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„In Journalism: What bleeds, leads!“

War journalism is journalism about conflict that has a 
value bias towards violence and violent groups. This 
usually leads audiences to overvalue violent responses to 
conflict and ignore non-violent alternatives. […] These 
conventions focus only on physical effects of conflict (for 
example ignoring psychological impacts) and elite 
positions. It is also biased toward reporting only the 
differences between parties, (rather than similarities, 
previous agreements, and progress on common issues) the 
here and now (ignoring causes and outcomes), and zero 
sums (assuming that one side's needs can only be met by 
the other side's compromise or defeat).
Johann Galtung



War Journalism

Media Focus No Media Focus
Immediacy Specific actions and events Long-term processes and policies (as

in ongoing peace processes,
dialogue, or mediation)

Drama Violence, crisis or conflict
Extremist behaviors
Outrageous acts

Calm, controlled, moderate people
getting along with each other (such as
those participating in a dialogue)

Simplicity Clear cut opinions, images, major
personalities, two-sided conflicts

Complex opinions or explanations, 
institutions, root causes, multi-sided
conflicts

Ethnocentrism Our beliefs, myths and symbols
Our suffering
The brutality of some ‘Other’

Their beliefs, myths, and symbols
Their suffering
Our brutality to ‘Them’



Definition Peace Journalism

Peace journalism has been developed from research that 
indicates that often news about conflict has a value bias toward 
violence. It also includes practical methods for correcting this bias 
by producing journalism in both the mainstream and alternative 
media, and working with journalists, media professionals, 
audiences, and organizations in conflicts.

Main proponents: 

Johan Galtung, Jake Lynch, Annabel McGoldrick, Steven 
Youngblood



Definition Peace Journalism

„Peace journalism is when editors and reporters make choices – about
what to report, and how to report it – that create opportunities for society
at large to consider and to value non-violent responses to conflict.“ 

Jake Lynch [transcend.org]

McGoldrick and Jake Lynch argued that: “…lack of  respect to one 
party, (even if  you don’t like them and think they’re to blame) leads 
to bad and biased journalism. There are countless examples. 
Acknowledging the suffering of  all sides is not a substitute for 
analyzing the conflict - it is essential to establishing the real 
formation or map of  the conflict” 

McGoldrick/Lynch [2000]



War Journalism vs. Peace Journalism

¨ Violence/War oriented
¤ 2 parties; 1 goal =  1 party 

wins
¨ Propaganda Oriented

¤ “Them” vs “Us”
¨ Elite Oriented

¤ Excluding civil society & 
focusing on elites

¨ Victory Oriented
¤ Peace=non-violence + 

cease-fire
¤ Highlights treaties and 

peace activities by 
institutions

¨ Conflict Oriented
¤ Explore conflict, many 

parties à win-win
¨ Truth Oriented

¤ Expose untruths on all sides
¨ People Oriented

¤ Violence on all sides 
especially against 
vulnerable groups

¨ Solution Oriented
¤ Peace=non-violence + 

creativity
¤ Highlights solutions, activities 

for peace, reconciliation



Creation of „The Other“

Education
Information
Entertainment



Creation of „The Other“

Education
Information
Entertainment



The Feedback Loop

Fact

Journalist

MediaAudience

Source

All journalism is intervention

All Journalists are 
embedded in their
- Values
- Culture
- Ideology
- Beliefs
- …

Objectivity is an aim, but there is also Inter-subjectivity



When the tail wags the dog

1997 Movie with Robert De 
Niro & Dustin Hoffman

The presidential advisor stages 
together with a Hollywood 
movie director a fake war 
against Albania to distract from 
an sexual affair with an under-
aged girl of the US president 
just some weeks before the 
elections.



When the tail wags the dog

Testimony that influenced US 
Congress to agree to the 
invasion of Iraq

PR agency Hill & Knowlton 
conducted focus group 
interviews how to influence 
public opinion

All major US media reported 
on the incident

Nayirah-Testimony in front of 
the US Congress 
October 10th 1990

Iraqi soldiers took babies out of 
incubators & killed 100s 



Framing of Peace/Conflict

9th April 2003
Firdos Square Bagdad

Symbol of the
„liberation of Iraq“



Framing of Peace/Conflict

„The most staged photo 
opportunity since Iwo Jima“ 
Robert Fisk



Framing of Peace/Conflict

Raising the US flag on Mt 
Suribachi/Iwo Jima



Social Media
Rumor & Chitchat Journalism



Role of Media in Peace Building

Media as Information Provider and Interpreter
¤ important political, cultural, social information about their environment and respond 

to more imminent problems
Media as Watchdog

¤ Investigative Journalism e.g. exposing corruption
Media as Gatekeeper

¤ Sets agendas, filters issues and tries to maintain a balance of views
Media as Policymaker

¤ tool of policymakers to get across their message
Media as Peace Promotor

¤ Media events can be used at the beginning of negotiations to build confidence, 
facilitate negotiations or break diplomatic deadlocks

Media as Diplomat 
¤ send messages back and forth between sides of a conflict

Media as Bridge Builder
¤ Counter polarization



What does it mean in practice?

#1 AVOID portraying a conflict as consisting of 
only two parties, contesting the same goal(s). The 
logical outcome is for one to win and the other to 
lose.

INSTEAD, try to DISAGGREGATE the two parties 
into many smaller groups, pursuing many goals, 
opening up more creative potential for a range 
of outcomes. And ask yourself – who else is 
involved?



What does it mean in practice?

#2 AVOID accepting stark distinctions between ‘self’ 
and ‘other’. These can be used to build the sense 
that another party is a ‘threat’ or ‘beyond the pale’ 
of civilised behaviour. Both key justifications for
violence.

INSTEAD seek the ‘other’ in the ‘self’ and vice versa. If a 
party is presenting itself as ‘the goodies’, ask questions
about how different its behaviour really is to that it
ascribes to ‘the baddies’ – isn’t it ashamed of itself?



What does it mean in practice?

#3 AVOID treating a conflict as if it is only going on in the place
and at the time that violence is occurring.

INSTEAD try to trace the links and consequences for people in 
other places now and in the future. Ask:

¤ Who are all the people with a stake in the outcome?

¤ What are they doing to influence the conflict?

¤ Ask yourself what will happen if…?

¤ What lessons will people draw from watching these events unfold as
part of a global audience? 

¤ How will they enter the calculations of parties to future conflicts near
and far?



What does it mean in practice?

#4 AVOID assessing the merits of a violent action or
policy of violence in terms of its visible effects only.

INSTEAD try to find ways of reporting on the invisible 
effects, eg the long-term consequences of psychological
damage and trauma, perhaps increasing the likelihood
that those affected will be violent in future, either
against other people or, as a group, against other
groups or other countries.



What does it mean in practice?

#5 AVOID letting parties define themselves by simply
quoting their leaders’ restatements of familiar demands
or positions.

INSTEAD enquire deeper into goals: 
¤ How are people on the ground affected by the conflict in 

everyday life?
¤ What do they want changed?
¤ Is the position stated by their leaders the only way or the

best way to achieve the changes they want?
This may help to empower parties to clarify and articulate their
goals and make creative outcomes more likely.



What does it mean in practice?

#6 AVOID concentrating always on what divides
the parties, the differences between what they
say they want.

INSTEAD try asking questions which may reveal
areas of common ground and leading your
report with answers which suggest that some
goals may be shared or at least compatible, 
after all.



What does it mean in practice?

#7 AVOID only reporting the violent acts and
describing ‘the horror’.

If you exclude everything else you suggest that the only
explanation for violence is previous violence (revenge); 
the only remedy, more violence (coercion/punishment).

INSTEAD show how people have been blocked and
frustrated or deprived in everyday life as a way of
explaining how the conditions for violence are being
produced.



What does it mean in practice?

#8 AVOID blaming someone for ‘starting it’.

INSTEAD try looking at how shared problems
and issues are leading to consequences which all 
the parties say they never intended.



What does it mean in practice?

#9 AVOID focusing exclusively on the suffering, 
fears and grievances of only one party.

This divides the parties into “villains” and
“victims” and suggests that coercing or punishing
the villains represents a solution.

INSTEAD treat as equally newsworthy the
suffering, fears and grievances of all sides.



What does it mean in practice?

#10 AVOID ‘victimising’ language like 
“devastated”; “defenceless”; “pathetic”; “tragedy” 
which only tells us what has been done to and could
be done for a group of people (by others). This 
disempowers them and limits the options for change.

INSTEAD report on what has been done and could
be done by the peopl. Don’t just ask them how they
feel, also ask them how they are coping and what
do they think? Can they suggest any solutions?



What does it mean in practice?

#11 AVOID the imprecise use of emotive words to describe what has
happened to people. 

¤ “Genocide” literally means the wiping-out of an entire people – in UN 
terminology today, the killing of more than half a million people. 

¤ “Tragedy” is a form of drama, originally Greek, in which someone’s fault or
weakness ultimately proves his or her undoing.

¤ “Assassination” is the murder of a head of state.
¤ “Massacre” – the deliberate killing of people known to be unarmed and

defenceless. Are we sure? Or do we not know? Might these people have
died in battle?

¤ “Systematic” eg raping, or forcing people from their homes. Has it really
been organised in a deliberate pattern or have there been a number of
unrelated, albeit extremely nasty incidents?

INSTEAD always be precise about what we know. Do not minimise suffering but 
reserve the strongest language for the gravest situations or you will beggar the
language and help to justify disproportionate responses which escalate the
violence.



What does it mean in practice?

#12 AVOID demonising adjectives like “vicious”, “cruel”, 
“brutal”, “barbaric”. 

These always describe one party’s view of what another party
has done. To use them puts the journalist on that side and helps to
justify an escalation of violence.

INSTEAD, report what you know about the wrongdoing and give
as much information as you can about the reliability of other
people’s reports or descriptions of it. If it is still being
investigated, say so, as a caution that the truth may not yet be
known.



What does it mean in practice?

#13 AVOID demonising labels like “terrorist”; “extremist”; 
“fanatic” or “fundamentalist”. These are always given by “us” to
“them”. 

No-one ever uses them to describe himself or herself and so for a 
journalist to use them is always to take sides. They mean the
person is unreasonable so it seems to make less sense to reason
(negotiate) with them.

INSTEAD try calling people by the names they give themselves. 
Or be more precise in your descriptions, eg “bombers” or, for the
attacks of September 11, 2001, “suicide hijackers”, are both less
partisan and give more information than “terrorists”.



What does it mean in practice?

#14 AVOID focusing exclusively on the human rights
abuses, misdemeanours and wrongdoings of only one
side.

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



What does it mean in practice?

#15 AVOID making an opinion or claim seem like an 
established fact.

(Osama bin Laden, said to be responsible for the attack on 
NewYork….”) See also “thought to be”; “it’s being seen as” 
etc.

INSTEAD tell your readers or your audience who said what. 
(“Osama bin Laden, accused by America of ordering the
attack on New York….”) That way you avoid implicitly
signing yourself and your news service up to the allegations
made by one party in the conflict against another.



What does it mean in practice?

#16 AVOID greeting the signing of documents by leaders, 
which bring about military victory or ceasefire, as necessarily
creating peace.

INSTEAD try to report on the issues which remain and which may
still lead people to commit further acts of violence in the future. 
Ask - what is being done to strengthen the means on the ground
to handle and resolve conflict non-violently, to address
development or structural needs in the society and to create a 
culture of peace?



What does it mean in practice?

#17 AVOID waiting for leaders on ‘our’ side to suggest or
offer solutions. 

INSTEAD pick up and explore peace initiatives wherever they
come from. Ask questions to politicians, for example, about ideas
put forward by grassroots organisations. Assess peace
perspectives against what you know about the issues the parties
are really trying to address, do not simply ignore them because
they do not coincide with established positions. Include images of
a solution, however partial – they may help to stimulate dialogue.



Peace Journalism = Good Reporting

„Professional journalists do not set out to 
reduce conflict. They seek to present 
accurate and impartial news. But it is often 
through good reporting that conflict is 
reduced.“
Ross Howard



Thank you for your attention!


