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DAVID ROBIE

Behind the
New World

myths

Whose Story? Reporting the Develop-
ing World After the Cold War, edited by
Jill Spelliscy and Gerald B. Sperling,
Calgary, Canada: Detselig Enterprises,
1993. 242 pp. Unpriced.

‘Igetterribly angry,’ remarks Daniel
Nelson, editor of Gemini News Serv-
ice,‘whenjournaliststakethe phrase,
which is completely manufactured,
“New World Order”— it’s absolutely
meaningless. Personally Idon’t think
there is a New World Order. I think
we have the same world order, but
without the Soviet Union which was
never a major part of the world
economy. And if you live in Kat-
mandu or Kampala, there is no
change.’

A provocative comment? It prob-
ably was at the time. But this state-
ment, among many at the end of a
three-day conference in Canada at-
tended by dozens of journalists from
around the globe, has become an
increasingly common view.

The conference, organised by the
University of Regina, Saskatchewan,
and Gemini, the London-based de-

veloping world news agency well
known in the Pacific, analysed me-
dia coverage of the developing world.
Nelson and other critics character-
ised the ‘New World Order’ as an
ideology pushed by the international
corporate world.

As the editors of Whose Story?
point out, the words and the agendas
of the powerful are absorbed easily
into the popular lexicon — weaken-
ingthe capacity to be critical and the
ability to distinguish between real-
ity and illusion.

The difference between how peo-
ple live in the West/North and how
people live in the developing world/
South remains unchanged. Injustice
remains. In the midst of all this,
Jjournalists from the developing world
see the Western media turning at-
tention away from the South, look-
ing for new hot spots of conflict and
disaster.

Stimulating, absorbing reading
but the presentation is rather dense.
Although thereis a diversity of back-
grounds and views among the con-
ference chapters makingup the book,
the Pacific was sorely under-repre-
sented. Joseph Ealodona, then a re-
porter with the National Broadcast-
ing Commission and now a public
relations officer for a PNG parlia-
mentary agency charged with pro-
vincial government reforms, was the
sole participant from the Pacific.
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Unfortunately, his views were rather
trite and lessinformative than many
of the other contributors.
Nevertheless, this is a remark-
ably useful volume and it is bound to
be adopted as a course text for devel-
opment journalism programmes. —

DAVID ROBIE
Media hypocrisy
on East Timor

A Critical View of Western Journalism
and Scholarship on East Timor, by Ge-
offrey Gunn, Manila: Journal of Con-
temporary Asia Publishers, 1994. 272
pp- K10.

Shortly after the Dili massacre in
November 1991, I was paid a ‘kill’ fee
by one of New Zealand’s largest dai-
lies rather than publish a detailed
account ofthe circumstances leading
up to the massacre and an exposure
of the Indonesian lies and distor-
tions. The full-page broadsheet arti-
cle had already been set up in type
and laid out when it was ‘pulled’
from the paper. A New Zealander
was among those who were brutally
murdered by Indonesian troops that
tragic day. Yet the New Zealand
media were reluctant to publish the
truth. My article was eventually pub-
lished in NZ Monthly Review,a small
circulation national magazine.

The incident was perhaps the
mostextreme example of mainstream
media self-censorship on the issue
that I have personally experienced.
But it was always apparent to me
that news editors had a mind set
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over Indonesia and the East Timor
issue. Australia was far worse than
New Zealand (whose government and
media, after all, take their cue from
across the Tasman) and the Pacific
media all but ignore the Timor issue.
Perhaps this mind set has at
least partially been altered by John
Pilger and the controversy over his
Death of a Nation televison docu-
mentary which have exposed the
hypocrisy and blatant self-censor-
ship practised by the Australian and
several other Australian news me-
dia over the issue. But in many re-
spects Pilger was simply reporting
what many of us journalists in the
Pacific reporting on Indonesian colo-
nialism have been saying for years.
Soitisrefreshingindeed tosee A
Critical Review of Western Journal-
ism and Scholarship on East Timor,
Geoffrey Gunn’s timely critique of
news media responses to Indonesian
colonialism. It comprehensively ex-
poses the double standards and hy-
pocrisy of Western governments —
particularly Australia, given the he-
roic sacrifice of the East Timorese
people in support of Australian com-
mandos in the defence of Australia
from Japanese fascism during the
Second World War, the eagerness of
Australia to militarily intervene
alongside the forces on the side of the
‘free world’ in South-East Asia in the
1960s, Australia’s special role in bro-
kering the peace plan for Cambodia
in 1990 to the defence of ‘democracy’
against tyranny in the rescue to
Kuwait from Saddam Hussein.
‘Again, notes Gunn, ‘we confront
the paradox where the antipodean
model of a “free press” has — seem-






