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Abstract

The world of journalism is becoming increasinglydarous, as figures published by
international media organisations demonstrate tiBai¥Vestern news media suggests, that
particularly Western foreign correspondents aretamcredibly high risks and cases of
abducted, tortured and murdered foreign correspusdee reported regularly. The
guestion arises “Have they become targets?” Formgrespondence has been a dangerous
occupation since it first emerged during the Crim#ééar, when the first consistent war
reporting was established. Ever since then, forearespondents have had to face
opposition, criticism and harsh realities. Howetbey have also always been highly
valued journalists and well-respected for theirrage to travel overseas, often into
conflict-riddled areas, to report important newsteir audiences back home. Sometimes
they have even lost their lives in the pursuitroftt. Daniel Pearl, Christian Struwe and
Karen Fischer or Trent Keegan are just a few exaspl the many correspondents and
journalists who have died as martyrs for their pssfon. As the actual data published by
international media organisations, such as Repovithout Borders, the Committee to
Protect Journalists or Freedom House, suggestasitapidly become worse for all
journalists in the last 20 years and there is wtysmme. It appears as if the factors
leading to their deaths are increasing and wilktdatributing to even higher death tolls in
the future. The thesis will consider such questasiswWho is there to protect journalists
and foreign correspondents? Independent media isejams are trying their best. The
international press is bemoaning the many deattigyanernments have promulgated laws
to protect their reporters, but does that actuadlip? Will those attempts make it better in
future? And can the Western news media apparatei$ ite held partly responsible for

some of the deaths?



Introduction

The thesiKilled in the line of duty: Who is killing foreigrorrespondents and wiy
investigates why journalism, and particularly Wherk of foreign correspondents, has
become more dangerous today than in the past i@sdarfind out the reasons behind this

development.

The thesis is divided into four standalone piedgswrnalism that could be published
consecutively. It has been the fulfilment of mydsés for a Master of Arts in
Communication Studies at AUT University. Each mamtains independent topics, which
can be combined as a series, but can also staitsklfy They are written in the style of
longer magazine articles, and are meant to be gheali within an appropriate medium. The
thesis aims to present precise, current and newlsybgures in combination with vivid

and colourful stories.

Research has shown that the main literature abautglism and the role of the foreign
correspondent focuses on the history of journalibe coverage of wars, the role of
journalists and foreign correspondents in generdlia war time, or critically assesses the
way the media reports the news. Little researchbeas published about the actual
numbers of journalists dying worldwide. Particwarkecent casualty rates are not so well

explored within the literature and it is the maim &f this thesis to help fill the gap.

The basic idea for this project arose during presistudies in Germany, when one of my
professors stated that journalists only had anameelife expectancy of 30-40 years, and
that it would be lower than in many other professidt appeared to be an interesting
challenge for me, to find out the reasons behimllgw life expectancy, as | was studying
to be a journalist myself. During a conversatiothwournalism lecturer, Brad Mercer, at
AUT the issue came up again. Our general intenetdte deaths of journalists, and
particularly foreign correspondents, led to thelfidecision to write about it in practical

thesis form.



The focus was on correspondents, because of thephidile these deaths have had
recently in Afghanistan and Irag. The questiondarivestigated was why foreign
correspondents faced such high risks. The genepalcgation of this thesis was to prove

that foreign correspondence was the most dangefalkjournalistic occupations.

Each part of the work endeavoured to look at cifiéiareas of research and cover
important aspects regarding foreign correspondamd journalists” deaths worldwide.
Part oneA lethal occupatioriscusses the overall topic and provides inforomaéibout

how many journalists have died since monitoringtsth It explains that journalism and
particularly foreign correspondence have alwayslwBsgerous occupations, but that
statistics show that it has got worse, mainly i ltst two decades. The Western news
media leads audiences to assume that Westernriareigespondents are facing the highest
risks and the thesis investigates whether thisies or notCensorship, bad reporting and
rumours,goes back to the roots of foreign correspondendetariirst “hero” William
Howard Russell, who reported the Crimean War.flects the development of the
occupation during subsequent wars and the probleneh have accompanied war
reporting ever since. It makes a short excursitmiew Zealand’s history of foreign
correspondence and then evaluates where the otmugtinds today. The importance of
foreign and war reporting is highlighted along witie difficulties correspondents have to

face when covering the news.

Part two,Losing their lives in the pursuit of tryttakes a closer look at the lives and stories
of four foreign correspondents who have died orrgeas assignment. It investigates the
background to their deaths and looks for reasonsamkd how they were killed. Their cases
are representative examples for the many otheegpondents who have died abroad and
help the reader to identify with the victims. Thisrt also includes some correspondents
who have been lucky enough to escape with thessland it explores their feelings about

those experiences.

The third partA deadly professignnvestigates the actual numbers of journaliste ve
died while reporting. It goes back to the firstijoalist who is listed to have lost his life,
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while on assignment. According to the NewseumaBliarish Lovejoy died in 1837.

From his death onwards the research examines st@yhand points out peaks, when the
casualty rate has risen rapidly. It discussesatgelnumber of local journalists being killed
within their national borders and looks at thosentages which are responsible for the most
deaths among journalists. Argentina is the firdgtdpmt country, which in 1974 suddenly
became lethal for journalists without a war evéirtg place. From that time onwards, more
countries have joined the list of hot spots. Tlad plso aims to find out if foreign
correspondents are being killed in higher numbeas bther journalists. It reveals the
changes that occurred for journalists after theotest attacks of 9/11 and the new hot spots

which have evolved since then, such as Afghanistahirag.

In part four,New dangersan attempt is made to answer the question wh foairnalists
are dying today than ever before. This articlersfén in-depth investigation of the reasons
for journalists” deaths and the new dangers theg taface worldwide. It also examines
why Western audiences receive the impression tba¢ Western foreign correspondents
are dying than any other journalists and take®secllook at the news coverage of their
deaths.



Killed in the line of duty:

Who is killing foreign correspondents and why?

A lethal occupation

Beheaded and cut into 10 pieces, this was thecteagl to the life oWall Street Journal
reporter Daniel Pearl. An experienced correspond@drl was only 39 with a pregnant
wife when he was brutally murdered in 2002 by acadyroup in Karachi, Pakistan.
Pearl’s fate is not unique by any means. Nearl@@journalists have died, or been killed
in the course of doing their jobs since 1837. Tas when the grim task of counting such
deaths worldwide began. Of that 2,000 more thahHaade died in the last 20 years.
Between 1988 and 1998 a total of 586 reportersdtate on assignment; from 1998 to

2008, 542 more journalists were killed.

These statistics published by the Newseum in 2008ren an alarming upward trend in
the number of journalists who have lost their livdsle on the job. The Newseum in
Washington is a news museum which is dedicate@epikg track of journalists killed
worldwide. Its database is the farthest reachirggamong all other media organisations
such as the Committee to Protect Journalists ooRes Without Borders; it dates back to
1837. The Newseum'’s research started in 1993 samebik is financially supported by

many media companies such as Bloomberg, News Cairporand ABC News.

Reporting from war, crisis and disaster zones tlagiously, always been dangerous. But
recently that danger has escalated alarmingly.hilige increase in journalistic fatalities
has provoked outrage and revulsion within the pagskinternational media organisations,
not only because the death toll is unacceptablly, gt also because most of the
journalists who have lost their lives have beerbaeately targeted.

More than 72% of the 1,128 reporters who have digthg the last two decades were
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murdered, often to prevent them from publishingrthiedings. According to the
Committee to Protect Journalists, in most casegitlees have never been found and

88.8% of the crimes remain unpunished.

To most of us it may seem incredible that war andin correspondents continue to
pursue their dangerous profession - going in tospots, reporting from dangerous areas
and revealing controversial information which mayé repercussions, possibly lethal.
While the occupation is becoming progressively nf@eardous, this is especially true for
foreign and war correspondents. For them, the gaisyf leaving their homes to report
from the other side of the world is becoming insiegly fraught. However, the
compulsion to uncover the truth and tell untoldistofrom their own perspective remains,

to many of them, paramount. And if they don"t doritothers” behalf, who else will?

Recent examples such as the murder of Daniel Pe20l02, the attack on veteran foreign
correspondent Robert Fisk by a crowd of Afghangeés just a year before, the shooting
of embedded correspondents Christian Liebig and 2ulguita Parrado in Iraq in 2003,
the murder of the Australian journalist Harry Buria Afghanistan in 2001 and just
recently, closer to home, the unexplained deatiiest Zealander Trent Keegan in Kenya
in 2008 prove that there must be complex factorghvimake the occupation of journalism

today even more hazardous than in the past.

It appears that Western correspondents are inagigseing targeted with a new and
virulent hatred and rage. It has not always bdenthat. In the past they were usually
regarded as neutral beings, not quite civilianscbuainly not identified with the enemy.

In many countries they seem to have lost that akstatus and with it any sense of
security.

Was there a turning point in attitudes towardsnpalists, if so where and when and what
brought it about? Is it really true that Westerrefgn correspondents are deliberately
targeted today? Or is our media making much morsawn dead than it would of others?

11



Part 1:

Censorship, bad reporting and rumours

Live from the battlefield. Close to the action. 1se full of heroes, glory, blood, guts and
dead bodies. Great Britain was at war and the pukdis desperate for news from the front.
It was time to send independent withesses, who alscestorytellers, into the field to get

it. The birth of the occupation of the war corresgeent occurred in the f&entury when

the first consistent war reporting began during@nenean War of 1853 to 1856. Very

quickly it produced its first hero.

The first war correspondent

William Howard Russell was “the first and greatestr correspondent, according to his
epitaph in London’s St. Paul's Cathedral. His cagerof the Crimean War marked the
beginning of an organised effort to report a wathi civilian population at home using the
services of a civilian reporter. British citizenene shocked by the sudden outbreak of
hostilities between Russia and Britain on the CamBeninsula and they were desperate to
know how the fighting was goin@he Time®f London’s then manager and the editor,
Mowbray Morris and John Delane, felt not havingitieevn people to report on the action,
directly from the field, was a failing’he Timesthe most popular and powerful paper of
the day, thus set about filling the void, therebsating a new journalistic genre. It gave an
explanation for the employment of its first realdign correspondent in its jourriBhe
history of The Timegublished in 1939. “The public expects that walldave our own
agents, and as it has long been accustomed tddoldke Times. . . for the truth in all
things, we disappoint a reasonable expectation wieeaffer nothing better than reports

from other journals, however authentic.”

Since then foreign correspondents have accompanidgers to war, reported disease and
disasters, as well as the toppling of governmemdistiae birth of revolutions.

The first foreign correspondents largely coveredsvead the two fields of journalism have

12



overlapped and often merged ever since.

The development of the occupation began slowlythadvar correspondent didn’t really

hit his stride until the American Civil War of 1864 1865. Five hundred journalists
reported the grim tussle between north and soudhtemnewspapers started to spend huge
amounts of money on their reporters in the fielde New York Heraldilone is said to

have spent approximately $1 million on the 63 jalists reporting for it from the

battlefield. This sort of frenzy, unsurprisinglgt ko some hyperbolic journalism.

“Send rumours” was the instruction from editorghiére wasn’t any hard news to report.
The population lapped up everything that was writtethe newspapers and circulations
increased rapidly. It seemed the public had dewslaptaste for war reporting.

This era, described as the “Golden Age” for waregpondents, lasted roughly from 1860
to 1910. It was distinguished by the rise of thpylar press, an increase in the use of the
telegraph and the flourishing of the occupatiothefwar correspondent. Around 30
correspondents had covered the Crimean War; theidameCivil War was being covered
by more than 500 reporters. However, the publietfgpfor news of the fighting was so
keen and the circulations so high that editorsqunexl their correspondents to send as
much news as they could get, regardless of thetgual

A lack of quality and depth and inaccurate andi€aed stories was the outcome. In his
bookThe first casualty: From the Crimea to Vietnaamthor Phillip Knightley described
the majority of reporters at that time as “ignoralshonest, and unethical” and their

dispatches as “frequently inaccurate, often inwénpartisan, and inflammatory”.

Censorship imposed

War was good copy and good for newspapers. Butrgowvents and the military often had
quite different agendas from foreign correspondantsdidn’t like the fact that details

from the battlefield were available for publicatism easily. The authorities set up a system
of control of information and introduced widespreaemsorship to stop curious reporters
from publishing unwelcome facts.

13



During the first Anglo-Boer War from 1880 to 188tigid system of censorship was
instituted, which prevented journalists from pubiigy undesirable stories about the war or
the military that could harm morale at home. TheglarBoer War served as a role model
for the wars that followed. The strict censorshypthe military, the control over means of
communication, the limitations placed on journalisho didn’t meet expectations and the
fear of repercussions instilled in newspaper edlitano dared to fight against the

restrictions, have sadly accompanied war repoeiey since.

During World War | and World War 1l the military fither developed its strategic
censorship with the aim of keeping reporters guibe wars were marked by strict media
censorship, state propaganda, silencing of ercambglists and a tense relationship

between the media and military.

The Vietnam War, which began in 1959 and didn’t entil 1975, changed war reporting
drastically, if only briefly. It was the first tiensince the introduction of formalised military
censorship, that journalists could move freely padlish their stories unhindered. This
later drove the military to blame the outcome & war partly on the journalists and their
publications. The results of the freedom grantefteign correspondents in Vietnam
convinced the military never to allow such liceaggin. The following wars accordingly
saw the re-introduction of heavy censorship anttictiens that made it hard for foreign

correspondents to dig deeper to find the hiddeth tru

New Zealand signs up

New Zealand has always prided itself on its pededablation. News from overseas was
often old by the time it got here and the employtwéiits first war correspondents came
fairly late in comparison to other countries. WiNgw Zealand became involved in its first
war, with South Africa, in 1899, newspapers sertttwo correspondents, J.A. Shand and
J.D. Moultray, to report from the front.

14



With the abrupt start of World War I, New Zealandsann a desperate need to know what
was going on outside the islands” borders anchtbdiut how the nation’s troops were
coping.

Freelance journalist Malcolm Ross was considereditght man for the job to report on the
war actions for the country. Chosen as the firStiad war correspondent for New Zealand
in early 1915, he was sent to the front at Gallig®bss was financed by the government as
newspapers at that time were unable to afford@idorcorrespondent. Ross” reports were
used and printed by 85 New Zealand newspaperse¢édved the British War Medal and
the Victory Medal for his efforts. Employing foreigorrespondents abroad has been
patchy ever since, up to today’s dismal showing.

Journalism today: Fragile freedoms

“Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion ardression”.

This is enshrined in the United Nations Universat@ration of Human Rights, Article 19,
and it is a right journalists frequently refer twdarely on. In 2008 this Declaration had its
60" anniversary, but it still faces challenges allmte world and in reality can do nothing
to protect journalists from being attacked, sil&hdejured or even killed. A long time
before the UN Declaration was composed, The Haguesé€htions of 1899 and 1907 and
the Geneva Convention of 1929 tried to set starsdfamthe protection of reporters. They
ruled that correspondents and reporters who fadltime hands of the enemy were entitled
to be treated as prisoners of war, while at theestime keeping the status of civilians.
Unfortunately those conventions don’t seem to bpaeted by everyone and journalists are
still denied their human rights and killed, or heiccaptivity.

Since its inception the occupation of the journaisd particularly the foreign
correspondent has come a long way and the worldabéisnes of crisis granted it a high
degree of importance and value. In most counthiegetis a realisation that journalists keep

the public informed and act as their eyes and a@assometimes their consciences. Only a
15



properly informed population is able to understgodernment decisions and the complex
factors underlying them.

If a population is denied a free press, and theedf@edom of speech, it is denied a basic
requirement for an independent and self-determiifiedT his is why it is so important for
many organisations and democratic governmentsoteqrthe freedom of the press

worldwide.

A lot of governments have already enshrined Aaticd of the United Nations Declaration
within their own constitutions and made it theitydto ensure freedom of speech by law;
they consider an independent and vigorous prested$ourth estate” of their constitution.
Other countries however have consistently failedd®o.

Ann Cooper, executive director of the Committe®totect Journalists (CPJ), explained in
a special report from 2006 that: “People in thementries are virtually isolated from the
rest of the world by authoritarian rulers who mezitle media and keep a chokehold on
information through restrictive laws, fear, andrmtation.”

In those countries, journalists are at particul&rgh risk and often killed in large numbers.

Many news organisations worldwide are doing thestlio pressure reluctant governments
as well as trying to protect journalists and pfessdom. Reporters Without Borders, the
Committee to Protect Journalists and Freedom Hausea few of the non-governmental
bodies which try to act as watchdogs and do thest to safeguard journalists worldwide.
They cannot prevent journalists from being killbdt they certainly raise awareness and
help to uncover crimes committed against the prEssy single out those countries that
ignore journalists’ rights and call on their goveients and the international community to

punish offences against reporters and highlighé stansorship.

However, these organisations can’t be everywhdteeatame time, protect each

journalists’ life individually or this potentiallgeadly occupation in general.
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The good, the bad and the ugly

War has always been a magnet for reporters. Wartirg and its sibling, foreign
correspondence, have shaped contemporary journalism

Correspondents leave their countries, go oversahsvaness events with their own eyes to
report them back to their homelands. They takekiaienge to go overseas, to cover a war
or conflict, to report on a humanitarian catastegb write stories about global events like
the Olympic Games or political summits. It couldtbeorick the conscience, open eyes to

new things or just report the facts.

“The very nature of war confuses the role of thanpalist,” former British Broadcasting
Corporation reporter, the redoubtable Kate Adi@l@&xrs inReporting war: Journalism in
wartime

Adie is referring to the exceptional pressures #egh on the shoulders of foreign
correspondents and which distinguish their jobgreatly from those of other journalists.
They are the ones who are confronted with the shgckometime unforgettable images
and the harsh realities of war and conflict. Sinegag others, believes it is a hard task for
correspondents to keep their distance and objectivieome situations and they can’t
always succeed in following the golden rules ofrtbecupation. BBC colleague Martin

Bell adds that sometimes humanity is more importfaan textbook reportage.

The foreign correspondent is often portrayed askataker or adrenaline junkie, but
regardless of whether this image is justifieds iaifact that he or she faces more challenges

than most other journalists.

The closest they can get to danger

Reporters need to be close to the action to répadequately, while keeping enough

distance to stay safe. They must be able to gix@ce to the victims and witnesses, but

remain detached enough to see both sides of the Stweir journalistic work is

characterised by operating at the highest possg#ed to meet their audience’s urgent
17



demand for news while at the same time tryingnid & balance between reporting their
stories in an unbiased, accurate and honest fadDiten they face political, military,
economic and technological limitations which maldeaird to obtain reliable information
and get close to events in war-torn regions. Theserucial factors with which the foreign
correspondent has to deal often while being unde=sgouire from their own consciences and

their deadlines.

Martin Bell, British UNICEF ambassador and formeariforeign correspondent, said in
2003 that the 24 hour news service was particutarhjame for some of the more facile
overseas reporting that is becoming increasinghgraon on television.

“They aim to be first and fastest with the newiseif nature, too often, is to be fearful,
feverish, frenzied, frantic, frail, false and falg”.

It appears that journalism will always be plagugdhe same problems: trouble with
objectivity, a lack of depth, pressures from alles, censorship and self-censorship and the
merciless drive to get breaking news first. Belkesa profoundly significant
recommendation that the importance should not bawsth on the “We got it first!” but

rather on “We got it right!”

Dicing with death

“Voyeuristic travel writing” is how magazine editBill Buford described war
correspondence in Michelle FerraiRgporting America at war: An oral histognd added:
“War correspondents are some of the sickest peapldl ever meet. I've been lucky
enough to publish quite a few of them.... War cgpondents do everything that we don’t
do. If there’s a fight, they try to get close to.itYou know, there is nothing more exciting
than violence.”

It is undeniable that there is more than an augarhour as well as danger associated with
the world of the war and foreign correspondent @y of its practitioners justifiably

share the sense that they belong to a reportiteywehich is brave enough to look death

straight in the eye.
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In 2006 alone 59 journalists were killed while @signment. The USABC News
president David Westin remembered and honouredéfferts in his speech on March 3,
2006, World Press Freedom Day. “They step forwaréarn the things that they believe
we should know, to see for themselves what is gom@m some place or some
circumstance that the rest of us can't reach,gortdack to us so that we all could live
better lives as individuals and as citizens.”

He paid tribute to those 59 journalists who losirthives and noted that most other
journalists would have never come face to face Wieéhdangers that had confronted them.
“We will not have to put our lives on the line inpport of our belief that reporting the
news is the very foundation of true security areldbneral welfare of the people. But, we
are confronted daily with those in power who ddmyg tore belief. Too often we hear these
days from governments — our own and others — tiséalle and secure future depends
much more on what the people are not told than ot whey are told. Many insist it is
better that people know less, rather than more santk of these people are no doubt well-
intentioned.”

Westin said he was sure those 59 journalists wkddokan killed on assignment knew
better and were aware that people would be beg¢d@nd most secure when they know
more — more about what was going on around theme rabout abuses of power and
position, and more about what governments weregdtiiis is the central meaning that
these fine men and women revealed by giving up tiveis in reporting the news. It
remains for us who are left behind to embracerniedning and carry it forward, every day
gathering the news and reporting the news even wWiere are those in power who would

have us keep quiet.”

Story versus life

A “toxic mix” faces journalists when their storiase both dangerous and important at the

same time. This dilemma described by Bill Spindahe Wall Street Journatonfronts

many reporters and the question is whether thg stey are following is worth the danger
19



they are putting themselves in. There is no unaleaaswer to that question. Susan Chira
of theNew York Timeexplained irKilling the messenger: Journalists at risk in mader
warfarethat: “I think it’s the safety question that wesédo ask ourselves over and over
again. You weigh the risk versus the story.”

Adi Ignatius fromTime Magazin@dded to Chira’s viewpoint that in high risk sitoas
editors would leave it up to their reporters toideavhether to chase the story or to leave
it. For him, the journalists would have to make dleeision when a risk was worth it. “We
think hard about whether there’s going to be a fbaythether they go into a dangerous
situation that’s not going to lead to somethinganaj the magazine.”

Certainly there are many stories that to most peap obviously not worth the risk of
getting injured or killed, if that risk is ever wibrtaking. But it seems there will always be
journalists aplenty eager enough to cover them agywhey will try everything to
convince their editors to send them out to getstbey. Stuart Loory, editor of thelobal
Journalist,criticised those reporters and their editors sjburnal. “Despite all the
publicity the safety problem gets, reporters camgito take chances, and their editors and
producers apparently do not do enough to stop tRam.of the calculation that has to be
made today in deciding whether or not to go aftstoay is solving the equation of whether
or not the particular information sought is wottle tife-threatening danger of going after
it.”

Gavin Ellis, editor-in-chief for thélew Zealand Heraléfom 1996 to 2005, expressed
another view 'You are always worrying about the safety. | ddaibw any editor who
would knowingly put a reporter into a situation \wgheir life was in imminent danger.”
Stuart Loory shared this viewpoint and added thatet were times “when the risk is not at
all justified and at those times, the reporter carire criticised for turning away from the
story. Editors and producers must understand Thisy must take steps to temper the zeal
of journalists who might be described as overly gotted to a story that is not worth the
risk.”

There are uncountable stories in the world’'s masigérous regions which urgently need to
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be brought to light, crimes and injustice that hewbe investigated and political
skulduggery revealed. The American journalist amther of the Pulitzer Prize, Philip
Caputo, was kidnapped in 1973 while on assignnretita Middle East. In 2005 he argued
that despite the greatest of risks, it was impadiaat reporters continue to cover stories.
“To do otherwise would be a total victory for, cdylthe forces of darkness. Press
organisations cannot allow these forces to prejeemhalists from covering these stories
through terror and intimidation. Obviously, jouriséd have to be well prepared for such
dangers. | wouldn’t call it cautious because ofdhrenotation of timidity, but | would say
that journalists have to be a lot smarter aboutahef the land than they have been in the

past.”

The ABC's David Westin shared a similar viewpoint to Caputhich he expressed on
World Press Freedom Day. “We never, ever want amyortose their life in reporting the
news. But the simple, harsh fact is that therestoges so important that journalists
volunteer to take the risk on behalf of all of us.”

He honoured his colleagues’ lives and deaths apldierd why journalists are still sent

out into the most dangerous places on the eartiwikig the dangers they will face.

“This may seem incongruous, that we would put igtle harm's way despite the proven
danger. The worst thing that we could do in remambgehe colleagues we've lost would
be to pull back on our news coverage and fail ieecamportant stories because there is
risk involved. To do so would deny the very meartimgf those who have gone before have

shown us in the most powerful way that they can.”

New twists

Apart from a plethora of technological changes Mfiti Howard Russell may not notice
many differences from the work he did to that &f laitter day colleagues, until relatively
recently that is, when a couple of new hybrid fgnecorrespondents entered the scene.

One, the parachuting correspondent, for cost @uteasons, the other one, the embedded
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correspondent, because government and militaryelsaa® up to their old information

controlling ways.

The first of the hybrids is the parachuting cormesgent, who is sent on short in and out
again exercises and who appears due to rigorotisttsig across the media worldwide.
The number of correspondents permanently basedea®is declining, while the number
of parachuting correspondents, is going up. Perntgnleased correspondents cost a lot,
and generally only report from one country, whisggchuting correspondents can be sent
wherever disaster strikes at a fraction of the.cost

The fact the parachutist may have little more usi@erding of the country he or she is
about to visit other than the clippings they crardm#ile on the flight is of little
importance to many of today’s media moguls.

Television New Zealandl{VN2) reflects an international trend, with only thfal-time
permanently based foreign correspondents, onemddo and two in Sydney. Another
reporter works permanently in New York, but heas a full-time employeelT VNZs other
foreign correspondents, fly in and out of countteéesover multiple stories or events.
Cameron Bennett, the veteran correspondeni ¥z explained:

“New Zealand, | can only talk for TVNZ, its foreigrews coverage is contracting not
expanding, which is in line with a lot of interratial agencies. | find that very frustrating,
but that is how it is. And coupled with that thésve been budget cuts on all spending
including foreign correspondents. Quite a lot ofigts that | have covered in the past are

not there now.”

While most media experts and journalists complaioud the steady decrease of foreign
bureaus, Barbara Dreaver, the Pacific corresporfdem/NZ explained why it is simply
not always possible to have based foreign corredgras. In certain areas, such as the
Pacific Islands, she regarded the use of paradapjdgurnalists as more useful.

“Stories break all the time around the Pacific gad have to be on a plane really quickly
and you have to come back to Auckland to get wiietewant to go. There is no direct
flight between the Pacific Islands. It is impossibb get anywhere quickly from the
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Islands.” She said the most logical place for abarrespondent would be in Fiji, but this
correspondent would still have to come back to Aarmdt, to get to the other islands. In the
Pacific region, based correspondents would be soredle in her view. “You can do that
in Europe easily because you can fly everywheréyBu can’t do it in the Pacific. The
other reason why I think it is important to be lwhseAuckland, is because Auckland is the

biggest Polynesian city in the world.”

However other journalists continue to argue thatma@ently based correspondents have
the advantage of knowing the country and the peapdeare able to evaluate the situation

and dangers far better than someone who quickiyestrreports and then leaves.

The second of the hybrids is the embedded joutsaBome would say, an even more
dangerous development for quality journalism; wreejeurnalist trades his or her
independence, and perhaps integrity, for accessemndity.

These journalists are not allowed to use certairds/or report certain topics and they are
closely attached to their military hosts. Thesériegons remind us of the rigid concept of
censorship introduced earlier in the history of wegporting, but it now goes under a
different name. The term embedded reporter watsugad officially in 2003, with the start
of Gulf War IlI. Historically there have always bgenrnalists closely attached to the
military in order to get closer to the front ando better protected. However, the concept
of embedded journalism was only introduced latetheyUS Pentagon. Media critics, like
Danny Schechter, the executive editor of MediaCkharg, believe the introduction of this
concept has made the news media a tool of the pkgibal warfare of the US and

interferes with the idea of an independent press.

Officially 662 correspondents were directly conmeecto armed services units during Gulf
War Il. The US provided the reporters with accomatah, food and medical attention

and helped them with their communications. They akt the agenda for the news and the
journalists” work was supervised by public affaipgcialists. Each reporter had to agree to

a contract that included a list of topics they doobt cover. They were, for example, not
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allowed to mention dead bodies.

The original idea behind the embedded reporterthatshe could go with his unit wherever
the action was taking place, thus ensuring a hettere extensive and accurate coverage of
events. Shortly after its introduction the concamused fears of the reporters being too
dependent and influenced by the military and tlereefacking objectivity.

Oliver Burkeman, a journalist for tii@uardian UK, stated in 2003: “Embedding has been
an astounding PR success for the Pentagon. Repagerthe words “we” and “us”
profusely, identifying themselves with the militagnd while this has prompted concerns
about objectivity among US commentators, it isswprising, given their very personal

stake in their unit’s success.”

But the Gulf wars have not only been covered byetbedded press force, there were also
many “unilateral” journalists in the field who reped from the area independently. They
arguably offered more balanced perspectives antispeld contrary viewpoints to those of
the embedded correspondents. However, the righése “unilateral” reporters was, at
times, unjustifiably high. They faced grave dangetonly from Iragi attacks, but also
from so-called “friendly-fire”.

Media academics agree that the number of embeddedglists will increase in the future.
Howard Tumber, author on war journalism, explaimedis bookJournalists under fire
“Governments and military will plan more embeddfagmats with all the associated risks
for objective reporting, increase warnings to nambedded journalists about their safety,
and continue the usual policies of censorship,nfosination and delay in confirmation of
events. For the future, the struggle for news asgdions will be in resisting these
increasing pressures and, for journalists, a caation of the current reassessment about

the nature of witnessing, truth and objectivity.”

We can’t know what William Howard Russell would neadd embedded journalists but we
can be reasonably certain that the proud traddfahe independent war and foreign
correspondent will continue to have sufficient nensgto fill its ranks, no matter the

dangers.
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Part 2

Losing their lives in the pursuit of truth

The life of a foreign correspondent may be prestigj glamorous and exciting but it's also
dangerous and sometimes deadly. To leave the safdtgomfort of home to report from
an unknown area overseas requires a lot of courage.

Many hundreds of journalists have already lostrtlngs in the pursuit of their craft. Sadly,
many more will pay the ultimate price through aecitj a misunderstanding of
circumstances or at the murderous hand of othées fdllowing examples look at how
journalists with vastly different backgrounds dieare captured or had lucky escapes

while doing a job they loved.

The murder of Daniel Peatrl

“If you kill an innocent man ... it is as if youlkall of humanity” (Quoran 5:32).

Foreign correspondents and journalists in genera fong held a fairly neutral position in
the eyes of the world, even in the eyes of extresnisrrorists and religious fanatics. They
embodied the role of intermediaries and uncommittethiased witnesses. But all of that

has changed.

In 2002 Daniel Pearl, an experienced 39-year olétAean journalist of Jewish origin, was
taken hostage and decapitated by a militant groufarachi, Pakistan. Pearl was found
beheaded and cut into 10 pieces in the suburbsuadki on May 16.

Susanne Koelbl, foreign correspondentef Spiegelcommented on his deatiThe

murder of Daniel Pearl is an example for me thatkeda turning point in the relationship

between Western journalists and extremists.”

The life of a correspondent

“Danny of Arabia”, as his colleagues from t&all Street Journalised to call him, left
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behind a pregnant wife, and devastated friendSamdy.

Born on October 10, 1963 in Princeton, New JerBewrl grew up in a Jewish family and
as a child showed a keen interest in the worldraddum. His growing curiosity eventually
led him to found his first newspaper while studyatdstanford UniversityThe
Commentatostill exists today. Pearl had a passion for jousmalwith a strong interest in
international issues, especially human rights, witiominated much of his reporting.
Pearl had developed a great sympathy for Iran, ikhgshnd the region of the Middle East,

which he visited about 13 times.

He began work for th&/all Street Journain 1990. His reporting was always investigative
and his articles about the Middle East often cingiésl official US Government statements
and positions. One of his articles was about a aterfactory in Khartoum, Sudan, which
was destroyed by the US on August 21, 1998 bedtaostensibly had connections to Al-
Qaeda and was being used as a clandestine lahofata@hemical and bacterial weapons.
Pearl investigated the story thoroughly and lodicecvidence for and against the US-
theory. He was one of the first journalists to fout that the attack was a tragic error and
that the US in fact had hit a medicine factory wahii@d a UN contract. The US

Government was furious.

On the other side of the world, another man emlubodkea very different path, a path

which would one day fatally collide with that of Blal Pearl. Omar Saeed Sheikh was born
in 1973 and grew up in Britain within a Muslim aRdkistani culture. He was described as
“one of the hardest and toughest guys in schoal”“absessed with strength”. Sheikh was
always bound to Britain in a relationship that vmawmixture of love and hate. But unlike
Pearl, Sheikh’s world vision became narrower arstileo He aborted his studies in Britain
and left for Pakistan to do military training anecbme a warrior to fight for the “jihad", the

holy war of radical Muslims against nonbelievers.

The terrorist attacks of 9/11 on New York in 20Bhieged the world in general and

journalism in particular, and for Daniel Pearl thvegre a death sentence. Shortly after the
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attacks on the New York World Trade Centre he flgth his wife, the French journalist
Mariane Pearl, to Pakistan. He wanted to investigag links between Richard Reid, a
British national who was arrested in 2001 aftehhd tried to detonate a shoe bomb on a
plane, Al-Qaeda and Pakistan's Inter-Servicesligesice (1SI).

Although Pearl was later often described as a waespondent, he never considered
himself one. He explained why he chose to go taseak to investigate the background of
jihadists - rather than joining the majority of éogn correspondents covering the fighting
in Afghanistan. “You have to be in practice to cogevar, I'm not in practice. That is why
| didn’t go to Afghanistan and preferred to go &kiBtan.”

The location of Pearl’s main investigation was Khraa city notable for its lack of
Westerners and women on its streets. Through westigations into Richard Reid, he
hoped to get clues about who was financing theahdslamic groups which had been
involved in the attacks on New York. Shortly afterarrived he caught the attention of
both the Pakistani Government and radical Musliougs not only because he was
American, but also because he was a foreign jogtnBearl had earlier reported on
Pakistan’s failure to take action against Islamaugs and after several such critical
articles he had become a marked man. The allegatection between Pakistan's Inter-
Services Intelligence and Al-Qaeda made Pearleathioth to some government officials

and the terrorists.

Pearl’s last case

Pearl’s investigation led him to a religious ledolethe name of Mubarak Ali Shah Gilani,
who had suspected connections to Reid. Pearltisiedt up an interview with the man.
When he asked his contact, Khalid Khawaja, howrd Gilani, he was told: “Daniel — he
is not willing to come to an interview.” Howevere&! remained persistent; he was not

willing to give up on the story easily and was deii@ed to meet Gilani personally.

Out of the blue Pearl was contacted by a man callimself Bashir Ahmad Shabbit, who
informed him by email that he might know how to getouch with Gilani. It seemed like a

breakthrough.
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Pearl, a very experienced reporter, hitherto knéwris good risk management, was
walking into a trap. The person who had called leifrBashir was in reality Omar Sheikh,
the man who had turned his back on his Britishggetirs ago and had become a religious
fanatic. He had not only been imprisoned for abidgcseveral British nationals in India in
1994, but also had strong connections with theb&alj which had brought him into
Pakistan with the help of a hijackédlian Airlinesplane.The Timeglescribed him as “no
ordinary terrorist but a man who has connectioas tdach high into Pakistan's military
and intelligence elite and into the innermost eisabf Osama Bin Laden and the al-Qaeda
organization”.

Pearl arranged to meet Bashir/Sheikh in the midtilearachi in the evening of January 23,
2002.

Mariane Pearl and her husband had just been t&ist&a doctor and found out they were
going to have a baby boy. Pearl dearly wanted t@geof this dangerous country and had
decided that this would be his last investigatiofakistan.

But he had followed this case for a long time arad wetermined to pursue the possible
breakthrough and proceed with the proposed med#adkissed his wife goodbye for the

last time and left to meet the man who was to bechis kidnapper.

Pearl had tried to minimise any risk involved bsaaging to meet with Bashir Ahmad
Shabbit at a public place, the Village Garden Resata in Karachi, as Jamil Yusaf, head of
the police had advised him to do. He had talkedandall Bennett of the US consulate and
the Karachi police to seek their advice before éadkd to go ahead and meet Shabbit. The
consulate advised against going but Jamil Yusalaéxgd to Pearl that he would be safe, if
he would meet the informant in a busy place, bezaosone would dare to harm him in
public, witnessed by many people.
However, none of Pearl’s precautionary measurgeteb prevent what followed. Two
hours after he was supposed to meet his infornhétyife Mariane tried to ring him on
his cell phone. She had no luck; his phone had bestched off. As she later told the press
that was the moment she started to get worriedthfandawo hours passed and still she had
neither reached her husband nor received a mefsagédim. Mariane contacted Asra
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Nomani, a friend and colleague of the Pearls’,thagl began to investigate his

disappearance together.

Karachi is the ninth largest city in the world watpopulation of around 14 million people.
To find one man was like looking for a needle imagstack.

After a sleepless night, Mariane contacted the dtf$uglate and as soon as it received the
news that an American journalist had gone missiafj started working on the case,
supported by the police in Karachi. It was not |&edore FBI agents had also been
assigned to search for the missing man.

After the first days had gone by and there wasigio af Pearl or his possible kidnappers,
hope began to fade. His mother Ruth would expkterlin a documentary about her son,

that she “just could not believe that there wasrace of him”.

After several days the kidnappers finally got indb. They called on the US Government
to release all prisoners from the war in Afghamstamediately.

“We give you one more day. If America will not meetr demands we will kill Daniel.
Then this cycle will continue and no American joalist could enter Pakistan.”

The demands, sent to thes Angeles Timewjere accompanied by a photograph of Pearl
with a gun pointed at his head, but still smiling.

For Pearl’s family it was a ray of hope and his Imeotf Ruth Pearl, explained the mixed
feelings she had. “The pictures came and we starigdg and laughing at the same time,

because we knew that he might be alive.”

Colin Powell, the former US Secretary, respondeithédkidnappers in a public message on
January 31, 2002 saying these demands would noebeMariane Pearl made a public
appeal to the kidnappers and said her husband miasreest man who had gone to Pakistan
because he wanted to tell the world about the petbygire. All he had wanted to do was
report the truth. She called it Pearl’s religi®ix months pregnant, Mariane was torn
between hope and fear. “If somebody has to givie lifeto save him, I'll do it. Please get

in touch with me. I'm ready.”

29



Soon after Mariane Pearl’s public appeal, the F&d able to make some progress. Agents
had found the addresses of the computers from whikidnappers” emails had been sent.
By analysing them thoroughly they were able to eapfour people believed responsible
for Pearl’s kidnapping. They also discovered thatrhan who had met Pearl under the
name of Bashir was in reality Omar Sheikh. Howetlery were unable to track him down

immediately.

The search is over

“America is going to be destroyed. Sell your ddlaOmar Sheikh yelled as the police led
him away on February 12, 2002; almost three wettks Bearl had been abducted. The
FBI immediately tried to obtain information abowgd?l’s whereabouts.

Sheikh had to face harsh interrogation as offiaisstioned him about the whereabouts of
the reporter. He changed his story about the ngssian every day. He would tell the
police that Pearl was still alive, just to withdrévis statement the next day, saying that he

was dead.

At the end of the fifth week after the journalistilsduction the search for him was finally
over. The police received a phone call from somewdamne claimed he had a videotape
recording of Pearl’s death. Investigators rushdtiédotel where they were supposed to
meet him and received a camera and tape.

What they saw was shocking.

Close friend Asra Nomani described her emotionsrat Roy: “After that message | went
home and it started raining and | felt like thevrerawould have opened and the angels

were crying and | started to weep.”

Pearl had been murdered just a week after his gjging, on January 31, when the US
Government had refused to comply with the demafhtiseckidnappers. He had begged his
murderers to leave him alive and told them his wiés expecting, but they had showed no
mercy. The men forced Pearl to make a statememihéocamera and then cut off his head
while the tape was still running. His remains wienend in 10 parts on May 16. They had

been buried in a shallow grave in the outskirtKafachi. Omar Sheikh was found guilty of
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murdering the journalist. His death sentence, h@wnews been delayed 33 times and he is
still alive. The New Yorkecommented in August 2007: “The Pakistani goverrneot
known for its leniency, had stayed his executiodeked, hearings on the matter had been
delayed a remarkable number of times, possiblyusscaf his reported ties to the Pakistani
intelligence service, which may have helped free &fter he was imprisoned for terrorist

activities in India.”

Aftermath

Pearl’s murder marked a turning point for foreigmrespondents and all journalists
worldwide. It was an extraordinarily brutal muraera journalist, whose reports had tried
to give an accurate and balanced reflection ofitles of the people in the Middle East and

additionally had been critical of American policythe region.

Pearl had tried to temper hatred and intolerandle s honesty and criticism of the West.
The inscription on his gravestone remembers hiMJastrnalist — Musician — Humanist.

Lost his life in the pursuit of truth.”

Pearl’s case is just one of the many, where carregnts have been deliberately targeted,
tortured, badly injured or killed over the last yea

The international media has tried to find answeBégarl’s death and to analyse its
meanings for the future of journalism. One of thasalysts was Bernard-Henri Lévy, who
travelled to Karachi in the spring of 2002, undever, posing as a tourist.

“The role of an ordinary tourist suits me finé8vy explained in his booWho killed

Daniel Pearl?“At least it allows me to ward off the real risklzeing taken for a
“journalist”: a category not only defamatory, bningelligible in a country which | know is
drugged on fanaticism, doped on violence, and ¢stselven the very idea of what a free
press could be.”

Lévy referred to the numerous cases of journali$ts had been attacked recently in the
area, such as the group of English journalistsestan December 2001 in the Pashtun hills
of Chaman, th&BCteam attacked on the Afghan border in the sameorghe case of

The Independerdolumnist Robert Fisk, who had been beaten bpadaiof angry Afghan
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refugees in Pakistan in December 2001, and thereafitheKarachi News Shaheen
Sehbai, who had been threatened with death byettretsservice after publishing details
from the interrogations of Sheikh Omar about thinig of Daniel Pearl. Sheikh Omar had
linked 1SI operatives to the planning, financingl@axecution of several attacks. According
to Sehbai, who was quoted in tB&bal Journalistin April 2002, this is why they told him
to “either get in line or be ready for the sticlSehbai resigned a month later.

“So, low profile. I'm content with a low profile[’évy explained.

Pearl was posthumously honoured with the EdwariiRrow Award in 2003. Pearl’s
career and death exemplified the highest ideajisushalism, director Alex Tan explained
at the Murrow Symposium in 2003. “The faculty o tbchool thought it especially fitting
to make the award posthumous this year to honoan Ret only for his journalistic

achievements but for his efforts at building brisigpetween cultures.”

The right to kill

They thought they knew the country. They thougbytknew its people and they felt
comfortable and safe. But on October 6, 2006, K&ischer and Christian Struwe, two
German correspondents for theutsche Welleelevision company, were killed in their tent

in the Baghlan province of Afghanistan, shot deat WK-47 machine guns.

It was not the first time the two had visited Afgistan. They had been on several
assignments fobeutsche Wellen the area before, but this time they went omivage trip.
Struwe and Fischer, aged 30 and 38 respectivetlyjusa visited the German NATO troops
based in the north of Afghanistan when they dectdestop for the night and put up their
tents on the roadside. They camped in Tala wa Baafamall village populated by about
20 families and about 20km away from the nearelstgatation. The reporters thought it
would be the perfect spot for their overnight stBlyey planned to continue their travel the
next morning and visit the area’s historic sitesluding the largest Buddha statues in the
world, which had been blown up by the Taliban iI@20However, the two reporters never

32



managed to get there. In the early hours of Oct6bthrey were surprised by their attackers

and shot dead without warning.

A bullet-riddled car and two corpses were leftrat torrespondents” campsite. Fischer and
Struwe had been shot dead within seconds anddtiatkers had neither been interested in

their expensive equipment nor their passports. fiagsnot been a robbery.

Shortly after the killings had been made publie, @erman Government and the
international press called on the Afghan authariteg an immediate investigation. In a
public statement, the organisation Reporters WitlBmwders expressed its horror at the
deaths. “We are deeply saddened by this tragelighvtook place on the day that a
Journalist’s Memorial was inaugurated in BayeuX)Viestern France, to pay homage to the

dozens of journalists who are killed each yeah&dourse of their work.”

“The Islamic right to kill journalists”

Mullah Dadullah, one of the Taliban’s military cfégannounced only weeks before the
killings that the group would kill every journaliatho used information provided by the
NATO forces operating in Afghanistan. “We have slamic right to kill these

journalists!” he told the Associated Press.

Erik Bettermann, the director &feutsche Wellgoublicly commenting on the deaths of the
two reporters said: “It is tragic that Karen Fischad Christian Struwe had to die in the
country they had dedicated so much of their pelsefifarts to supporting.”

His organisation praised Struwe’s efforts to suppha establishment of an international
editorial department at Radio Television Afghamstatruwe’s partner, Karen Fischer, had
worked for the past three years peutsche Welle radio programmes as a freelancer. Her
work was focused on conflicts in the Middle Eagtl #me reconstruction of Afghanistan.

The international press lamented the deaths ohEisand Struwe and international
organisations called on the Afghan Governmenthke &rict measures to maintain the

safety of reporters. Koichiro Matsuura, the Direc¢g@neral of UNESCO, explained in an
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official statement that it would be essential foatnalists, whether Afghan or foreign,
could carry out their professional activities spaféTheir ability to exercise their basic
human right of freedom of expression is essenti#thé establishment of democracy and

rule of law in Afghanistan.”

However, it may be that Struwe and Fischer unwgtyircontributed to their own murders.
They were travelling without a guide, though theyl ltried to obtain one; are reported to
have worn swimsuits in a strictly Muslim villagedawere publicly cooking food during
Ramadan. We will never know if any of this conttiaito their killing but at the very least

none of it was wise, and was perhaps tempting fate.

Christian Reuter, who had reported on the areanfe than 10 years, can’t understand
why the murdered couple had committed so many éatals. He said it didn"t matter
whether they knew the area or not, they should Hatvieast had a driver, translator or

another local accompanying them”.

In case something happens

A man is found dead in a drainage trench. His bbadbten body, with visible injuries to
the head, lies near the main highway that runautgjirdNairobi.

New Zealander Trent Keegan, a 33-year-old photoglist from New Plymouth, was
murdered on May 28, 2008 for unknown reasons ircépatal of Kenya. This was yet
another journalist’s death where robbery was nemntiotive. His cameras and laptop were
missing, but his wallet containing all his creditds and money was still in his pockets
when he was found.

The award-winning photojournalist had moved todnel where at first he worked as a

carpenter, but later found his passion was the carkie took his talent to more than 40

countries, including some of the roughest placabenvorld and his dream was to become

a professional combat photographer. With the helpssimages he wanted to give a voice
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to the suffering people of the world and his ainswaraise international awareness about
those living with poverty and abuse. In the endpdiel the ultimate price for it. Before
Keegan went on his last trip to Kenya he had \dditis family and friends in New Zealand,

unaware that he was saying goodbye forever.

The last two months of his life Keegan had spetenya and at the time of his death, he
was investigating a sensitive story about the ma&tent of the indigenous Maasai people.

It is believed that he may have lost his life besgalie was about to publish his findings.

Digging up the truth about the Maasai

“Keep this safe mate. In case something happdimse were the last words of an email
which Keegan had written to one of his closestfiig just days before he was murdered.
Although official sources tried to explain his deas a robbery gone wrong, friends and
family doubted this was the case.

Other emails which Keegan had sent to one of hssfiends, two weeks before he died,
stirred up speculation that he was deliberatelydered to keep him from publishing
details about a US-based safari company’s dispiitelecal Maasai. He had told his
friends he no longer felt safe, because his ingastins appeared to have come to the

attention of the safari company’s security guards.

In March Keegan had arrived in Mombasa and injtidéédicated his time in the country to
reporting about an Irish-Kenyan-based charity Spposan African Scholar. He then
decided to head towards Nairobi, where he stayéd s friend, Brian MacCormaic, in
northern Tanzania, an area popular among touflises photojournalist had lived in the
village of Ololosokwan, near the natural wondershef Serengeti and the Ngorongoro
Crater.

While there Keegan heard about land disputes betaddaasai tribe and the
Massachusetts-based Thomson Safaris Company aad f@lpwing up on the story.
Disagreements over land rights were known to bencombetween Maasai tribes and
tourist companies. While most cases appear to beee settled peacefully, Keegan wanted
to prove that violence had been used against #rigcplar tribe to get hold of land rights.
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He told his friends about Maasai who had been bemtd arrested and about two pregnant
women who had suffered miscarriages because ofgatstent. He stated that the
company'’s security guards and even the police woyltb bribe Maasai families to keep
quiet. In one email to his colleague and frienan Gallagher, a journalist for the Irish
newspapeBunday Worldhe also reported that one Maasai had been shdt e

assumed that other deaths also had somethinguatiddhe disputes between the safari
company and the local people and believed the @ol&re acting in favour of Thomson
Safaris. He realised the involvement of the padind local officials could be very

dangerous for him.

He first became aware he was in real danger aftirgy contractors linked to Thomson
Safaris came to visit and question him. He spokaddamily every day to tell them he was
alright and told his father Mike Keegan he “saw some shoot a pregnant lady in front of
him and he wanted to reveal all.” Keegan believedvas onto a story with international
significance.

On the evening of his death Keegan went out wishfiiend David Redmond to the Zebra
bar in a shopping centre in Nairobi. He talked dlwsiconcerns regarding the story he was
investigating and explained he was afraid he mighitnto big trouble if he published it.

He left the bar at around 9.30pm and tried to cattdxi back home. This was the last time

his friend saw him alive.

Independent inquiry demanded

Keegan’s death has not only left his family diggisttbut also angry at the quality of its
investigation. They have called for an independieauiry. They told the international press
that it was not because they did not trust the lkarpolice with the investigations, but it
would be “difficult to be happy with an investigai 10,000 miles away. We are working
with our own sources to make sure the investigatdyeing carried out and is ongoing,”
Keegan’s sister Nikki told the press. The casesoatk odd elements which needed to be
further investigated, she added.

Keegan had accused the police of working togethir tive safari company and even if the
police were not directly involved, he questioned lvel of corruption that might exist
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within the force.

The case remains unsolved and the Committee tedrddurnalists along with Keegan’s
family is helping to investigate his death. It & Rnown when it will be possible to name
the first suspects and the Kenyan police have Blseen unable to provide the hard drives
and computer equipment that the family expectdthie been in Keegan's apartment. It is
probable that the information on those hard drivesld reveal more about the case on

which Keegan was working and maybe help to solsarhirder.

Brave reporters lucky to escape with their lives

They looked death straight in the eye, and survtedéll their tales. There are hundreds of
stories about journalists who have been undeffitde simply trying to do the work they
were assigned to. Many of them have come veredm$osing their lives and some have
been severely injured. Others have escaped wélriale shock and have to live with the

resulting trauma and nightmares.

Grenade attack in Afghanistan

In 2001 Kathleen Kenna was covering the US offemgivAfghanistan known as Operation
Anaconda, and was travelling in a van with thréeeopeople on a road leading through the
province of Gardez. A grenade was thrown througir thpen car window and rolled
directly under Kathleen's seat. It immediately exigld and severely injured the Canadian
reporter. She was rushed by a helicopter to thed®ad\ir Force Base in Northern
Afghanistan. She had lost part of her back andHhigh, but the only thing she could think
of was her husband who had been sitting in thewiinher. She told the press later on,
that she believed that she would die, but she thiodgcan’t leave my husband here
alone.” Luckily he and the other people in the sarvived this attack, which happened
shortly after a reporter from tiWashington Postverheard a conversation by two

unknown gunmen nearby who had been talking ab&utgdoreign correspondents
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hostage.

Even though Kenna has been dreadfully scarredférshe would like to go back some
day and she continued to be committed to the cypuittrpeople and its stories.
“I think about the Afghan people a lot. | read gitbing | can about the country. | worry

about their future.”

Abducted in Gaza

“It's going to be all right. You are going to coimeme to me.” Olaf Wiig's wife, Anita
McNaught, told the cameras in a video appeal tidlisappers. The New Zealander,
another photojournalist, was kidnapped, togethén his American colleague, the
journalist Steve Centanni, while he was workin@dseelance cameraman for Fox News in
Gaza. On August 14, 2006 the two were on their in@aye when four men with
Kalashnikovs forced them out of their car. Theyeviken hostage by a radical group

calling itself the Holy Jihad Brigade.

Wiig thought that he was going to die in Gaza. Kidmappers forced the men to make a
video with a message for the Western world. Thed/tbadress up in beige Arab-style robes
and tell the world they had converted to Islam.iThbductors demanded that all Muslims
in US jails should be released within 72 hours.

Their captors made threats to kill Wiigs Americatieague, but told him they would
spare him, because he was a New Zealander andwheneo bad feeling between the
Muslim world and New Zealand. Wiig feared they wiblill him too and didn’t believe he
would get out of there alive. His wife, in her vidappeal, reminded the kidnappers that
their hostages were in the Middle East to tellrts®ry. “The bottom line is, there is no
good reason for these two men to be held. Thejrieras of the Palestinians. They are
here telling the Palestinian story for weeks nowewthe rest of the world's media has not

been here.”

Both men were unaccountably set free after two we@kig is still not sure why they were
released and what their abductors gained from Kmirapping. When he was interviewed
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by the BBC three days after he was set free, lteleawas unsure if he would ever go back
to Gaza, although it was important that someonelgheport from this region. “It's
dangerous there for various reasons and for & lo¢@ple now - for a lot of networks -
probably Gaza is now a no-go area and | thinkHergeople of Gaza that's just such a
tragedy because their story needs to be told anbdhkt way of telling that is to have
international journalists walking the streets arthf able to tell the story of everyday
people in Gaza and the minute that story is notdwld, then | think that's a great
tragedy.”

One good deed

Taliban military commander Mullah Dadullah procladion September 4, 2006 in
Afghanistan that the Taliban would have an Islanght to kill Western journalists, who
would distribute misleading information. It seenssfehis viewpoint is shared by an
increasing number of groups and their adherentiiwate.

Dadullah insisted that every reporter who usesdiirect information” from coalition
forces or NATO will be targeted and killed. Howemgére final judgement as to whether
information is incorrect would appear to lie wittetTaliban alone and it would also pass

down the sentence of death.

Italian freelance photojournalist Gabriele Torselppeared to be one of the many victims
of the Taliban leader’s warning when he was abduaté&fghanistan in October 2006. The
abductors threatened to kill Torsello unless Itadyh returned Abdul Rahman who was an
Afghan Christian convert who had been given asyluthe Mediterranean country, and
withdrew its soldiers from Afghanistan. In a biztwist, Qari Yousaf Ahmadi, another
Taliban spokesman, made the announcement thah#tegot abducted Torsello. He said
the reporter was an innocent man and the Talibarida& kidnap an innocent. Ahmadi
claimed the kidnappers took the journalist onlgédame the Taliban and accused the
Afghan Government of hiding the reporter. In hisrage he added: “When we kidnap
someone, we immediately inform the media. And & plerson is proven guilty after

interrogation, our supreme council decides his’fate
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Ahmadi’s statement acknowledged how valuable Westerespondents are for terror
organisations today. These groups deliberatelyytagd use correspondents to achieve
their goals, or kill them because they are couatedng the enemy. Terrorists and
insurgents are aware of how important Western glists are to the media and if they
kidnap them, they are guaranteed a large and iatteanidience.

Whether it is to blackmail Western governmentylitain ransom or just to make a point
of their strength and their opinion about the Wiesteorld — kidnapped foreign

correspondents are their trump card to get whatwrant.

In Gabriele Torsello’s case the confusion abouttindrea Taliban group abducted the
correspondent or not luckily ended on NovembelOB62 He was released unharmed and
in good health. The man who thought he was goirlgetmurdered by his abductors was
set free and continued to do what he loved, beirgparter. Torsello’s release was praised
by the media as he was well-known for his humaiaitephotojournalism in Kashmir and
Afghanistan.

Just before his kidnapping he had helped an Afghiamt of nine-months get the surgery
she needed. He had paid for the removal of a tumetner eye, which her parents could
not afford. The journalist, who had seen the balffesng from the tumour, offered his
help without even knowing the family. Once againaaenot know whether his actions, in
this case altruistic, affected his fate.

After his release, Torsello would not say if he Ydoewver go back into the dangerous area.

For now he had clearly other priorities. “Now | wam go home and hug my son.”

No story was worth this
"l think you'll be wanting this,said the man to Rory Carroll as he fetched a baeioat of

his pocket. Carroll took the can gratefully; he nagt survived the shock of his life.

It was October 19, 2005 when foreign correspon@amtoll, a 33-year-old Irish
correspondent for the BritisBuardiannewspaper, ran into the arms of his kidnappers. He
had just finished an interview with victims of Sadd Hussein's regime and had left their

house in Sadr City, Baghdad when cars came speadiigd the corner and several
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gunmen jumped out. Carroll’s drivers and translatere attacked and he was handcuffed,

and forced into the attackers” vehicle.

Carroll was fearful, knowing that kidnapping wagaential death sentence for Iraqi staff
as well as the foreign correspondents who wer¢sgttgets. “Since hostages started having
their heads sawn off we have all been obsessed’by i

The correspondent was led into a house and locged a dark concrete passageway
furnished only with a rug and a pillow and leftdarkness. He was told he had been
abducted to force the freeing of a Shiia militiamemm had been imprisoned by the British.
“l sat down and tried to remember why | volunteei@draq. Curiosity, ambition and
hoping to clear my head after a broken relationsdmpong other things. It wasn't feeling

clear now. No story was worth this.”

The experienced correspondent had been based hdBador nine months and had
reported the disputes between the US army andvhiarms as well as the violence and
suffering within Iraq’s borders. He had also inigeged the killings of journalists by
friendly fire by the US military and noted that th& forces would not recognise the
independent media's right to work in Irag and wesstile towards journalists who were

not embedded.

On the second morning after his abduction, Cawel allowed to have a shower and was
given something to eat. His treatment was good pewed to many other cases. His
kidnapper came to him and told him with a grin @nface that he was a celebrity now and
on the news everywhere. In the evening he wasdadrte the boot of a car and driven to
an unknown destination. When the boot was openaih &g looked straight into the eyes
of a policeman. The officer shook the kidnappegsdand Carroll was allowed to climb
out of the vehicle. He was a free man again, btibnty him. His captor also drove off into
the night. Iraq’s Deputy Prime Minister, Ahmad Gita| later met the journalist and
explained that it was his lobbying which had bezsponsible for setting him free and that

he had been released just before he was due mdeoghe jihadists.
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This journalist luckily survived his abduction, wrimed and with no ransom paid for his
release. Two days after his kidnapping, his fateeeived a call from his son to let him
know that he was alive. “He sounded in terrificniprand he told me that he had a beer in

his hand,”Joe Carroll told the BBC after the release of bis. s

Surviving on rice, goat meat and Rothmans

"l gave up smoking in 1992 and somehow decided wowld be a good time to start up
again," British correspondent Colin Freeman saildisfabduction in 2008. He and his
Spanish colleague were held by their kidnappeteermountains of Somalia for almost six

weeks, after they had been abducted on November 26.

Freeman, a reporter for ti&inday Telegrapim London, and his Spanish colleague,
freelance photographer Jose Cendon, had been fofiayp on a story about piracy in
Somalia. They were about to head for the Bossagsara when they were abducted by
their own heavily-armed bodyguards, who they haedhfor $US 20 a day. The two
reporters were taken to caves in the south-westeo€ity where they were held, fearing for
their lives. Freeman explained to Geardian

"Grim memories of the half-dozen colleagues whoenadyducted in Iraq danced into my
head. While all had been eventually released, dmadebeen held for months, their
haunted, terrified faces paraded on terrorist viggsties released on the internet. Would |

end up like them?"

Freeman and Cendon were lucky. They were not nigigeand received food and water.
Their diet was mainly rice, goat meat and cigaseftdie reporters said later they relied on
each other to cheer themselves up and smoked Rothtmaettle their nerves. They were
threatened by their kidnappers and Freeman hadasH@kov put to his head, but they
were never hurt. The men were even able to call thmilies on several occasions and tell
them that they would be alright. However, not knogvhow long their ordeal would

continue was an extremely difficult thing for théondeal with.

After 40 long days, they were finally set free. Thedia and government officials
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explained that no ransom had been paid and that mral elders had protected the lives
of the reporters. However, it is not certain wineg teason behind the release of the
hostages was. That doesn’t bother the two corresmbs, they were just happy to be alive
and to have escaped unharmed. "We’re absolutetyaind delighted to be out. We've
absolutely no problems at all either physicallyr@ntally,”Freeman told the BBC.

An open case

One of the most recent abductions remains, unfatélyy, open-ended. Twenty-seven-year
old Canadian foreign correspondent Amanda LindlaodtAustralian cameraman Nigel
Brennan were kidnapped in August 2008 in Somalthaar currently still in the hands of
their abductors. The Secretary General of the Nationion of Somali Journalists, Omar
Faruk Osman, said in an interview with the presmfiMogadishu, that foreign journalists
are favoured targets in that country. Reportersdcbe used to create a lot of noise in the
media and their abductions would further prove titaawuthorities are able to control
Somalia.

Another major reason for kidnapping Western metii#f 81 Somalia is the money they are
worth in ransom. In the case of Lindhout and Brentiae abductors asked for $US 2.5
million on September 8, 2008. Since then, no furgregress has been made with the case

and the international press is still fighting fbeir release.

After almost five months of negotiations, the kidpars unexpectedly lowered the ransom
for the release of the two journalists to $US 100.@Mad Abdi Daud, executive director of
the Somali Journalists Rights Agency, said it wasrg positive development in the case.
Ambroise Pierre, from Reporters Without Borderg] séthough the drop in ransom could
be positive, the circumstances remained very téfiéeir situation is very worrying. They
have been held for more than 180 days.”

Kidnapped, tortured, threatened and killed — thal feases reported in this chapter are an
example of the exceptionally brutal treatment ghedoreign correspondents.

Sometimes the journalists exposed themselves tea@ssary risks and committed fatal
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errors, but often they were cautious enough bllitogicame the targets of attacks.

It seems as if correspondents would have to abatidannaive viewpoint that no one
would dare to harm them, because they are on amssigifor humanity. The cases of
Daniel Pearl, Trent Keegan and the others showdiiag a journalist no longer guarantees
them civilian status.

It is obvious journalists have become targets aiglis a new development. Journalism
might have always been dangerous and several jmtsnaight have fallen victims to
targeted attacks, but now they are dying in undonsbly high numbers, as the following
chapter will show.
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Part 3

A deadly profession

Daniel Pearl, Trent Keegan, Karen Fischer and GanisStruwe are as diverse a group of
people as you might find, but they all share twadh in common. They were all dedicated
to their craft and they were all murdered in thad=gi pursuit of it.

And they are only a fraction of the journalists wWiave lost their lives in part, or wholly
because they were reporters. It may not be hypetoatay they died as martyrs in the

cause of truth and freedom of speech.

But is it, as it seems, actually getting more daoge for foreign correspondents to report
the news, or is it just the impression which wefgat the way the media focuses on these
cases?

Hasn’t journalism in itself always been a dangemmcsipation? If it has become worse,
when did that occur?

And how do the deaths of foreign correspondentdedb the numerous other local

journalists killed worldwide?

Overstatement, drama and a highly developed sdribe tragic are some of the hallmarks
of much newspaper copy today. The effect is thdiemces can lose track of the wider
picture and its context. It is easy to get confusledut what is really going on in the world

of journalism.

A roll call of honour

More than 1,900 journalists have been killed whiteassignment and all of their names are
recorded on a glass panel of the Journalists” Maratrthe Newseum in Washington. The
huge two-story monument was erected in 1996 byteedom Forum, a nonpartisan

foundation dedicated to free press, free speecliraadpirit for all people, which acts as
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the main funder of the work of the Newseum.

The Journalists” Memorial serves as a remindelnage who have lost their lives fighting

to publish the truth. It aims to record all the m=nof journalists killed from 1837 onwards,
when records first began. It is one of the onlyamigations in the world whose data reaches
that far back.

Liberty’s first martyr

Elijah Parish Lovejoy is the first reporter whoge ve know for sure was taken while
following this profession. The Newseum records hsrbeing killed in 1837, shortly before
his 35th birthday, by a pro-slavery mob. LovejoysveaPresbyterian minister and had
dedicated his journalistic work to the fight agaisisvery. He was shot dead while trying to
protect the new press of his newspaper againshtitieand was later described by his

newspaper as “liberty's martyr”.

Back then journalism was no more dangerous tharyrmgrer occupations. Until the start
of the Crimean War in 1853 only three more joustaldied while covering the news.
During that war, the first consistent war reportwas established and around 30 reporters
covered the combat actions.

William Henry Stowe was the first war correspondehb officially died during the
hostilities. However, he did not die in the linefiog, but succumbed to “camp fever”,
which took his life on June 22, 1855

The next war correspondent lost his life during@ena War, between the British, the
French and the Chinese, in 1860. Thomas William B@gwa British correspondent of the
Times, died from harsh treatment in a Chinese pristver;, being captured by the Tartar
general, San-kolin-sin. The year in which he died sad irony, also marked the beginning
of the so called “Golden Age” for journalism. Thvas when the number of reporters
employed by newspapers and media organisationsased exponentially. Along with a
higher number of journalists worldwide, the numbgkjournalists killed grew as well,

although not remarkably.
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Journalists were killed sporadically, but not imywRigh numbers over the subsequent
years.

In 1856 one working journalist was killed and inr608wo journalists lost their lives.
However, during the American Civil War from 18621865, eight reporters died while
reporting on this bitter struggle. This was nofpsising, as the number of journalists on the
battlefield had increased to more than 500.

After the war was over, the casualty rate amongnalists, unsurprisingly, went down
again. Ridgeway Glover was the next victim. He &ided, scalped and mutilated by
hostile American Indians in 1866, during the Ind@ars in the American West from 1860
to 1890. Four years later, in 1870, during the EoaRrussian War, Christopher Pemberton,
a British correspondent, was shot dead by a Frafieman. In 1878 two journalists were
murdered while covering the Russo-Turkish War fi8@7 to 1878.

Typhoid fever, assault by the Arab forces and amésislaimed more correspondents”
lives during the Sudanese War, which lasted fro88l#hd 1885 and killed six reporters.

In the years after the Sudanese War it remainely fauiet and the next murder did not
occur until 1896, more than 10 years after the veat ended. Charles Govin, an American
journalist, was found bound to a tree and hacketkaih by Spanish soldiers. He had
become the first victim of the Cuban Insurrecti@ryear later, Charles Crosby was killed
while he was observing a battle between Spanishessland Cuban insurgents. The
Spanish-American War, which was a battle aboutsfige of liberating Cuba, followed in

1898 and it claimed the lives of three reporters.

The Second Anglo-Boer War and Vérld War |

The Second Anglo-Boer War from 1899 to 1902 kill&dof its journalistic witnesses. It
was the first two-digit number of casualties amgngnalists that had so far occurred
during a war. One of its victims was the Australeamrespondent William John Lambie of
theMelbourne Agevho was also the first Australian war corresponddled while
reporting.

The Russo-Japanese War from 1904 to 1905 was aidethal and only two of the
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estimated 200 journalists died. One was shot dgdthimese soldiers and the other one

died, like many others covering the battlefielddggentery.

World War | followed and surprisingly turned outlie a relatively safe war for reporters.
Only two reporters officially lost their lives dag those four harsh years in the trenches.
War correspondent Henry Beach Needham died in J9h%, when his plane crashed near
Paris and Philip J. S. Dadd was killed in actiorAagust 2, 1916 on the Western front of
France.

TheHistorical dictionary of war journalisnsuggests there may have been a few other

casualties among the reporters who have been umatecbfor.

World War Il - Their only weapons were their typewriters
World War II, which lasted from 1933 to 1945, wasered by 3000 reporters worldwide.
More than half were Americans. Sixty-eight of theéied while covering the fighting.

The war’s first victim, Ralph W. Barnes, was killedYugoslavia in November 1940,
when the Royal Air Force bomber carrying him crashée other 67 journalists whose
lives were taken by the war died under variousueitstances. They drowned on torpedoed
ships, were murdered in concentration camps, widegl oy friendly fire or died from

various diseases they caught while working.

The first British correspondent who died, Alexanirssy Anderson frorReuterswas
described by his colleague Larry Allen of thesociated Presas “the bravest and most
courageous newspaperman” he had ever known. “Hedalbthe risks, often more than the
men who fought. Yet his only weapon was his typeri Anderson drowned when his
ship HMSGalateasank in the Mediterranean Sea in December 194hyMther

correspondents died in the same way during World Wa

Its last journalistic victim was John Cashman, wiied on July 31, 1945, when the bomber

he was in crashed during takeoff.
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The Korean War

Many reporters who had survived WWII were, remalkaprepared to put themselves in
the line of fire yet again. More than 1,550 reparieovered the Korean War, which broke
out in 1950. Seventeen of them never returned trairont. One of those who had been
lucky enough to survive World War 1l was Maximili@&ilonenko. He had managed to
escape from a German labour camp six times, anddaheAgence France-Pressdter

the war was over. His luck ran out while reportorgthe divided Asian nation when he was
killed in a military plane crash off the coast apdn. Again many of his colleagues would
share a similar fate.

The Vietnam War

The Vietnam War saw 66 journalists killed while eang the hostilities. The war started

as a conflict between communist North Vietnam, leddiy China, and South Vietnam,
supported by the US, in 1959. The first US comlimetisuwvere only deployed in 1965, and
that was when the first correspondents died. Rose, who worked as a freelance reporter
for TimeMagazineand theSaturday Evening Pgstvas one of the first to die. His plane
was shot down in April 1965 and he died in the @@ritighlands of Vietham.

An estimated 5,000 reporters covered Vietnam, 2(00fe than for the whole of World
War Il. A reason for the high number of reportershe field was because this was a

remarkably accessible war.

Brass and charm, the rise of the female reporter

Many of those in Vietham were women, three andlitin@es as many as had reported
World War Il. It is believed that 467 women repadri@etnam.

Prior to 1970, only around 6% of foreign correspamtd were women. Today, more than
one third are female, as estimated byBheokings InstitutionThe Vietham War

contributed to this major breakthrough by femalerpalists.

The first female reporter who died on the Vietnaeiesnt was the highly experienced
Dickey Chapelle. She was killed by a booby trapNewember 4, 1965. She had earlier
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covered World War I, the 1956 Hungarian Revoluticonflicts in Algeria and Lebanon
and the fighting in Cuba. She had worked as a Wwatgpournalist and died at the age of 47,
not only as the first female journalist in Vietndout as first American female journalist to

be killed on assignment.

The next woman killed during the Vietham War wasdleerite Higgins who died on
January 3, 1966 of a tropical ailment. She had therPulitzer Prize in 1951 for her
frontline reporting during the Korean War and watet described by tidew York Times

as a combination of “masculine drive, feminine wigd professional pride. She had brass
and she had charm, and she used them to rise toptlué a profession that usually

relegates women to the softie beats of cookinghekand society.”

Many of the women who had left for Vietham wentréhas freelancers or even as
girlfriends who ended up reporting on the confliéietnam was a paradise for freelancers
because it was an undeclared war and it was eagt to the front. There were no harsh
restrictions and admittance was easy for almostyeve.

However, at that time war was still consideredeéaren’s business and women were
tolerated, but not much respected as serious mgoithis made it difficult for female
reporters to get appreciation for their work in tieéd from the rest of the newsroom.
Women proved they were quite capable of reportiomfthe front. Because of their
accomplishments during Vietnam, female reportezd@day treated with respect and

appreciation, as some famous examples like Chmsthamanpour and Katie Adie show.

By the time the Vietnam War ended a total of 66regys, male and female, had lost their

lives while covering the events. And it would gatyoworse for the media.

The 70s and 80s, local reporters are in the line éfe

There hadn’t been a war. There hadn’t been a hdtsaster or epidemic, yet 93
journalists died in Argentina between 1976 and 1983

Argentina’s “dirty war” claimed the lives of 49 jmalists in 1976 alone, from a total of 53
killed journalists worldwide. This made 1976 a yehthe worst sort of records; it was the
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first time that more than 20 journalists had bedlakin just one year and the first time in
history that such a huge number of journalists theahe single country not at war. And
the fatalities would continue to grow alarminglyamy of them, as in Argentina, local
journalists working on domestic stories, murdergdheir countrymen.

1977 saw 37 journalists killed, 30 of them agairgentina. In the following year 19

newsmen and women died. Ten were murdered in Argent

But from 1980 onwards, more countries would joie tbll call of dishonour as killers of
their reporters. Two Central American countriesatémala and El Salvador, murdered 25
of their journalists, more than half of the 43 rgps who died worldwide that year.
Another 25 journalists were killed in 1981 by beothuntries, making up most of the 33
who died worldwide.

In 1982, 24 reporters died and in 1983, 33 morenalists were killed while on
assignment. Eight of them died during the Peru@aail War. They were killed because
they worked for an opposition newspaper. Eight nted in Thailand, because they
revealed illegal land deals, illegal business jpcastand exposed gambling and

prostitution. In none of these cases would a sudpeentified.

In 1984, 38 journalists died in countries suchraBriazil, Bangladesh, Thailand, India,
Peru, Cyprus and the Philippines. In 1985, 33 repemvere killed, 16 of them in the
Philippines. 1988 was another average year fodéwade with 33 journalists killed
worldwide. Four of them died during the Soviet-AdghWar, in Afghanistan; five died in
the Philippines, four in Mexico and several otharsountries such as Colombia, India,

Pakistan and Peru.

The 80s saw an average death toll of around 36 jouBnalists killed worldwide each year
and the numbers tended to increase slightly batigieover the years. Certain countries
contributed more to the annual toll than others,itogenerally got progressively hazardous

for journalists worldwide.
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Shocking peaks in the 1990s

The start of the 1990s had an unpleasant surpristie for journalists. The new decade
started with the shocking number of 93 dead rep®itel1991, the biggest jump ever.

The war in the former Yugoslavia, and the eruptibthe volcano, Mt. Unzen in Japan,
were partly to blame for the high death toll. Twefdur reporters died in Croatia and
Slovenia during the Yugoslav War, Colombia murdelr@abf its reporters and Peru killed
six in that year. Another six died in the Sovietidinand five more in India.

Gulf War | claimed the lives of four reporters iretsame year and Mexico and Haiti each
killed three journalists; several others died inmies such as Pakistan, Israel, Guatemala

and Kuwait. Ninety-three dead reporters would naatiagic new benchmark.

Several more countries developed into continuodahgerous places in the 1990s.
Tajikistan, Turkey and Algeria were among the naastgerous places on earth and many
of their reporters were killed on assignment.

In 1992, 63 died, and in 1993, a total of 75 regrsrtvere killed worldwide.

1994 saw a new peak in the annual casualty rate3litdead journalists around the globe.
Journalists got shot in Tajikistan, had their thsaaut in Algeria, were ripped to pieces by
landmines in the Yugoslav War in Bosnia and anatbd during the genocide in Rwanda.
In 1995, 68 journalists died and Algeria killed mokthem, but Russia proved to be
deadly, too, with 15 reporters killed in that caynt

From 1996 onwards the figures tended to ease dfbadrop in the number of victims
appeared. Only 45 journalists died in this yearcWhvas half the number of casualties
compared to two years before. In 1997, 28 repodied while on assignment. Sadly, the

hiatus was short lived and the toll began steadiing again.
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Journalists killed between 1837 and 2008

Dead Journalists

2500

2000

1500 /
/

1000
/ = Dead lournalists
500 /

1357 1877 1897 1917 1937 1957 1977 1987 1997 2008

SourceThe Newseum’s database (www.newseum.org/scriptsdjai/main.htm)

The present

In the new century death tolls of 60 journalisigear and more have become a tragic
normality. Journalists are having an increasinglyditime doing their job when they are
seemingly targeted from so many diverse quarters.dutrageous that 27 dead journalists,
as in 2000, can be considered a relatively good yea

Although the figures of dead reporters fluctuaterfryear to year, the trend is still a steady
increase. In 2001, 51 journalists were killed; arjater 32 reporters died and 2004
claimed the lives of 79 reporters. In the year 2@3/journalists were killed, just short of

the record of 1991. A year later 62 died on assgmirHow many more must follow?

Media organisations such as the Committee to Rrdtecnalists have made it their task to
analyse the data of reporters killed and can makeml statements about who died, how,
where and why. It found that most of the dead repsibetween 1992 and 2008 were print
journalists. They made up around 30% of the tagalll toll, just over 300 print reporters of

the more than 1,000 killed journalists.
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Who got killed?

Photographers
7%

Columnists
9%

Source:Committee to Protect Journalists (January 1, 1992eddnber 31, 2008)

Broadcast journalists were at a much lower riskaitound 19%, of the murdered
journalists worldwide having worked for TV or radieditors were often targeted if their
companies criticised the government, publishedwaay stories about local corruption or
investigated local crimes. Regardless if they weweking for a TV station or a newspaper,
they belonged to the group of journalists whichewe third likeliest to be killed.
Cameramen and the group of columnists/commentatmis contributed 9%, around 90

victims to the overall death toll, closely followeg photographers, who made up just over
7%.
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Murder Weapons

M Smallarms
M Heavyarms
M Explosives

M Knives

M Hands

SourceCommittee to Protect Journalists (January 1, 199Zednber 31, 2008)

In most murder cases over the last decade joutsdla/e been killed by small arms, such
as handguns and rifles. Around 53%, respectiv@graimately 530 reporters died of a
shot fired from a close distance. Heavy arms, ulidlg artillery and air strikes, were
responsible for the deaths of around 14.1%, mae 140, of the murdered journalists. A
10" of the reporters were killed by explosives, aimost 7% got stabbed. In 5% of the
cases, reporters have been bodily attacked ansteded or beaten and died from their

injuries. In fact, around 50 reporters between 1892 2008 died in that way.

The most tragic of these statistics published lByGbmmittee to Protect Journalists in
early 2009 is that 88.8% of the murders among jalists remained unpunished. Around
6.5 % have been brought to partial justice and drif96 to full justice. According to CPJ it

considers justice as fully served when both thegteators and masterminds are convicted.

The research has shown the numbers of journalitgsg kvorldwide has increased

dramatically over the past years and countriesgwaminto deadly zones for journalists at

almost any time, and one critical article can resudleath. Many countries have been

deadly in the past and even more are highly hazarthmlay.

Of the 194 countries that make up the modern wdd@, are credited with at least one dead
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journalist since monitoring began. New Zealandasgxample, one of the safest countries

in the world and no journalist has officially Idss life within its borders.

However, there are now more hot spots than everraord journalists get killed each year.
But is it the foreign correspondents, whose cases@well-illustrated in the Western news
media, or the local reporters, who face the higis&? And why are some places so much

more dangerous than others?

Hot spots — Whose lives are the deadliest countriéasking?

Many reporters have paid the ultimate price for@ynpursuing and publishing the truth,
and the general impression which the Western nesgianoften generates is that the

casualty rate of their foreign correspondentssisig particularly rapidly.

Examples like Daniel Pearl, Enzo Baldini, who wdked in Iraq in 2008 or Trent Keegan,
evidently prove that the cases of extremely brw&gtment, cold-blooded murders and
targeted abductions of foreign correspondentsremeasing. Foreign correspondents
particularly seem to be the victims of blind ragesjudice and are used as a tool against the
Western world. But what do the actual numbersugM® Apart from the growth of brutality

against foreign correspondents, are they dyingghdr numbers than other journalists?

The answer is surprising. They are not. Foreignesmondents are facing increasingly
rough and vicious treatment and surely are targétgtdhot more than the ordinary local
journalist. In fact, foreign correspondents onlykemap 14% of the total death toll. The
number of dead journalists worldwide is risingtaiggering levels and the number of dead
foreign correspondents is rising evenly alongsigetbtal casualty rate.

Between 1978 and 1988, 284 reporters were kill2dyf4hem were foreign
correspondents, 14.8 % of the total number. Irfdhewing decade, 11.6 % of the
journalists killed worldwide were foreign correspients, 66 out of 568 reporters. From

1998 to 2008, 81 of the 542 dead newsmen and wevees foreign correspondents on
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assignment, which makes 14.9 % of the total dexdkh t

It is clear that there are far more ordinary jolistewho are getting killed in the line of
duty than their foreign based colleagues.
So why do Western audiences get the impressiornhbatforeign correspondents are more

vulnerable than any other journalists?

The Western media is presenting a distorted imageadity. Its selective news coverage
highlights the killings of Western correspondemikjle ignoring the deaths of other, non-
Western journalists.

The case of Daniel Pearl is a good example.Né& York Timealone published 124 news
articles about him from the time he was abductestaihly this was an extraordinary case,
but it still is a huge concentration on one singkn.

Nava Raj Sharma, editor of the Nepali-language We€&dam,shared a similar fate. He
was kidnapped too, in the same year as Pearl. Hi@ibayes gouged out, as part of his
torture, before he was killed by Maoist rebels. @ifeerence is, he didn’t get a single line
in theNew York Times

TV producer, Hamid al-Duleimi, also did not appedthin the news context of the paper.
He, like Pearl, was abducted and also left a preigywde behind, along with three children,
when he was killed and dumped on a pile of garla@aghdad, in 2007.

It appears as if these people count for less iMtestern media, and the lives of Western

journalists are considered more valuable.

When looking at those countries where most of tlienjalists get killed each year, it
becomes strikingly obvious they are exclusively-Wdestern, developing, third world or
non-democratic countries. Journalists were anldasglat a much higher risk in those
countries than they have ever been in Western datioand developed countries, even
when working abroad. The lack of respect for pfessdoms in many of the non-Western
countries is contributing to an appalling death tdbwever, the Western news media in
general finds the deaths of local, non-Westernnteps) to be largely un-newsworthy. They

hardly get any attention within the news agendiefinternational press. Revelations of
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the often grisly and gruesome killings among tleeiteagues go unreported.

Argentina

When the ruling president Juan Peron died in 18Military coup overthrew Argentina’s
Government and started ruling the country. In gre¢ decade the lives of almost 100
journalists were wiped out.

It was a massive slaughter of reporters and cngliay a military regime which made
approximately 30,000 citizens “disappear”. Everyam® was opposed to the new military
government was silenced or vanished and was latedlamong the "los desaparecidos”,

the disappeared ones.

El Salvador and Guatemala

From 1980 onwards the Central American countridsl @alvador and Guatemala stood
out with their large numbers of murdered journali§haken by an enduring Civil War
from 1960 onwards, Guatemala was not able to peo&id/ security for its journalists and
they became victims of politically motivated mursiand military raids.

El Salvador’s civil war lasted from 1980 to 1992 #&ft the country in a state of continual
unrest and hostility. It claimed the lives of ade 70,000 civilians, among them numerous
journalists who had dedicated their lives to repgrthe brutality all around them. In both

countries an estimated 50 journalists were killed980 and 1981.

Foreign correspondents were only occasionally cabgtween the lines in the conflicts.
The Dutch media men Jan Kuiper and Hans Ter Lastgheir lives during the actions of
the civil war in El Salvador. However, the maingetis were local reporters who were
murdered by the police, the military, right-wingatle squads and leftist guerrillas.
Since then El Salvador and Guatemala have reméetteal for journalists. Reporters get
killed in the area almost every year.

The Philippines
In 1984, six of the 38 dead journalists worldwidere&gmurdered in the Philippines. A year

later 16 reporters died there. Tim Olivarez was que of them. He had exposed drug
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smuggling for his journalempoand was abducted in February 1985. The gunmen who
kidnapped him, stabbed him and then burned his badyscattered the remains into the
ocean south of Manila. Many of the other dead repeidied in similar ways. Most were
killed by military gunmen for investigating corriq of local politicians or the police and
publishing human rights violations within the caynt

In 1986 only two journalists lost their lives iretPhilippines, but in 1987 the death toll
climbed to 11 journalists. In the following yeavdireporters died and in 1990 another
seven journalists were killed. Since then the sibnan the Philippines has remained tense
and not a single year has gone by without at le@stdead reporter.

More hot spots in the 1990s

In the 1990s it got much worse for journalists @rgfarted with the war in Yugoslavia,
which contributed to many of the deaths. While imnypwars before, journalists had
mainly been killed through impersonal attacks, saglerossfire, bombings and land mines,
in Yugoslavia they were targeted and some killedtgolank. Targeted were mainly the
local journalists, who had to carry yellow presedsaand thus were harassed by Bosnian
and Serb forces. Foreign correspondents had oldthine press cards from the United
Nations Protection Forces and were treated diftgre@roatia became the deadliest
country of the year in 1991, when it killed 22 tf ieporters. The outbreak of the Yugoslav
War had led to the high number of casualties ircthentry and until its end in 1995 the
war had claimed more than 50 journalists” liveghensame year the Committee to Protect
Journalists called on the UN to end the doubledstethcaused by the labelling of local and
foreign journalists and the UN agreed to introdane card for all reporters.

In the same decade Tajikistan, Turkey and Algeeretbped into hazardous hot spots and
many of their reporters were killed on assignmelotwever, they were not the only

countries which were dangerous to journalists.

Turkey

In 1992, 13 journalists died in Turkey. In 1993 e more were killed, and in 1994 two

reporters got murdered. In most cases the murdeaaes never been found and one can
only speculate why the reporters died. Some joigtsahad written critical articles about

59



government counter-guerrilla forces, others hads&g the collaboration between the
mainstream press and the government or composekksthat had been critical of Islam.
The most recent victim is one of the most famoubdid receive some coverage in the
Western media. Hrant Dink, a 52-year-old repomes shot outside his newspaper office
in 2007. He had published an article about the a@esof Armenians under the Ottoman
Empire from 1915-17 and was called a traitor byeo@tionalist Turks. He was
assassinated in public and his murderer, the 1i-gldanationalist Ogun Samast, yelled as

he ran away: “I have shot a nonbeliever.”

Tajikistan

In Tajikistan the killings of journalists began thg its civil war in March 1992, when 12
of its reporters died on assignment. The countryld/eemain a hot spot over the next
years and another 17 Tajik journalists have folldweeir colleagues’ fate since then. In
2003 the Committee to Protect Journalists wroteriadl letter to Tajikistan’s” Deputy
Prosecutor-General Azizmat Imomov in which it resfed information about the murders
of 29 journalists since 1992. Although it is surattmost journalists died for political
reasons and in retaliation for their journalism stnaf the cases remained unsolved and
unpunished. The CPJ needed to uncover what hashegpo those journalists and asked
Imomov for his support. It has got better in Tegtlin when the conflict ended in 1996 and

the killings stopped as suddenly as they had appear

Algeria

Algeria turned into a most deadly country in 1988 bloody civil war, which had started

in 1991 as an armed conflict between the Algeriamgbnment and several Islamist rebel
groups, had left the country in chaos and devastatnd particularly journalists were
treated with hatred.

In 1993, eight reporters were killed from a toth¥6 worldwide. In 1994, 19 reporters died
within the country and in the following year 26 wéiilled. A similar thing which had
happened in Turkey shortly before, appeared todppéning in Algeria now. Islamist
groups called upon the population to return torthedigious roots and resign from secular

values. In many killings of Algerian journalistsuslim extremists were suspected of being
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involved and death lists had been put up at mosephéesh included the names of several
journalists. Since the beginning of the 1990s,dpbrters have been killed in Algeria. After

the end of the civil war in 2002, no more reportgese killed within the country’s borders.

Russia

The death of Anna Politkovskaya is the disgracefd tragic monument marking Russia’s
relationship with its journalists. Politkovskayasv@aund shot dead in October 2006 in the
elevator of her apartment block in Moscow. Shelteeh a critical journalist and
investigative author and had won several awards) as the Amnesty International Global
Award for Human Rights Journalism in 2001. The régrahad written several critical
books about former President Putin and the Russistem and investigated human rights
violations committed by the Russians in Chechnyesdiin state authorities are suspected
of her murder which was committed only two yeateradn unsuccessful poisoning attempt
on her in 2004. In the same year Politkovskayadwimented the awful situation for
journalists in Russia in her bo#lutin’s RussiaShe said in her book:

“All we have left is the internet, where informatics still freely available. For the rest, if
you want to go on working as a journalist, it'sataervility to Putin. Otherwise, it can be
death, the bullet, poison, or trial — whatever special services, Putin's guard dogs, see
fit.”

Almost 70 reporters have been killed within Russice the 80s, gunned down, killed by
hammer blows to the head or beaten to death withlmeds. The reasons were diverse, but
certainly the Chechen conflict played a big pamiany of the deaths. Journalists”
investigations and coverage of economic and orgdrismes were among the other

reasons which made journalists targets in the epunt
Not much has changed in Russia since Anna Polikayssdeath. Just recently journalist

Anastasia Baburova and human rights lawyer StanMkrkelov were shot in broad
daylight on January 19, 2009. Markelov had beeitk®okskaya’s lawyer.
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Rwanda

1994 was a record year with 94 dead journalistddmode. Up until then only one reporter
had officially been recorded as killed in Rwandat B that year, 20 reporters were
murdered in the country as part of the mass gerogldch claimed the lives of at least
500,000 people.

Andre Kameya’s wife and son were killed along wiith journalist, an opposition Liberal
Party official, during a Hutu-led massacre. Grat@mambizi shared a similar fate; he was
shot at home along with two of his children. Karggnbad worked for a newspaper
opposed to the Hutu-dominated government. Manh@ther killed journalists died in

similar ways, and often whole families were extisged.

Columbia, Thailand, India, Peru, Brazil and Mexa&e just a few of the other countries

which killed journalists in small, but continuallyowing numbers every year since then.

The watershed of 9/11

The terrorist attacks in New York on September2DD1 led to tremendous changes for the
world of the media and made it even more dangefusy had such a huge impact on
journalism that they transformed the everyday cdstesithin which many reporters
operate.

Press critic and journalism professor Jay Rosee\®d 9/11 changed the principles of
journalism, including the level of attachment jaalists occupied in their coverage. Many
journalists felt connected to the victims and withieir stories in a personal way. The
attacks erased the boundaries separating the prafi@s position of journalists from the
personal position of average citizens. Americardagac sociologist Michael Schudson
stated inJournalism after September 1Hat post-9/11 journalism was “a prose of soligari

rather than a prose of information”.

And, most of all, 9/11 focused the media on onéi@dar country: Afghanistan. Eager to
cover the invasion by the US, Western corresporsdgate waiting impatiently to get their

stories, not aware of the dangers they would ha¥ade within the country.
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Afghanistan turned out to be disastrous for joustsibnd Scott Peterson of t@éristian
Science Monitorealised the incredible dangers the country paséate 2001.

“With eight journalists killed ... Afghanistan is nalve deadliest place in the world to
practice this profession... The risks are rising niovpart, because the battle lines are
vague... Most journalists feel a professional contpetipressure to test the limits of safety
to get a story... sometimes crossing the line betvodserver and combatant.”

There was an outcry within the media. Wars hadreddi lives of reporters before, but now
Western correspondents seemed to be deliberatatgdhin Afghanistan and that was a
major change from previous wars.

Afghanistan became the ultimate hot spot from 2@®&ards and the highly dangerous
climate was fuelled by the anarchy and chaos whioke out in the country shortly after

the beginning of the war.

Dead zone Afghanistan

The invasion of Afghanistan by the US began on Betd@, 2001 and soon the conflict
claimed the first lives of foreign correspondedtshanne Sutton é&tadio France
Internationale Pierre Billand oRTL, and Volker Handloik of th&ternmagazine from
Germany were killed in an ambush by Taliban foioddovember 2001, just one month
after the war in Afghanistan had been officiallldeed by the US and the UK. Their car
was hit by a rocket-propelled grenade and, althaugias armoured, was totally destroyed.
The three correspondents died at the scene. Tdekattarked the beginning of a series of
deaths.

Eight days later the next journalists were murdevldn their eight-vehicle convoy was
attacked by unidentified gunmen. Harry Burton, Md&razia Cutuli, Julio Fuentes and
Azizullah Haidari were forced out of their car amdecuted, after their assailant hit them
with their gun buts and yelled at them: “What da ybink? It’s the end of the Taliban?
The Taliban are still here!”

A day later, three other journalists were threaden#h guns on the same street. Luckily
their Afghan translator was able to convince tladtiackers not to kill them.

63



After those shocking episodes, many press orgamisatiecided to get their

correspondents out. Afghanistan became a “No{Gofmany journalists.

In 2003 things suddenly changed when the US dec¢a@ao/ade another country. Within a

short period, Iraq became another living hell &parters.

Irag: Stories from hell

“Let’s start with one simple fact about the watraq: Statistically, journalists were ten
times more likely to die than the 250,000 Americamritish soldiers,” Bill Katovsky and
Timothy Carlson stated in their book about embeddethalists in Iraq in 2003.

From the time the invasion started, Iraq was hidgtllyal. Even experienced correspondents
like Robert Fisk declared the situation in Iraq so damgethey would not know how to
continue reporting from there. “Fisk, who has poexly accused colleagues of practising
“hotel journalism™ in Iraq, said that “"mouse jouista’ is now the best he can do in the
country,” Matthew Lewin, editor of thelampstead & Highgate Expressxplained in an

internet blog.

Irag has not always been that dangerous. The gohatt been shaken by several wars, but
it had never posed such a great risk to reportectieing Gulf War I1. In Gulf War I, from
1990 to 1991, only four journalists lost their kvén Gulf War Il an estimated 159

reporters are recorded as being killed up to Dees2008.

In October 2004Terrence Smith, correspondent for thieline NewsHourstated:

“The security situation in Iraq has grown so perdan recent months that several areas of
the country are virtually inaccessible to Westeporters ... Covering Iraq has proven to
be a deadly job. In all, 46 reporters have bedadih the 19 months since the start of the
war. Reporters from many European countries hagkgubup and left, fearing for their

safety. They have good reasons.” And there was @eese to come.

Media academics are searching for explanationthe®omany deaths. Certainly the more
than 6,000 journalists who had flooded the coubyryhe end of 2004 was one of the
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reasons. Most of the reporters stayed in the affiwilitary “Green Zone" of Iraqg, but some
decided to remain outside and created their owasasésafety by employing private
security guards or living in hotels protected by thS military. However, nowhere has
proven to be safe so far and journalists arelstiédd in high numbers, both outside and

inside the Green Zone.

Peter Spiegel, reporter for tRénancial Timesexplained inKilling the messenger:
Journalists at risk in modern warfawehy Western correspondents in particular were
targets in Iraqg.

“They’re looking for American faces or Western-loukfaces. The problem is, after
having talked to friends and colleagues who argethew, there is a lot of nervousness that
journalists are being targeted because, as Daray pteved, there’s more media attention

when you kidnap a journalist.”

In the beginning of the Iraq War, as in Afghanistafestern correspondents were at
especially high risk, but now every reporter istioa@ hit list. In early 2005, CPJ’s
spokesman, Joel Campagna, stated: “Obviously, wuert attention is directed on Iraq,

which, in our opinion, is the most dangerous pladde world for journalists.”

Reporters die today in huge numbers, not onlyag,lbut worldwide and they are targeted
on all fronts. Almost 2,000 journalists have bedle# on assignment since monitoring
started. More than a quarter of them, namely 5pdrters, died in the last decade. Many
media academics and organisations have tried doefiplanations. The central question,
which needs to be answered is, which new dangeke [parnalism more deadly today

than ever before in history.
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Part 4

New dangers

It is a wonder anyone wants to be a journalistelgzs/s, when 60 or more die on average
each year? The risks of the profession have inecedsamatically in the last few years. It
becomes particularly obvious when comparing hisedrand recent wars. In World War |
two reporters died, World War Il claimed the In&$%8 journalists. The Vietham War took
the lives of 66 journalists and gave a hint of Hagardous it would get in future conflicts.
Gulf War | was the quiet before the storm. It tab& lives of only four journalists. But its

bigger brother, Gulf War II, slew around 160 repostin just six years.

Between 1968 and 1978, 184 journalists lost thast the increase became more dramatic
in the following decade from 1978 to 1988, when B8dorters were killed. The peak of
casualties among the reporting elite, however, niwashed only in the last two decades
with a total of 1,128 dead journalists worldwidevibeen 1988 and 2008. But, what may
surprise many people, journalists included, is ttidhe overall total, only around 15%

have been foreign correspondents or those on wavesseas assignment. It's clear that
local journalists are facing a markedly higher tis&n their globetrotting colleagues. The

reasons for this are complex, surprising and dowake pleasant reading.

Obviously, there are more reporters covering thvesrteday than ever been before. Sadly,
it is axiomatic that they are also dying in highembers.

The history of foreign correspondence started waitbut 30 war reporters covering the
Crimean War and climbed up to more than 500 dutiegAmerican Civil War. More than
1,550 journalists covered the Korean War, 5,00wreiietnam and the current war in
Iraq is flooded by more than 6,000 accredited rigpsr These figures can only give an
indication of the total number of journalists ogarg worldwide. It is hard to estimate the
actual figures. There are too many freelancersraaependent journalists who are not

accredited with media companies operating worldwide
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Nonetheless, the increasing pool of journalistsiavaide, the growing advances in the
development of transmission technologies, and tipghasis on proximity to the action and
being first with the pictures cannot be seen a®ttg reasons for the high casualty rate,
especially the huge increase in mortality for that® are killed within their own national

borders.

Friendly fire

It sounds like an oxymoron saying someone is kitlgdfriendly fire”. The military claims
that friendly fire deaths are unavoidable acciddmi$ media critics, such as Robert Fisk,
and many independent media organisations, suclepsriers Without Borders (RSF),
believe that in some cases journalists were deltbbrtargeted. “We can only conclude
that the US Army deliberately and without warniaggeted journalists,” RSF stated in a
report about the killings of three journalists bghdly fire in Iraq in April 2003.

The most notorious case during Gulf War Il was ppsithe bombing of the Palestine

Hotel in April 2003, when tw&euters’correspondents died and many others were injured.
The attack had been carried out by an American aakwas sharply criticised by media
organisations all over the world. Investigationgsiaded it was not a deliberate attack, but
an avoidable one. US troops thought they weredian an Iraqi forward artillery observer
when they hit the hotel, which was well-known te@mmodate international journalists.
Another direct missile strike ofl-Jazeer& Baghdad offices on March 8, 2003, claimed
the life of Tariq Ayoub, a Palestinian Jordanianrespondent working for the Arab TV
station and injured several others. It caused #&rpwithin the international press,

because the US military was well aware that thé&dmg contained Arab journalists critical

of the invasion.

In 2003, Mazen Dana, a Palestinian journalistRadters cameraman died because US
soldiers confused his camera with a rocket launahdrshot him.

Terry Lloyd, a highly experienced British televisipurnalist, died in 2003 from friendly
fire. He was reporting in Iraq as a “unilateralfi@spondent who was not embedded with

the military. He was caught in crossfire and diétiis wounds. No one was charged as the
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military said the person who fired the fatal butteuld not be identified.

A year later, another two journalists were killedthe US military. Cameraman Ali Abdel-
Aziz and reporter Ali Al-Khatib from the TV channgl-Arabiyawere shot while filming
the Burj al-Hayat Hotel, this despite having thenpission of the US troops. When a car
ran through the US checkpoint without stoppingdsss opened fire and killed both men.

After several accidental killings of reporters b$ ttoops, the International Federation of
Journalists charged the military with “incompetemeekless soldiering, and cynical
disregard” for reporters' lives, particularly fbiose who were not embedded with their
troops. Critics believe the military’s attitude tnds independent journalists was, and still
is, almost hostile. Rory Carroll, correspondenttf@Guardianand a victim of kidnapping
himself, described the US troops as “out of cofirobn article for his paper in September
2005 and stated that deaths by friendly fire tderofemained unsolved. Rodney Pinder,
director of the International News Safety Instit(it¢Sl), confirmed Carroll’s viewpoint.

“Whitewashes. There have been no satisfactory tigagns that we know of."

Veteran correspondent Robert Fisk even raisedubstmpn “Is there some element in the
US military that wants to take out journalists?”

Fisk, along with other media organisation, not cadied whether those incidents could
have been avoided, but also wondered if thoselattaad been purposefully directed
towards inconvenient journalists. “Is there sonerednt in the American military that has
come to hate the press and wants to take out jbstsibased in Baghdad, to hurt those
whom our Home Secretary, David Blunkett, has malisly claimed to be working “behind
enemy lines’,” Fisk wrote in an article in April@8. Since the invasion of Iraq in 2003, at

least 18 reporters have been killed by troops batwéhcalled “friendly fire”.

New technology and more competition

Journalists are closer to the action than everrbefdot only more journalists are about
trying to get the news first, but they also wanb&oas close as they can get to it. They
have the technology for better pictures, fastergmaission and improved sound and they

want to make the most of it.
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There is not only competition among the reporteesrtselves, but also among the different
types of media. And in the 24/7 news business,yever is eager to get the news first. Will
television, internet, radio or newspapers publghdtory before anyone else can?
Preferably live!

And who will get the best shots? Eager to beloniéobest of the reporting elite and to
beat the competition, journalists are willing tskrimore and more, and to knowingly put
themselves into very dangerous situations.

British television journalist Nik Gowing stated 2003 that although media reporting of
war has been a dangerous business for a longitimajow more dangerous than ever.
“The new insidious development is that becaus@®impact of our real-time capability to
bear witness immediately, we are being activelgated by warriors, warlords and forces
of even the most highly developed governments whoat want us to see what they are
doing.”

A sense of Hollywood, inexperience and money

“Itis like Hollywood now,” Robert Fisk remarkedfegring to those correspondents and
journalists who come to the front wearing militanyiforms, flak jackets and other war
accessories, and looking for some action, but aokipg much in the way of experience.
Being a foreign correspondent, particularly for ids become a trendy job.

It definitely brings thrilling elements with it artdollywood presents a wide variety of
movies about journalist heroes who live an adventsitife and try to save the world. The
recent 24/7 live reporting from war zones ofterufges the attention of a whole nation on a
single journalist and places that journalist uno@rsiderable pressures to perform,
particularly in respect to time pressures. Martell Bvho retired from the BBC after more
than 30 years in TV current affairs journalism, loamed the increasing obsession with fast
turnarounds in 2004. “Some mistakes are bound todxe, as they have always been, by
journalists seeking to discover the truth in thg & breaking news; but those mistakes do
not have to be as systemic as they have becorhe molling news business, rumour
masquerades as fact, and networks compete wildlyegich other to get their speculations
in first.”
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Inexperienced and parachuting journalists move ahe#

Many of the journalists looking for the big stoand a buzz, are sometimes, unfortunately,
inexperienced and may have never been to a warlzfoee. Some of the blame must be
borne by the media companies, who too often argyhtiphire young journalists at the
expense of their better paid senior colleaguesirtgayour own correspondent in any
remote location is expensive. So instead they setite so called parachute correspondents
who don’t know the area as well as a permanentigdeeporter would, and don’t know its
dangers either.

The costs for a full-time correspondent are ardbid® 150,000 each year, when salary,
housing, health care, and education allowancemeleded. Equipping and staffing small
overseas bureaus cost an estimated $US 1 millicm y=ar. Gavin Ellis, former editor of
theNew Zealand Heraldadmits that “The maintaining of foreign corresgents in the

field is very expensive.” The decision to send partachuting journalists instead, or to rely
on freelancers, saves a lot of money and that jsaghflicts are now “covered by people
who come in for a short period of time, write a rnemof stories and then come out of it

again”.

Parachute journalism is a worldwide trend. Forgiggss bureaus are shut down and the
number of permanently based correspondents dechedia organisations are facing the
pressures of increased competition, particularihearea of getting the story to air first.
Growing media concentration, and the increasinggam profitability which comes along
with it, worsens the situation. Al Goodman and JBofiack explained in their bodkhe
world on a string: How to become a freelance foneigrrespondenthat contractions in
both print and broadcast have meant fewer oppdiegni‘Hiring and salaries are flat or
down. Career mobility is limited. And foreign refiag suffers from a triple whammy.
There is less of it, done by fewer people who rsidgt from place to place and story to
story, often under dangerous conditions.”

The fulltime foreign correspondent who reports fritva country he knows best is in

retreat.

70



The disappearance of journalistic neutrality

The loss of journalistic immunity is a new and nmagontributing factor to the targeting of
newsmen and women, particularly for those operatiregseas. But it is bad news for
every reporter everywhere as media academics Jtllant and Barbie Zelizer pointed out
in their book Journalism after September 11.

“It is this basic immunity from action that makéetwhole regime of neutrality, objectivity
and detachment even thinkable, let alone pradiicgburnalists.”

The loss of immunity has a crucial impact on theupation of journalism. It deprives
journalists of their fundamental tool of work ameir greatest protection. The neutral
observer status, precondition of journalistic immyirhas always been attached to
reporters like an invisible shield.

Now it is gone and Daniel Pearls’ murder is regdrae the most shocking manifestation of
this loss of immunity. Many analysts and journalisbnsider his death a major turning
point, that he was specifically targeted, murdenetthe most brutal way and his own

medium used to publicise his grisly end.

It marked the beginning of a new era of dangersjtuanalists would have to face.
Journalists have lost their neutral status in fresef radical groups and terrorists. They are
no longer immune. They are considered as spiesasitite enemy who needs to be
destroyed. Reporters who are employed by the Weptess are automatically seen to be
working for Western governments in the eyes of maaycal groups. They believe there is
nothing that distinguishes a journalist from a Gigent. To them a “free journalist a
contradiction in itself and people declaring thelwsg as such are regarded with suspicion
and disbelief. They don’t understand the journal=incept of intermediation between
different cultures or the journalists” ultimate a®dfless aim to give a voice to the poor and
suffering. And how could they? They may have negrerienced a free press within their
country, so how should they be able tell what dgtishes a foreign correspondent from a
CIA agent?

International human rights laws, which are aimegratecting freedom of speech, and
regulations such as The Hague and Geneva Conventdrch grant immunity to
journalists, are either unknown or ignored by tegups and insurgents.
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The enemy is now the West, and reporters are repptieg the hated Western governments
and news media. They are not neutral and are degeyf/no immunity in this post-9/11

world.

Cases like Pearl’s are now not uncommon.

Robert Fisk first sensed the changing attitude tds/gournalists a long while ago when he
was on a road trip with his colleague Terry Andarsthey both showed their press ID
cards to pass a military checkpoint. The militiannb@ok them, threw them on the ground,
and said: “They don’t count anymore.”

This incident, which occurred before Anderson wida&pped in 1985 and held hostage for
almost seven years in Lebanon, made Fisk awarenoéthing. He realised for the first

time that a big change for the reporting world \&heut to happen and he had the feeling

that things were about to get very bad for joustali

Jerry Levin, a former CNN correspondent who wase kidnapped in Lebanon, admitted
the paradigm shift has been long coming. He, hisague Terry Anderson and some other
reporters were abducted in 1984 and 1985 and luzilled this experience almost 20 years
later, in Herbert Foerstel s book about the rigkmodern warfare, as “pretty tough and
pretty mean”. But he added that most of the reppeenerged from that experience alive
with all 10 fingers and 10 toe€'Back then, this response by the terrorists, owesshries,
was seen as unprecedented and brutal. But as lihdtagas, compare it to what's
happening to journalists now and you find thatléwel of danger back then was infinitely

less consequential than it is now.”

Susanne Koelbl, correspondent fi@r Spiegein Germany, agrees with him and says the
killing of Daniel Pearl has been a sharp turninmnpd®earl’s murder was the first clearly

visible sign that something had happened, sometheigseems irreversible.

By losing their neutral status, journalists hava B basic assumption of the profession.
Jerry Levin remarked that he knows why this hagpbkapd.

“In my opinion, it is because, back in the 1980g, level of violent American involvement
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was, relatively speaking, infinitesimal compareavtmat it is now. As this exponential
increase of American violence in Iraq has occurtiegke has been a logical and directly
proportional general terrorist or guerrilla respmhg-e believes that if the violence against
Western journalists is unprecedentids because of the unprecedented level of viblen

involvement in the Middle East by America and a&ldw traveller governments”.

In 2004, Philip Bennett, assistant managing direictoforeign affairs of th&vashington
Post warned his staff in the Baghdad bureau aboubh#wedangers. “For journalists, the
familiar rules of engagement have been stripped/a@ane is the assumption that
correspondents are more valuable as withesseathtangets, and they share only the risks
that all civilians face in wartime. To insurgertseign journalists are ... just another

element of an occupying force to which we don"bhgl”

Journalists are now considered the enemy. Thisloewveent was stimulated by the war on
terrorism in Afghanistan after 9/11. And the was lcéearly boosted terrorist violence
towards Westerners. Frank Smyth from the Commitiderotect Journalists, said in 2006
the notion that journalists were neutral and wkeed to report what was going on used to
be accepted by many around the world. “And nowetlege some actors who see journalists
as hostile merely by their presence in terms oftledia they are representing. Journalists
are getting targeted largely because of their égoe with the United States, particularly

in Middle Eastern countries which is something \@eédn't seen in the past and that's a new

phenomenon and it is something we're concernedtibou

The loss of immunity is a bit like the elephanthe newsroom. No one wants to mention
it, because it’s just too complex to contemplateltss of something so integral to the
process of newsgathering in dangerous places.thié&ypewriter it may now belong to a
long lost past. Robert Fisk seems to believe sowlido you buy immunity back? | don’t

know.”
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A distorted truth

In the course of this investigation it has beemrpréssing discovery, to find out just how
many journalists are dying in the course of theirkv The audiences of the Western media
get to hear about the deaths of their own repqrédmsost always on foreign assignment,
which is shocking enough. But they are not awarthefslaughter of everyday jobbing

journalists who are killed within their own natidterders, in much larger numbers.

Many Western readers would be surprised to leaahahthe hundreds of reporters who
have died within the past years, not even a questee foreign correspondents. Western
audiences mainly know about deaths of their reppdad the countries with which they
generally associate themselves. Their media isgdhi@ right thing by expressing its deep
concerns about the increasingly brutal and inhutreatment of their foreign
correspondents. So why are those many non-Westernglists, who are facing

intimidation and death every day, not mentionethemWestern press? News agendas being
what they are it would seem as if the media sindplgsn’t care about their foreign

colleagues.

And the Western media can also be accused, bgntetimes hysterical coverage of
murdered fellow reporters, of actually making titaation worse. They are unwittingly
contributing to the deaths of their own correspatsleby giving a voice to their murderers.
Tom Kunkel, president of theémerican Journalism Reviewwld theLos Angeles Times
“Those are the individuals who are essentiallysfimg the work of the terrorists, by

delivering their grisly ‘message.” And in fact.giWestern media can be accused of
encouraging terrorists, extremists and radical gsdo continue their abductions, torturing
and killings, because they provide such a largeesge for them. They are aware that their
message will be displayed if they abduct and kidstérn correspondents.

Josh Devon, an analyst at the SITE Institute in Mvagon, said in 2004°The point of
terrorism is to strike fear and cause havoc — aatidoesn’t happen unless you have
media to support that action and show it to as np@ople as they can”.
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Tom Kunkel supported this viewpoint “Any news outde any private individual, for that
matter who makes available footage of the actuatadings is, to my mind, an accessory
to the crime itself”.

And yet, every media company tries exactly to du,ttries to get the most attention from
the audience by presenting the best pictures,rtiedlest facts and the saddest tragedies.
Robert Thompson, director of Syracuse Universi@&ntre for the Study of Popular
Culture, told thd_os Angeles Timaa 2004:

“The terrorists are directing a movie for the waiddsee, yet the media has to cover it, and

the world does in fact see it.”

Unaware that it is contributing to the further dhsadf its reporters, who are becoming the
main actors of this grim spectacle, the media owmets to display tragic events, abductions
and killings. Furthermore it transports the messagjeerrorists to millions of people
worldwide. Terrorists feel affirmed and continueus®e the Western media apparatus to get
attention. The best way to get it, is by abducting killing Western correspondents.

The media encourages terrorists to target speltyficarrespondents, because they are the
only journalists whose deaths it reports on. Thiwly the Western world gets the

impression that only Western correspondents aachagher risk than anyone else.

Also coming in for criticism is the Western mediaisiplified tale of good versus evil,
which leaves out many important facts and caveaisecially when the victims are from
the third world, or Arab.

Media critic Herbert Foerstel pointed out that plogular wisdom after 9/11, that Islamic
fundamentalists were the killers and innocent West#&vilians were the targets, is not true.
“Western journalists are a minority among the warespondents killed there in recent

years and American and Coalition troops are prontineong the killers.”

75



The death toll will mount

While the West will continue to think that its refers are continually being targeted and
therefore must be in the most danger worldwidse@&ms as if the only hope for any
balanced and objective reporting of the true sibumatvill be the work of independent media
monitoring organisations which keep track of theusate numbers of deaths and try to
investigate each one of them. They are eager tegirall journalists’ lives, regardless of
nationality, and closely observe countries whicuflpress freedoms and threaten the
people who seek to uphold them. Those organisaliawe dedicated themselves to
safeguard journalists and make sure that repostersiwide are able to inform humankind

independently and unharmed.

Journalism has never been a safe occupation. Threaimaracteristics of journalism, to
report honestly, scrutinize the rich and powerfud & be critical of the few with influence
over the majority are also the main features wienh get them killed. Their investigations
are often a thorn in the side of rulers, vesteerggts and criminals. In countries where
corruption and crime are an everyday business rtengdhave little or no safeguards. For
those who want to take out a local reporter gettirogclose to their corrupt or criminal
operations, it seems all too easy to find someors#e¢nce them permanently.

Currently those killings have reached unconscionhlgh numbers but there are still so
many brave reporters prepared to keep searchirtgddruth. In the end someone has to do
it, and journalists seemingly still feel it is theuty to report the news, regardless of the
price they may have to pay.

Robert Fisk suggests a solution. Dispense witlittrem” and “us” forms of reporting that
are so divisive and destructive. “All of us helpiiogerode the shield of neutrality and
decency which saved our lives in the past. If we'tdgtop now, how can we protest when

next our colleagues are seized by ruthless menclenm we are spies?”

For Frank Smyth of the Committee to Protect Joustsathe key to stop all forms of
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repression against journalists is cooperation betvadl media groups worldwide and the
abandonment of discrimination.

"We need to start working with Western media grougth Arab media groups and other
groups around the world to build solidarity andeshef the notion that journalists have the
right to do their jobs.

He highlighted for example the organisation’s de¢eof a Sudanese cameraman With
Jazeeravho was picked up in Pakistan and who is now iar@anamo after being held by
US military forces for more than four years withteing formally charged.

“When we defend people like the Sudanese camer&manAl-Jazeerat also sends the
message to journalists around the world that jdigtseas a community need to defend
themselves against any kind of actors, whether éineygovernment or non-governmental,

insurgents or not, that are encroaching or thréagepress freedom.”

Since Daniel Pearl’s murder, the Western mediz feéierce sense of danger and it is
obvious that Western correspondents have becomoerié targets. However, the same
risks have been long faced by local journalistsiadothe world and it has become clear,
that they are the ones who get killed more oft@m tliny other journalists.

While cases of murdered Western foreign correspaisdend journalists are well
publicised and investigated, local journalists doget much attention and their deaths
often remain unpunished. Media academics and jtisteiavho bemoan the loss of
immunity among foreign correspondents, have tagedhat this commodity had been
taken from local journalists, working in non-Wester totalitarian countries, a long time
ago, and for some it never existed at all. In thamentries not the journalists, but rather the
“killers of journalists enjoy 100% immunity,” as @elva, Haiti’s high-profile reporter
told theGuardianin 2006. Haiti is just one of the many countridsene press freedom

doesn’t count and where, according to Delva, tjgilind beating journalists is normal”.

On World Press Freedom Day in 2004 the danger®dal journalists were identified and
emphasised by Rodney Pinder, the director of ttexriational News Safety Institute
(INSI). “In far too many countries authorities setbe more interested in criminal

investigations of journalists, for alleged libeéfdmation, corruption, tax fraud and the like,
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than in bringing their killers to justice.”

However, he expressed his positive belief towardsited effort to change things. “With
the help of the global news community, and those apreciate the critical importance of
press freedom worldwide, we just might begin tolgpipe brakes to this accelerating cycle
of bloodshed and violence.”

The good-willed efforts of the INSI and other sianibrganisations will hopefully lead to
better protection of local journalists and foreggrespondents in the future. But no one is
expecting miracles and the dangers, often fatdll amost certainly remain for journalists
worldwide.

The media has to realise that less money meang&@sing, more inexperienced reporters,
less protection and definitely more deaths amohjgainalists, local reporters and foreign
correspondents alike. On the other hand do thesauds have to realise how important an
in-depth and investigative, but most of all, a fgnenews coverage is for them. Pamela
Constable of th&Vashington Postffirmed this viewpoint in a newspaper article2b07.

“If newspapers stop covering the world, | fear wi# @nd up with a microscopic elite
reading Foreign Affairs and a numbed nation watgh&rrorist bombings flash briefly

among a barrage of commentary, crawls and celeposgip.”
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Exegesis

Some scholars say Western foreign correspondemtse@oming extinct because of the
increasing cost of maintaining them abroad andcéirdeg interest by audiences in foreign
news. However, others argue that rather than bexpmitinct the nature of the occupation
has changed. What hasn’t changed is the dangégriarerrespondents face in pursuing
their craft. What this thesis demonstrates is tihiagtdanger is greater than ever. In fact in
the last two decades just over 1,000 journalist® ltked. Some of the reasons for this
increasing death toll include the targeting of jalists by terrorists, state opposition to
press freedom and the inexperience or risky beha¥ithe journalists themselves. The
dangers which Western foreign correspondents haface are high, but it is not so much
the deadliness out in the field, which lead sclmlarsay that they are becoming extinct,
but more the risks they face from their own newsrsoThis is the opinion of Danny

Schechter, the executive editor of MediaChannel.org

The dangers faced by today’s correspondents ekyahd the battlefield to the
news world, where media messengers are being kiljjetbrporate indifference, as
well as reader disinterest that is fed by yeamoo¥fnplaying stories from around the
world. (Schechter, 2006, p. viii)
In 1989, journalism historian Michael Emery desedlthe decline of international news
sections, and the space and time dedicated to fsasens. In th&annett Center Journal
he called foreign correspondents an “endangeredegig§Emery, 1989, pp. 151-164). A
year later Marvin Kalb, a former diplomatic correadent himself, even went as far as to
say: “The genre known as ‘foreign correspondenitasoming extinct” (Kalb, 1990, p.

Xiv).

The elite, fulltime, based foreign corresponderniidecline, a tendency which is affirmed
by many media academics and journalists. Reasonkisodevelopment are seemingly

obvious. Foreign correspondents are generally epgnsive for media organisations and
the cost of a full-time correspondent can be mioam hUS 150,000 per year once salary,
housing, health care, and education allowances hese included. Equipping and staffing

small overseas bureaux cost approximately $US llomiéach year. Considering these
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costs in addition to a charge of up to $US 100Cfmh minute of satellite transmission, it is
not surprising that many news media organisati@ve lilecided to cut down on
permanently based foreign correspondents (GoodmBoligck, 1997, p.xix — xx).
Cameron Bennett, veteran foreign correspondenft¥Z, is concerned audiences are not
interested in news from abroad anymore. “Vieweesramt so interested in international
affairs, so its priority place in bulletins is bgiacaled out” (Bennett, 2007). Reasons for
this lack of interest can perhaps be found in ib®oded news agenda of the Western
media, which overstates stories about celebriiessonal fates of its citizens and mainly
focuses on local stories.

Parachuting correspondents, freelancers, strirgyarse reliance upon news agencies are
replacing the fulltime based foreign correspondants making them redundant. However,
many media critics are convinced the corresponcimot be replaced and is too
important to ever become extinct. Bennett describeslgn correspondence as the
“pinnacle of journalism”. New Zealand correspondam Stephenson explained why the

world depends on correspondents.

On a moral level (and | like to think there is Boag moral aspect to foreign affairs
reporting), people need to be aware of what is eajmg to others internationally so
they can have the opportunity to aid those in nagdether by personally donating
money during a famine or in the aftermath of atheprake, or by putting pressure on
their government to contribute aid. (Stephensof720

Media academic John Maxwell Hamilton highlighted tmportance of the occupation in a
journalistic journal in 2002. “The foreign corresp@nt for traditional news media enjoys
prestige among professional peers and is a figube reckoned with by public policy
makers” (Hamilton, 2002, p. 1).

Regardless of the threats which foreign correspatsdeave to face in the newsroom and

the assumption of some that they will become ektthey are rather endangered by other
lethal threats, which have changed the natureedf fpb and made it a deadly occupation.
The extraordinary murder of Daniel Pearl in 2008ked an outcry within the international

press, and he was just one of the many Westerigfooerrespondents, who were killed for
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trying to report the truth. His death, however, wassidered as the beginning of a new era
of dangers for journalists and particularly Westeorrespondents. “That correspondents
are taken hostage and being decapitated is a gavieith is used as a means to shock, and
| would say this is a turning point” (Koelbl, 2008)

The documentaryhe journalist and the jihadnade by Amit Roy and Farrukh Dhondy in
2006 investigated the background to Pearl’s muttdpainted out clearly that Pearl was
targeted, kidnapped and beheaded because he wastarijournalist. Bernard-Henri

Lévy concluded that Pearl acted carefully enoughdidn’t commit mistakes, and that his
death was caused by the unpredictable new dandrechk worrespondents have to face
today (Lévy, 2003, p. 64). Craig Copetas, a fordwmemnal correspondent who worked with
Pearl in Kosovo, supported Lévy’s view. “If you wen the field, you wanted to be with
Danny. He was very prudent, very cautious” (Cope2@86, p. 68). Media academics and
experienced correspondents conclude that the intgnwhiich has always protected
journalists has gone and from Pearl’s murder orsvemdespondents have been frequently
used by terrorists and insurgents as a meanschb thair goals and get attention from the
media. The general assumption drawn from Peartio#irer correspondents” killings was
that foreign correspondence is the most dangerbalb journalistic occupations. The aim

of the thesis was to investigate why foreign cqroeslents were facing such high risks. It
is clear that the circumstances of their work hatvenged dramatically and there are new

dangers at hand, where they can be targeted dad.kil

One of those changing circumstances can be sdhg napid decline in press freedom in
some countries. In 2008 Freedom House publishedvay which demonstrated that press
freedom has declined worldwide in 2007, and thatrjalists were facing harsh working
conditions in an increasingly hostile environmexiimost every region in the world was
affected by those trends and the retreat of agfress occurred in authoritarian countries
and established democracies alike (Freedom Ho068) 2

Jennifer Windsor, the Freedom House executive wireexplained in a press release that:

For every step forward in press freedom last ybare were two steps back. When
press freedom is in retreat, it is an ominous Higi restrictions on other freedoms
may soon follow. However, journalists in many coie# of the world are pushing
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the boundaries, crossing the red-lines, demonsgrabmmitment and courage
against great odds and we are seeing a greatal dlow of information than ever
before. (Windsor, 2008, p. 1)
The concept of press freedom, which had first lestablished during the Zentury in
England, has always faced threats and dangerswiddgdbut recently it has, according to

the Freedom House, become worse than ever.

Attempts to ensure a free press by law are aln®stdaas the occupation of journalism
itself. One of the first efforts to protect freedofmspeech was made in 1791, when the
First Amendment became part of the new constituticthe US. It ruled that:

Congress shall make no law respecting an estaldishat religion, or prohibiting
the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freeddspeech, or of the press; or the
right of the people peaceably to assemble, anétiign the Government for a
redress of grievances. (US senate, 1789)

Other countries made similar efforts to guarantesgpfreedom within their constitutions.
The Hague Conventions of 1899 and 1907 and thevae@envention of 1929 tried to
legislate that “correspondents, newspaper repondrs fall into the hands of the enemy,
shall be entitled to be treated as prisoners of.\ifdrose conventions occurred at a time
when Western states began to realise how impgadantalism was for their democracies.
Around the same time, in 1905, the importance e$pifreedom was certified by the
Scottish historical writer and satirist, Thomas|@ar who described the press as the fourth
estate of democratic constitutions.

There were Three Estates in Parliament; but, irRiygorters' Gallery yonder, there
sat a Fourth Estate more important than theytal.ot a figure of speech, or a witty
saying; it is a literal fact, .... Printing, whiclhmes necessarily out of Writing, | say
often, is equivalent to Democracy: invent Writigmocracy is inevitable. .....
Whoever can speak, speaking now to the whole natiecomes a power, a branch of
government, with inalienable weight in law-makingall acts of authority. It matters
not what rank he has, what revenues or garnittines:equisite thing is that he has a
tongue which others will listen to; this and notihimore is requisite. (Carlyle, 1905,
pp. 349-350)

Since 1948 freedom of speech has been a humaranghtrotected by Article 19 of the
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Universal Declaration of Human Rights developedhigyUnited Nations General
Assembly. Ever since, freedom of speech is couaeoing the “erga omnes’, universal
norms and laws, which apply to everyone withinwloeld community. Brian McNair,
professor of journalism at the University of Stdgide in Glasgow, explained in 1998 that
“a liberal democratic political system demands jalistic criticism of elites as a condition
of its legitimacy” (McNair, 1998, p. 84). Howeveéhe world’s universal laws and

conventions have often been disregarded and bypassee they were promulgated.

The decline of press freedom is not the only faatioich has lead to the increased
deadliness of the occupation of foreign correspoodeThe development of technology
has also had a big impact on the occupation analgeuhits practices dramatically.
Transmission technologies have improved constaimige journalists first started to write
their dispatches. Technologies are more sophisticand versatile today and allow a 24/7
news reporting at a relatively low cost. Technotagdevelopments enable journalists to
spread the news easier and faster, and reach ropéepgthan they have ever reached
before. On the one hand, this makes journalisterpowerful and enables them to publish
the truth faster than ever. Criminals, major playand some other groups have realised this
potential and often try to silence journalists,dvefthey can spread unpleasant details. On
the other hand the question has to be asked “Deesttong competition arising from new
means of technology quicken the journalistic arohitio get closer to the front, closer to

the action and therefore to danger?”

The media’s rigorous cost cutting, downsizing afdabforeign correspondents and shutting
of overseas bureaus are partly to blame for thle imgrease in inexperienced journalists.
The media is replacing experienced, based corregms with parachuting correspondents
and relying on freelancers rather than on their ewpensive staff. These correspondents
are not able to assess situations accurately aedheir lives in conflict-riddled areas, not
only in crossfire, but also during investigatiomserviews and trips throughout the
countries. And their number is increasing. Johnésgfrom theChristian Science Monitor
wrote in 2007:
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The Boston Globe announced that it would closagsthree foreign bureaus — in

Berlin, Bogotéa, and Jerusalem. The Baltimore Suwidsing its bureaus in South

Africa and Russia after closing its bureaus indnitand China earlier. In the

television news field, CNN is maintaining its pamit abroad, but the other major

networks have long since been closing foreign hugead withdrawing resident

correspondents. Instead, they resort to “paragbutaalism’. (Hughes, 2007, p. 1)
Former-editor-in-chief of thdlew Zealand Heral@avin Ellis said parachuting
correspondent&ome in for a short period of time, write a numbéstories and then come
out of it again” (Ellis, 2008). They do not onlyvyea lack of depth and knowledge
compared to someone living in the community, beytalso often don’t have enough
experience to be fully aware of the dangers. Biksefore called them “visiting farmers”.
The same problem occurs with the news from freelemavho work on their own and
haven’t been fully trained and prepared for thegeas the occupation entails. The number
of freelancing journalists has increased rapidiyp, Before 1970 only 13% of foreign
correspondents regularly filing stories to Americaedia were freelancers. By the early
1990s, the number of freelancers had increase@%g &ccording to Stephen Hess from the
Brookings Institution in the US (Hess, 1996, p.Al)Goodman and John Pollack estimated
that in 1997 there were already more than 2,008dnee correspondents operating

worldwide, and their number was growing (GoodmaRdlack, 1997, p. xxi).

Although all those factors are leading to a higbuedty rate among foreign correspondents,
further research has shown that they are not thyeames facing increasing risks. This
thesis was set up to investigate, in particulas,rthmerous deaths among Western foreign
correspondents, because of their visibility witthie news media. Information about them
was easier to access and there were more souraéabéey to undertake a funded research
about their deaths. The concentration on Westemesjpondents who died abroad was
made to narrow the research and to focus on senegasentative cases about dead
journalists, highlighted in the Western media. B choice to focus on them was also
made because it was assumed that they faced theshigsk out of all journalists operating
worldwide. This assumption was used as hypothexgienlying the research and it was
supported by the large news coverage about thathdeabductions and torments within

the Western news media.

84



However, research of the actual data proved songthifferent. According to the Freedom
Forum, foreign correspondents contributed only adoi5% to the overall death toll of
journalists worldwide, and local reporters arerigca much higher risk than
correspondents. This fact was not displayed withénliterature. It was simply not covered.
The actual data published by international medgawisations disproved the hypothesis
that foreign correspondents were facing the highsist It became clear that it would be
necessary to include the killings of local jouratdiwithin the thesis, because they are
facing the most dangers. With 1,128 reporters ciathin the last two decades, it was
obvious that it has become increasingly dangeroualfjournalists. Jean Seaton from the
University of Westminster in the UK elaborated:

More journalists have been killed in recent comdlithan ever before, and there is

evidence that they are more frequently deliberatalydered than in the past.

Reporting is also difficult because profiteers hawéhing to gain from publicity and

are secretive. (Seaton, 1999, pp. 56/57)
The annual death tolls of journalists are bestnaxb by international media organisations
such as Reporters Without Borders, the Committé&atect Journalists (CPJ) and
Freedom Forum. The main task of those organisatstwsprotect journalists worldwide
and act as safeguards for press freedom. CPJasdexjas one of the most protective
organisations and it is fierce in its attemptsreuge a free press without restrictions and
suppressions. The association was founded in 19&1Sforeign correspondents and
works independent of any governmental or media@rfte, on a non-profit base. An
important part of its work is the protection andmtoring of local journalists from non-
developed and non-Western countries, where thddraeof the press does not count, and
democracy may exist only on paper. Particularlthwmse countries the deaths of hundreds
of local journalists remain unpunished and sometithey also remain unreported. The
Western media doesn’t cover the atrocities amgogriers in those countries and the local
media is often simply too scared to report therigé, or military and government forces
suppress the information.

All of the independent media organisations pubtistailed information about each
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reporter’s deaths from the past 20 years. Howewdy,one of the many organisations’
databases reaches back to 1837 and was best feuitetlinded research about journalists
deaths from past to present. The Freedom Forunedtas research in 1993 and
established the Newseum in Washington, which dyspllae names of all journalists who
have been killed on assignment since 1837. It hibldsrames of more than 1,900
journalists during their search for truth.

Every year on May 3, journalists worldwide are hamaol on World Press Freedom Day
and at the Newseum’s Journalists Memorial in Atbinghe names are read aloud of those
who have died while dedicating their lives to afeand vigorous press. The Memorial,
which is located in Freedom Park, contains the samhall those reporters who have lost
their lives while being on assignment. The nameseagraved into the huge glass panels of
the monument. The Newseum is also helping to moaitd investigate the deaths of
journalists worldwide and contributes to the otbeganisations” efforts to get a clearer
picture about the actual casualty rate. Howeverntimbers of dead journalists which are
published by independent media organisations ajietlsi different. Don Ross, senior

editor of the Newseum, knows why.

We all have our own criteria. CPJ, for example,sdoet include those who lose their
lives in accidents. We do — providing that the deait occurred while the journalist
was on an assignment. We would not count someonexample, who was killed in
traffic on his way home from the office. Other goswcount what they call “‘media
workers'—that is, translators, drivers or “fixarsforeign countries. We and CPJ do
not. (Ross, 2008)

This makes it difficult to say how many journalisi@ve died exactly, but it is important for
consistency to base the main research on the §girenly one organisation, in this case,
the Newseum. Its figures seemed to be the mostatecand the parameters of its research
were explained in detail and authenticated by DossRHowever, he acknowledged that
some of its data might be fallible, and no orgatiasawould be able to claim a complete

research of journalists” deaths in history.

This thesis discovered that most of the killed jalists were local reporters in non-

Western, non-democratic or totalitarian countrsich did not consider the freedom of
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the press in their laws or out on the streets. &tioslings were affirmed by the other
independent news organisations. The Committeedte&rJournalists investigated
reporters” deaths from 1992 until the present andd that 86.1% of the killed journalists
were local and died in non-Western countries. Faurtiore it stated that 72% of all
journalists’ deaths had been caused by murder. @olynd 18% had been caused by
crossfire or were combat related and approximéit@¥s of the reporters had died during

other dangerous assignments (CPJ, 2009).

Don Ross knows why the job of local journalistsassmuch more dangerous.

There’s greater risk because in so many partseoivttrld there are corrupt

governments (local and national) that do not plEmegreat value on law and order

except to the extent that the regime is protedibd. murders of journalists routinely

go uninvestigated in many places, or are investiyahly superficially and then

attributed to some other crime, such as robbergyen listed as “suicide’. (Ross,

2008)
Despite the finding that local journalists are facmuch higher risks than foreign
correspondents, the thesis” main focus remainececdrated on Western correspondents
and examined the Western news media coverage #imut The research questioned why
Western foreign correspondents are increasinggetad and the thesis would have gone
beyond its scope to have also included the dedtloga journalists. Further research
could take a closer look at the appalling deathatfdiocal journalists and the main reasons
for it. Recent cases, such as the murders of Aotitk®vskaya and Hrant Dink could be
analysed in-depth to exemplify the developmentsitpglace for local journalists. This
thesis is mainly based on research about foreigespondents, but it includes some
important figures about other dead journalists. Whea thesis does not include are the
numbers of journalists and foreign correspondets are actually employed worldwide.
The comparison of the numbers of employed jourtsaéiad the numbers of dead
journalists and the relation of those numbers thedher would have been interesting.

However, none of the mentioned organisations wéstalprovide those numbers.

Foreign correspondents have always faced criticiuthor Phillip Knightley has once

described the majority of correspondents of hisasyignorant, dishonest, and unethical”
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and their dispatches as “frequently inaccuratemiitvented, partisan, and inflammatory”
(Knightley, 1975, p. 140). That might be true atilll @ppropriate for some foreign
correspondents today. However, they have not dnlgiyas faced criticism, but also
constant dangers on the battlefield, and now exk@n their own newsrooms. Even though

some scholars have written the occupation offag survived.

On a positive note Herbert Foerstel wrote thatigpreorrespondents also “have the
opportunity to do the kind of reporting that altargl illuminates our times” (Foerstel,
2006, p. ix). And Cameron Bennett adds that thddwesperately needs them because
they are the “eyes and the ears” of the worldHeirtlocal communities. “If we wouldn’t
have them we would have propaganda’ (Bennett, 200 says he would follow the call
of his occupation over and over again, like heidiBosnia, and take the risk after all he
had experienced. “Was it all worth it? | strongblibve it was. Eyewitness accounts of the
injustice and inhumanity still going on in Bosni@ @n essential means of sparking our

consciences and determination to do something aidBennett, 1995, p. 101).

The future of the occupation is uncertain, consigdgthe numerous dangers which
journalists and particularly foreign correspondédrase to face. Susanne Koelbl, German
foreign correspondent fater Spiegelis sure the number of foreign correspondents will
decrease further “because fewer people can aftoednploy them” (Koelbl, 2008). Don

Ross from the Newseum is not sure what the futultdald for the occupation.

| gave up predicting the future about 40 years ape. potential for danger in certain
parts of the world certainly is not going to dinghianytime soon. Where tyrants and
despots rule, there will journalists be in dandf&s.that simple. Equally simple is
realizing that even in countries like yours and enijournalists will at least come
under criticism for the work they do—sometimes ijiedtly, sometimes in

retribution. (Ross, 2008)

In an article in theChristian Science Monitan 2007, editorial page editor Fred Hiatt of
theWashington Positated that his concerns about the future of djorebrrespondents
might only be the “the nostalgia of a dinosaur’dtli 2007). Correspondent John

Hughes answered: “Let us hope not. A troubled woddds a steady flow of
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information about the challenges — and how to kestiiem” (Hughes, 2007).

It is evident that the foreign correspondent remaivery significant figure in the
journalistic world. Any suggestion of extinction wld be a tragic development, which
can hopefully be reversed when media organisadodsaudiences discover how
important reliable news from overseas is. Trudy iR theMiami Heraldshared those
concerns in an article from March 2009.

We don't know who will provide the rich foreign amage we need at a time when
the world is entering more dangerous times thart wfoss have ever known. The
question | was asked in Peoria is one many Amesicaay be asking in the near
future: Why can't we find out what's happeningaunrmtries whose turmoil affects our
lives? (Rubin, 2009)
In conclusion, foreign correspondence and journalisgeneral, have always been
dangerous occupations, but are now more dangenanstwer.
No one is able to predict what the future holdg,rbaent tendencies such as the
rigorous cost-cutting efforts by the media, thetshg down of overseas bureaus and the
steady decline of experienced reporters, leadtmassume the situation will only get
worse in the future. With a worldwide economic dauvn, it can be foreseen that the
highly concentrated media corporations worldwid# rgiconsider their need for own
correspondents and try to get news from even f@ased foreign correspondents, with

increased use of local journalists, freelancerssandgers.

Another indicator of a bleak future is the decling@ress freedom and the dramatic loss
of journalistic immunity, which goes along with hed towards the media by terrorists
and insurgents. However, the increase of indepdndemalists distributing their news
over the internet and enabling audiences worldwodsccess their stories, investigations
and revelations online, can be seen as a posiivelopment and a ray of hope with
regards to an informed world population. Althougternet technologies are a bonus,
they will never be able to replace the reliabilityystworthiness and authenticity of the
fulltime foreign correspondent, reporting the ndwsn his or her perspective to the

audiences in their home country. This is why jolistemust try to find a way to re-
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establish their immunity and significant statushia world, so they are neither targeted

by insurgents, nor by their own newsrooms.
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