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Abstract

The fundamental changes and deterioration in si@tes media relations since 9/11, particularly
in the relations between the United States, U$sih the war on terror and international news
networks in the post-9/11 world, have necessitaedeassessment of existing theoretical
framework that describes the state-media relatibhis paper, after providing a brief summary
of theoretical framework for the press-state reltai within a historical context, analyses the
impact of the post-September 11 events on the dreedf expression and press freedom to
introduce the changing and deteriorating envirortrfeamnthe press-state relations since then. The
paper concludes that the power politics applied elyidby states in domestically and
internationally in the post-9/11 world have causedous violations of the freedom of expression
in general, these therefore resulted setbacks etadiorations in press freedom in particular. The
paper also concludes that this new state of affarsequently necessitates new theories and
approaches to explain the post-9/11 state-meditiant.
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Introduction
It took centuries for democratic societies to aehithe current level of civil rights and
freedoms, and to establish a free and open sdoatgd on them. The prelsacademia
and the whole society needed these rights to descand achieve the truth. However,
throughout the course of the development of dentiocisocieties there have been
different approaches towards liberties in genendl ®@wards press freedom in particular.
Governments and political society have often (it always) been sceptical towards a
liberal and free press, and stemming from this flaete have been various press theories
or media systems explaining the press’ relationshiilh the governments . In 1956
Siebert, Peterson, and Schramm presentedribnr Theories of the Pressas the first
comprehensive attempt to define the mass medisigablisociety relations within a
theoretical framé.They set up four normative theories, the authdaite the libertarian,
the Soviet, and the social responsibility theoneth which they defined the relationship
between the press and domestic political environn&abert's four theories, which have
been in place for decades to explain state-prdasoms, are still somehow viable and
convincing in mass media studies in order to dbschow different media systems
operate in the world, despite increasing criticiSms

Sincethe Four Theoriesvere born and maintained their dominance in thdiane
studies literature especially from the late fifti@svards the end of the Cold War, the
radical political crises and changes within statesy developments in international
politics and also ideological shifts within press/iegonment have occasionally paved the
way for new approaches and theories for press-stédd¢ions. There have been new
explanations, theorization and understanding wacel attention to particular societies,

different political systems from authoritarian negis to democratic societies, such as
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from Chind and Russfato Spaifi and Israel.In the meantime, the end of the Cold War
and the demise of the communist system from thendorSoviet states and other
communist countries were a striking point for newdges and approaches in press-state
relations globally. Another remarkable moment, ofirse with overturning effects, for
such a study was the terror attacks on Septemh&Q01. Therefore, given the political
developments in the last two decades and their ¢tinpa the state-society relations, a
similar study explaining media-state relations wgpecial regard to international
relations was long needed. That need has become apparent and gained urgency
since, in the terms of US President Bush, ‘a lepgmpaign, unlike any other we have
ever seen’ and with ‘an unknown coufseas been declared worldwide against terrorism
in October 2001. Because, the terror attacks ote®aper 2001, continuing threats of
terrorism and the war declared against terrorisvehehanged international relations
dramatically in the recent years. Power politicd egalist approaches have been shaping
the world affairs from international relations tonemunity level policy-making since
September 2001. Also, strict domestic policies kgislations have been introduced to
establish effective social control systems overet@s. They are shaping every aspect of
daily life from travel to communication, from intsocietal relations to understanding
one another. There have been serious setbacks imogt-September 11 episodes era in
basic rights and freedoms, as basic as freedomowfmunication and freedom of
expression. It is important to pinpoint and hightighe negative impacts of the post-
September 11 domestic and international politi@letbpments on the press freedom
and the freedom of expression. This paper largdbntifies the setbacks in these
freedoms attributable to the power politics thas baen pursued by states around the
world.

Siebert, Peterson, and Schramm’s theories thataexphe relations between
state, politics and the press in modern times @teverthy to be a starting point to look

into the present time and to look into internatiopalitics-press relations. Within the
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domain of political society-press relations, thmiain thesis was that “the press always
takes on the form and coloration of the social,itjgal structures within which it
operates. Especially it reflects the system of adocontrol whereby the relations of
individuals and institutions are adjuste@hese phrases have been quoted by many for
the last fifty years including many recent studtes.

Within this thesis, the relationship between thesprand the state during the War
on Terror is an interesting topic to look into. Fais, | aim to summon up and extend the
existing press theories into the present time depto study the relations between mass
media and international politics since the 9/11néveln addition to the theories and
approaches analyzing the relations between the mmestia and domestic political
environment, | shall focus more on the internatigraditical environment and the global
news media relations from 2001. Although the currsiuation of the press-state
relations can be explained with a mixture of Si€beuthoritarian, libertarian and social
responsibility theories —leaving the Soviet theasyde to explain the Soviet period and
remaining communist states only, that seems vedistimct for a conclusive verdict.
That is why a new theoretical dimension or assertineo-authoritarian theory of
press, may be derived from the international and domgsbiitical environment within
which the press operates. As this terminology is m&wv as it was used in earlier
studies:* the present study does not aim to fill a theoatimp on the subject of study,
but instead aims to bring the press theories intoew sphere, namely international
relations and media relations since the Septenbearid to our time.

In this study, in association with the criteriontsatt were used by Siebert,
Peterson, and Schramm to explain and distingui$éreint media systems, such as chief
purpose of media, who has the right to use media; &re media controlled, what is
forbidden, and ownershi,two criterions were chosen as fundamental fondening
the theoretical framework: what to publish, and s#interests to serve. Therefore, in

the analysis of the relationship between the pa@sisthe state during the War on Terror
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these two topics will be kept in mind and any casimns that may come out of this
study should be read and considered within thess.li

Understanding and Theorising the Press-State Relatns

Although the birth and the rise of modern presesidtack to the middle of the 19
century, media studies as a distinct field has kareloping since the interwar years.
Therefore, this area of study needs a historicaltiig and focus, because the
understandings of the media are situated in hestbrgontext which has so far been
neglected? Historical focus in media studies is not only reskdor the pre-war period,
however, another era in media studies which nesstisrital scholarship has started with
the events occurred on September 11 and afterwédelsause of the impact and
significance of the developments happening in ¢hés One of the questions for the press
and media studies in this historical period is thihat theory is applicable to explain the
press and media’s position in the society, espgcial understand state-media-society
relations.

Before moving to the post-9/11 world, it is quitelgful to summarize the
theoretical footings in media studies during thd' #d the 28 centuries. Hampton
notes that contemporary understandings of medi8fgain) first developed during the
19" century at the time of printed media, and later ggomplicated with the emergence
of cinema, radio and television after the First Wowvar!® Before the latter
development, the emergence and proliferation ofspeper in the 1 century was
revolutionary at the time of a media that largebnsist of ‘platform, periodical and
sermon’™ The dominance of newspaper was helped by techpolog large-scale
production and distribution.

During the 18 and early 28 centuries, theories of the press were mostlyedlat
to the relationship between the press, the readads the political ordef® In the

meantime, according to Hampton, two analyticallgtidct and sometimes overlapping
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motifs have engaged the relationship between tmethis period: the press’ educational
function and the commercialization of the pr&sBor the educational functionality, the
press was used as a forum or platform in which fliseussion and exchange of ideas
would produce a consensus on truth and common gaod,this is also called the
‘liberal’ theory of the press. In this understarglof the press, the process of discussion
was seen, by J. S. Mill for example, as educatidsalf.® On the other hand, towards
the end of the 1®century, besides the press’ educational aspestzdmmercialization

of the press has become another reality and tlapeshthe theories of the press into a
certain extent?® Despite the understanding of the press as a coftyravdund the 1880s,
from that time on the press’ representative aspastbecome popular as it meant that the
press would represent people not educate fianith the contribution of this aspect, the
press was expected to write the news not opinfanasjde the facts not the views.

The first impact of the proliferation of newspaperthe state and the society was
that, in Britain, as the political system moved #ogs democracy, the dominant classes
viewed the newspaper as an important componeimeimelationship between the people
and the governmert. This can be interpreted as the first and forenrusible that the
newspaper, the press or the media have producegb¥@rnments. That is why it can be
argued that a new kind of struggle between the statl the society (the latter includes
the press and media) has begun with newspaperlatardaccelerated with the rise of
other media systems such as radio, television laadnternet from the fdcentury into
the 2£%. Within this process, as Hampton borrows the tiggdrom Hall; “Attempts to
make sense of modern press also constituted agetophake sense of the changing
relationship between the dominant and dominatedsek?? At that point, the most
prominent issue about the press during th® déntury was that the press held a huge
power which could be good or bad, positive or negallepended on the stake holders.

From the general public’'s viewpoint it could brilgpe for political awareness and
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democratization. On the other hand, it could bfesy and worries for the state or for the
ruling class with the emergence of mass readership.

With this background at hand, in 1956 Siebert, Bete and Schramm presented
the“Four Theories of the Pressas an attempt to define the mass media-politicaksp
relations within a theoretical and comprehensimi®® They set up four normative
theories, the authoritarian, the libertarian, thevi&, and the social responsibility
theories, with which they defined the relationstuptween the press and domestic
political environment.

According to authoritarian theory of Siebert, thassi media operates under the
direct control of authoritarian governments. Thgegernments do not allow the media
and the press to operate freely. Thus the presdeatisabled from broadcasting the
things that may disturb the state and the estaddiskuthority. In that system, any
possible offence to the state authority is prewtr@ted the media is allowed to operate
only within a controlled ideology and broadcastirsphere. Government or a
governmental institution controls media and pressitutions in their functions and
operations? This kind of broadcasting is not limited to a titéaian society, it may also
been practiced within non-totalitarian societies veall. According to Skjerdal any
government may also adopt an authoritarian medstesy without being openly
totalitarian®

Siebert’s second theory is called libertarian tlgehich is also known as the free
press theory. Siebert explains that the libertatfory defines a media system in which
the press is free to publish whatever it likes. Tibertarian theory of the press comes out
of the writings of J. Milton, J. Locke and J. Studill and as well as of general
philosophy of rationalism and natural rightsAccording to Siebert, the transfer of the
press from authoritarian to libertarian principleas completed in the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries with the inspirations provitbgdLocke’s political philosophy and

later with the contributions of Milton and Mll. In addition to Locke’s revolutionary
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liberal views that influenced the political sphehering the seventeenth and eighteenth
century ‘Enlightenment’, John Milton in his 1644dbo the Areopagitica, contributed to
libertarian principles in his argument for intelieal freedom from media to academia.
According to intellectual freedom argument, man chstinguish between right and
wrong so long as he has unlimited access to thesidad thoughts of othe¥sLater in
the nineteenth century, Mill contributed to theelitarian principles by emphasizing the
importance of the individual's freedom of expressin his this famous writings: “if all
mankind minus one, were of one opinion, and thg onke person were of the contrary
opinion, mankind would be no more justified in siteng that one person, than he, if he
had the power, would be justified in silencing miadk® In the libertarian system of the
press, the main purpose of the press and media isfarm, entertain and sell, but
especially to help discover the truth and to aca aheck on government. Also, in that
view, only defamation, obscenity, indecency andtwee sedition are forbidden. The
media can be controlled only by 'self-righting pess of truth in free market place of
ideas’ and by court® In this view of free press, there should be ntric®ns on import
or export of media messages across the nationatidrs. Moreover, journalists and
media professionals ought to have full autonomyinithe media organizatioH.

While these developments were taking place in f#vem grounds, two other
media systems, the Soviet theory and the socigloresbility theory, were born in the
early twentieth century. The Soviet theory was tlgyed with the rise of the Soviet
Union and the Communist Eastern Bloc within the X ideology through later
alterations by the influences of Lenin and St&firts roots hailed from state-centric
thinking of Hegel and from 19century Russian thinkin§f. Main characteristics of the
Soviet theory, which was a product of the commuidisblogy of Marx and Engels, were
that media organizations were to serve the inter@sthe Soviet socialist system and the
Communist Party. The media was state-owned anelgl@®ntrolled by the state as an

arm of the state by surveillance and economic ditigad action of the government.
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Although it was widely used in the Soviet Uniormaar applications were also used by
the Nazis and Italiar®,and the latter examples suit authoritarian systens greater
extent. Hence, the Soviet theory differs from thetharitarian theory that media
organizations have a certain responsibility tortlaeidience. The primary responsibility
was to provide an inclusive view of the world acting to Marxist-Leninist-Stalinist
thought®

Another system of the press, social responsibilitgory, was formed in the
twentieth century to meet a need that was idedtifilen the press failed to fulfil its
promises for revealing the truth, especially duraomflict and war. Mainly, it was the
product of the work of the US Commission on Freeddrthe Press (CFP), the writings
of William Hocking (a member of the Commission) asfdpractitioners® Two studies,
which have contributed to the development of somaponsibility theory of the press,
are important to mention in this regard; as one pasished by W. Hocking;reedom
of the Press: A Framework of Princip(&947), and the other by the CH®R Free and
Responsible Pregd4947)*’ On the issue, especially the CFP, created inateeforties,
defined certain principles for the press, which awtlined as: “the power and near
monopoly position of the media impose on them digation to be socially responsible,
to see that all sides are fairly presented andpihiglic has enough information to
decide”®® About the time that the CFP was working on theesis the United States, the
Royal Commission on the Press and the General oninthe Press were founded in
Britain to do similar work. Indeed these establishis in Britain reached supportive
results to that of the CFP, as a sense of puldigomsibility and sense of public service
within which the press was encouradddin that regard, according to social
responsibility theory of the press, the duties aesponsibilities of the press were
expressed in the words of ‘informativeness, trattguracy, objectivity, and balance’.
With these principles in mind, the press or media & act with the purpose of

informing, entertaining, selling, and particulangising the conflict to the plane of
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discussiorf’ The goal of the social responsibility theory, @nel efforts that have created
it, is to achieve a pluralized media which refletis diversity of society and provides an
access to various points of viéwrhe social responsibility system’s major differenc
from the libertarian theory is that it aims to pdw®/easy access for both different mass
media and minority groups in the press. Also whoeses the press is accountable to his
audience as well as to the governnférithe social responsibility system aims to control
media by community opinion, consumer action andgs®ional ethics, as the press or
media can be used by everyone who has somethisgytoIn accordance with that
control system, violation of the recognized privaights and vital social interest are
strictly forbidden®
In addition tothe Four Theoriesframing, there have been various other efforts to

explain the relationship between political systeansl the press. For example, Herbert
Altschull** also proposed three press theories which are Marlented, Marxist-
Communitarian and Advancing press moveménht8eyond the Four Theories,
Altschull's study was neutral, valuable and satrgfyand it has contributed normative
press theorie® Later, Hallin and Manchini introduce another thmiéferent media
systems as the Mediterranean or the Polarized IBtdodel’’, the North-Central
European or Democratic Corporatist Modfeind the North Atlantic or Liberal Mod&l.

Among other efforts, Marxist media studies or tieomprovide a wide range of
issues and approaches for the subject from theo@uth Marxism to the neo-Marxist
formulations and critical theories. Within the agnb of Marxist media theories,
Schramm’s Soviet Theoty was already discussed earlier. Other concepttializaf
Marxist media theory can be found in Chantlemd Altschul? Besides the Marxist
media model, in which the press and the media tger@ serve the interests of the
Soviet socialist system and the Communist Partpusitned in Schramm and Altschull,
Marxist critiques of media is independently valeabb explain why governments and

states are so keen on controlling the press andmib@ia. According to Chandler,
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Marxists consider the mass media as a tool in cepmtion of the status quo, and with
this they differ from liberals and pluralists whategorize the press and the media as
something promotes freedom of spe&th line with this, Herbert Marcuse’s phrases
are worthy to cite here:
The means of... communication..., the irresistdal¢put of the entertainment and
information industry carry with them prescribeditattes and habits, certain
intellectual and emotional reactions which bind donsumers... to the producers
and, through the latter to the whole [social sy$tdrhe products indoctrinate and
manipulate; they promote a false consciousnesshwisicimmune against its

falsehood... Thus emerges a patternre# dimensional thought and behavidtr

Also, the Frankfurt School concluded that the meslimaking ordinary people no more

than a ‘mass society’ which is helpless to resistliaa manipulatiori’

September 11 Events and the Press
September 11 was unquestionably a defining moméaenwhe centuries-long course of
the development of civil liberties and civil rightas been paused if not totally reversed.
It was also sharp turn and the opening of a newahuntricate era for the free press and
freedom of expression in particular. There havenb@any cases of abuses of power
against the press, media and civil society in ganess stated by Marjorie Cohn when
she claimed that “under the guise of the ‘war amot¢ the Bush administration had
launched a war on civil liberties®. This war has had serious global ramifications for
society, from the press to academia, and from siiety organizations to public life.

It should be pointed out that pressures and diffitmes for the free press and
liberal voices in the new era began with an irdhwas the case that the civil rights and
freedoms, that have been redefined, deterioratetbtally eradicated since 2001, had

long been widely enjoyed by people living in thetarious and free West, with Halliday
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and Kissinger's terms, in comparison with the suppressive Communist Blowas in
the West where the libertarian and social respditgilpress systems were being
promoted until very recently, as the rival Sovletdry had ruled some parts of the world
until its demise. In other words, the states thateosupported and promoted the free
press ideology and liberal views domestically ameérnationally have made sharp turns
against press freedom and civil rights startingifitbe early days of the War on Terror.

In order further to explain the irony mentionedslitould be exemplified during
the first phase of War on Terror that the Westeedian had primarily been banned from
entering and reporting from Taliban controlled Adgistan by the hard-line Taliban
movement prior to the September 11 attacks. Howdater, apart from the Taliban’s
violations of freedom of expression and other fundatal civil rights, similar problems
emerged for the free press in the liberal worldval. At the time Robert Fisk stated “the
West and the Western media has balanced distoitedg@which had remained from the
Taliban pressures, with the half-trutfiof the Western official and private intelligence
and news resources which is dominating the flothefnews from the battlefields of the
War on Terror.

In the meantime, at the propaganda level, a phygicdl warfare was employed
on the free press with political blows and everedls that were basically targeting the
freedom of expression. Those pressures were vesggsias they were attached to the
statements of state officials in Washington, Londod other capitals around the globe.
Not very long after September 11, top officialsthese capitals stated publicly that
limitations on publications and broadcasting wil & crucial part of the War on Terror.
For example, on September 26 2001, the US presadiesgokesman Ari Fleischer
warned that "all Americans need to watch what they, watch what they dg®.In line
with Fleischer’'s statement a television journalBi] Maher and a columnist, Susan
Sontag, were condemned and censored in the weedts itimediately followed

September 11 events. Susan Sontag’'s comments inN€éhe Yorker's ‘Talk of the
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Town’ column was one of the few opinion pieces thppeared in American media in
terms of dissent and that attracted official andlisuoutrage’® Perhaps the worst
example of this was the sacking of various joustslthat went against what seemed to
be officially deemed acceptable. Journalist Tomti@gtcriticized President Bush for
being out of Washington and in hiding on the da@/fl, and was subsequently sacked
by Texas City Sufi* Similarly, the Daily Courier of Oregon fired colmist Dan Guthrie
for criticizing President Bush for his poor perf@nte as the leader during a day of
national traged{? In another example, Jackie Anderson of the SunoAate in Utah
was also forced to leave her job after writing &Jusm about American state and public
reaction to the events saying "War is not the @uifon available to us. Seeking justice
is action. Making peace is actiof?".

It was not only media bosses that put pressurehenpeople with liberal or
alternative views regarding the events of 9/11 #dair aftermath, but the behaviour of
the manipulated general public was also notabteersame direction. In order to make a
reference to Siebert’s main thesis on the intevadbetween political-social structure of
the society and the press, many examples can lledsjpeit during the War on Terror.
For instance, it was reported that Howard Rosenlkeer@V critic with the Los Angeles
Times of nearly 25-years experience, received redglof telephone and email messages
guestioning his patriotism because of his criticisfthe Bush Administration on the
same grounds as Gutting, Guthrie and Andef$dn.another occasion, on October 16,
2001, when the liberally-oriented Berkeley City @oill adopted a resoluti8hwhich
had requested the City Manager to send a lettdreganembers of the US Congress to
take whatever action they can to cease the bontfidgghanistan and to seek a legal,
non-military resolution, it received thousands bbpe calls, e-mails, and letters tagging
the members of the Council as traitBts\ll these were the start of a battle against the

free press, liberal media and freedom of expresasotine further pressures and problems
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were going to come about for journalists and indéleat voices during the War on
Terror that began in October 2001 over the skigsfglhanistan.

Similar reactions have also come from other govems towards circles that
have alternative views on the war on terror. Inithald to Ari Fleischer’s statements
guoted earlier, it was noticeable in this contdsdt tthe British Government summoned
news editors in October 2001 to discuss the way there covering the "war against
terrorism" and the bombing campaign in Afghanistaim a later case, Italian PM Silvio
Berlusconi told Italian television and radio netk®not to broadcast the incident and the
footages of the Italian hostages in IfddSimilarly, it was revealed that when the US
news network CBS was about to broadcast the imafeAmerican soldiers and
contractors abusing and torturing Iragi inmatethimn Abu Ghraib prison, CBS admitted
that it had faced considerable pressure from tmeaen not to do sU.Moreover, there
have been countless reports that the White Houszea® angrily to the broadcasting and
publication of footage and pictures of the coffofsUS soldiers who have died in Iraq
and Afghanistan. It is moreover interesting to nibi@ when President Bush and Vice-
President Cheney appeared before the Commissi@stigating the 9/11 attacks there
was no press coverage allowed and no recordingaosdript was mad®; therefore
without any discernable good reason for thoseictisins on the public’s right to know
what the top two officials of the administrationekm about the 9/11. Many such cases
have also been reported worldwide for the lasssien years.

On the position and opinion of the society andestdtose and similar reactions
can be read as the confirmation of the assertiahwias laid out by Siebert, Peterson and
Schramm, as they were to say: “To see the diff@ehetween the press systems in full
perspective, then, one must look at the socialesystin which the press functions. To
see the social systems in their true relationshithé press, one has to look at certain
basic beliefs and assumptions which the societgshdhe nature of man, the nature of
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society and the state, the relation of man to taéesand nature of knowledge and
truth”.”*

The Changing Press Attitudes towards the Events

After these initial incidents that have happenethenwestern societies, what changes the
press attitudes have shown towards developmerds iateresting topic to look at. On
this, it may be appropriate to say that, as a tdsigfings, pressures and even threats
upon media workers and press institutions, newsceswoperating in and around the war
zone and especially independent news agenciesevergually forced to a line that was
seen as tolerable by the U.S. By doing so, martii@®American and Western European
television channels were so disciplined somehowl, @rly concerned on destruction of
the terror camps in Afghanistan, but dissuaded frecounting the truth about the
methods used in war on terrorism, and about thpalesf Afghan refugees and the
slaughter of thousands of civilians. On the isstieeporting the civilian casualties, a
theatrical attitude in the Western media (and atber world media which relied on the
major global media sources), became the norm arsduwderlined with the phraseot
been independently confirmeébllowed almost all news on the civilian casuaitfe
during the US bombings in Afghanistan and Iraqg.s®gjently, it is partly due to this
attitude that we now have confusing figures fortthtal numbers of civilian casualties in
the Afghanistan War, and in Irag since the occapatif 2003. The number of civilian
casualties varies from one thous&ttd four thousand$just for the first three months of
the American bombardment of Afghanistan. Betweetoler 7 and December 6 more
than 3767 Afghan civilians were killed by Americain strikes, equivalent of 62 civilian
deaths per day within the mentioned peridtvith regards human casualties, when only
counting the death toll of the invasion of Afghaars Jonathan Steele ©he Guardian
stated these as being between 20,000 and 49,808yir2002 when reported from Herat,

Afghanistan’® However, the figures from Iraq have been even nwaise since the US
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invasion of the country. The number of deaths eflians and combatants are now
exceeding a milliod! Only 62,570 civilian deaths were reported in thesst media

according to Iraq Body Count, a web-based projegbrting the violent events leading to
the death of civilians, or the bodies being fougdhe careful review and integration of
hospital, morgue, NGO and official figur€sAccording to a Lancet Study, “as of July,
2006, there have been 654 965 excess Iraqi deathscansequence of the war, which
corresponds to 2.5% of the population in the stauda. Of post-invasion deaths, 601 027

were due to violence, the most common cause bainfjrg”’

These figures are a clear
confirmation of the irrelevance and illegafityand a plain refutation of the coalition
partners’ defensive case for waging war to avetémital civilian casualties at the brink
of the war in order to convince a sceptical publicey also openly deny the politicians
who orchestrated the war on terror purportedly onvincing rationale and for a better
world. For example, British PM Tony Blair infamoydhad stated that: “this military
plan has been put together mindful of our detertronato do all we humanly can to
avoid civilian casualties* Overall, the number of civilians killed during ttar on
Terrorism, which includes the war in Afghanistahe twar Irag and other military
operations around globe, can now be given in mufliolt is now not only the states
which take part in the battles to blame for thefasimg number of civilian victims of the
war on terror, also the attitudes of some globadlim@etworks should be noted in this
account.

The problem appears to be that the attitude of najd globally-operating media
organizations towards the War on Terror has codtithe historic assertion, “the press
always takes on the form and coloration of theadqmolitical structures within which it
operates”, made by Siebert, Peterson and Schranemtioned earlie?? However, the
stance of some media institutions has been morblematic than the acts of state
officials in terms of fulfilling press’ roles andrgmises for revealing the truth. The

attitude of the media given below is a clear condition of this. Some examples that can
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be quoted from the American media are as followaraVLiasson from National Public
Radio and Michael Barone of U.S. News & World Refath agreed and stated: "Look,
war is about killing people. Civilian casualties amavoidable, Civilian casualties are

not news's3

The text of a memo circulated to editors of a $toabn Florida newspaper
stated: "‘do not use’ photos on Page 1-A showimngian casualties from the U.S. war
on Afghanistan. Our sister paper in Fort Walton @edas done so and received
hundreds and hundreds of threatening e-mails”,"@wdnot use’ wire stories which lead
with civilian casualties from the U.S. war on Afglistan. They should be mentioned
further down in the story...The only exception ishé U.S. hits an orphanage, school or
similar facility and kills scores or hundreds ofildren”.®* The reaction of Jacky
Anderson’ superior at the Sun Advocates of UtahyilKé&shby, to Anderson’s column
(mentioned earlier) is worth mentioning in this aedy as he stated: "This is not the
direction | want my newspaper to go fit"As Bivens reported, “the chairman of CNN
has argued that it would be "perverse" to focugigitian casualties, and has instructed
reporters to, basically, justify such deaths witlditarializing commentary®
Furthermore, in one more quotation from Bivens: rffoother journalists have also
argued that civilian casualties simply ‘aren't név@n Fox television's ‘Special Report
with Brit Hume’ in November 2001, for example, Hum@ndered if the deaths of
women and children should be ‘big news,” becausdian casualties are historically, by
definition, a part of war’, according to the chakirfé

Also widely adopted by many news channels in USKsas CNN and the Fox
News) were nationalistic symbols such as the U§ #ad the mottos such as ‘US at
War’ and the ‘War on Terror’ used on screen fomuatic effect to influence the public.
A recent study, which surveyed the impact of masslienon public support for civil
liberties restrictions, discovered that nationdévision news viewing and hours spent
watching television in the US after September 1é&név have positively affected the

public support for these restrictioffsThe words of William Safire of the New York
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Times are notable in this regard when he statede ‘ffation is on a kind of war footing.

Even in peacetime, news credibility does not floant splitting the moral difference

between good and evil. In the climate of today'slastared war, private media in

democracies are free to take either side, but t&ayer-supported broadcasting is
supposed to be on our sid&”.

With regards this self-censorship of media to thenés directly concerning and
surrounding the ‘War on Terror’, plus the pressuared threats from state official, the
press actually sought to bury hard stories withgb# ones, or delivering them with a
soft tone. For example, with regards the refugesiscin Afghanistan, Edward and
Cromwell reported that ITN and the BBC repeatedipveed dramatic footage of
thousands of refugees fleeing the fighting and bogn Kosovo in 1999. However,
from October 2001 to January 2002, the Guardiantioreed Maslakh refugee camip
twice - an average of once every two months. Bytregh between April and June 1999
the Guardian mentioned the plight of 65,000 Kosoxefugees stranded at Brace on
Macedonia's border with Kosovo 48 times - an awerafjonce every two days.In
another case, around Christmas 2001, the peoplehalospent some summer nights
outside their homes because of a bushfire in thrirbs of Sydney, attracted more
attention and coverage from Western news ageniaesiding the BBC and ITN, than
the thousands of Afghan refugees living in freeztogditions in poor tents on freezing
Afghan mountainsides due to the war on teffdEven worse is that, while the press was
removed from its classical role as a voice of théht it has on the other hand been used
by the American-led coalition as a propaganda toadhow the world their generosity
and humanitarian face. Numerous pictures were loasdof scared, hungry, weak
Afghans (including children) searching for kosheyod packages dropped from
American aircraft. They did so with their eyes sharg skyward, but their feet down in

the heavily land-mined fields of the Afghan coustde?
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The ‘War on Terror’ and the Press: The Case of Al-dzeera TV Network

Out of this overall atmosphere, the case of Qatdr3azeera was a particular Sheas it
was once regarded as a sign of democracy in thdl®ast. Al-Jazeera was born in late
1996 as the result of the cancellation of a cohtratween the Saudi-owned and Rome-
based Orbit Radio and BBC World Service’'s Arabiagiaage TV Station. After two
years of operation the Saudi government has engedgreement with BBC over a
censorship issue. Al Jezeera, which was in thegssof establishment at the time, has
used this opportunity to employ about 20 media @&Ndprofessionals left jobless by
BBC World Service’s demised Arabic TV Station. histdeal, according to EI-Newawy
and Iskandar, Al-Jazeera has not only transfer@ BVorld Service’s staff members,
but also imported the content, style and spiriB&C World Service. With its mission
and spirit, Al-Jazeera is seen the supporter ofadeacy, free market and civil society in
general and in the Middle E&St.For example, Robert Fisk ohe Independent
underscored right after September 11 that: “Tonedfrian from the New York Times
had visited the Middle East and wrote few monthiteethe September 2001 terror
attacks that Qatar's Al-Jazeera satellite chanre & welcome sign for democracy’s
development in the Middle East. Friedman thought the challenge that Al-Jazeera had
posed for the Arab dictators of the Middle East veagood idea®® Indeed in his
February 2001 article in the New York Times Friednmetably wrote that Al-Jazeera
was "not only the biggest media phenomenon tohaitArab world since the advent of
television, it also is the biggest political phersmon" in the regiod’ Friedman
obviously did not know what was going to happenmnstmosupport both his claims about
the channel, though Fisk appears to have graspeddicum of what would, as he
continues: “The Al-Jazeera story is being rewritdnery recent times. On the first days
of October 2001, US Secretary of State Colin Poveagiped the Emir of Qatar over the

knuckles because - so he claimed - Al-Jazeera imaiitig anti-Americanism®® When
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accompanied by what appears to have become theo robtthe authoritarian post-
September 11 world, ‘the world will hardly be thearee again’, the disappointment that
Fisk points out may be enough to elucidate theadiies of this new era that the free
press and freedom of expression were entering iHmwvever, besides Fisk’s own
observation of a changing world for free media eind liberties, the early developments
that took place aftermath of the September 11 lktawlicated, with the special case of
Al-Jazeera, that there was going to be a U-turrpfess freedom and for press rationale
in a course from West to the rest of the world.

In the case of Al-Jazeera, from the channel’'s v@ny it was broadcasting all
the news it received from around the world inclgdine battlefields in Afghanistan, Iraq
and elsewhere. At the beginning of the war on teitavas regarded as the CNN of the
war in Afghanistan, referring to the role that CNisld played in 1991 Gulf W4F.In
effect, it was feeding the world media and publithootage of the US bombardments
as well as with footage of televised statement©bgma Bin Laden, while, on the other
hand, interviewing top American officials, such@snald Rumsfeld, Colin Powell and
others as a sign of being open to all voices. Nberss, the Americans while
continuously and resolutely using the channel t@ gheir messages to the Arab world
via Al-Jazeerd® were not at all happy with Al-Jazeera. As claingdibrahim Hilal,
chief editor of the Arabic language network, Amaricdislike of Al-Jazeera resulted in
the deliberate bombing of its offices in Kabul ardu3 am on November 13, 2081.
According to the network's managing director, Mohaad Jassim al-Ali, speaking to the
Associated Press, “the strike could have been elgib, because the office was located
in a residential area of Kabul®® The work of the Afghan office of Al-Jazeera was th
grounds of US pressures on the Emir of Qatar td ghs news channel down and Kkill
any news that lacked American accreditation. Evalyuas Flanders highlights, when
the Northern Alliance forces entered Kabul, Al-Jaaewas forced to broadcast CNN's

footage of the event§? In another such serious insult, the channel’s caman Sami Al
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Hajj was detained while on duty to Afghanistan as‘@nemy combatant” in December
2001, and has been held without charge at Guantargase for approximately seven
years™® According to Joel Simon of the New York-based Cdttem to Protect
Journalists, Al-Hajj's detention for so many yewsighout a trial is a grave injustice and
also represents a threat to all journalists workingonflict areas®®

The US’ highly distasteful campaign against thencieh and journalists has gone
beyond the borders of Afghanistan. During the eamgnths of the Iraq War, Al-
Jazeera’s Baghdad office was also bombed on Ap20D83, killing the journalist Tarek

Ayoub1°®

Colin Powell, who had used Al-Jazeera to delivisr hessages to the Arab
world at the start of the war on terror, complairsgbut the channel to the foreign
minister of Qatar, Shaykh Hamad Jasim ibn Jabir TAlni, during his visit to
Washington in 2004 claiming: “Al Jazeera's broatkchad intruded on relations between
the US and Qatar®’ Defence Secretary Donald Rumsfeld also gave &igdverdict on
the channel and other Arab news networks beforeCthncil on Foreign Relations in
Chicago on August 6, 2004. According to Rumsfettle‘reporting by Arab media such
as Al Jazeera and Al Arabiya has damaged US ingisitin the Middle East. They have
persuaded an enormous fraction of people (in Iratjthe Middle East) that the United
States is in Iraq as an occupying force, ‘whicka ige™.*®® In March 2004 the deputy
Head of US Military Operations in Iraq, Mark Kimit'é opinion of the channel with
regards American military action in Iraq, was atéearly stated when he claimed: “My
solution is to change the channel to a legitimatehoritative, honest news station. The
stations that are showing Americans intentionalliinig women and children are not
legitimate news source$®® During the siege and bombardment of Fallujah irilAp
2004, General Kimmitt again accused the Arab memhgijcularly Al-Jazeera, of biased
reporting and inciting further violenc¢é® The condemnation of the channel’s reporting in
Fallujah by the American forces during the siegs waly one instance of the American

dislike of the true reporting in the war on terrparticularly war in Iraq. According to
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Al-Jazeera’s Editor in Chief, Ahmed Al-Sheik, thbaonel was only reporting and
showing pictures from hospitals, schools and grakasy in Fallujah, where 700 Iraqis
were killed in a week to April 2004 However, later in that year, although Al-Jazeera’s
Editor in Chief, Ahmed Al-Sheik, claimed that asmseorganization Al-Jazeera goes
where the news is and there is nothing untowarthah regard further action followed.
Al-Jazeera’s offices and facilities in Irag werenbad and shut down by a decision
imposed by the Iragi PM following months of accimad by US authorities and the US
pressures on the Iragi authoritfes.

As another response towards Al-Jazeera from a vaodalition front, in a leaked
November 2005 document published in UK’s Daily Miyrit was claimed that the US
President Bush asked British Prime Minister abauhbing Al-Jazeera’s headquarters in
Doha, Qatar during Blair’s visit to the White House April 16, 20042 Interestingly, it
took Downing Street, PM Blair's Office, nearly twoonths to deny the claim, and
however, two officials were immediately accused ahdrged under the UK Official
Secrets Act

Conclusion

It is widely accepted that the world has hardlyrb#ee same as after the September 11.
There have been strict and harsh restrictions glagmn every aspect of human and

social life. This paper attempted to elaborate o rtestrictions placed on the press

during the new era. By providing a brief summaryretent developments, the paper

considered the incidents of domestic and internatiomportance. It was necessary to

present them together as the overall issue foptess is not separable between domestic
and international domains. The analysis of thoseldpments within the press freedom

perspective helps us to conclude that a structsindt has been taking place in the

relationship between the press and governmentecknt years, the press and the media

face significant challenges in defining their rotesponsibilities and dutié$® That
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mainly stemmed from the state’s changing attitudesrds civil liberties in general and
press freedom in particular. We are in a positionclaim that a new theoretical
conceptualization is needed to distinguish and @bnd the present situation for the
media and the press. In other words, the explamatidhe new situation created by the
War on Terror and its implications on the pressdm@n at least necessitates the
modification of the earlier theories in order tgkn the present issues. Regarding the
theoretical framework in which the press operaties,libertarian theory and the social
responsibility theory can no longer be applied altm the relations between the media
(press) and the state in the post September 1dwbrtan be argued that a theoretical
sea change can be observed for the press-statiemslander the light of the events that
have been taking place globally since the 9/11.

It may be argued that the rationale for the masdianieas shifted to some extent
from a mixture of libertarian and social respongipisystems to a new sphere in the
post-September 11 world. It may not be an exaggerab say that a modicum of the
authoritarian press system or understanding has bdded to that mixture recently.
Regardless of how permanent, fundamental and tleént is, that shift is required to be
highlighted, defined and explained according to th@que environment of mass
communication imposed by the developments in thst Beptember 11 world, and
particularly by the War on Terror. For that purposdy a concise account of background
developments have been provided. These developnmelitate the emergence of a new
situation upon which a new dimension to the masdiansystems or theories can be
added. In doing so it can be pointed out that nmasdia ethics and press rationale are
perceived differently since the September 11, 200is article attempted to elucidate
that state-media relations seem to be a mixturkbeftarian, social responsibility and
authoritarian systems today, especially given thieraction between the press and
international political developments. However, fan established theory, such as

introducing a neo-authoritarian theory of pressrehshould be more and in depth
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analysis in the field. The need for further studi&shis kind has only been implied, and
this job remains for the academics working in mestiiaies.

As the final words, it is not a fantastic claimtttiae US President Bush, British
PM Blair and Italian PM Berlusconi have attemptedrtake the war on Iraq and the war
on Afghanistan (the War on Terror in general) aaptthe Boer War, during which
almost all of the respected papers presented dvesvof the ruling Conservative Party in
Britain and have contributed to the distortion loé truth about the war® to give the
public only the truth (or the opinion) they beliewe order to get the press and the news
media out of this troubling situation which movesvards a dead-end in terms of their
relations with the state and of their responsipifiir the general public, a substantial
theoretical account explaining and justifying tlieelom of expression can be found
within the early nineteenth century writings. J@taart Mill alone provided a powerful
justification for it as he argued that ‘free ex@ies of diverse opinions was necessary in

order to ensure that the truth could gain promieehd
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