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journalism matters
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According to the most recent authoritative source, the Stockholm International 
Peace Research Institute’s annual report for 2008, world military spending by 
2007 had reached $1.2 trillion.1 This represented a 6 per cent increase in real 
terms over the previous year and a 45 per cent increase over the ten-year period 
since 1998. The United States, responsible for around 80 per cent of the increase 
in 2005, accounts for some 45 per cent of the world total, distantly followed by 
the United Kingdom, China, France and Japan each with 4 to 5 per cent of the 
world share.

American military spending for 2009 was expected to account for 44.4 per 
cent of federal budget funds ($1,066 billion), with the annual intelligence  budget 
amounting to around $30 billion (Woodward 2004). At the same time, just 
$284 billion (11.8 per cent) was being directed at projects to eliminate poverty 
and $52 billion (just 2.2 per cent) to education and jobs.

In the UK, almost 13 million people live in poverty: that’s one in five of 
the  population, according to the charity Oxfam.2 Yet the latest Ministry of 
Defence  figures show around £32 billion is spent annually on the military. 
Planned  expenditure on military equipment alone over the next 30 years stands 
at £235  billion – with £2.5 billion wasted every year on outdated projects 
(Norton-Taylor 2009).3 As the environmental activist and journalist George 
Monbiot  commented, the Department for International Development could 
be funded twice over just from the MoD’s budget for capital charges and 
 depreciation (£9.6 billion) (Monbiot 2009). Globally almost 1 billion people 
are estimated to be living in poverty (Rizvi 2008).

keeble_intro.indd   1keeble_intro.indd   1 1/13/2010   2:05:24 PM1/13/2010   2:05:24 PM



2  |  Peace Journalism, War and Confl ict Resolution

The United Nations defines “major wars” as military conflicts involving 
at least 1,000 battlefield casualties each year. In mid-2009, there were at least 
eight major wars under way, with as many as two dozen “lesser”  conflicts 
 ongoing.4 At the same time, millions of people around the world are  confronting 
abuses of human rights, environmental degradation, violence and repression 
with courage, imagination and non-violent resistance (see Carter, Clark and 
Randle 2006).

These are bald, impersonal statistics – but they highlight the wider,  political 
and social context in which this book appears. Indeed, in a world where the 
 priorities of governments appear so misguided in the face of such glaring disparities 
of wealth (both material and cultural) and privilege and potential environmental 
catastrophe, are there any more pressing issues than those that surround war and 
peace – and the media coverage of them?

The emergence of the notion of peace journalism

And yet, while the study of wars and the media coverage of conflict – which we 
might term war journalism – has been well advanced within the academy for 
many years, the study of peace journalism has emerged only recently. During the 
1970s, peace researchers, activists and academics began to develop the premises 
 underlying the notion of peace journalism (Shinar and Kempf 2007: 9). But the 
seminal  theoretical study was conducted by Johan Galtung (see Lynch 1998: 44), 
one of the founders of the academic subject of Peace Studies, who  essentially 
 contrasted the elements of what he described as “peace/conflict journalism” with 
those of “war/violence journalism” (in other words, the dominant mode of  covering 
conflict in the mainstream media).

Thus peace journalism “gave a voice to all parties”, focused on the  invisible 
effects of violence (trauma and glory, damage to social structures), aimed to 
“expose untruths on all sides”, was “people-oriented”, gave “a voice to the voiceless” 
and was solution-oriented. On the other hand, war journalism dehumanised the 
enemy, focused on only the visible effects of the violence, was propaganda-oriented, 
elite-focused and victory-oriented, and tended to concentrate on  institutions (the 
“ controlled society”).

From these beginnings, a considerable body of work examining the actual or 
potential role of the media in promoting conflict resolution rather than war and 
violence has emerged (see Ross 2007). Amongst these, one of the most important 
was Jake Lynch and Annabel McGoldrick’s Peace journalism (2005). Significantly 
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many of the contributors to this text refer to it. Lynch and McGoldrick suggest 
peace journalism is when:

 . . . editors and reporters make choices – of what stories to report and about how 
to report them – that create opportunities for society at large to consider and 
value non-violent responses to conflict. Moreover it:

• uses the insights of conflict analysis and transformation to update the concepts 
of balance, fairness and accuracy in reporting;

• provides a new route map tracing the connections between journalists, their 
sources, the stories they cover and the consequences of their journalism – the 
ethics of journalistic intervention;

• builds an awareness of non-violence and creativity into the practical job of every-
day editing and reporting (ibid: 5).

In addition, they offer a 17-point plan for practising peace journalism (ibid:  28–31) 
which includes:

• Avoid concentrating always on what divides parties, on the differences 
between what each say they want. Instead, try asking questions which 
may reveal areas of common ground.

• Avoid focusing exclusively on the suffering, fears and grievances of only 
one party . . . Instead, treat as equally newsworthy the suffering, fears and 
grievances of all parties.

• Avoid “victimising” language like “devastated”, “defenceless”, “pathetic”, 
“tragedy” which only tells us what has been done to and could be done for 
a group of people by others. This is disempowering and limits the options 
for change. Instead, report on what has been done and could be done by 
the people.

• Avoid focusing exclusively on the human rights abuses, misdemeanours 
and wrongdoings of only one side. Instead, try to name all wrong-doers 
and treat allegations made by all parties in a conflict equally seriously.

Dov Shinar and Wilhelm Kempf ’s Peace journalism: The state of the art (2007) is 
important for drawing together some of the major writings on the field. In a con-
cluding chapter, Dov Shinar (ibid: 199–210) suggests that peace journalism does 
not necessarily mean “good news”; rather it is conceived as “a fairer way to cover 
conflict, relative to the usual coverage and suggests possibilities to improve pro-
fessional attitudes and performance; strengthen human, moral and ethical values 
in the media; widen scholarly and professional media horizons and provide better 
public service by the media” (ibid: 200).
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Shifting the focus

Peace journalism, war and conflict resolution now builds on the theoretical and 
methodological foundations within these seminal texts but expands the focus to 
new and significant fields. The first section of the book features an eclectic and 
contrasting range of approaches, often marginalised in both the mainstream and 
alternative media debates.

Clifford G. Christians is considered the world’s leading authority on commu-
nication ethics and in his opening chapter draws on the insights of philosophical 
anthropology with its stress on the “relational self ” (as opposed the liberal “indi-
vidualistic self ”) and of social philosophy with its stress on dialogic commu-
nication (rather than monologic transmission between discrete individuals) to 
promote a notion of peace communication. Christians’ emphasis on spirituality 
also  highlights an essential role of communication as uncovering the significance 
in life. “It recognises that our important threat is not physical survival but the 
uncanny. The ultimate menace occurs when lingual systems start disintegrating.”

Debating Herman and Chomsky’s propaganda model

One of the major inspirations for peace movement media activists worldwide 
has been the writings of the American maverick intellectual Noam Chomsky – 
and in particular those he drew up with his colleague Edward Herman on the 
propaganda model (PM) (see Herman and Chomsky 1988). Accordingly, the 
mainstream media are seen as operating primarily as propaganda instruments of 
dominant  economic, political, social, cultural and military interests. Chris Atton 
(2003: 27), in exploring the ethics of the alternative media, suggests that the works 
of Chomsky (and Edward Said) are constantly cited in alternative media as the 
 seminal demystifiers of corporate media notions of “objectivity”.

Here Oliver Boyd Barrett acknowledges that the PM is useful for showing 
how the corporate media produce a supply of news and views that fits comfort-
ably within the limits acceptable to power elites. At the same Boyd Barrett joins 
with Robert A Hackett (2007: 75–96) in criticising the PM for saying little about 
the mechanisms of propaganda in the text itself. But he is more concerned here to 
critique the PM for prioritising a systemic explanation of media performance, thus 
downgrading the question of agency. In particular, Boyd-Barrett, argues that it is 
impossible to ignore the links between corporate journalists and the intelligence 
services and other arms of the “secret state” when analysing the coverage of war 

keeble_intro.indd   4keeble_intro.indd   4 1/13/2010   2:05:25 PM1/13/2010   2:05:25 PM



Introduction: Why peace journalism matters  |  5

and peace. Focusing on three case studies – of William Laurence, Judith Miller 
and Michael Gordon – he concludes:

Unless the significance of these operations are factored centrally into peace 
journalism theory and media theory more generally, Western scholars may be 
doomed to a pluralist “deficit” model of the press, one that assumes that if only 
there was some tinkering here and there then the press could at last fully serve 
its purported roles of watchdog, fourth estate and public sphere.

Richard Lance Keeble similarly critiques peace journalism theory that emphasises 
 professional responses arguing that journalism is best seen as political practice. According 
to Keeble “a dominant strand in PJ theory focuses too closely on the notion of jour-
nalism as a privileged, professional activity and fails to take into account the critical 
intellectual tradition which locates professions historically and politically, seeing them 
as essentially occupational groupings with a legal monopoly of social and economic 
opportunities in the marketplace, underwritten by the state”.

He joins John Hartley (2008) in calling for a radical transformation of 
 journalism theory. We need to move away from the concept of the audience as a 
passive consumer of a professional product to seeing the audience as producers of 
their own (written or visual) media. This leads Keeble to highlight the peace jour-
nalism of the alternative media both historically and globally and to extend the 
definition of “journalist” beyond the ranks of the professionals to radical media 
activists, intellectuals and human rights campaigners.

In his chapter, Jake Lynch synthesises critically a range of propaganda  theories 
(e.g Ellul 1965; Luostarinen 1994; Nohrstedt and Ottosen 2000), focusing in 
 particular on the reporting of the Nato attacks on Kosovo of 1999 and the US/UK 
invasion of Iraq in 2003. He draws, in particular, on Marianne Perez’s  exploration 
(2006) of George Lakoff ’s theory (2004) that two competing frames govern the 
conduct of US politics: the “nurturant parent” and the “strict father”. Lynch 
concludes that the logic of peace journalism is “to adumbrate a strategy covering 
both structure and agency to increase the plenitude of cues and clues for readers 
and audiences to form their own negotiated or oppositional readings of appeals to 
support collective violence of one kind or another”.

Peace journalism theory and practice in an 
 international context

The second section examines peace journalism theory and practice in an interna-
tional context. Jake Lynch and Annabel McGoldrick propose a strikingly  original 
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 transnational research exercise to identify psychological responses, firstly to examples 
of war journalism – and then to these same reports adjusted to peace journalism 
framings. The aim, they say, would be to identify thresholds at which war  journalism 
can be  confidently pronounced harmful to its consumers, and peace journalism, 
 psychologically beneficial, thereby directly informing the global  standard.

Agneta Söderberg Jacobson draws on her experience in the Kvinna till Kvinna 
Foundation in lobbying rank and file journalists and editors in Sweden to adopt 
the principles of peace journalism. In addition, the foundation works with 
 women’s groups in many conflict-ridden countries – such as in the Balkans, South 
Caucasus and the Middle East. The promotion of women – both as  journalists 
and subjects of journalism – has to be at the heart of peace journalism, she argues. 
Even the dominant peace journalism model fails to incorporate adequately a 
 gender perspective. Jacobson thus proposes the addition of the opposing factors 
of  gender  blindness and gender awareness to Lynch and McGoldrick’s model of 
the  contrasting aspects of war journalism and peace journalism (2005: 6). Making 
the gender analysis more explicit “would surely make the model more attractive 
to women journalists and to feminists in general (including men)”.

Valerie Alia, in her chapter, explores the ways in which Indigenous peoples 
around the globe are engaged in a collaborative project that is forging new ways of 
communicating, and new ways of preventing, mediating and resolving conflicts. 
In particular, she examines developments in Australia, Greenland, Canada, the 
United States and Japan. Alia writes of the “guerrilla” or “outlaw” roots of much 
of Indigenous journalism and she notes, optimistically, that the media guerrillas 
and outlaws are increasingly coming aboveground and publicising their views and 
work to an ever-growing global audience.

In contrast to Alia’s focus on Indigenous peoples, Florian Zollmann next 
spotlights the journalism of the American independent journalist Dahr Jamail. 
Initially reporting from Iraq as a blogger and travel writer, Jamail’s distinctive 
 journalism was rapidly recognised and published by various independent and 
mainstream news organisations. Concentrating on the US attacks on Fallujah, 
Iraq, in November 2004, Zollmann compares Jamail’s reporting with the corporate 
media’s coverage. And through a close textual analysis, he argues that Jamail encap-
sulates the principles of peace journalism as outlined by Lynch and McGoldrick 
in their seminal text (op cit). For instance, Jamail focuses on causes, outcomes 
and the aftermath of the conflict and reveals the effects of violence as well as the 
 suffering of ordinary people. The experiences and views of ordinary Iraqis caught 
up in the appalling violence of the occupation lie at the heart of Jamail’s  reporting. 
Statements by government officials and the military are weighed against these 
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 personal testimonies and, contrary to mainstream media practices, do not make up 
the major frameworks for journalistic understanding. Moreover, unlike embedded 
reporters, Jamail does not concentrate on the strategic progress of what is labeled 
as “warfare”. Instead, he documents the progressive destructiveness of what could 
rather be described as “high-tech barbarism”.

On the potential of web-based activism

Shifting the focus to India, television producer and academic Pratap Rughani reflects 
on his own photographic representation of atrocity, drawing on Susan Sontag’s 
 critique of Holocaust photography as in general “re-victimising the  victim”. Rughani 
also highlights the potential of web-based activism in the  digital age and how this 
historical moment can throw up new opportunities for  marginalised peoples.

Continuing the theme of web-based witnessing, Donald Matheson and Stuart 
Allan next assess a range of ways in which war journalism is being rearticulated 
by social networks such as YouTube and Flickr, personal media such as blogs and 
Twitter, social sites such as Facebook and virtual worlds such as Second Life, as well 
as networks enabled over cell phones. Their case studies look at the Mumbai attacks 
of 26 November 2008, the Greek street protests in December 2008, the Israeli 
assault on Gaza in the same month and the Sri Lanka government’s final push 
against the Tamil Tiger rebels in late 2008 and early 2009. In the  process Matheson 
and Allan show how individualised media often intersect with  professional and 
mass media in significant ways as the recording of  conflict moves to the level of the 
interpersonal. As a result, the familiar “culture of  distance” engendered by Western 
journalism’s mediation of witnessing is thrown into sharp relief, with the stress on 
the suffering – as well as the aspirations for peace – of many of those caught-up in 
the atrocity  resonating in social media sites.

Two journalists next outline their very different ways of promoting peace 
journalism. First Jean Lee C. Patindol draws on her experience of building up a 
peace journalists’ network in the Philippines. Because the very notion of “peace” 
is controversial in her country (often being associated, for instance, with leftist/
communist groups) journalists there often find the notion of “peace journalism” 
confusing – and thus it is abandoned in favour of “conflict-sensitive reporting” 
(as promoted by Ross Howard, 2003).

In contrast, the author, journalist and political activist Milan Rai directs his 
spotlight on the London-based Peace News, which he jointly edits. After  outlining its 
history and placing it firmly within the tradition of the alternative, radical,  dissenting 
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press of the early part of the 19th century, Rai argues that his journal captures many of 
the principles of peace journalism (see Lynch and McGoldrick op cit). For instance, 
it illuminates “issues of structural and cultural violence, as they bear upon the lives of 
people in a conflict arena, as part of the explanation for violence”; it frames “conflicts 
as consisting of many parties, pursuing many goals”; makes “peace initiatives and 
images of solutions more visible, whoever suggests them”; and aims to equip citizens 
“to distinguish between stated positions, and real goals, when judging whether par-
ticular forms of intervention are necessary or desirable” (op cit 28–31). Making the 
peace initiatives of the Afghan Taliban and of the Iranian government “more visible” 
were particular priorities in Peace News in late 2009.

But Rai also writes that “Peace News has functioned in many ways outside 
the framework of Lynch-McGoldrick-style peace journalism”. For instance, PN 
has not always obeyed the injunction to look at “how shared problems and 
issues are leading to consequences that all the parties say they never intended”, 
rather than assigning blame. In many conflict situations, Peace News has found 
it appropriate, and indeed necessary, to “assign blame”, and to identify (and 
criticise) the hidden objectives that lie behind the rhetoric of “unintended con-
sequences”.

Sociologist Sarah Maltby adds a completely new dimension to the debate over 
peace and conflict journalism, examining the ways in which the  military have used 
local radio in the Balkans and Afghanistan during peace  building and conflict 
resolution operations. She argues that these activities (while they cannot be con-
sidered as “peace journalism”) are positioned in terms resonant with some of the 
key principles of peace journalism, namely: a commitment to providing a voice to 
the voiceless; a promotion of peace through open dialogue and an orientation to 
solution. Moreover, Maltby argues that the military’s self proclaimed orientation 
to “peace” in radio stations such as Oksigen and Rana FM raises some interesting 
questions about the use of discourses of peace and empowerment to legitimate 
military practices which, at times, appear to be culturally naïve.

Critiquing (and transforming) the mainstream

The final section carries a series of case studies which build on the major strand 
of peace journalism theory and practice – critiquing mainstream news values and 
myths of “balance” and “objectivity”. Susan Dente Ross and Sevda Alankus, in 
examining the press coverage of the 2008 election of a new president in the (Greek) 
Republic of Cyprus and the subsequent bilateral initiatives towards settlement of 
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“the Cyprus problem”, examine the way in which the corporate media’s obsession 
with national histories perpetuates the primacy of national identity and the status 
quo in opposition to those “outside” its borders.

Marlis Prinzing, in contrast, outlines, critically, an ambitious project in which 
journalists and communication researchers in Germany are not simply critiquing 
the mainstream but supplying radio, magazines, newspapers, authors and the 
designers of school curricular materials with features and photographic essays 
inspired by peace journalism theories.

In a detailed historical, textual analysis, John Tulloch examines the corporate 
media’s reporting of conscientious objectors at the start of the Second World War. 
Conscientious objectors (COs) – not all of whom, of course, were pacifists – were 
then four times more numerous than during World War One and thus, while they 
were marginalised in the media, they could not be entirely ignored. Often they 
were represented as pantomime eccentrics or shirkers. Focusing, in particular, on 
the mass-selling Daily Mirror, Tulloch concludes that loud trumpeting of human 
rights in leader columns, intertwined with jeering sarcasm in the letters page, was 
probably the best deal COs were likely to get.

Academic and activist James Winter, David Edwards, of the media monitoring 
group Media Lens (www.medialens.org), and Stephan Russ-Mohl, of the European 
Journalism Observatory (www.ejo.ch) all analyse aspects of the “war journalism” 
of the corporate media in Canada, the UK and US. James Winter focuses on the 
cultural and medial representation of Canada’s role as part of Western  imperialism: 
“Since the Vietnam War, Canadians have taken great delight in ridiculing US 
foreign policy, with an air of smugness and self-satisfaction,” he writes. “Imagine 
the surprise, then, as Canadians found themselves up to their necks in the service 
of imperialism.” Winter reveals that contrary to the “altruistic imagery” of benev-
olence, Canada’s foreign policy has been fuelled by military-industrial interests 
complicit with US imperialism.

The major part of Winter’s text discusses coverage of the recent war in 
Afghanistan by the Toronto Star, the largest and most “progressive” newspaper in 
Canada. According to Winter, this detailed case study “reveals the way in which 
Canada’s mainstream media justify and promote the war, selling it to Canadians on 
behalf of the government, war-profiteers and the military”. Winter concludes that 
“like their American counterparts, the mainstream Canadian media have adopted 
the role of stenographers to power, and cheerleaders for the war team”.

Relying on Herman and Chomsky’s propaganda model, David Edwards and 
David Cromwell, of Media Lens, have produced hundreds of pages of evidence on 
the media’s crucial role in promoting wars. And through their engagement with 
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journalists, they have been able to pressure mainstream media organisations to alter 
their standards. In this text, David Edwards explores the limited “spectrum” of 
media debate (including the BBC) in a range of case studies focusing on Western 
human rights abuses: “The unthinkable is normalised as a result of the media 
presenting Western actions within a highly supportive ideological framework,” he 
writes. While US/UK foreign policy and interventions are presented as benign and 
with peaceful purposes, the media neglects to discuss credible evidence suggesting 
“British and American mass killing”.

Edwards, for instance, focuses on the media coverage of a Lancet report in 
2006 which suggested the US/UK Iraq invasion of 2003 had led to 655,000 
excess deaths. In particular, the media discredited the study by suggesting that it 
was based on a “dodgy methodology”. This was in contrast to research on “the 
death toll in Congo” which used the same methodological design: “Even though 
the estimates of death in Congo surprised experienced observers of the conflict, 
the media reported the figures without concerns about the validity of either the 
numbers or the methodology,” Edwards says.

Stephan Russ-Mohl discusses recent research about US coverage of terrorism, 
the 2003 Iraq war and subsequent US/Coalition-occupation from the perspective 
of an “economic theory of journalism”. He shows how “mediatised” wars tend to 
become the subject of one or even several issue-attention cycles – with “an upturn, a 
turnaround, and a downturn phase” of coverage. Russ-Mohl’s economic perspective 
suggests that shrinking resources of media organisations and an increase in PR and 
government spin led to a decline in the quality and truthfulness of the mass media.

Peace and pedagogy

Finally, Pakistani journalist and leading media educationist Rukhsana Aslam high-
lights the way in which a peace journalism curriculum in higher education can 
both serve to critique dominant values and routines – and provide graduates who 
will hopefully help in the transformation of the mainstream and the development 
of alternative, progressive media.

The future

Peace journalism speaks with many voices in this collection. In assembling it, our 
belief has been that, if the movement for peace/conflict sensitive journalism is 
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to develop, it must draw from an eclectic range of critical perspectives – and be 
global in ambition. Give the strength of the opposing forces in journalism, such 
an enterprise is bound to have a flavour of the quixotic, a conversation within 
the belly of the monstrous war machine. To withstand these forces, we believe 
that the movement must be intellectually rigorous, courageous, imaginative, life-
affirmative – and open to diversity. We welcome further discussion and thought on 
the themes explored within this book, and will be happy to convey your feedback 
to any of the contributors. Over to you!.

Our contact details: Richard Lance Keeble – rkeeble@lincoln.ac.uk; John Tulloch • 
– jtulloch@lincoln.ac.uk; Florian Zollmann – fzollmann@lincoln.ac.uk.

Notes

1 See http//www.globalissues.org/article/75/world-military-spending for these details, 
accessed on 1 May 2009.

2 See http://www.oxfam.org.uk/resources/ukpoverty/downloads/ukpp_key_facts.pdf, 
accessed on 11 September 2009.

3 Even so, mainstream newspapers carry regular reports of defence companies and the 
military calling for extra funding. For instance, see Webb, Tim (2009) Defence firms 
call for more spending, Guardian, 2 September.

4 See http://www.globalsecurity.org/military/world/war/index.html, accessed on 14 
September 2009.
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