
which provided access 1o Internet and web
facilities to local community groups, primarily
as a 1ool of culwral production and exchange.
Similarly, the Labour Telematics Centre in
Manchester, which provides
R ik
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potential problem = is not a simple mater,
since IT skills are usually software specific and
need frequent revision,

In fact, the consultation paper sets out a
programme for persuading schools to divert
already scarce resources to pay for ‘competing
managed services’ = Government-approved
consortiz of hardware suppliers, service
providers and content creators. No wonder
Gates is interested = this is exactly where he
sees Microsoft's future market. The company is

—
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cariing Society

training services to trade unions both nation-
ally and internationally, is also optimistic that
technology is a useful communications tool,
However, the LTC's Joe Holly explained how it
has come up against 2 number of factors
which restrict its effectiveness: the cost of the
equipment is prohibitive; authenticating infor-
mation on, for example, health and safety
issues can be a problem; the increasing
commercialism of the information on the web
also poses a threat to its quality.

This last issue was taken up by Granville
Williams of the CPBE. The growing tendency
for cross-media ownership and mergers, for
example between BT and News International
for LineOne Internet services and BT and
BSkyB to create British Internet Broadcasting,
is in ¢vidence on the new networks just as
much as any other medium. So whatever
sense there might once have
been of the Internet as a

‘public space” like libraries
and schools, is rapidly
being diminished.
The discussion that
followed 100k up the

committed 1o develop its
Internet Explorer
product as the universal
front end for accessing
Internet content —
much of it already
owned by Microsoft or
its commercial allies,

While Bill Gates is
not the only player in
the field, the drive
towards monopo-

listic control of a
still emerging
market has no
competition.
Without a strategy
of regulating the
Internet,
managing
copyright on the
‘National Grid
for Learning’, or
developing and
mainaining
standards of
quality, accuracy and reliability in
content, the Government'’s proposals are liule
more than a licence for companies like
Microsoft to print money,

As it stands. 'Connecting the Learning
Society’ is yet another blueprint for privatisa-
tion. This time the implicit target is education
itself — the heart and soul of New Labourism.
The danger with the proposals is that, if
implemented, inadequately funded schools
will find themselves forced to divert resources
from the classroom to cyberspace. The
scenario should be well-known = schools

TECHNOLOGY AND DEMOCRACY

question of whether there is much w be
culebrated about the new technologics. While
cases were mentioned where individuals and
organisations were using the technology in
novel ways, and while some saw this as a new
kind of politics, the majority view was clearly
less enthusiastic than that repeated endluessly
by political lcaders and mainstream media.
What about access to the technology and the
cost of using it? What about the mergers and
take-overs in both the content and access
industries? And then there's the broader
question of whether all this information
actually enables people to take more control.
Perhaps these concerns represent a new devel-
opment, a growing recognition that there is
no technological *fix” to political problems.
Could it be that, in the same way as the
Internet enthusiast's monthly style guide
Wired, the belief that somehow it was going
to be different this time, and that the
technology really could liberaie humankind,
has proved 1o be sold on false promises and
ultimately has been short lived?

Stephen Lax lectures at the Institte of Communication
Studics, University of Leetds

without the Internet would be disadvantaged,
and the offer of “seed-corn funding’, free
connection and generous discounts fram
hardware, software and service providers will
be irresistible, Once on the technology
treadmill, schools will need to spend more
and more to deliver the service their students
begin to expect. This could easily push the
focus of education itself away from individual
schools and towards the Internet.

HE Government’s response is to call for

the development of a ‘market in British

educational software’, yet it is plain that
the exclusive reliance on market mechanisms
in content creation encourages monopolisa-
tion and the lowering of standards. Even
George Soros — a man dedicated o both
market economics and the Internet - has
observed that the idea of "extending market
mechanisms to all domains has the potential
of destroying society’

More important, perhaps, is the real possi-
bility that teaching will be transformed from
active instruction to passive mediation of a
technological process, and that the vast
majority of school students in the future will
be plugged into the Internet and allowed to
get on with it. This may not be a bad thing,
but it involves some rather more fundamental
issues than ‘Connecting the Learning Society’
admits to.

M The deadline for responses to the consulta-
tion document is 8 December. Copies of
‘Connecting the Learning Society’ are available
from the DfEE order line:

TEL: 0845 60 222 60 FAX; 0845 60 333 60
The document is also available on the web at;
hup: //www.open.gov.uk/dfee/dfeehome.him
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The Anglia Regiment attacking stone-throwers, 1970, Derry, Northern Ireland

McCullin’s brutal beauty

DUNCAN FORRES

ON THE BARBICAN RETROSPECTIVE

AS DON McCullin's punchy autobiography
reveals, the last fifteen years have not been
easy for Britain’s photojournalists. Changing
patterns of media ownership and the
market-driven explosion of lifestyle features
have forced the gritty photo essays of
McCullin and his colieagues to the very
edge of contemporary reporting,

Judging by the impact of McCullin's
recent Barbican retrospective, the active
marginalisation of such work has left
newspaper readers much the poorer. Before
he was swept aside by Andrew Neil's new

The bigger the badder

THE fifih edition of Ben H. Badikian's The Media Monopoly (Beacon
Press $16/£13.99) is out. This is a classic text, with new sections on
the digital revolution and the rise and rise of the media

conglomerates’ unprecedented power.

How about this for one comparison Badikian makes? ‘At the time
of the first edition of this book, in 1983, the biggest media merger
in history was a $340-million dollar matter, when the Ganneut
Company, a newspaper chain, bought Combined Communications
Corporation, an owner of billboards, newspapers, and broadcast
stations. In 1966, when Disney merged with ABC/CapCities, it was a

$19 billion deal - fifty six times larger’.

Another valuable US publication is Censored 1997 by Peter Phillips
and Project Censored (Seven Stories Press) $16.95/£11.99.The
book is subtitled The Nesws that Didn't Make the News, and
identifies the top 25 censored stories which never got on to the
mainstreamn news agenda in the USA. The book is a useful
information and reference source, given added value with the
cartoons by Tom Tomorrow which are scattered through the book.

broom, McCullin worked on the Sunday
Times for 18 years, compiling a compelling
visual record of some of the world's most
troubled regions. From Cyprus to Vietnam,
Northern Ireland, Biafra and the Lebanon,
McMullin's camera provided direct and
profoundly disturbing imagery of the
effects of human cruelty through warfare,
poverty or unrelieved starvation.

With the contrasts far stronger than
those allowed in newspaper production, the
prints in the exhibition emphasise the
aesthetic power of McCullin's pictures,
generating some troubling questions.
Whether conjuring beauty from such acute

suffering is ethical or not becomes a far
more pressing issue when the context of
reportage is watered down. There are some
images where the intrusion of the photog-
rapher seems indefensible, such as the
emaciated Biafran child clutching (literally)
for life to a French corned beef tin. In other
works — the famous image of the shell-
shocked Vietnam soldier — the care taken
with composition and contrast emphasises
the dignity of the subjects, as well as the
photographer’s commitment to their plight.

In part because of pressure from the
censors (McCullin was refused access 1o the
Falklands/Malvinas conflict), the work from
the late 1980s shows a deliberate
withdrawal from the nightmare of war.
Through still-life subjects and the Jandscape
of his home in Somerset, McCullin
attempted to recover sensibiliries shattered
by the suffering of sirangers and the
remnants of a tragic personal life. Although
technically brilliant, these images are
inevitably less striking, their glowering
tonality unable to reproduce the moral
density of his journalistic work.

In an age of multimedia and postmodern
cynicism, the function of photojournalism as
an index of the 'real’ has suffered sustained
assault. However, McCullin's recent portfolio
of images from India reveals a return 10 old
priorities, combining a cefebration of native
cultures with the exposure of deprivation
caused by preventable disease. Whether this
new work finds an audience beyond the
context of the fine-art exhibition will depend
as much on the courage of newspaper editors
as it does on the brutal beauty of the images
themselves.

Duncan Forbes teaches in the History of Art department
at the University of Aberdeen

Don McCullin, Sleeping with Ghosts, the
Barbican Centre, 11 September-14 December.
Catalogue published by Vintage a1 £18.00

THIS MODLARN WORLD ., rom romorrow

LET ME READ YOU $OME-
THING, BIFF. A HEWSPAPER
MUST AT ALL TIMES AN TAG
ONIZE THE SELFISM INTER-
ESTS OF THAT VERY CLASS
WHICH FURNISHES THE
LARGER PART OF A MEWS-
PAPER'S INCDME...*

“THE PREYS IH TWis COUM-
TRY 15...30 THORQUSHLY
DOMINATED 8% TME
WEALTHY FEW..THAT T
CANNOT OE DEPEMDED
UPON TO GIVE TME GREAT
MASS OF THE PECPLE
THAT CoRRELT tNFORMA-
TON CONCERMING £OLIT
CAL, ECONOMIZAL AND
SOCIAL SUBJELTS--"

oG 1T 15 NECRISARY
THAT THE MASS OF PEoPLE

SHALL HAVE jN ORDER
THAT THEY VOTE..AM THE
BEST WAY To PROTECT
THEMSELVES FAom Thi
BRUTAL FORCE AMD cdi-
CANERY OF THE RULING
AND EMPLOYTING CLASSES.

ACTUALLY, BIFF
THAT WAS
WRITTEN AT
THE TurRN aF
THE CENTURY
B EW.
SCRIPPS,
FOUNDER oF
THE FIRST
MaDERN NEWS-
PAPER CHAIN,

WELL, HE
WOULDN' T
OET VERY
FAR 1N
JOURNALISM)
TOPAY WITH
AN ATTITUDE
LIKE THAT.

T THEPNGI 95 EMAL momow @=el com . web. hogtwwe wel comAnanfiamonoe

Whose news
is it anyway?

RoY STAFFORD

REPORTS ON A LEEDS FiLM FESTIVAL DEBATH
IN A climate of ‘dumbing down' and
Blairite spin, a question like ‘Whose
News?' might be expected to elicit a
cynical yawn. Yet, despite a last minute
change of venue to a bare and freezing
room, the healthy Leeds Film Festival
audience for this event on 26 October
responded with plenty of questions.

Granville Williams skilfully chaired a
panel of three speakers with rather
different journalistic backgrounds.
Thomas Deichmann, author of the now
famous article in LM magazine, investi-
gating an ITN News Report from Bosnia
in 1992, presented a well-worked
analysis of contemporary journalism.
Deichmann’s argument sees the tradi-
tional professional practice of reporting
all the facts and keeping a distance being
replaced by a range of new ‘morality-
based’ practices. He cited ‘peace
journalism’, ‘civic journalism’ and
‘journalists as problem solvers’ as well as
Martin Bell’s ‘journalism of attachment’.

Duncan Campbell, scourge of the
Secret Services in the 1980s, told us
about his problems in current broadcast
investigative journalism. It is increas-
ingly difficult to get anything without a
‘human angle’ past the commissioners
and Campbell himself spends more
time considering possible libel actions
he may have to fight than producing
programimes,

Martin Wainwright, Northern Editor
of the Guardian, presented the pragmatic
journalist with community roots. He
viewed Deichmann’s ‘distance’ as a
laudable aim, but difficult to achieve,
and amused us with self-deprecating
tales about his own experiences.

The speakers appeared not to have
been carefully briefed and their contri-
butions, although all valuable, weren’t
necessarily focused on the same issue. For
this reporter, it was Deichmann'’s
argument which was the most
compelling in the current context, He
raised issues which need to be addressed
widely. In the post-modern environment
of international news coverage there are
no clear ‘heroes and villains', but still
news editors demand stories which work
as if there were, What do professional
journalists do in this situation?

Roy Stafford edits In The Picture, a media
education magazine

Huw RICHARDS
ON LABOUR'S LAST DALY PAPER

PEOPLE don't ralk much about the Daily
Herald any more. More than anything that
reflects the passing of time — it's 33 years
since the last issue of Labour's daily.

Events since have done linle for hopes of
reviving a dedicated Labour national

press. The News on Sunday dwindled almost
immediately into embarrassing fiasco.
Some might even argue that the marked
enthusiasm of the Tory press at ihe last
¢lection, and in particular the Sun's

noisily proclaimed reconversion to

Labour, obviates the need for further worry
about press bias.

Rather more convincing is the argument
that in a world with an increasing diversity of
media and information sources, the national
daily press no longer enjoys the influence and
credibility it commanded in the middle years
of this century, and if Labour and the left
want to increase their media presence, there
may be other, more effective and less
expensive means of doing so.

Yet the Herald's story remains an important
one for anyone interested in the British press,
If its battle 10 offer a different worldview to
the rest of the daily press ultimately failed, it
was still 52 years in the failing,

It is a picaresque, bizarre story. To take a
single 18-month period between late 1923
and early 1925 it consecutively: indulged in
moral blackmail of TUC delegates who were
1o decide its fate by running a children's page
story called Bobby Bear in an Orphanage
detailing the fate of 2 much-loved cartoon
strip characier should the Herald close: found
itself in dispute with print unionists over job
losses — except that on this occasion the print
unions were calling for cuts and the manage-
ment were resisting them: and as Labour’s
devotedly official paper is found itself, rather
than the Zinoviev letter, blamed by ex-
Premier Ramsay MacDonald for the loss of
the 1924 General Election.

Farce and irony form part of most
newspaper histories. But the Herld's oddities
were often a direct consequence of its
underlying tension, that as a newspaper
ideclogically committed 1o the socialist
transformation of society, it had neverthe-
less 1o compete in one of Britain's most
ferociously competitive capitalist markets.

Labour itself never quite resolved the
conundrum of whether 10 accommodate or
try to create free-standing aliernatives,
generally settling for an uneasy mix of
rhetorical denunciation and practical
accommodation. The Herald, after the 1920s
did very much the same.

Its period from 1930 as a popular daily
co-owned with Odhams Press had its
successes. Borne upwards on a tide of
insurance schemes and cut-price editions of
Dickens, it briefly became the best selling
paper in Britain. But it was otherwise a
consistent loser of both money and sales.

There were good journalistic reasons for
this. Odhams were unimaginative, penny-
pinching publishers. The Herald was all too
prone to confuse seriousness with quality -
one irony being that jts coverage of business
was frequently better than that of labour,
constrained as it was by a compulsion 1o
back the party line. Would an official daily
today, influenced as it would be by the
chaps at Millbank, do any better?

Nor does it make sense 1o see the Hemld's
eventual demise as a consequence of adver-
tising industry conspiracy. It was undoubt-
edly squeezed out of advertising schedules as
sales fell = but so was the slavishly Tory Daily
Sketch, which went under in 1971. During
the Herald's years of relative competitiveness
from the early 1930s 10 1955, it did reason-
ably well for advertising.

Instead the Hemld was the victim of the
bizarre economics of the British press.
Selling more than a million copies daily, to
readers who appear on polling evidence to
have been happy with what they were
getting, it still was not commercially viable.
A world whose entry costs exclude all but
the ultra-rich and to which only a narrow,
unthreatening, spectrum of ideas is
admiuted. A world, in short, where very
little (whatever happened to all those new
papers, representing different owners and
points of view, which we were promised if
only the print unions could be removed?)
has changed since 1964.

Hus Richards is the author of The Bloody Circus:
The Daily Herald and the British Left,
published by Pluto Press (£13.99)



Fisher wants
digital quality

ALTHOUGH the Government did not have
any broadcasting legislation currenily
planned, this Parliament would see legisla-
tive changes in broadcasting, Mark Fisher,
minister at the Department of Culture 1old a
seminar organised by the Voice of the
Viewer and Listener (VLV} in the Comimons.

He wanied policies and a regulatory
framework which would bring about a
widening of access and an enriching of
services’.Choice in itself would not mean
anything — it was like the same train leaving
the station throughout the day. ‘We have to
be more ambitious and positive than that!

The minister said: “We need to
strengthen public service broadcasting in a
digital age.” He believed that the new
technology also presented an opportunity to
reflect the cultural diversity of the nation.
He concluded by saying that both he and
culture secretary Chris Smith wanted an
open door policy and were determined to
listen to people’s views before decisions
were made.

In a question and answer session the role
of the BBC governors was highlighted. The
minister said the Government had an open
mind on the question and would welcome
suggestions on how the board of governors
should be constituted, Barry White

E-MAIL:  cpbi@architechs.com
WEBSITE: http:\\www.architechs.com /cpbf

CPBF BOOK SERVICE

You can order the following new titles and
special offers from the CPBF Book Service,
8 Cynthia Street, London N1 9JF Please add
10 per cent to cover post and packing.
NEW TITLES
Noam Chomsky The Spectacular Achievements of
Propaganda £3.50
Robert W McChesney Corporate Medie and the
Threat 1o Democracy £3.50

Both titles in the Open Media Pamphlet
Series
The Bloody Circus:The Daily Herald and the Lelt by
Huw Richards £13.99
Newszak and Nows Media by Bob Franklin £12.99
SPECIAL OFFERS
* Two hooks for £10.00
The Cross-Media Revolution: Ownership and Control.
Essays by Andrew Grahame, Tim Congdon,
Damien Green and Bill Robinson
Broadcasting, Society and Policy in the Multimedia Age
by Andrew Grabame and Gavyn Davies
* Spreading the News by Frank Allaun £5.50

CPBF CHANGES

Sam Dewhurst has run the London office
for over two years now, but pressure of
work means that from the end of November
she is finishing, A big thank you, and best
wishes for the future. Running the London
office is demanding and time-consuming.
Samn has done a great job, Barry White is
stepping into the breach, with a broader
remit to both ensure the smooth running of
the office and to begin developing a more

active Parliamentary presence.

Granville Williams will continue 1o edit
Free Press. The CPBF North office in
Huddersfield has now closed so please note
his new contact details:

Granville Williams, Division of Media,
University of Huddersfield, St Peter's
Building, St Peter’s Street, Huddersfield HDI
IRA.TEL: 01484 478460. FAX: 01484
478407 E-Mail: gwilliams @ hud.ac.uk

MEDIA IN THE FRAME

The CPBF was well represented at a seminar
on 21 October organised by the
International Federation of Journalists and
the NUJ. Media In The Frame examined
issues of privacy, photo-journalism and
cthical news management.

Guardian editor Alan Rusbridger stated
his preference for Parliament, rather than the
courts, to decide on the balance between
privacy and press freedom while also
advocating tougher self-regulation. He was
joined on the panel by John Foster (NUJ),
Aldan White (IF]), Alan Crosbie (European
Newspapers Publishing Association) and
Adam Boulton (Sky News). The Sun’s royal
photographer, Arthur Edwards, flew back
from India for the event but was apparently
prevented from taking part.

A useful meeting, highlighting the need
for greater agreement and clarity concerning
the ‘public interest”, JH

NEW MEMBERSHIP LEAFLET

The new leaflet is producing resulis. We
want to increase our membership with at
least 100 new individuals and organisations
so anything you can do to distribute leaflets
to potential members would be welcome.
Contact the National Office for extra copies.

THE CAMPAIGN

FOR PRESS AND

BROADCASTING

MEMBERSHIP RATES PER ANNUM

a) Individual membership £12

b) Unwaged £é

¢} Household (2 coples Free Press}  £20

d) Supporting membership £25
(includes free CPBF publications)

e) Institutions {eg libraries: £25

includes 10 copies of Free Press)

Name .. vt ie s ieaaaas R M RO (X S R A R IR R SRR
T Lo = Y —
Postcode .. ..vvevnnnrivnrenannens L brrrrrrrrrraresss reswrnas s e —
Organisation (if applicable) . ......... R RO I RO T T T e R B

Return form to CPBF, B Cynthia Street, London N1 9JF

AFFILIATION BY ORGANISATION

f) Less than 500 members £20
g) 500 to 1,000 £25
h) 1,000 to 10,000 £45
i) 10,000 to 50,000 £105
j) 50,000 to 100,000 £200
k) Over 100,000 £400
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