











America’s Night Side

Let us be very clear, let us not be deceived,
race is the most explosive issue in
American life, the most difficult dilemma in
American society. It’s America’s rawest nerve.
And in order to come to terms with race, we
have to begin with something profoundly un-
American — a sense of history, a very deep
sense of history. America understood itself as a
society that transcends history; the last, best
hope of earth; bereft of ancestors; holding the
past at arm’s length. There was a literary
genius from Oxford, Mississippi, named
William Faulkner who said, “The past is never
fully passed.”

It's impossible even in the 21st century to
come to terms with race without looking at
the night side of America’s past and present —
America’s dark side, its underside, as it were.
It's very difficult for Americans, it’s very diffi-
cult for the American empire in the 21st cen-
tury, to look closely, candidly, critically at 246
years of slavery, subjugation, dispossession of
land of indigenous peoples, the Chinese
Exclusion Act in 1882 — four years prior to
the Statue of Liberty being established in New
York; having to acknowledge the fact that the
U.S. capitol was built by slaves, the very sym-
bol of freedom in the rotunda of the U.S.
capitol was assembled by slaves; that the
vicious legacy of white supremacy was like a
serpent wrapped around the legs of the table
upon which the Declaration of Independence
was signed by the Founding Fathers. You all
recall the words of the great literary critic
Samuel Johnson, “What are we to make of the
yelps for liberty among the slave holders and
slave drivers in the United States?” 22 percent
of the inhabitants of the 13 colonies in 1776

hunted; chickens coming home to roost; the
most barbaric war in the 19th century, the
Civil War, with 620,000 dead; more Union
soldiers dead — 350,000 — than all U.S. sol-
diers in World War II. Each life precious, but
acknowledging this one issue could bring
down the curtain on the precious yet precari-
ous experiment in democracy called the
United States of America. The near death of
America because of its inability to wrestle in a
mature manner with race, its deep legacy of
white supremacy, fundamental for not just the
making of America but as you know the mak-
ing of the modern world with its

It's impossible even in the 21st century to
come to terms with race without looking at the
night side of America’s past and present —
America’s dark side, its underside, as it were.

elective affinities and similarities
to European imperialism and
French colonialism and a whole
host of other realities that go hand
in hand with our discussion about

were enslaved Africans. No reference to slav-
ery in the U.S. Constitution — a sign that
America would attempt to deny, evade, avoid
its night side. And the result was what? Being

race in America.

I'm sure many of you know in the 1870s
there were more black people in the Senate
than there are today. Two from Mississippi.
Because after the Civil War there was this
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heroic attempt to create a multi-racial democ-
racy. A black man was head of the Supreme
Court in South Carolina, a black man
Lieutenant Governor of New Orleans, and
we can go on and on, but after 1877 it was
very clear that though the white supremacist
confederacy lost the war, white supremacist
America won the peace. And for another 80
years there would be Jim Crow, institutional
terrorism, organised deception, systematic
hate. For 51 years, every two and a half days
some black man, woman, or child would be
hanging from some tree — that peculiar
American institution called “lynching.”
Strange fruit that southern trees bear that the
great Billie Holliday sang about with such
power. And as America was expanding, flex-
ing its economic muscles, becoming part of
the imperial world, subsuming six million
coloured peoples in Cuba, Guam, the Philip-
pines and Hawaii, black people would be
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locked into Jim Crow — no right to vote, ten-

ant farmers, day labourers. That peonage is
part of the historical backdrop, so very
important.

During World War I, black people would
go off to fight to make the world safe for
democracy, and would return with their
rights and liberties violated. Even black sol-
diers lynched with the U.S. flag wrapped
around their precious bodies. This is part of
the history with which we must come to
terms and it is a history that is often held at
arm’s length in any substantive discussion.
And we would have to wait until the end of
the age of Europe — devastated, divided,
demoralised. 1945: concentration camps with
Jewish brothers and communists and social-
ists and gays and lesbians, and mushroom

used to often say, “Would America move from
perceived innocence to corruption without a
mediating stage of maturity?” Because any
nation who believes that it began innocent has
a sentimental mentality. We don’t know of a
nation in the modern world that is not linked
to some form of barbarism, some structures of
domination shot through its past and its pres-
ent. There are degrees and gradations, yes, but
the very notion of being born innocent is a
sign of what Henry James called a “hotel civil-
isation.” A hotel civilisation is obsessed with
comfort, convenience, contentment, where
the lights are always on. It’s predicated on the
notion that the sun is always out, thereby

denying your night side and your dark side.
And so when black folks sang the blues,
they were trying to keep track of a history
that was rendered silent in that

After 1877 it was very clear that though
the white supremacist confederacy lost the
war, white supremacist America won the
peace. And for another 80 years there
would be Jim Crow, institutional terrorism,
organised deception, systematic hate.

hotel civilisation, knowing that
those realities would come

back

America was going to be what

to haunt America if

it should be, a multi-racial
democracy. And after we broke
the back of American apartheid
in the 1960s, we indeed have

clouds over Hiroshima and Nagasaki. The
end of the age of Europe, and America moves
to the centre of the historical stage with its
apartheid in place — Jim Crow.

It would take heroic efforts of American
citizens to break the back of that white
supremacist form of subjugation. And it’s not
just a matter of Martin Luther King, Jr.
marching in the streets. As grand as he was,
there were 329 uprisings in 257 cities within
four and a half years, the National Guard
forced to protect the White House for the
first time since the Civil War. In 1968, one
night — April 4, 1968, when the bullets
ripped through the precious body of Martin
Luther King, Jr. in room 308, Loraine Motel,
Memphis, Tennessee — 213 uprisings that
one night, shaking the foundations of
American society and culture. And once
again the question would be: would
Americans hit the issue head on or attempt
to circumvent it? Or to put it another way,
would America continue to grow old and
grow big, and not yet grow up?

The great literary critic, EO. Matthieson,
who taught here at Harvard for over 50 years
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seen America make progress,
make breakthroughs. And yet
the figures that Professor Gates invoked —
nearly 40 percent of black children living in
poverty, 40 percent of brown children living
in poverty, higher for red children, 21 per-
cent of all America’s children living in pover-
ty. One percent of the population in America
own 48 percent of the net financial wealth —
still oligarchic, still plutocratic, to some
degree still pigmentocratic, part of the eco-
nomic backdrop of how you create a multi-
racial democracy.

And of course on the ground — and I end
here — with more and more shattered families
and communities, black communities, brown,
red, more and more Asian, even. We should
add as a footnote that, thank God, we have
more Asians from India and Japan and China
and Korea. But that would not be the case if it
were not for the 1965 Immigration Act that
completely overturned the deeply white
supremacist immigration practices between
1924 and 1965. So much of the discussion
these days about the new immigrants from
Ethiopia, Nigeria, Indochina and so forth is a
direct result of the freedom movement in the
60s opening the doors, as it were. )
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At the JFK Museum, congress
participants view a special
Freedom Forum exhibit of
Millennium-edition front pages
from around the world.
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i¢ Gender doesn’t mean women,; gender

doesn’t mean white women. And that’s very
important. What | think of as the renaissance of
scholarship on women’s lives — women’s history,
women’s literature, women’s psychology,
women’s studies — revealed that there was a
gender bias so deeply embedded in the
University that it wasn’t even seen, because it
was so much part of the culture. It was as if you
could study men and speak about humans. 1’

Carol Gilligan



The Subject of

was very pleased to be asked to organise

and chair this panel and have this oppor-
tunity to speak to you and also with you
today. I'm going to be brief and introduce my
panelists, and hopefully we'll have time for
conversation on this very important and
always provocative and controversial subject.
I wanted just to say, to link the two panels,
that frequently when the agenda is race and
gender Cornel West and I are asked to come
and speak together, to do this sort of “race-
gender show.” We've done this on several
occasions and what we do, when we’re asked
to do this, is Cornel speaks about gender and
I speak about race. He speaks about how long
it has taken him as a black man in a racist
society to realise that he benefits from male
privilege and I speak about how long it has
taken me — as a woman and also as somebody

naer

arol Gilligan

who's Jewish — to realise that I benefit from
white privilege.

And so I think its very important, in
assembling my panel and inviting my col-
leagues who graciously accepted to join me
today, to speak with you. One of our largest
statements is what Lani [Guinier]

Patricia Albjerg Graham
Professor of Gender Studies

men and speak about humans. So I want to
honour the extraordinary scholarship in
women’s studies which has made possible
now to have a conversation about gender.
That is, to think about how much our expe-
rience of the world and the ways we live have
to do with the meanings attached to being a
man or being a woman in any particular soci-
ety or segment of society and I think my pan-
elists will say, and I'll certainly say, that I
think we are in the midst of a remarkable
social-cultural transformation on the subject
of gender, and I think it’s one of the least
talked about subjects among us.

I also will say that “gender” is spread
throughout Harvard University. There are sev-
eral loci, people do individual work, and you
will get some sense of the range this morning,
because I've selected my speakers to give you
some sense of the various things that are being

calls our “photo-op.” Gender
doesn’t mean women; gender
doesn’t mean white women. And
that’s very important. What I
think of as the renaissance of
scholarship on women’s lives —

| think we are in the midst of a remarkable
social-cultural transformation on the subject
of gender, and | think it's one of the least
talked about subjects among us.

women’s history, women’s litera-

ture, women’s psychology, women’s studies —
revealed that there was a gender bias so
deeply embedded in the University that it
wasn't even seen, because it was so much part
of the culture. It was as if you could study

done at Harvard. But we're not in one place
and we're not all together. So you'll get a
slightly different feel from this presentation
than from the previous panel, where they are
joined at the Du Bois Institute. °
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know that as professionals in the press,

you're quite accustomed to thinking about
the personal story that interweaves with the
statistics and the research, and I can not speak
to you on this subject without being personal.
So let me tell you that, first of all, perhaps
most importantly to me today is that I turned
50 yesterday and so this is my first profession-
al venue as a grown-up, and I'm glad to be
sharing it with you.

Let me get a little bit more personal and
tell you that I was raised as a Hunt in Dallas.
It's a family that some of you know through
your professional circles. While my father was
the patriarch of a dynasty and had made his
fortune as a wildcatter in the rough and tum-
ble world of the oil and gas industry, I learned
from him a lot about being an iconoclast, but
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Women

Wagmg Peace

Swanee Hunt

I also learned that as a woman I had a partic-
ular place, and that place was to support the
men in my world. Education was not valued.
I wanted to come to Radcliffe, but I was not
allowed to come because that was not a high
value, and while the men worked at the
Company, the women did not have that
option. I remember one day making a reserva-
tion at the Petroleum Club, this was in 1977.
With a name like Swanee — those of you who
aren’t Americans don’t know that Swanee does
not indicate man or woman. So I made a
reservation in the main dining room under
“Swanee Hunt.” When I got there, a very tall
black man in a red coat met me at the elevator
and pointed to my table in the ladies’” dining
room. I said, “Oh no, thank you. I have a
table reserved in the main dining room.” At

Director of the Women and Public Policy
Program, Kennedy School of Government,
and former U.S. Ambassador to Austria

which point he said, “No, I'm sure that it’s in
this other smaller room. We have a beautiful
table by the window.” And I had done my
assertiveness training so I kept smiling and
saying,
the main dining room. I'm sure that that’s my

“No, I'm sure I reserved this table in

table. I'm positive, if you go look, you'll find
And finally this
handsome, tall black man in his red coat said

my name on that table.”

to me, “Lady, I can take you to that table, but
it will cost me my job.” And I realised at that
moment that he and I had much more in
common than I had ever imagined.

Now, I would not be here today if it
weren't for Carol Gilligan. Her book opened a
new sense of the world to me — a sense of
myself, not only from a psychological point of
view, but also with strong sociological impli-
cations. The reason she was named one of the
25 most influential people in this country is
because I represent tens of thousands, if not
hundreds of thousands of people whose whole
sense of themselves as a woman shifted. There
was a paradigm shift. There was a reframing of
who we were, a repackaging of who we could
be. When I was heading off to Vienna to
become the American ambassador, a rather
cynical friend of mine said: “Oh yes, we know
the definition of diplomat — it’s an honest
man sent abroad to lie for his country.” I
thought about that a lot and thought about
what I'd learned from Carol Gilligan — that
maybe there is a different voice that one can



bring into one’s work. And I vowed, before I
got off that airplane, that I would not let the
job reshape me, that somehow I would bring
who I was as a woman into that traditionally
male job. And Peter Rabl, who’s here today,
did one of the first interviews with me. I will
never forget that we connected on a personal
level. I said, “I'm Swanee,” and he said, “Well,
I'm Peter.” And it made a difference, in how I
related not just with the media, but also with
the Chancellor, or the President, or the NGO
community. I discovered that, as a woman, I
was rather good at getting quickly to the per-
sonal level and I was very comfortable being
there. I was also particularly good at building
coalitions to do some very bold enterprises. As
you know when you bring in partners, you
have a much more secure base to make
change. So when Joe Nye, who’s your lunch
speaker today, asked me to come to the
Kennedy School, what he said is that we need
to reshape the culture of this place. We have a
school that has 46 percent women in the stu-
dent body. 90 percent of the tenured faculty is
male, 90 percent of the cases from which they
teach have male protagonists. The women
come to this school and they try to survive,
but they don’t thrive. So I was asked to come
and create from nothing a Women and Public
Policy Program and we have had a grand time
building those partnerships in unlikely places,
getting down to the personal level as quickly
as possible.

Forces for Peace

One of the seven initiatives that we have
started — and by the way our initiatives range
from looking at women in information tech-
nology, women in religion and public policy,
women in development — one of the initia-
tives that has received the most press attention
and has the most hope in it, too, is called
“Women Waging Peace.” What we're trying to
do with that initiative, which is ongoing, is to
bring to bear the qualities that I'm talking to
you about, that are particularly found in com-
munities of women — this ability to connect and
organise at a very personal level — bring that to
bear on the international security questions.

I certainly don’t have to explain to the peo-
ple in this room that since the Cold War it’s
like the lid came off a pressure cooker, and
one of the many unintended consequences of
the fall of communism has been eruptions of

conflicts all over the world. Now what do we,
as the United States, know how to do? I'm
only going to talk about U.S. foreign policy
and T'll let you decide if it fits for the coun-
tries from which you come. What we know
how to do is gather intelligence. I know a lot
about that; we have the largest CIA station in
the world in Vienna. We know how to impose
sanctions — that’s very debatable by the way,
the effect of our sanctions. We know how to
drop bombs. Again, a highly complicated
choice. We dont have a clue about how you
engage the constituency on the ground who
also wants to stop the conflict. Women with-
in a country are overwhelmingly in that cate-
gory. I don’t know if it’s nature or nurture —and
we can talk for a long time about what the
research says on both those tracks — but what I
can tell you is that across the globe there are
women organising to try to prevent wars, to try
to stop wars once they start, to try to stabilise
their countries immediately after a war.

When I was in Vienna, I spent about a
quarter of my time working in the Balkans.
On the ground, in the middle of the war,
there were over 40 women’s associations,
multi-ethnic, working on trying to stop the
war. I would go and meet with them. Were
they invited to the Dayton peace talks? No.
Why were they not invited? Well, they werent
invited because they were not the war-makers.
You figure that one out — why we think that
the people who are best at planning the peace
are the ones who have been waging the war.
Second, they weren't invited because, as I was
told, they should have organised. I told you
there were 40 women’s associations. They had
actually come together in an organisation
called the Union. Who was not organised?
The women were organised. The policy mak-
ers weren't organised. We

Pakistan, Sudan, Colombia, Northern Ireland,
you could name them. We had two goals. One
was to connect them to create a global net-
work. They were together for two weeks
telling their stories to each other, talking
about their strategies, training on laptop com-
puters that they took home and now they are
connected by the Internet. The second goal
was to connect them to the policy makers and
we flew in 200 policy makers on about the
12¢h day of the 14. It has been extraordinari-
ly successful. These women are not pacifists,
necessarily. Some are, some are not. What
they know is that they need to stop the con-
flict. T can tell you many stories that I won't
tell you now because of the sake of time about
women who arrived at their desk and found a
landmine underneath where they put their
feet. Or Maria Cristina Caballero, who'’s here
today, who went eight hours on horseback
into the Colombian jungle to interview the
head of the paramilitaries, with a tape-
recorder strapped to her, but no one else with
her. These are heroic women, using media,
using political organising, using grass roots
organising, to try to stop the conflict.

I will wind up by saying that since that
gathering, the White House has held meetings
where we've brought in women from sub-
Saharan Africa. The UN has held meetings
where we've brought women in from
Colombia. There are about 15 policy initia-
tives that have been launched, including the
G-8. President Clinton has put “Women
Waging Peace” on the G-8 agenda. I hope that
I might see some of you in Okinawa in July.
Thank you. )

didn’t have any conduit to
reach into those communi-
ties, to engage them in
what we wanted to do. I
was talking to the admiral

who led the

Somali operation and he

disastrous

told me that the only
forces for peace were the

| don’t know if it’s nature or nurture — and we
can talk for a long time about what the research
says on both those tracks — but what | can

tell you is that across the globe there are
women organising to try to prevent wars, to try
to stop wars once they start, to try to stabilise
their countries immediately after a war.

women and he said he did-
n’t have any way to get to them, to connect to
them. So that’s what has to change.

In December we brought together 100
India,

women from 10 conflict areas.
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Immigration, Gender and

For of Well-Being

he reflections that I would like to share

with you began really in a classroom in
New York City when we were in one of our
studies of immigrant children, immigrant
families, immigrant communities. We were in
a school in New York City and we overheard a
very lively conversation between two young
women about the topic of the school project,
which was “What is it that I like most about
New York City,” and they were having a live-
ly exchange. At the end of one of the
exchanges between the girls, one of the girls,
who was Dominican - by the way,
Dominicans are now the largest immigrant
group in New York City; one in six
Dominicans lives in the United States — the
Dominican girl turns to the Mexican girl —
there are now roughly about half a million
Mexicans living in New York City — and asks
her, “So tell me, what is it that you really love
about New York City?” And the Mexican girl
thinks for a minute and says, “It’s so close to
the United States.” So the point I would like
to make is that, increasingly, issues related to
gender, issues related to culture, need to be
embedded into the really large social forma-
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tions that have come to characterise the fin de
siecle, and issues relating to globalism, transna-
tionalism, and the emerging of new social and
cultural spaces really have come to characterise
the last decade of the 20th century.

Perhaps no area of basic social formation
and transformation comes to capture these
new social and cultural spaces as the new
migratory flows that have come to characterise
the world order. Sitting of course in the
United States, there is an impulse to look at
issues related to immigration — whether
they’re pertinent to the study of gender,
whether they’re pertinent to the study of cul-
ture, economy, law — as through the lenses of
American exceptionalism. When it comes to
immigration, this narrative goes, the U.S.
stands by itself. The U.S. is the only country
in the world, I would claim, where immigra-
tion is both history and destiny. But I, in
many ways, need to problematise this theme,
certainly to an audience of international jour-
nalists.

Today there are well over 130 million
immigrants world-wide and probably in the
order of 30 plus million refugees world-wide.

Professor of Education in Human
Development and Psychology

Immigration is not a Boston issue, not a New
York issue, not a Los Angeles issue.
Immigration is the defining feature of these
new transnationalized formations — forma-
tions that have accentuated and accelerated in
the aftermath of the post-Cold War scenario.
So in many ways, the issues pertinent to any
understanding of violence and social trauma,
to understanding of low-intensity warfare
around the world, are deeply implicated in
any understanding of refugee flows, transna-
tionalized migratory flows, and the emergence
of transnationalized cultural spaces that are, in
some ways, bringing the world together in
ways that we've never really seen before. So, in
a sense, to paraphrase Tolstoy’s famous beauti-
ful first paragraph in Anna Karenina — when it
comes to immigration, all of the families of
the post-industrial world are unhappy in the
same way.

Immigration is not a U.S. issue. Immig-
ration today is the defining feature of all major
post-industrial democracies, whether through-
out Western Europe, or Japan, which for a
long time was held as the exception to the
North American and European rule — the
need for certain levels of foreign workers to
maintain levels of economic development.
Immigration today is a global phenomenon, it
is a phenomenon that cant be contained
through unilateral policy initiatives. The U.S.
has certainly understood this. We are now in
the midst of the fourth and largest wave of
immigration in the history of the U.S. To give
you a sense, in 1965, over 20 million new
arrivals came to this country, very deeply felt



in states like California, Texas, New York,
Illinois, and in many of these states women
and children now lead the way in terms of
absolute numbers of new immigrants. This is
certainly of course true also of refugee flows.
Two features of this new dynamic seem to
be particularly pertinent to the understanding
and study of gender as embedded in cultural
formations, in socio-political dynamics, and
in the context of economic structures. Two
broad themes that I want to reflect upon.
First, our research and the research of col-
leagues from around the world seems to sug-
gest two formations that are quite fascinating
and in urgent need of more systematic, schol-
arly treatment. First, girls as immigrants tend
to do better than boys in a variety of indica-
tors — social, psychological, educational and
general well-being. Girls tend to outperform
boys in terms of their schooling aspirations, in
terms of their attitudes, in terms of their
behaviour, in terms of their outcomes. This is
also true if you look at issues related to well-
being, in terms of health. That’s one general
formation that has been rather robustly docu-
mented in the U.S. literature, and I think there
is a convergence in this area of scholarship —
work conducted in the U.S. and work con-
ducted in other parts of the world. Keep in
mind that today Germany has a rate of immi-
gration that is as high as the United States,
Switzerland has a rate of immigration that is
higher than the United States, Japan is becom-
ing very rapidly a country of immigration.
The second social formation that I think is
very puzzling, and is really in very big need of
more empirical and scholarly treatment, is
that over time we see a decline in the health,

well-being, academic and other outcomes,

among both boys and girls. For a little while
girls do better than boys, as immigrants enter-
ing a new social space, a new country. Over
time, there is a pattern of declining adapta-
tions in terms of the health, in terms of the
well-being, in terms of the educational out-
comes. In a sense this really requires a reassess-
ment of the basic categories of understanding,
the basic conceptual tools that have been
forged to understand the relationship between
immigration, gender and forms of well-being
as we puzzle upon this unprecedented popula-
tion movement that will come to define the
next 50 years, not only in the United States,
but throughout Europe, throughout Africa,
throughout Asia. Thank you very much. @




" Lani Guinier |

Professor of Law

want to explain the title of the book that

I'm working on — “The Miner’s Canary” —
because it really captures the theme of what
may be an eight minute encapsulation of the
argument from the margin to the whole. This
is an argument about using the lens of race
and gender exclusion, not simply to infiltrate
existing hierarchies, but to transform the
whole to benefit all people, not just those who
had been previously excluded.

“The Miners Canary” is a metaphor. In
the United States, miners used to take a
canary into the mines to alert them when the
atmosphere in the mine was too toxic for the
miners to stay. And the canary’s more fragile
respiratory system gave way, signalling that
there was a problem with the atmosphere in
the mines. The argument that I have been
making is that the experience of women, the
experience of people of colour, the experience
of those who have been disadvantaged in our
society is the experience of the canary. The
way in which we have conventionally treated
that experience is to pathologise the canary, to
see the canary as a victim and to assume that
the solution is to fix the canary, to outfit the
canary with a little pint-size gas mask so that
it can withstand the toxic atmosphere in the
mines. And the argument that ’'m making is
that the goal is to heed the signal of the
canary, to fix the atmosphere in the mines, not
simply to fix the canary.
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So this is an argument about using the
lens of exclusion as a critique, not simply a
complaint, and I want to talk quickly about
two examples of this. Both examples, I
think, demonstrate some of the flaws in the
traditional liberal, feminist model to infil-
trating the hierarchy — what one of my col-
leagues calls climbing backwards up the
cheese grater. If you know a cheese grater and
imagine climbing backwards to get to the top,
you may get to the top of a hierarchy, but
what you brought with you may not still be
with you when you get there.

The first story is about New York City,
which used to have a height requirement for
police officers . You had to be 5 feet 10 inch-
es tall in order to be a police officer and this
height requirement obviously normalised a
particular view of what it took to be a police
officer. You had to be big, you had to be able
to dominate and control a situation in order
to exercise your law enforcement duties. Well
a group of women challenged this height
requirement as discriminatory, and in part,
their thinking was part of the liberal feminist
and the liberal civil rights approach which is
that men and women should simply be treat-
ed equally, that in some ways, race, class, and
gender are separate categories, that the hierar-
chy of selection is normal and necessary, and
that the solution is simply to change some of
the rules to provide equal access to all quali-
fied applicants but that there’s nothing basi-
cally wrong with the way in which police offi-
cers are doing their job. So they just said
change the height requirement so more
women can become police officers. They suc-
ceeded, and indeed, more women did become
police officers but so did more Latino men,
more Asian men, and more short white men.
So they were opening up the position. Now, a
group of black and Puerto Rican women who

“The Miner’s

anary”

were admitted into the police force as a result
of the change in the rules were assigned to
patrol a housing project in New York City,
and these women who were not 5'10" tall had
to develop a new model of policing, because
they were not in a position simply to domi-
nate by virtue of their physicality potential
conflict situations. So these women reached
out and identified who the potential trouble-
makers were in this housing project. They
mentored these young adolescents — who
tended to be men or boys — and the young
men, grateful for the caring attention of an
adult, constrained their own behavior in a way
that reduced the level of violence in the hous-
ing project.

The point here is to think about the
women’s approach to conflict resolution,
something that Swanee talked about quite elo-
quently, as not simply the women’s way of
becoming police officers, but perhaps a more
functional way for all police officers to think
about dissipating conflict. And indeed, after
the Rodney King beating in Los Angeles
where several cops from the LAPD were
videotaped physically assaulting an unarmed
black man, there was a big commission and
the commission’s findings were if you want to
do something about police brutality in Los
Angeles, you should hire more women. And
again the idea was to hire the women, not
because they were reluctant to draw their
weapons in a time of necessity, but that draw-
ing their weapons was not their first impulse.
Their first impulse was to try to dissipate the
conflict by trying to talk through and com-
municate with all the relevant stake holders.

Now, you may think that this is an exam-
ple of simply repopulating the hierarchy, but
my point is that it’s not enough just to bring
new women into the police force if the force is
still going to operate on a command and con-



trol model, so that these women ultimately
become marginalised even as they are provid-
ing an insightful and constructive and trans-
formative way of doing the job for everybody.

The second story involves research that I
did at the University of Pennsylvania Law
School about women in law school and we
found that the women at this particular law
school were not doing as well as the men.
They had three times less of a chance of being
in the top 10 percent of their law school as the
men, and one and half times less chance of
being in the top 50 percent of the law school
as the men. They were not participating in
class. First year, over two thirds of the women
said that they never raised their hand, never
volunteered to speak, never tried to answer a
question, whereas two thirds of the men said
that they, if not every week or every day, fre-
quently raised their hand in class and felt no
reservation about doing so. Third year, this
was from a self-reported survey, same statis-
tics. That is, two thirds of the women never
participate. The difference between first year
and third year women was not in their rate of
participation, which was unchanged, but in
their attitude toward their rate of participa-
tion. It bothered them first year that they were
not speaking in class, third year they had
accommodated themselves to their silence.

Many people’s first impulse is to say,
well the women need to toughen up
and become more like the men,
because the men are succeeding in
the present environment.

Their change in attitude and behaviour was
also accompanied by a change in their career
goals — one third of the women came in say-
ing they wanted to do public interest or pub-
lic service, 10 percent of the men came in say-
ing they wanted to do public interest or pub-
lic service as first years; third year 10 percent
of the men still wanted to do public interest or
public service, but only eight percent of the
women still wanted to do public interest or
public service. So it seemed as if something
was happening to the women, but it was not
helping. They were accommodating to a hier-
archy or a set of ranking and sorting values,
but they were complaining that they felt they

were losing their sense of who they were when
they came to law school.

The important point here is that I went to
speak to my colleagues about this research. It
was alarming to me that my colleagues’ atti-
tude was that the problem must be located
outside the only institution we had studied. In
other words, we should look at undergraduate
majors. Maybe we were just bringing in the
wrong women and that although the incom-
ing credentials of the men and women were
virtually identical, perhaps that was because
the women had majored in soft subjects and
therefore their grades were inflated and did-
n't reflect the rigor of the undergraduate
majors of the men. That turned out to be
entirely false. The men and women were
majoring in virtually the same areas. But I had
another colleague who said: “Well, you should
look at the LSAT.” There was a statistically
insignificant differential between the LSAT —
the Law School Aptitude Test that all students
who go to law school have to take — of the
men and the women. It was statistically
insignificant but my colleague wanted me to
focus on that insignificant difference to see if
perhaps that helped to predict the fact that the
women were not doing as well in law school as
the men. So we did that and we found that the
LSAT was a poor predictor for all students,
not just the women. That is, the LSAT pre-
dicted 14 percent of the variance in first year
grades and 15 percent of the variance in sec-
ond year grades and nation-wide the LSAT
was 9 percent better than random in predict-
ing first year grades for all law students.

So again, the lens of exclusion based on
gender becomes a moment for rethinking
the criteria that we're using to admit every-
one, not just the women. And yet, there is a
resistance to thinking along this dimension.
Another one of my colleagues said he
thought the solution, or at least the explana-
tion, lay in varsity sports. His explanation
was that although the men and the women
had virtually the same undergraduate Grade
Point Average (GPA), the undergraduate
GPA for the men was understated because
the men probably participated in varsity
sports while they were in college and then
they came to law school and there was no
varsity sports and so their true academic
potential was revealed.

Now it turned out that there was a kernel
of insight in this particular understanding

because one of the complaints that the women
were making is that the law school classroom
reminded them of a game that they didn
want to play. The men would raise their hand,
because they also saw it as a game, they want-
ed to be first in order to win, and the way that
you would win is that you would raise your
hand so that you could set the agenda for
everyone else.

There is a value in bringing

in new voices — not simply to
repopulate the hierarchy, but
to rethink the hierarchy itself.

Of course, you hadn’t yet thought about
what it is you wanted to say, so you spoke at
great length and the rest of the class learned to
basically follow your thinking processes and
you learned how to hold an audience, so you
were developing important leadership skills.
The women would lay back, editing their
comments before they would speak, wanting
to say something relevant, and by the time
they raised their hand, the class had moved
on. Again, the point here is that many people’s
first impulse is to say, well the women need to
toughen up and become more like the men,
because the men are succeeding in the present
environment.

And T have two responses, in part because
I've run out of time. One is that that may be
true in the short term, that is in order to suc-
ceed in a toxic environment, you do need a
gas mask. But on the other hand, we have to
stop thinking about success simply in short
term ways. We need to start thinking about
long term transformation and here’s where I
think many of the women’s approaches to
legal education — the fact that they wanted to
say something that was relevant, listen to what
other people were saying, build on what other
people were saying — turns out to be a very
important skill that many lawyers do not
have. And so, especially in a world where
lawyers are no longer going to court, in which
litigation is not a primary means of dispute
resolution, because it’s too expensive, there is
a value in bringing in new voices — not simply
to repopulate the hierarchy, but to rethink the
hierarchy itself. )
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outcomes we do. One source of American
soft power is our values. Others are attract-
ed to follow our lead to the extent we’re
seen as a beacon of liberty, human rights
and democracy. They’re less willing to follow
when we don’t live up to our stated values.

Nobody admires a hypocrite. 7’

Joseph Nye
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Welcome everyone and congratulations
on your 50th anniversary. I have two
tasks. One is to help you get through my
speech as fast as possible and the other is to
not say anything that a subsequent speaker is
likely to say. These are not easy tasks, but I
will do my best.

First of all, I do not have to tell you that
the job you are doing around the world is
more complicated, more difficult, more inter-
esting, more exciting, but riskier, probably,
than ever before, and that is precisely because
more countries are open, more countries are
permeable in any number of ways, and the
press has different kinds of, bu, I think sub-
stantially in the end, more access than before.
All that does of course is to make it compli-
cated, because those societies that are open are
not really quite open, so that the risks taken
by journalists and other people day in and day
out turn out to be quite high risks.

We just saw in Iran in the last two or three
weeks how quickly a free and more liberal press
can be shut down. We do not have to look for
many examples in other countries. We know
how many individual journalists are at risk
every day and that throws into all the more
greater perspective the kind of particular free-
dom that we have in this country, where deci-
sions have to be made, difficulties are encoun-
tered, risks have to be taken, but not in quite
the same way, day in and day out, that really
lead to hazardous and dangerous conditions.

So, you've got a hard job, and I think that
one of the things that I would like to say is
that, while the university is at considerable
remove from the front lines that you are work-
ing on, our agenda is also increasingly inter-
national and we also share a fair number of
core values. One, we could not function with-
out free inquiry at the deepest level. Two, we
could not function without free speech and
the ability to publish and say what we want to
say and what we believe. Finally, while part of

our mission is trying to think about the
past and how to explicate it, a lot of it has
to do with relatively current events. We
have students and faculty members abroad
— every single day, every single term, every
single year — in China, in underdeveloped
countries around the world, in Africa, in
Latin America, as well as in Europe and so
on, who are simply trying to do in some
way what you are trying to do all the time:
figure out what is really happening, figure
out what the reality is of the events in front
of you, and which are the significant events
that are likely to matter and which ones are
maybe only distractions. It is not always
easy to tell the difference between the two.
What that means of course is that we de-
pend a lot on you as citizens, but also as
university people. You are out there all the
time, essentially trying to make some kind
of order, some sort of thoughtful sense, put
some sort of explicable design on the pat-
tern of things as you see them evolving, and
in that sense you are a crucial filter for us.
Without you we would be guessing all the
time or relying on the individual experi-
ence of the single scholars and students
who happen to get over abroad all the time,
but could not possibly do what the press as
a whole is able to do and that we depend on
you doing.

Neil Rudenstine

President, Harvard University

I do not have to say to you what kind of
responsibility this places on you and on us.
The structure of your industry is obviously
changing even as ours is. Not only large
mergers, not only the problems of educa-
tion and journalism and news being mixed
up with entertainment, not only the prob-
lems introduced by modern technologies,
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While the university is at considerable

remove from the front lines that you are
working on, our agenda is also increasing-

where the pace is faster,
where breaking news
happens 24 hours a day —

ly international and we also share a fair and that means it is

number of core values.

incredibly hard to check

facts, it is very difficult
to know what is reliable and not reliable and
the competition to get there first sometimes
puts even the best journalists having to make
decisions as to whether they will wait a bit
longer and really check something out or
whether they have to get on the Web just as
fast. So you have any number of dilemmas to
deal with. Some of these dilemmas, in slower
pace, are facing us too. When we think about
going on the Web and we do not have enough
capital to do so, we have to look for outside
help and that outside help does not always
come in the form of organisations whose val-
ues may coincide completely with ours and we
have to try to sort of work through it.

Nonetheless, I want to emphasise that your
job is the harder one. You have to make
instantaneous decisions. We have a little
longer to make our decisions. You have to put
yourself at hazard often, while I would not say
that academics are entirely free of hazard, but
it is usually the hazard of a bad review or a bad
speech that they have just made, rather than
something more directly.

About ten or 15 years ago, the 21st anniver-
sary of the New York Review of Books took
place, and my wife and I gave a birthday party
for the Review and gathered all the people
around who had written for the Review and
had a terrific time. George Kennan gave the
keynote after-dinner talk and he talked about
the function, not just of the New York Review,
but of any intelligent kind of reviewing and
reporting. He said essentially that the amount
of information, the amount of knowledge if
you will, the number of books, the number of
articles is so voluminous, so infinitesimally
uncountable nowadays, that we have never
more needed filters, we have never more need-

ed quality observers, who are able in some
sense to push away whatever needs to be
pushed away in order to allow us to see those
few things that might help us genuinely make
up our minds intelligently about the way the
world works or about what a new book might
or might not have to say or about any number
of other things. That was 15 years ago, or so.
If Kennan — fortunately he is still alive and
writing and speaking — if he were to try to give
the same speech today, he would have to revise
it substantially to add even more quantity,
more potential for confusion, more speed,
more everything else to the problem of any fil-
ter, any qualitative index that you try to put
on reality as it unfolds.

So, T just simply want to do two things.
One, say that while we share some of the same
dilemmas in the academic world as you share
and some of the same values, you do indeed
have a bigger, tougher task and we appreciate
that. Two, I want to thank you all for coming.
I think that the kind of agenda, the kind of
panels you are hearing here will be interesting
to you. I know you will bring as much to
them as they bring to you, and I want to con-
gratulate you on your 50th and I will look for-
ward to the next reunion. )



Soft Power

nthe Thformation Age

An information revolution is strongly
affecting the relations of states, econo-
mies, and civil societies in the 21st century. By
information revolution, I refer to the rapid
technological advances in computers, commu-
nications, and software that have caused a
sharp drop in the cost of information.

As information becomes more plentiful
and cheap, it is more available to small states,
private firms, non-governmental actors and
ordinary citizens.

In the past, it was costly to own a printing
press or to communicate to distant parts of
the globe. Now anyone with a computer is a
desktop publisher, and anyone with a modem
and access to the Internet can communicate
over great distances at trivial costs compared
to the past.

“Hard power” is our ability to use
our military or economic clout to
make others do what we want.
“Soft power” enables us to get
what we want through attraction,
instead of coercion.

Of course, not everyone has a computer.
Computers are far more prevalent in some
countries and classes than others, and 70 per-
cent of the world’s people still dont own a
telephone, much less a modem.

Nonetheless, the effects of the information
revolution are already quite dramatic. Private
corporations are able to implement global
production strategies that can switch econom-
ic activities around the world. Nearly half of
world manufacturing takes places in such
widely distributed domains. Non-governmen-
tal actors can organise transnationally around
various issues at very low transaction costs.
Not only have NGOs or other such actors
pressed governments successfully on issues
such as the environment and landmines, they

have done so by reaching across borders to sig-
nificant constituencies within states, blurring
the distinction between domestic and interna-
tional politics. Many of these new organisa-
tions are more like networks than bureaucrat-
ic hierarchies.

The system of sovereign states established
in 1648 is still the dominant pattern in inter-
national relations and will remain so for a long

Joseph Nye

Dean, John F. Kennedy School of Government

time to come. However, we can begin to dis-

cern a pattern of crosscutting communities
and governance that bears some resemblance
to the pre-1648 situation. In other words, the
power of the state is going to be increasingly
supplemented by that of other actors.

The information revolution is not the only
cause of the current changes in international
relations, but it certainly has accentuated these
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changes. One of the most important effects it

has had is to increase the role of what I call
“soft power”.

Power among States

“Hard power” is our ability to use our mil-
itary or economic clout to make others do
what we want. “Soft power” enables us to get
what we want through attraction, instead of
coercion. It’s easier, and usually cheaper, to get
our way when other countries want the same
outcomes we do.

One source of American soft power is our
values. Others are attracted to follow our lead
to the extent we're seen as a beacon of liberty,
human rights and democracy. Theyre less
willing to follow when we don’t live up to our
stated values. Nobody admires a hypocrite.

Another source is our colleges and univer-
sities, which draw half a million students
every year from all over the world. Not every
student leaves satisfied, but most end up with
a more realistic and positive view of America
than the one they get at home.

And sometimes their perspectives can help
reduce tensions between the U.S. and their
countries. Chinese propaganda was lambast-
ing us not so long ago. But the son of Vice
Premier Qian Qichen, China’s senior foreign
policy strategist, returned home after finishing
his studies in the U.S. and wrote a book enti-
tled “A Foreign Student in America: A
Contemporary Story”. His book was filled
with positive descriptions of the U.S., and it
was widely read and well-regarded in China.

The U.S. is not the only country with
soft power — think of the moral
authority of the Vatican, or Canada, or
Scandinavia on human rights issues.

American culture is yet another soft power
source. Our movies, music, TV, and Internet
content dominate popular culture. American
art and academic writing are influendal in
high culture. The spread of information and
American popular culture has generally
increased global awareness of and openness to
American ideas and values. To some extent
this reflects deliberate policies, but more often
soft power is an inadvertent by-product.
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Our pop culture isn't attractive to every-
one. For instance, some Iranian officials have
pointed to American TV as the essence of “the
great Satan.” But on the other hand, thou-
sands of average Iranians risk punishment
every day by using illegal satellite dish anten-
nas to watch our programmes.

The U.S. is not the only country with soft
power — think of the moral authority of the
Vatican, or Canada, or Scandinavia on human
rights issues. As other countries set attractive
examples, educate foreign students, export
attractive cultural products, or use interna-
tional institutions to attract others to their
agenda, they are also investing in soft power.

Information and Power

If you look at the changing indices of
power over the centuries, one can say that, in
the 18th century, the international balance of
power rested on territory, population and
agriculture, because this provided the basis for
infantry, a crucial power resource. In the 18th
century, France was the principal beneficiary.
If you look at the 19th century, industrial
capacity provided the crucial resources that
enabled first Britain and then Germany to
gain dominance. By the mid-20th century,
science and especially nuclear physics con-
tributed the crucial power resources to both
the U.S. and the Soviet Union. In the 21st
century, I believe, information technology
broadly defined is likely to be the most crucial
power resource.

The new conventional wisdom is that the
information revolution has a decentralising
and levelling effect. As it reduces costs, it basi-
cally reduces the power of big states and
enhances the power of small states and non-
state actors.

However, international relations are more
complex than this wisdom suggests. Some
aspects of the information revolution help the
small, but some help the already large and
powerful. Let me give you four reasons why
that is true.

First, important barriers to entry and econo-
mies of scale remain in some aspects of power
that are related to information. For example,
soft power is strongly affected by the cultural
content of movies, TV and the like. Established
entertainment industries enjoy considerable
economies of scale in content production and
distribution. The dominant American market

share in films and television programmes in
world markets is a case in point.

Second, even where its now cheap to dis-
seminate existing information, collecting and
producing new information often requires
major investments. In many competitive situ-
ations, such as intelligence collection, the
newness of information at the margin counts
more than the average cost of all information.

Third, those who are the first movers —
who essentially create the standards and archi-
tecture of information systems — will gain cer-
tain benefits. The use of the English language
on the Internet is an example.

Fourth, military power remains important
in some critical domains of international rela-
tions. Information technology has some
effects on the use of force that help the small
and some that help the large.

What helps the small is that nowadays
small states or even terrorists can buy off-the-
shelf commercial technology which was previ-
ously available only through very fancy and
expensive investments in places like the
Pentagon.

In the 21st century, | believe,
information technology broad-
ly defined is likely to be the
most crucial power resource.

But on the other hand, if you look at the
application of information technology to mil-
itary affairs — the so-called “revolution in mil-
itary affairs,” which includes space-based sen-
sors, direct broadcasting, high speed comput-
ers, and complex software — it obviously helps
the large.

A case in point is the Gulf War, which
demonstrated that the key to battlespace
dominance is not the possession of fancy
hardware or advanced systems, but the ability
to use information technology in a “system
of systems.”

So what we are faced with in the informa-
tion age are contradictory trends, some which
help the small, some which help the large. But
one thing which is true is that there is a cen-
tral key to understanding the way information
affects soft power and that is what I call the
“paradox of plenty.” A plenitude of informa-
tion leads to poverty of attention. Attention
becomes the scarce resource, and those who



can distinguish valuable signals from white
noise gain power. In this distinguishing
process, credibility is the crucial source of
power. Governments compete with each other
and with other organisations to enhance their
own credibility and weaken that of their
opponents.

Authoritarian regimes such as Singa-
pore and especially China are wrestling
with social and political implications of
the information revolution. Governments
can limit their citizens’ access to the
Internet and global markets, but they
will pay a high price if they do so.

What this means is that in an information
age transparency, openness, and credibility
become more important, and those who
become the editors or the cue-givers — as
President Rudenstine said you are — become
more important.

Now the states that are likely to gain soft
power in an information age are (1) those
whose dominant culture and ideas are closer
to global norms, which now emphasise liber-
alism, pluralism and autonomy; (2) those with
the most access to multiple channels of com-
munication and thus more influences on how
issues are framed; and (3) those whose credi-
bility is enhanced by domestic and interna-
tional performance that conforms with their
political and economic ideas.

Implications for
Foreign Policy

In the current information age, political
leaders are finding it harder to maintain a
coherent set of foreign policy priorities and to
articulate a single national interest. Yet the
U.S., with its democratic society, is well
placed to benefit.

America’s openness to pluralistic penetra-
tions may impede the coherence of govern-
ment policies, but our institutions will be
attractive, and the openness of our society will
enhance credibility, that crucial information
age resource.

Authoritarian regimes such as Singapore
and especially China are wrestling with social
and political implications of the information

revolution. Governments can limit their citi-
zens’ access to the Internet and global markets,
but they will pay a high price if they do so.

On the other hand, the “CNN effect”
makes it harder to keep items off the top of
the American public agenda that might other-
wise be lower-priority. Internet-driven
activism makes it harder than ever to maintain
a consistent agenda of priorities.

Another problem is the effect of transna-
tional information flows on the stability of
national communities. Marshall MacLuhan
once prophesised that communications tech-
nologies would turn the world into a global
village. Instead of a single cosmopolitan vil-
lage, they may be producing many global “vil-
lages”, with all the parochial hatreds that the
word implies, but also with greater awareness
of global inequalities.

Global economic forces are disrupting tra-
ditional lifestyles, and the effects are to
increase economic integration and communal
disintegration at the same time. This is partic-
ularly true of weak ex-Soviet states and much
of Africa.

Political entrepreneurs use inexpensive
information channels to mobilise some of the
discontented, which leads in turn to increased
demands for self-determination, increased
violence, and violation of human rights — all
in the presence of television cameras and the
Internet. The result will be a very a difficult
set of issues on the foreign policy agenda.

Soft Power and
Conflict Management

Soft power can play a role in managing
such conflicts, but one must not oversell it.
For one thing, soft power is difficult to use
directly. And much of it is produced and con-
trolled by civil society outside the control of
government.

But let me give you a few ideas of how it
can help. First of all, if hard power is used to
structure situations, then soft power can be
more effective. Europe provides a good
example. After the Cold War, the possibility
of joining NATO and/or the European
Union provided many Central and Eastern
Europeans with a strong incentive to eschew
the easy and destructive path of ethno-
nationalism.

At a broader level, promotion of democra-
¢y and human rights is an important part —

although not the sole goal — of a foreign poli-
cy that tries to shape a less conflictual future
environment.

Second, countries should try to invest in
soft power whenever possible and that means,
at least for the U.S., to be clear when our
domestic policies are weakening the power of
our attractive example. A good example is to
promote racial and other forms of social jus-
tice if we are going to be attractive to others.

Third, policy makers should try to learn to
use the NGOs in their planning. Some have
unique access to areas of conflict. Often they
can provide crucial information.

Fourth, the U.S. and other countries
should use their position in the world to play
the role of peacemakers and conciliators.
Conflict mediation is not only good per se,
but also a wise investment.

Fifth, America must resist unilateralist
temptations. The U.S. has a general interest in
multilateral regimes of laws and institutions.
Those Americans who denigrate the impor-

Soft power is not some new pana-
cea that will solve the problems of
conflict management, but it is an
instrument that will be of increasing
importance in an information age.

tance of multicultural law and institutions
forget that legitimacy is a power reality. When
the U.S. acts like a bully that extends its laws
— for example on trade with Iran or Cuba —
into the jurisdiction of other countries,
Americans are diminishing their soft power.
Succumbing to unilateralism is a rapid way to
squander soft power.

In conclusion, soft power is not some new
panacea that will solve the problems of con-
flict management, but it is an instrument that
will be of increasing importance in an infor-
mation age. It is not easy to use, but it is too
important to be ignored. Combined wisely
with hard power, it can serve the purpose of
preventing and managing conflicts and creat-
ing a more peaceful and democratic world. ®
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he MIT Media Laboratory occupies a

unique position in the rapidly evolving
landscape of new media and information
technologies. It was founded by MIT
Professor Nicholas Negroponte and the late
Jerome Wiesner, a former president of MIT,
who foresaw the coming convergence of com-
puting, publishing, and broadcast, fuelled by
changes in the communications industry. As
this convergence accelerated, it spurred inter-
connected developments in the unusual range
of disciplines that the MIT Media Lab
brought together, including cognition, elec-
tronic music, graphic design, video, and
holography, as well as work in computation
and human-machine interfaces.

Since opening its doors in 1985, the MIT
Media Lab has pursued its educational and
research mission, and helped to create now-
familiar areas such as digital video and multi-
media. It has been a pioneer in the collabora-
tion between academia and industry, and pro-
vides a unique environment to explore basic
research and applications, without regard to
traditional divisions among disciplines.
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Academic Programmes

Unlike other laboratories at MIT, the
Media Lab comprises both a degree-granting
academic programme and a research pro-
gramme. The Lab’s faculty and senior research
staff number approximately 30. Another 80
staff members also support the Lab’s research,
facilities, and administration. Graduate enrol-
ment totals approximately 170, divided near-
ly equally between Master’s and Ph.D. candi-
dates. Of these students, 130 are enrolled in
the Media Arts and Sciences programme,
while another 40 are formally based in other
MIT departments, but carry out their research
under the direction of Media Lab faculty. In
addition, approximately 150 undergraduates
come to work at the Lab each year through
MIT’s Undergraduate Research Opportunities

Programme.

News in the Future

Much of the Media Lab’s work today is
organised into three main consortia, Digital
Life (DL), Things That Think (TTT), and
News in the Future, which are funded by cor-
porate sponsors. Many of the technologies
and applications conceived within the consor-

Tour of the

MIT Media
Laboratory

MASSACHUSETTS INSTITUTE
OF TECHNOLOGY

tium structure are tested and refined through
experiments at MIT and in the field, in co-
operation with individual member companies.

DL addresses the interconnection between
bits, people, and things in an online world.
TTT explores ways of moving computation
beyond conventional sites, such as PCs or lap-
tops, and adding intelligence to objects that
are first and foremost something else.

The News in the Future (NiF) research
consortium provides a forum for the MIT
Media Lab and member companies to explore
and exploit technologies that will improve the
collection and dissemination of news. The
goals are to enhance the efficiency of produc-
tion, the timeliness of delivery, the conven-
ience of presentation, and the relevance of edi-
torial and advertising content to the consumer.
NiF focuses on four areas: description of news
by and for computers; observation and model-
ling of consumer behaviour; presentation and
interface design; and application. The consor-
tium develops technologies for managing data,
building linkages between news providers and
consumers, and enabling new approaches to
the look and feel of news content.



Facilities

The MIT Media Lab is one of the few
places in the world where computers outnum-
ber people by a significant margin. An experi-
mental, gigabit fibre-optic plant connects a
heterogeneous network of computers, ranging
from fine-grained, embedded processors to
supercomputers, and includes products devel-
oped by most major manufacturers. The rapid
prototyping resources include 3-D printing,
injection moulding, and PC board fabrication.
There are studios for audio and video, and lab-
oratories for DNA labelling, new sensors,
micro-encapsulation and perceptual studies.

Financial Support

The Media Lab’s annual budget is nearly
$US 35 million per year. In 1998-99, more
than 90 percent of that funding came from
corporate sponsors, and the balance from
government agencies and individuals. The
intentional focus on corporate support
reflects the Lab’s commitment to collabora-
tive research that has possibilities for a wide
range of applications, and technology transfer
that moves research results out of the Lab and

into world-wide use.

Sponsorship

Many sponsors find the Lab to be a unique-
ly valuable resource for conducting research
that is too costly or too “far out” to be accom-
modated within a corporate environment. The
“multiplier” effect of joining a community of
sponsors to support advanced research has
impressive results. For less than the cost of one
senior scientist’s salary plus benefits, a sponsor
can gain access to the work of a 400-person
research laboratory.

The Media Lab is unique among the labo-
ratories, centres, and research programs at MIT
in that full sponsors of the Lab have the oppor-
tunity to share in all of the Lab’s intellectual
property, license-fee free and royalty free.

As a result, the Lab is an intellectually
open environment where ideas are readily
exchanged, and is a community in which each
sponsor is entitled to acquire non-exclusive
licensing rights to all intellectual property that
is conceived, developed, or reduced to prac-
tice. Over the years, this policy has fostered a
large number of unexpected and highly suc-
cessful solutions that have led to new tech-
nologies and products, greatly benefiting both
sponsors and the world community.

Walter Bender

Director, News in the Future Consortium

The MIT Media Laboratory maintains an
extensive website (www.media.mit.edu) and

publishes a newsletter, FRAMES. )

The News in the Future (NiF) research
consortium provides a forum for the MIT
Media Lab and member companies to
explore and exploit technologies that will
improve the collection and dissemination
of news. The goals are to enhance the
efficiency of production, the timeliness of
delivery, the convenience of presentation,
and the relevance of editorial and adver-
tising content to the consumer.
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Free Media Pioneer
Award Ceremony
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6 For half a century IPI’'s members have fought
long and hard and well for the protection of journalists
and the growth of free and independent media world-
wide. And | congratulate the IPI on this half century
of achievement and | wish you continuing success in
the years ahead. Your members are part of the proud
tradition of media liberty, often braving immense
pressure in order to bring the truth to light. 7

Edward M. Kennedy

\ \ DINNER AT THE JFK MUSEUM

Keynote Speaker

= g ™ Edward M. Kennedy

U.S. Senator of Massachusetts

bl “FREE MEDIA PIONEER 2000”

\ i Awarded to the Press and Society Institute (IPYS), Lima

President of IPYS

Guido Lombardi
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A Strong Defender
of Press Freedom

Among the collections here are my broth-
er’s speeches and writings, many of which are
familiar to you because they continue to be
read and quoted around the world. And if we
look to the lesser known transcripts of the
numerous news conferences he held, we find a
clear appreciation of the spontaneous give and
take he enjoyed with the men and women of
the media. On one occasion, more than a year
into his presidency, a journalist at the White
House asked him to comment on the press in
general and its treatment of his Administra-
tion. “Well,” he said with a smile, “I'm read-
ing more and enjoying it less.” He was also
aware of the famous words of Thomas Jef-
ferson who said, “Were it left to me to decide
whether we should have a government with-
out newspapers or newspapers without a gov-
ernment, 1 should not hesitate a moment to
prefer newspapers without a government.”
Fortunately it's possible to have both because
of the foresight of the people who wrote our
Constitution, who guaranteed that the new
government they created two centuries ago
would respect the most fundamental of our
freedoms — the freedom of the press. And
despite the sometime contentious relationship
that would naturally exist between the gov-
ernment and the unfettered media in a
democracy, President Kennedy was a strong
defender of press freedom. In fact, as he once
said, “There isn’t any doubt that we could not
do the job at all in a free society without a
very, very active press.” In a very real sense,
President Kennedy believed that the media
and government are partners in public service.
Just as there are extraordinary stories of brav-
ery in public life — such as those that President
Kennedy described in 1957 in his book
“Profiles in Courage” — there are also extraordi-
nary members of the media, who inspire admi-
ration and awe for the sacrifices they are pre-
pared to make in conditions fraught with peril.

A Dangerous Year
to be a Journalist

1999 was a dangerous year to be a journal-
ist as the International Press Institute has doc-
umented. Last year alone 86 reporters, pro-
ducers, photographers, and other media staff
were killed world-wide, many of them mur-
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dered. In the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
25 journalists and media workers died — 16 of
them during the NATO bombing of Belgrade.
And in the conflicts in Sierra Leone and
Colombia, and East Timor, journalists were
specifically targeted for attack. At least two

In the United States Congress,
many of us have worked together
to improve global press freedom.

dozen media professionals died in those
regions, merely because they were trying to do
their job. Even where there has been substan-
tial progress, there have been disappointing
setbacks. Last month, in apparent retaliation
for progress being made on government
reform, the Iranian judiciary ordered the clo-
sure of 16 newspapers. Many of us fear that
this unfortunate crackdown is part of an
attempt to reverse the climate of greater media
and other freedoms, which was introduced
after the national elections in Iran three years
ago, and which were encouraged by the suc-
cess of the reformists in the parliamentary
elections last February. It is my profound
hope that the government in Iran will ensure
that internationally-accepted standards of
freedom of expression are respected. The New
York-based Committee to Protect Journalists
has also found that more and more members
of the press are being targeted in nations
around the world, as both government and
anti-government groups alike seck to influ-
ence the news coverage through intimidation.
Shootings and kidnappings and capricious
arrests are all on the rise, and other pressure
tactics are being used as well, such as govern-
ment restrictions on the availability of basic
resources like paper and ink. The Inter-
national Press Institute deserves great credit
for its continuing efforts to document these
incidents and to mobilise public opinion and
to intervene in these situations whenever and
wherever it can.

In the United States Congress, many of us
have worked together to improve global press
freedom. In recent months we have spoken
out repeatedly about the shocking case of
Andrei Babitsky, the correspondent of Radio
Free Europe and Radio Liberty, who was
seized by Russian authorities, beaten and held
for six weeks. The Russian government first

denied that it was holding Babitsky, then it
reported that he had been traded to an enemy
Chechnyan unit in exchange for Russian pris-
oners. While his fate and whereabouts were
still unknown, I joined two other Senators in
sending a letter directly to the then-Acting
President Vladimir Putin, urging Mr. Babits-
ky’s safe return. The Senate passed a resolu-
tion condemning the Russian Federation for
its treatment of Mr. Babitsky and calling for a
full accounting of his case. And when he was
finally released last February, Mr. Babitsky
still faced possible prosecution on trumped-
up charges in Russia of aiding the Chechnyans
and carrying false identity papers. In the
Senate now, we are urging Russian authorities
to drop those charges and to demonstrate gen-
uine respect for the basic principle of press
freedom.

During the past year, the House of
Representatives has also considered legislation
on media freedoms in the former Yugoslavia,
Central Asia and Latin America. In the
United States, media freedom enjoys broad
protection. Freedom of the press is guaranteed
by the First Amendment to our Constitution,
and has been upheld and amplified in count-

In the United States, media freedom
enjoys broad protection. Freedom of
the press is guaranteed by the First

Amendment to our Constitution, and

has been upheld and amplified in count-

less court rulings as a cornerstone of

our democracy. But even in this country

there is no cause for complacency.

less court rulings as a cornerstone of our
democracy. But even in this country there is
no cause for complacency. As Thomas
Jefferson also said: “Eternal vigilance is the
price of liberty.” Early in 1999, when the
Senate debate on the President’s impeachment
took place behind closed doors, not all the
Senate members chose to allow their state-
ments to be published in the congressional
record. So the views of some Senators on this
important issue of surpassing national con-
cern were shielded from public scrutiny. But
despite occasional setbacks, the press in this
country is highly regarded as an essential part
of the democratic process. It always has been,
and if we are true to our high ideals, and your



high ideals, it always will be. The Kennedy
family is proud of its own role in the effort to
uphold these ideals. For the past 32 years, the
memorial foundation dedicated to my brother
Robert Kennedy has paid tribute to American
journalists who report on the problems of the
disadvantaged. This year’s recipients were
announced last week, and they include win-

IPI Fr

Director
of IPI

Johann Fritz

his year our award winner is the Peruvian

Press and Society Institute (IPYS), an
independent, non-profit NGO dedicated to
the defence and promotion of press freedom
and free expression, to the strengthening of
the role of the media, and to the development
of a democratic state in Peru.

Founded in Lima in 1993 by editors and
journalists in response to the growing number of
press freedom violations in their country, IPYS is
the only institution in Peru that systematically
monitors freedom of opinion and expression. It
is based on the principles of freedom of the press
in a democratic society and accepts the different
ideologies of its various members.

To attain its aims, IPYS issues alerts to
defend press freedom and freedom of expres-
sion, organises training programmes and dis-
cussion forums on the role of the press, and
seeks to provide the conditions for journalism
to develop without hindrance and external
pressure. In its day-to-day work, IPYS moni-
tors press freedom not only in Peru, but also
in the whole Andean region. Alerts are sent to
the world-wide network of the International
Freedom of Expression Exchange (IFEX), of
which IPYS is a member.

IPYS’s ruling bodies are comprised of out-
standing journalists from both the print and
broadcast media who use their professional
prestige to rally both national and international
support against attacks on journalists, including
legal, economic, and administrative pressure on

edia Pioneer

— Awarded to the Press and Society Institute (IPYS), Lima

ners for coverage of the wartime atrocities in
Kosovo, the tragic death of a 14 year old
Guatemalan boy, the brutal crimes committed
against a Catholic missionary nun in that
country, and the abominable conditions in
Russian orphanages. I know that each of you
is encouraging that kind of courageous report-
ing by your own journalists. May future gath-

the media. Because of all of that, this
organisation has been granted the Free
Media Pioneer Award for the year 2000
and I'd like one of the founders of this
organisation and its president since
1997, Mr. Guido Lombardi, to come up

here and receive the award.

Guido Lombard

President of IPYS

any thanks to the International

Press Institute and to The Free-
dom Forum for this important award. It is a
great honour and I accept it on behalf of the
Press and Society Institute and all independ-
ent media in Peru.

As many of you know, the media in Peru has
been harassed and under pressure for a long
time. We have endured years of civil conflict and
economic turmoil, and today we see politicians
trying to manipulate the media for their own
interests. Despite these difficulties, we journal-
ists in Peru have always felt ourselves part of the
world community of independent media.

Over the years, we have received welcome
support from the International Press Institute
and other organisations which share our goal
to attain press freedom in Peru. The Free
Media Pioneer Award is the most important
message to date that we have the backing of
those who are defenders of freedom and
democracy. And it sends a message to those
who try to shoot down press freedom:

erings of the International Press Institute be
increasingly filled with stories about excel-
lence in international reporting and victories
in the cause of media freedom, so that one day
soon, we will no longer have to have a World
Press Freedom Day, because everywhere on
earth, every day will be World Press Freedom
Day. Thank you very much. °

“Beware. The world is watching.” On the

one hand, this award bolsters the independent
media in Peru. On the other, it is a signal to
the Peruvian authorities that they must
address their relationship with the media.
This award underscores our demand that
the Government Intelligence Service cease
meddling with the media and that the govern-
ment-controlled media stop their one-sided
coverage of events. Otherwise, the next presi-
dent of Peru, who will be elected on May 28,
will not have the legitimacy to run the coun-
try in the eyes of the Peruvians and the world.
For IPYS, this award is invaluable encour-
agement for all our members and for a staff
who often work quietly behind the scenes.
They monitor and investigate abuses against
courageous journalists in the big cities and the
remote parts of our country. On behalf of
them, T accept this award. On behalf of them,
thank you very much. )
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World Press

Freedom Day

k¢ The Heroes of the IPI demonstrate that in
Spite of every obstacle and every constraint the
truth ultimately prevails and is made known.
The spread of democracy is relentless. And that
freedom is an eternal goal for men and women
everywhere. The editors and publishers you
honour today and on whose behalf | have the
great honour to speak, have played an essential
and inspiring role in helping the people of their
countries and the world achieve that freedom. ?’?

Katharine Graham



Upholding Our

igh

U.S. Senator for Massachusetts

I commend The Freedom Forum for hosting
this impressive gathering this evening and
I extend my warmest congratulations to the
Press and Society Institute of Peru on receiv-
ing the “Free Media Pioneer 2000” Award
given by The Freedom Forum and the
International Press Institute. And I also com-
mend you for this demonstration of solidarity
by your organizations. The on-going work of
The Freedom Forum and the IPI can be effec-
tive in combating government-imposed limi-
tations on free expression and improving pub-
lic understanding of the press. And congratu-
lations as well to the coalition of our own
New England newspapers, which have helped
make this World Congress possible.

It is an honour to address an organisation
as esteemed and as needed as the IPI and I
especially commend you on this World
Congress and your golden anniversary. For

Ideals

half a century your members have fought long
and hard and well for the protection of jour-
nalists and the growth of free and independ-
ent media world-wide. And I congratulate the
IPI on this half century of achievement and I
wish you continuing success in the years
ahead. Many of your members are part of the
proud tradition of media liberty, often brav-
ing immense pressure in order to bring the
truth to light. I join in offering my congratu-
lations to Katharine Graham of The Washing-
ton Post, who is being recognised this year by
IPI as one of its 50 World Press Freedom
Heroes along with such brave defenders of a
free press as Harold Evans of Great Britain,
Adam Michnik of Poland, and the courageous
investigative reporter Veronica Guerin of
Ireland, whose brutal murder in Dublin four
years ago shocked the conscience of the world.

In her Pulitzer Prize-winning memoir,
“Personal History”, Katharine Graham noted
how often her newspaper had to go to bat for
its foreign correspondents when they have

been at odds with the political regimes of the
countries which they cover. “It is always
important,” she wrote, “to let political leaders
know that the organisation and its executives
personally stand behind their reporters.” And
let me add that it is equally important for
political leaders to defend the principle of
freedom of the press. President Kennedy liked
to tell the story of a well-known diplomat
from abroad who became angry at a reporter
in a United States newspaper. The diplomat
demanded that the State Department repudi-
ate what the newspaper had printed and my
brother told the American Society of News-
paper Editors, “It was unnecessary for us to
reply that this Administration was not respon-
sible for the press, for the press had already
made it clear that it was not responsible for
this Administration.”

It is especially gratifying to meet with you
in this marvellous library museum dedicated
to my brother. Our goals are to preserve what
we know of the days of his New Frontier and
to promote a brighter future for all peoples in
all lands through educational and community
programmes that illuminate the best in poli-
tics and public service. My brother would be
right at home with all of you. In the months
after he left the Navy in World War II, he
thought seriously about becoming a journal-
ist. In fact, as a correspondent for the Hearst
News Service, he covered the conference in
San Francisco in the spring of 1945 that drew
up the Charter of the United Nations. That
summer he went on to Great Britain and cov-
ered the famous election in which Prime
Minister Winston Churchill was defeated, and
shortly after that he covered the Potsdam con-
ference. The following spring, in 1946, he
announced his candidacy for Congress in
Massachusetts and the rest is history. But
journalists and journalism continued to be
close to his heart. I know how much he would
have welcomed this World Congress.
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Fighting for a

»
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Louise Frechette

Deputy Secretary-General, United Nations

t is a special pleasure for me to address the

International Press Institute and to con-
gratulate you on your 50th anniversary.
Having examined your fascinating pro-
gramme over the last few days, I must admit I
wish I had been sitting where you are, listen-
ing to what must have been a very interesting
series of debates on the role of the press.

To this audience, it is no doubt a truism that
a free press is essential not only to freedom of
speech and democracy, but also to economic
development and prosperity. Perhaps never
before in history has this truism been accepted
as universally as today.

However, as you know, there are limits

Sierra Leone today is a telling example of
how war can silence free expression and

destroy the development of free media.

to this progress, and today I wish to share
with you our experience at the United
Nations in fighting for a free press where
it is most imperilled, and most needed.

Free Press

Over the last decade, the United Nations
has engaged in peacekeeping operations in
some of the deadliest, most intractable con-
flict-zones in the world — from Cambodia to
Bosnia to Angola and Rwanda. From these
experiences, we have learned important les-
sons — some very painful — about the limits to
neutrality and peaceful diplomacy, and about
the necessity of the use of force when all other
means have failed to prevent an assault on an
entire group or population.

These lessons were addressed in two sepa-
rate reports published by the Secretary-
General on Rwanda and Srebrenica over the
last year in an effort to ensure that the United
Nations properly applies these lessons, and
that it does so effectively and transparently.
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The Role of Public
Information and the Press

Over this past decade, we have also learned
a lot about the role of public information and
the press — not only in the midst of conflict,
but also in its aftermath, when our task is to
help restore the fabric of civic life, and make
coexistence possible once again. Needless to
say, we often deploy in war-zones on the heels
of courageous journalists who have braved
every danger to discover the truth, and to
honour the victims of conflict by ensuring
that their story is told.

employing local media professionals, and by
providing the means of broadcast and offer-
ing training programmes for journalists and
technicians.

Often we enter an environment in which
journalists remain under threat from violent
factions. The number of journalists harassed,
kidnapped, tortured and even killed because
of their work has continued to grow in 1999,
not least in Colombia, but also in Chechnya
and the former Yugoslavia. And just this
month in Haiti, one of that country’s bravest
veteran journalists was gunned down, dealing
a terrible blow to the efforts to firmly establish

democracy and freedom of speech.

To this audience, it is no doubt a truism that a
free press is essential not only to freedom of
speech and democracy, but also to economic
development and prosperity. Perhaps never
before in history has this truism been accepted

as universally as today.

In Sierra Leone, the Revolution-
ary United Front (RUF) frequently
targeted journalists after launching
a civil war in 1991. In January 1999
alone, ten journalists were killed by
the rebels, and several newspaper
offices were looted and burned.
Indeed, Sierra Leone today is a

Upon arrival in a post-conflict environ-
ment, our first challenge is to explain to the
population at large the role of a United
Nations mission. For this, we need a transpar-
ent and effective public information service
that can serve as a source of information for
all the people.

Recently, in East Timor, our public infor-
mation efforts played a critical role in inform-
ing the electorate about their right to vote,
how to vote, and on the consequences of the
vote — a critical task in a society coming out of
decades of repression and autocratic rule.

Often, we have had to begin by undoing the
damage done by media outlets whose sole pur-
pose was to inflame passions and encourage vio-
lence. We are well aware of the perils of these
efforts being perceived as trying to “manage the
media,” and we vigilantly guard against it
However, I don’t believe that anyone who has
heard the chilling recordings of the Rwandan
Radio Milles Collines during the height of the
genocide can be in any doubt about the need to
counter such hate-speech with alternative
media. Indeed, doing so at the time might have
helped prevent the genocide altogether.

Our second, and equally important chal-
lenge, is to begin fostering a local press, by
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telling example of how war can
silence free expression and destroy the devel-
opment of free media. Its news organisations
lack the money or means to rebuild their infra-
structure, or to train and employ journalists.

Building a Free and
Thriving Press

Our peacekeeping missions in Sierra Leone —
and elsewhere — are doing their part to help
indigenous journalists as best we can. Building a
free and thriving press is an essential component
of our post-conflict strategy in every mission. But
often, we are not given the resources to do so.

With your breadth of experience

nalism to thrive, but also to help secure a key
pillar of lasting peace.

One of this country’s greatest advocates of
human rights and democracy, Eleanor
Roosevelt, once said: “Where, after all, do
universal human rights begin? In small places,
close to home — so close and so small that they
cannot be seen on any maps of the world.
Such are the places where every man, woman
and child seeks equal justice, equal opportuni-
ty, equal dignity without discrimination.
Unless these rights have meaning there, they
have little meaning anywhere.”

Allow me to paraphrase Mrs. Roosevelt,
and suggest that freedom of speech and the
press begin in small places, too, where indi-
vidual journalists can write and publish with-
out fear of violence or censorship.

It is in this spirit that we at the United
Nations have renewed our commitment to
restoring a free press where it has been muz-
zled, and to revitalising our own message to
make it more transparent, and bring us closer
to the peoples we serve.

I believe our common goal in every
post-conflict society is to help foster an
informed, independent, pluralistic and vig-
orous media capable by its mere presence of
sustaining freedom of speech, and thereby
democracy itself.

By meeting this challenge as partners, I be-
lieve we can achieve this aim, and ensure that no
society is denied the privilege of a free press. ®

and range of resources, you can
make an invaluable difference by
advancing the cause of a free press in
these societies, and by helping your
own communities gain a deeper
understanding of the needs of devel-
oping countries. Indeed, even such
small contributions as helping your
colleagues in places like Sierra Leone

| believe our common goal in every
post-conflict society is to help
foster an informed, independent,
pluralistic and vigorous media
capable by its mere presence of
sustaining freedom of speech, and
thereby democracy itself.

acquire computers, fax machines,
and tape recorders can help them build a free
press. I urge you to expand your efforts in this
area, in order not only to permit local jour-



Presentation of

World Press Freedom

eroes

Director,
International Press Institute

Johann P. Fritz

ince the founding of the International Press

Institute in 1950, this organisation has
always been committed clearly to one goal: safe-
guarding freedom of opinion and expression
and, consequently, freedom of the press.

Our international board therefore decided
to celebrate IP’s 50th anniversary by granting
50 awards for outstanding achievement in the

The 50 personalities chosen by the
committee should not be regarded as
the only heroes deserving our meritori-
ous mentioning for this half century,
but as symbolic of the many, many
others that could not be included.

field of press freedom. A committee had the
daunting task to choose 50 Heroes of the past
50 years from among the hundreds of journal-
ists, editors, photographers, publishers and
broadcasters who, in one way or another, made
significant contributions to the maintenance
and upholding of freedom of expression.

These very brave men and women suffered
threats, harassment, censorship, imprison-
ment, physical attacks, kidnapping, exile,
administrative, legal or economic pressure and
sometimes the ultimate form of censorship —
violent death.

We must emphasise that the 50 personali-
ties chosen by the committee should not be
regarded as the only heroes deserving our mer-
itorious mentioning for this half century, but
as symbolic of the many, many others that
could not be included.

Out of the 50 award winners we have
27 personalities here at Faneuil Hall today.
17 have already passed away or were victims
of violent killings:

Jacoho Timerman (Argentina)
former editor of the independent
daily La Opinidn.

Julio De Mesquita Neto (Brazil)
former editor and publisher
of O Estado de Sao Paulo.

Tara Singh Hayer (Canada)

former publisher and editor

of the Indo-Canadian Times —
assassinated by religious fundamentalists.

Guillermo Gano (Colombia)

former publisher and editor of the daily

El Espectador — assassinated by drug traf-
fickers; the annual UNESCO World Press
Freedom Prize is named after him.

German Ornes (Dominican Republic)
former editor and publisher of the
daily newspaper E/ Caribe.

Hubert Beuve-Méry (France)
founder of the daily newspaper Le Monde.

Eleni Vlachou (Greece)
former publisher of the
daily newspaper Kathimerini.

Veronica Guerin (Ireland)

former investigative reporter

of the Sunday Independent —

assassinated by members of organised crime.

Shiro Hara (Japan)
former city news editor and
vice president of Yomiuri Shimbun.

Pedro Joaquin Chamorro (Nicaragua)
former publisher and editor of La Prensa —
assassinated by unidentified gunmen;

after the fall of the Somoza regime, his widow
Violeta became President of Nicaragua.
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Choi Suk-Chae (Korea)
former editor-in-chief of the
daily Maeil and Chosun libo.

Aslam Ali (Pakistan)
former managing director of the independent
news agency Pakistan Press International.

Kronid Lyubarsky (Russia)
former publisher of “samizdat” publications
and deputy editor-in-chief of Novoye Viremya.

André Sibhomana (Rwanda)
former editor of the newspaper Kinyamateka.

Percy Qohoza (South Africa)
former editor of The World and the
weekly City Press, who fought against
the apartheid regime.

Cyril Esmond Lucien
Wickremesinghe (Sri Lanka)
former editorial managing director of the
Associated Newspapers of Ceylon.

Abdi Ipekei (Turkey)

former editor-in-chief of the daily Milliyet —
assassinated by the same right-wing terrorist
who later attempted to kill Pope John Paul Il

Gao Yu (China)

former deputy editor-in-chief of
Economics Weekly, is under house arrest
for “leaking state secrets”.

Nizar Nayyouf (Syria)

former editor-in-chief of the newsletter
Sawt al-Democratiyya, is in prison since
1992 for disseminating “false information”

Raiil Rivero (Cuba)

founder and director of the independent
news agency Cuba Press, is unable to
accept his award in person because the
Cuban authorities denied him an exit and re-
entry permit.

Three other media personalities cannot
attend because of sickness:

Rudolf Augstein (Germany)
founder and publisher of the magazine
Der Spiegel.

Indro Montanelli (Italy)
founder and former editor-in-chief of
Il Giornale and already over 90 years old.

Mochtar Lubis (Indonesia)

former editor of Indonesia Raya
and already 78 years old.
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Pius Njawe

Omar Belhouchet

I would now like to start the awarding
ceremony with our award winners from Africa:

Omar Belhouchet (Algeria)

director of the French-language newspaper
El Watan. The reporting of this privately-owned
daily has not been appreciated by either side. In
the continuing civil war, Mr. Belhouchet has
been harassed by the authorities, fined, arrested,
jailed and forbidden to leave the country. In
1993, he was shot at by unidentified assailants
as he was driving his children to school. In
October 1998, state printers forced a month-
long closure of his paper.

Pius Njawe (Cameroon)

editor of the independent weekly Le Messager
and founder of the Cameroon Organisation
for Press Freedom. He is Cameroon’s most
beleaguered journalist. Since 1993 his publica-
tion has been banned and seized more than 13
times. He has been arrested on several occa-
sions and in 1996 he was sentenced to six
months in prison for publishing two cartoons
insulting the president. Mr. Njawe was again
arrested on 24 December 1997 and sentenced
to two years in prison for “spreading false
After
protests, he was pardoned by presidential
decree and released in October 1998.

information.” strong international

Freedom Neruda (Cote d'Ivoire)

deputy chief editor of Notre Voie, the coun-
try’s leading independent newspaper. He suf-
fered routine arrests, physical assaults and
excessive fines for charges of “insulting the
dignity of the head of state.” In January 1996
he was arrested on charges of seditious libel
after his paper ran a satirical article which
poked fun at President Bédié’s election cam-
paign. He was sentenced to two years in
prison; the paper was fined and banned for
three months. He was released after serving a
year in jail.

Freedom Neruda

Kenneth Best (Liberia)

founder of the daily Observer, which quickly
established itself as the country’s most influ-
ential newspaper. Its critical reporting landed
Mr. Best and his committed staff in prison on
a number of occasions and the military gov-
ernment of Liberia closed down the paper sev-
eral times. After the paper’s facilities were
destroyed in 1990, Mr. Best had to flee to
Gambia where he established another paper.
When the military seized power there he was
expelled from Gambia and now lives in the
United States.

Gwen Lister (Namibia)

who in 1978 started the weekly Windhoek
Observer, which soon became known for its
critical reporting. She was therefore tried
under a host of South African laws and the
paper was finally banned in 1984. A year later,
she started another independent paper, The
Namibian, which again exposed ongoing
atrocities and human rights violations. In
1988, the offices of the paper were burned
down, but this could not silence her. From
1990, when Namibia became independent,
until today, her paper gained international
respect for its “watchdog role.”

Boucar Grémah (Niger)

director of a private radio station, Radio Anfani,
which quickly became Niger’s primary source
of independent news. He and his staff have
been repeatedly censored, arrested, harassed
and threatened. In July 1996, soldiers stormed
and vandalised the station, which remained off
the air for a month. A year later, unidentified
men ransacked the station again and destroyed
newly-installed equipment. Mr. Boucar and
three of his journalists were arrested on unspec-
ified charges. Until today, Radio Anfani has not
compromised on its independent reporting.
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Boucar Grémah

Fred M’'membe (Zambia)

managing director and editor-in-chief of the
privately-owned newspaper The Post.

Mr. M’'membe has been detained on numer-
ous occasions, and is facing criminal charges
that could result in up to 100 years in prison
for exposing drug trafficking and government
corruption. President Chiluba frequently
invoked colonial-era statutes against him. In
March 1999, police arrested six of the paper’s
journalists and laid siege to its editorial office.
The crack-down provoked an international
outcry, and the journalists were released.

Let me now present the award winners
from Asia and the Middle East:

U Thaung (Burma)

started his career with the Burma Times and
headed the paper as editor-in-chief from 1951
to 1964. He then launched the Daily Mirror in
Rangoon where he served as editor for 13 years.
His criticism of the military regime resulted in
his imprisonment for three years. In 1977, he
managed to escape to the West. At present he is
chief editor of the New Era Journal, a monthly
newspaper printed in Bangkok and distributed
clandestinely inside Burma.

Arun Shourie (India)

a former economist with the World Bank,
who decided that he should fight for civil lib-
erties and therefore joined the Indian Express.
As editor he exposed a series of scandals and
the government of Indira Gandhi replied with
a host of legal cases, so that Mr. Shurie was
forced to leave the paper in 1982. He contin-
ued his critical writing about the Indian estab-
lishment, the left-wing intelligentsia, and the
radical religious minorities. In 1986, he was
appointed executive editor of The Times of
India, but soon returned to the Indian Express
as editor. He took the lead in the batde
against the defamation bill in which the entire

Fred M’'membe U Thaung

Indian media joined him. Altogether there
were over 200 cases filed against him and the
Indian Express. In 1990, he resigned because
of differences on editorial policy, then worked
as columnist for over 30 Indian newspapers.
He is presently a minister of state in the Indian
Government.

Faraj Sarkohi (Iran)

former editor-in-chief of the literary monthly
Adineh, which often dealt with social issues,
including the status of women in Iran. He was
imprisoned under both the Shah and the
Islamic Republic. In 1994, he was one of 134
writers and intellectuals who petitioned the
Iranian government to end censorship and
foster greater freedom of expression. He was
arrested and held in custody for three days. In
September 1997, he was sentenced to one year
in prison for “spreading propaganda.” When
he was released at the end of January 1998, he
left the country and was granted political asy-
lum in Germany.

Amira Hass (Isracl)

senior reporter for Ha-aretz, has spent much
of the last decade living within and reporting
from the Palestinian communities of the Gaza
Strip and the West Bank. After living perma-
nently for three years in the Gaza Strip — the
only Israeli journalist to ever do so — she
decided to relocate to Ramallah. She contin-
ues with her difficult and dangerous work to
the present, closely and uncomfortably moni-
tored by the Palestinian Authority, the Israeli
military and dissident groups within the
Palestinian territories. Her journalism has
contributed in the most direct and meaning-
ful way to the Israeli-Palestinian peace process
by informing the public, without whose sup-
port no peace is possible.

Daoud Kuttab (Palestine)
president of the Palestinian Audio-Visual Union
and co-director of Internews Middle East.

.
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Arun Shourie Faraj Sarkohi

A veteran Palestinian journalist, Mr. Kuttab has
fought for a free media in Palestine under both
the Isracli occupation and the Palestinian
Authority. He was arrested on several occasions
for protests against the Israeli press censorship,
but he has also been a vocal critic of the anti-
democratic treatment of the press by Yasser
Arafat. In 1997, he was detained for a week
after broadcasting live sessions of the Palesti-
nian Legislative Council, which is frequently
critical of the Palestinian Authority. Through-
out his career, Mr. Kuttab’s initiatives have
been a driving force behind efforts to foster
independent journalism in the Middle East.

José Burgos, Jr. (Philippines)

former editor of We Forum, which for long
remained the only opposition paper. In
December 1982, soldiers raided the paper’s
office and arrested Mr. Burgos as well as nine
members of his staff. They boarded up the
entire operation, including the presses, thus
effectively silencing the paper. Mr. Burgos
then started to publish an English edition of a
vernacular weekly called Malaya, which means
“Free.” This paper was constantly harassed
and its journalists threatened. Thus Mr.
Burgos became a key figure in the media
opposition that played an important role in
the overthrow of President Ferdinand Marcos.

Doan Viet Hoat (Victnam)

former editor of the newsletter Dien Dan Tu
Do, which means “Freedom Forum,” and one
of Vietnam’s most prominent dissidents.
Newsletters which translate articles from
abroad and present democratic domestic view-
points are the only outlet of independent
reporting in Vietnam today. Mr. Doan was a
prisoner of conscience from 1976 to 1988. He
was imprisoned again in 1990 for promoting
democracy and pluralism through his writing
and publications. In 1998, he was released
and expelled from Vietnam.
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Amira Hass

Savea Sano Malifa (Samoa)

founder and editor of the Samoa Observer.
Since its founding in October 1978, his paper
has fallen foul of the government for exposing
corruption. The editorial office and printing
plant were destroyed in a suspicious fire in
1994 and the publication therefore dropped
to two editions a week. In November 1994,
the Observer went back to a daily.

May I now present the award winners from
Latin America:

Juan Pablo Gardenas (Chile)

editor of the much harassed opposition maga-
zine Andlisis. During the dark days of General
Augusto Pinochet, the magazine faced numer-
ous legal proceedings and was shut down sev-
eral times. In May 1987, Mr. Cardenas was
sentenced to 18 months night-time imprison-
ment for “insulting the president.” He began
serving his sentence immediately upon return-
ing from Finland, where he had gone to
receive a Golden Pen of Freedom Award.

These very brave men and women

suffered threats, harassment, censorship,
imprisonment, physical attacks, kidnapping,
exile, administrative, legal or economic
pressure and sometimes the ultimate form
of censorship — violent death.

José Rubén Zamora (Guatemala)

founder and former editor of the independent
daily newspaper Siglo Veintiuno (“21st Centu-
ry”), which was known for exposing corrup-
tion, drug-trafficking and human rights viola-
tions. In May 1993, when President Serrano
suspended the constitution and sent state cen-
sors to all newspaper offices, Mr. Zamora
altered the daily’s masthead to Siglo Catorce
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(14th Century) and ran solid blocks of ink in
place of censored stories. While army troops
seized copies and burned them in the streets, he
faxed the original uncensored edition around
the world. In May 1996, Mr. Zamora was
sacked under pressure from shareholders. A
grenade attack, in which he fortunately was
not hurt, was intended to prevent him from
founding another daily newspaper, El Perio-
dico, which he later on founded anyway.

Jesus Blancornelas (Mexico)

founder — together with Hector Félix Miranda
— of the Tijuana newspaper ABC, which spe-
cialised in investigative reports on corruption
in local government. In 1980, the offices of
ABC were raided and the authorities seized
control of the paper. Mr. Blancornelas fled to
San Diego, where he founded the weekly
newspaper Zeta. Two years later, he returned
to Mexico. In 1988, his colleague Hector
In 1997, Mr.
Blancornelas himself was severely injured

Miranda was murdered.
when gunmen fired at him with automatic
weapons and killed his bodyguard. Despite
such threats, he has continued his critical
reporting on corruption and drug trafficking
until today.

Ricardo Uceda (Peru)

former editor-in-chief of the magazine Si, who
faced physical threats, legal actions and cen-
sorship for relentlessly exposing military
offences against civilians. In 1993, after the
magazine publicised the existence of clandes-
tine graves of nine students and their profes-
sor who had been abducted by the army, the
Peruvian Congress overwhelmingly asked the
minister of internal affairs to guarantee the
safety of Mr. Uceda, who had resisted to reveal
his sources. In 1994, Mr. Uceda quit his posi-
tion at Si to found and also head the inves-
tigative unit of the daily £/ Comercio. Since
then his team of investigative journalists have
uncovered numerous cases of corruption.

Let me now present the award winners
from European countries:

Kemal Kurspahic (Bosnia-Herzegovina)
former editor-in-chief of Oslobodenje, which
means “Liberation.” The staff of this inde-
pendent daily, which included Serbs, Croats
and Moslems, was a symbol of the struggle by
a handful of journalists against intolerance
and ethnic cleansing during the war in Bosnia.
Despite snipers’ bullets and artillery shells, as
well as newsprint and ink shortages, Kurspa-
hic and his staff worked day and night in a
nuclear-shelter in Sarajevo to produce 3,500
copies a day. The paper’s very existence was a
daily insult to all kinds of extremists.

Jiri Diensthier (Czechoslovakia)
co-founder of Lidové Noviny. After the
Russian invasion in 1968 he was forced leave
his position with Czechoslovak Broadcasting
and had to work as an archivist, night watch-
man and boiler attendant. He was among the
first signatories of “Charter 77” and twice its
spokesman. He was therefore arrested and
sentenced to three years in prison. Until the
fall of the communist regime he published
“samizdat” papers and secretly wrote for the
foreign press on domestic and foreign policy.
In 1989, he was appointed Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Czechoslovakia.

Adam Michnik (Poland)

founder and editor-in-chief of the daily
Gazeta Wyborcza, the first independent Polish
newspaper, co-founder of the Committee for
the Defence of Workers in 1977, and a promi-
nent Solidarity activist during the 1980s.
Michnik was detained many times between
1965 and 1980, spending a total of six years
in prison for opposing the communist regime.
He received many awards including the
French Pen Club Freedom-Award and the
Robert Kennedy Human Rights Award.
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Nuno Rocha

Antonio Fontan

Nuno Rocha (Portugal)

former editor-in-chief of the weekly Lisboa.
In 1974, when the dictatorial regime col-
lapsed and was replaced by a left-wing
Revolutionary Council, a pro-communist
journalist was assigned to his office as a cen-
sor. Mr. Rocha attempted to start a new paper
and was therefore accused of being a member
of a criminal organisation and arrested. A year
later he finally succeeded in publishing a new
paper, Tempo, which adopted a liberal line
and became the best-selling paper in Portugal
during the period of transition towards
democracy. He is at present director of the
magazine Media XXI.

Antonio Fontan (Spain)

former editor of the liberal daily Madrid, a
paper which was in favour of democracy and
against the totalitarian regime of General
Franco. In 1968, the paper was suspended for
several months and finally closed down in
1971. When democracy was restored in Spain,
the Supreme Court ordered the state to pay
compensation. But the payment was not
enough to rescue the daily. From 1977 to
1979, Mr. Fontdn served as President of the
Senate, and from 1979 to 1982 as a minister
in the Spanish Government. A former IPI
Board Member, he is currently president and
publisher of the magazine Nueva Revista de
Politica, Cultura y Arte, which was founded in
1990.

Harold Evans Veran Matic

Harold Evans (United Kingdom)

editor of The Sunday Times for 14 years and
founder of the new British school of inves-
tigative journalism. On behalf of hundreds of
child victims of the drug Thalidomide, Evans
took on the drug companies and fought them
for years through the courts until the victims’
families won redress. He risked everything,
including his reputation, in this fight. When
Rupert Murdoch took over The Times, Mr.
Evans resigned because of policy differences.
His book about this period, entitled “Good
Times, Bad Times”, became a best-seller in the
UK. Since 1984, he has lived in the United
States and headed several internationally-
known publications.

Veran Matic (Yugoslavia)

co-founder and former editor-in-chief of
Radio B92, the principal independent radio
station in Serbia, which was founded in 1989.
For almost ten years — and against all odds —
B92 managed to provide an accurate, non-
biased view of the tragic events occurring in
the region. Mr. Matic and his staff have been
under constant pressure from the Serbian
Government and have suffered threats, beat-
ings and arrests. The station itself was banned
several times. In April 1999, the Serbian
government installed a pro-government man-
agement at Radio B92, but the station came
back on air, four months later, with the origi-
nal team and under the new name B2-92. He
is now President of its Board.

Katharine Graham

Finally, let me present to you

Katharine Graham

the former publisher of The Washington Post,
our award winner from the United States.
Mrs. Graham took over the paper after the
death of her husband and built it into one of
the country’s most respected news organisa-
tions. She took a courageous step when the
Post published the secret Pentagon Papers.
As publisher of the Post, she persisted in
uncovering the Watergate scandal, despite all
threats from the government. Mrs. Graham is
a Zenger Award Winner for Freedom of the
Press and the People’s Right to Know, and is a
recipient of the CPJ’s Burton Benjamin
Memorial Award for her lifelong dedication to
press freedom. (]

Detailed profiles of the 50 World Press
Freedom Heroes can be found in the
Special Edition of IPlI Report (Second
Quarter 2000) and on the IPI Website:
www.freemedia.at
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Truth

Ultimately

Katharine Graham

Chairman of the Executive Committee,
The Washington Post Company

I t is a great privilege, a terrific privilege, to
accept this award on behalf of the “50
World Press Freedom Heroes” honoured by
the IPI today. Bravery in a democracy like the
United States is very different — I don’t have to
tell you — from bravery in other countries,
where the dangers are much greater and the
threats much, much more severe. I am in awe
of the journalists all over the world who have
suffered both physically and mentally for the
cause of press freedom, who have been impris-
oned, tortured, harassed, exiled and even
killed in pursuit of the news. I do not belong
in that Pantheon. In our country journalists
are protected by the First Amendment to our
Constitution. The challenges we face are gen-
erally more mundane: officials who lie,
bureaucracies that cover the politicians who
distort the truth. The risks we run are more
often financial than physical. Here, if you

Despite the risks, there are remark-
able journalists all over the world who
are willing to face them — courageous
men and women who rise up in every
generation to continue the ongoing
struggle to report the news.

believe in your reporters, as I did during
Watergate, you have no real choice but to
back them. Finding good reporters and edi-
tors and supporting them is what excellence in
journalism is all about.
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However, as we heard today, this often

entails great hardships even in so-called high-
ly-developed countries. The threats to journal-
ists can be frightening, as we have heard, and
in many places around the world the horrific
dangers reporters face are, alas, almost routine.

The Heroes saluted by the IPI today
remind us that certain important truths pre-
vail nonetheless:

First, despite the risks, there are remarkable
journalists all over the world who are willing to
face them — courageous men and women who
rise up in every generation to continue the
ongoing struggle to report the news.

Second, freedom of the press must be exer-
cised to be real. Rights must be applied to remain
robust to self-proposed restraints. Self-censor-
ship, the sacrifice of quality for financial reasons,
can erode the free dissemination of news and
information as effectively as overt pressure.

Third, the pursuit of news is not a tidy
affair. When freedom of the press is vitally
alive, mistakes are made and excesses occur.
The press can become unpopular, even daily.
That is the price for liberty that free societies
must learn to accept.

Most important, the Heroes of the IPI
demonstrate that in spite of every obstacle and
every constraint the truth ultimately prevails
and is made known. The spread of democracy
is relentless. And that freedom is an eternal
goal for men and women everywhere. The edi-
tors and publishers you honour today and on
whose behalf T have the great honour to speak,
have played an essential and inspiring role in
helping the people of their countries and the
world achieve that freedom.

Thank you very much on behalf of all of us. ®
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Bernhard Schreier

Chairman of Heidelberger Druckmaschinen AG

Il the previous keynote speakers of the

past days have rightly defined freedom of
expression and freedom of the press as basic
requirements for the development of a demo-
cratic society.

Business organisations like the World
Trade Organisation and the World Bank have
only recently started to link economic growth
with progress towards a civil society. The
President of the World Bank, Mr. James
Wolfensohn, explicitly stressed the impor-
tance of a free press as an instrument for true
and objective reflection of the general situa-
tion in a country. Only an open dialogue
between the government and the people can
produce enough trust within the internation-
al community to encourage financial invest-
ment in development and sustainable growth.

Global business has therefore formed a new
alliance with democratic movements to foster a
climate of trust and openness, and Heidelberger
fully acknowledges this new trend.

IPI is celebrating its 50th anniversary and
Heidelberger is celebrating its 150th anniver-
sary this year — an additional good argument
for partnership. Heidelberger therefore gladly
accepted the invitation to sponsor this World
Press Freedom Day event and our partnership
enabled the nominated Heroes to attend this
Award Ceremony in person.

It obviously was quite difficult to define
and select 50 award winners out of the hun-
dreds of brave men and women around the
world who day after day fight for basic human
rights. The Press Freedom Heroes to whom we
pay tribute here in Boston today, therefore,
generally fall into three broad categories:

Press Freedom Martyrs
Persons who were deliberately targeted and
killed because of their investigative work or
outspoken opinions.

Press Freedom Fighters
Persons who have made a significant contribu-
tion to press freedom by providing independ-
ent news coverage, opinions and views under
difficult and often dangerous conditions.
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Press Freedom Defenders,

Promoters, or Protectors
Persons who have made critical contributions
to press freedom on a global basis or pro-
foundly strengthened the free press in their
own country, often risking their careers and
professional reputations in the process.

Heidelberger, the global company for
high-tech printing solutions, is proud of this
partnership with IPI, the international media
community for press freedom.

As an additional demonstration of our sup-
port, Heidelberger has decided to make a
donation to the IPI Press Freedom Fund in the
amount of US$ 50,000. Mr. Chairman, may I
please hand over to you a cheque, symbolising
the respective amount of our contribution. @
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p

Bernhard Schreier hands over a donation of US$ 50,000 to the IPI Press Freedom Fund.
Left to right: Johann P. Fritz, Director of IPI; Schreier; Moegsien Williams, past Chairman of IPI;

Hugo Butler, new Chaiman of IPI.
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Federico Mayor

Former Director-General, UNESCO

T en years ago, in early 1990, some of us
gathered at UNESCO Headquarters in
Paris for a memorable meeting. The Berlin
Wall had just fallen and democratic processes
in Central and Eastern Europe were gaining
momentum.

The Round Table organised by UNESCO
on that occasion brought together for the first
time some 80 journalists and editors from
newly-independent media in that area with
their colleagues from Western Europe and
North America. In the framework of
UNESCO’s new communication strategy, our
aim was to promote free, independent and
pluralistic media in the region and all over the
world.

Other initiatives on freedom of expression
followed the 1990 Round Table in Paris. The
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Appeal to the

Regional Seminars organised in

Windhoek, Namibia (1991),
Almaty, Kazakhstan (1993),
Santiago de Chile (1994),

Sana’a, Yemen (1996) and Sofia,
Bulgaria (1997), adopted plans
of action aimed at promoting
free and independent media in
all continents.

In 1993, the United Nations
General Assembly, acting on a
proposal made at the Windhoek
Seminar, proclaimed 3 May
“World Press Freedom Day”.
And in 1996 UNESCO
announced the creation of the
UNESCO/Guillermo  Cano
World Press Freedom Prize.

Freedom of expression — the
basic pillar of democracy - has
made important gains in the past
decade. But in spite of those
advances, it remains particularly fragile in
many societies and drastically curtailed in oth-
ers. It is true that today much more people
enjoy the right to free and pluralistic informa-
tion than 10 years ago, when the Cold War
was still imposing its partisan logic on most of
humanity. Perseverance and imagination are
required for this everyday action in favour of
human dignity. For a Spaniard like me, Don
Quixote is a symbol of hope and tenacious
struggle on behalf of a worthy cause. After all,
it was Cervantes’ character who said to his
squire Sancho Panza: “La libertad, Sancho, es
uno de los més preciosos dones que a los hom-
bres dieron los cielos” (Freedom is one of the
most precious gifts Heaven has bestowed
upon man’).

Over a century ago, Mexican President
Benito Judrez proclaimed a simple truth: “El
respeto al derecho ajeno es la paz” (“Peace is a
result of respecting other people’s rights”). As
Judrez did, we should also remind today’s gov-

Leaders of the World

ernments and institutions that respecting
everyone’s right to free expression is the first
step on the road to freedom and peace.

I feel very honoured to launch today, 3
May, on the occasion of IPT’s 50th anniver-
sary, the following “Appeal To The Leaders Of
The World.”

Today, the World Press Freedom Day of
this symbolic year 2000, I appeal to the lead-
ers of the world, national governments,
regional and local authorities and, especially,
to the members of the parliaments, to firmly
renew their commitment to guarantee full
freedom of the press and the safety of journal-
ists. And to ensure that crimes against jour-
nalists do not remain unpunished, since
whenever a journalist suffers violence, intimi-
dation or capricious detention all citizens are
affected too.

Hope lies in democracy, both at national
and international levels. Democracy means
the full exercise of human rights by all. It
means participation, better sharing, safe-
guarding of cultural diversity, common values
and directions. Peace and democracy are the
fruit of justice. And there is no justice without
freedom of speech, without the voice of the
UNESCO’s

Constitution “the free flow of ideas by word

people. As enshrined in
and image” is indispensable for promoting
democracy, fostering human development and
consolidating world peace and security.
Freedom of speech — essential for peace build-
ing, and not only for peace keeping, crucial
for justice-building, for democracy-building.
And there is no democracy, I must be very
clear in this respect, if there is impunity, if
there are “exceptions.”

Free and independent media are not only
essential for cultural, political and economic
development, they are also indispensable for
transparency and accountability — a basis for
local and global democratic governance. But
most of all, the exercise of free speech is a fun-



damental human right, one which guarantees
many other rights and freedoms. Article 19 of
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights,
proclaims that “everyone has the right to free-
dom of opinion and expression; this right
includes freedom to hold opinions without
interference and to seek, receive and impart
information and ideas through any media and
regardless of frontiers.”

New Forms of Censorship

Freedom of expression has made important
gains in the past decade, but too often news-
papers and broadcasters are still the targets of
police and military crackdowns. Criminal
organisations continue to attack journalists.
At the same time, more subtle and sophisti-
cated weapons are being used to limit press
freedom and to control the media. New — and
recycled — forms of censorship are applied,
cloaked in a lexicon of code words and phras-
es. The imposition of “codes of ethics” and/or
“self regulation” rules, dictated by non-jour-
nalists; the mandatory licensing of journalists;
the efforts to restrict data access and distribu-
tion; or the use of cultural or national “values”
to justify restrictions imposed on the media,
are among the most common code-concepts
for censorship today. This is another good rea-
son to be watchful and never to take freedom
of expression for granted. Because good infor-
mation will always depend on the daily work
of journalists, editorial teams and independ-
ent media and on their overcoming all kind of
pressures.

Freedom of speech, as all human rights, is
inherent to each human being. It is not
“given,” it is recognised. It must be reaffirmed
and rebuilt every day in our minds and hearts.
Let us make a new departure everywhere: let
us help the voiceless; voiceless because they
cannot, because they do not, dare to express
themselves anymore. Let us reach the yet
unreached throughout the world. Being in the
forefront of the struggle for press freedom
involves fighting for human dignity, sowing
seeds of conciliation and understanding.

On this first World Press Freedom Day of
the International Year for a Culture of Peace,
as we pay homage to thousands of women and
men who have been risking, who are risking
today, their freedom and their lives to cover
the news and expose the truth, I want to urge
all governments to respect the right of their

citizens to receive free information and to

express themselves freely.

This appeal to the leaders of the world is
also addressed to the supranational institu-
tions and the conglomerates that are becom-
ing so crucial for “human evolution” in the
global village, where well articulated networks
of organisations and associations as yours
should provide everybody with enough space,
dimension and voice to be heard in the world
scene.

ent journalism, in order to favour the transi-
tion from the rule of force and imposition to
a culture of non-violence, tolerance, dialogue
and peace. That way the promise of the UN
Charter, as a world-wide social contract, could
become a reality in the lives of our children
and our grandchildren: “We the peoples, we
here resolve to save the succeeding genera-
tions from the scourge of war”. Thank you
very much. )

At this point, I wish to ex-
press my deepest concern for the
situation of the Syrian editor and
democracy advocate, Nizar
Nayyouf, winner of the WAN
Golden Pen of Freedom and the
UNESCO/Guillermo Cano
World Press Freedom Prize, who
is in prison since 1992. He is
also one of our 50 Heroes. I
appeal to the Syrian authorities,
to the Syrian President, on this
solemn occasion, in the impres-
sive presence of the World Press

Today, the World Press Freedom Day of this
symbolic year 2000, | appeal to the leaders
of the world, national governments, regional
and local authorities and, especially, to the
members of the parliaments, to firmly renew
their commitment to guarantee full freedom
of the press and the safety of journalists.
And to ensure that crimes against journalists
do not remain unpunished, since whenever a
journalist suffers violence, intimidation or capri-
cious detention all citizens are affected too.

Freedom Heroes, to immediately
free Mr. Nayyouf.

Last but not least, I also appeal to all the
citizens of the world to encourage independ-
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Star War S and the

Anti-Ballistic

Director, Belfer Center for Science and International Affairs,
Kennedy School of Government at Harvard University

I t is a great honour for me to be invited to
speak to this remarkable gathering of lead-
ers of the free press around the world, pub-
lishers, editors, and distinguished journalists.
When I received a call asking me to pinch hit
at the last minute for Governor George W.
Bush, I could not resist rearranging my sched-
ule to say “yes.” How often is a Democrat
invited to be a stand-in for a Republican pres-
idential candidate?

As I explained to the organisers, I certainly
can not speak on behalf of Governor Bush. I
am in fact a supporter of Vice President Gore.
But I will attempt to provide a non-partisan,
objective assessment of the assigned topic,
though you will find that my personal views
are closer to the Vice President than to the
Governor.

In his foreign policy address that opened
your 50th anniversary congress on Sunday,
Vice President Gore included a brief discus-
sion of missile defence and the ABM treaty. I
was fortunate to be your guest at that session,
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and to hear the comments of delegates after.
I found that many of you, especially our inter-
national colleagues, feel that they’ve somehow
fallen into a time warp. As one delegate
observed, this appears to be a rerun of an old
movie from the 1980s. As a famous American
philosopher, the baseball manager Yogi Berra
remarked, this seems like déja vu all over
again.

A New Arms Race?

The bewildering swirl of acronyms, advo-
cacy, and political arguments that surround
this new debate about missile defence, the
ABM treaty, and a renewed arms race will
force this issue onto your front pages. You and
your associates will be challenged to try to
make sense of all this for your readers. This
debate has been thrust onto the agenda by
American politics. Last year President Bill
Clinton announced that he would make a
decision this summer about deployment of a

Missile Treaty

National Missile Defence system. The Repub-
lican majority in Congress is determined to
use missile defence as a stick to beat Clinton
and the Democratic candidate for president,
Vice President Gore. Next month when
President Clinton and the new Russian
President, Vladimir Putin, meet in Moscow,
President Clinton will attempt to persuade
Putin to accept modest amendments of the
ABM treaty to allow the U.S. to announce
deployment of a National Missile Defence
system and begin pouring concrete in Alaska.

If all this seems surreal, that is not surpris-
ing. As normal folks listen to the “acronym-
phomania” of defence programmes — ABM,
MMD, TMD, BMDO; to Russian, Chinese,
and European leaders’ claims that this will
“ignite a new arms race;” to advocates’ asser-
tions that this will “protect the U.S. against
the most urgent threats to American security
in the first quarter of the new century;” to
opponents contention that such an action
will “shatter the cornerstone of stability in the
post-Cold War world” — they can reasonably
be confused.

Indeed, you can be excused for feeling that
we have all been somehow dragged back to the
future.

Why are Americans proposing to do this
now? Because North Korea has a missile that,
according to CIA estimates, could deliver at
least chemical and biological agents to the
Western United States. North Korea could
test a more capable missile that, if it worked,
could deliver a first-generation nuclear war-
head to the U.S. “at any time” — but certainly
within the next 15 years.

How much will this cost? The latest GAO
report estimates $US 60 billion.

Will this ignite a new arms race with
Russia? Probably not. How much is Russia’s
defence budget today? Less than $US 5 bil-
lion. Indeed, the entire budget of the Russian



federal government is only $US 27 billion.
But there are a variety of things Russia could
do — keeping its missiles ready for quick
launch on any hint of warning, maintaining
older missiles and putting more warheads on
newer ones, keeping a huge weapons complex
and huge stockpiles of bomb material — that
would be much to the detriment of U.S. and
international security.

What will this $US 60 billion buy? 100
anti-ballistic missile launchers in Alaska plus
an upgrade of U.S. radar and early warning
systems that on the most optimistic techno-
logical assumption will be able to shoot down
ten unsophisticated missiles from North
Korea.

“Come on,” some say, “you Americans
must have something more in mind.” Yes, the
Clinton administration envisages a second
phase of deployment that would include an
additional 100 launchers in North Dakota
that would be better able to protect all 50
U.S. states against potential future threats
from missiles in Iran or Iraq. And Republican
advocates of missile defence propose further
deployments of sea and from space-based ele-
ments to provide a more robust missile
defence capability.

But don't all the world leaders — Russian,
Chinese, Indian, and European alike — oppose
the U.S. action? Yes, though for somewhat dif-
ferent, frequently contradictory, reasons.
Chinese leaders believe this anti-missile system
could degrade their capability to attack the
United States. Russian military leaders know
their nuclear forces can overwhelm the pro-
posed deployment, but worry about what the
U.S. will learn and do in the future. Europeans
are concerned that if the U.S. has some pro-
tection and they don’t, they’ll either be forced
to buy similar systems or be decoupled from
American security concerns. Most of the world
sees this as a peculiar American drama remi-
niscent of the recent Elian soap opera.

The Nuclear Sword
of Damocles

Nonetheless, the fact is that this is happen-
ing. National Missile Defence will be at the top
of the agenda in U.S.-Russian relations over the
next month. You will need to explain to your
readers what it is and why it matters. Like prior
great debates about strategic matters, this one
will surely generate more heat than light.

But, if presented wisely, it also offers you
an opportunity to remind your readers
around the world about a deeper, central
truth about the age in which we live. That
truth is that the nuclear sword of Damocles
that hung over the survival of the U.S., the
Soviet Union and Russia, and the world, has
not disappeared. Rather, it has morphed.
Fortunately, today we do not have Cuban
Missile Crises that force citizens to experience
existentially the fear of nuclear danger. But
unfortunately, that leads too many of your
readers to imagine that these weapons have
somehow disappeared. The emerging debate
about missile defence, the ABM treaty, and a
new arms race will provide an opportunity for
you to help your readers understand this hard
reality — but only if you seize it.

To assist you in this effort, let me take
eight minutes to provide answers to eight key
questions:

1. What is this issue?

2. What are the key arguments of the true
believers?

3. What are the key arguments of the ide-
ological opponents?

4. What are the key analytic issues or ques-
tions?

5. What are the political realities?

6. What does George W. Bush propose
(and would he have argued were he giving this
speech here today)?

7. What does Vice President Gore propose?

8. What, in my view, does this all have to
do with the real issues of nuclear danger?

All in eight minutes, so bear with me if
I summarise.

1. What is this all about? Recall the basic
benchmarks. 1983: President Reagan’s Star
Wars speech initiated a research programme
to “render nuclear weapons impotent and
obsolete.” $US 70 billion later, this research
programme has not succeeded. Since Reagan,
objectives have been scaled back from a space-
based shield against a massive attack, to a par-
tial shield against a few dozen warheads from
a rogue state using the old technologies of
ground-based rockets and radar.

1991: In the Desert Storm war between a
U.S.-led coalition and Saddam Hussein, U.S.
and allied forces came under threat of Iraqi mis-
siles with chemical warheads, heightening U.S.
military interest in theatre missile defences.

1994: A Newt Gingrich-led Republican
“Contract for America” called for immediate
deployment of a National Missile Defence
system.

1999: Pressure from the Republican major-
ity in Congress to move to deployment was
blunted by Clinton’s pledge to deploy as soon
as technically feasible and to announce a deci-
sion about deployment by the summer of
2000.

2000: At the June 5-6 summit Clinton will
seek to win Putin’s agreement to modest mod-
ifications in the ABM treaty to allow the U.S.
deployment of a limited ABM system.

Fortunately, today we do not have Cuban
Missile Crises that force citizens to experi-
ence existentially the fear of nuclear danger.
But unfortunately, that leads too many of
your readers to imagine that these weapons

have somehow disappeared.

2. What are the key arguments of the true
believers? The threat: North Korea, Iran, Iraq,
and others are seeking to develop long-range
missiles. The latest CIA estimate finds that
“during the next 15 years the United States
most likely will face ICBM threats from
Russia, China, and North Korea, probably
from Iran, and possibly from Iraq.” Imagine a
conflict between North and South Korea, or a
replay of Saddam’s attack on Kuwait. If the
dictator could threaten to fire a nuclear mis-
sile at Washington or Los Angeles or Boston,
could he effectively blackmail an American
president?

Technological optimism. If the American
president commits the nation to a bold objec-
tive and challenges the scientific community
to solve the problem, it will do it. As William
Safire, one of the most eloquent advocates of
this position has argued: “Many who insist
that it will never work were doubtful our tech-
nology could ever put a man on the moon.

The ABM treaty is a Cold War relic.
Allowing Russia or any other state to veto
actions necessary to protect American security
is simply unacceptable.

Yes, the Russians, the Chinese, and many
others, including our allies, object. But
America’s priority must be America’s security
first. Others will have to accept that.
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3. What are the key arguments of the ide-
ological opponents? The threat is not as grave
as claimed and is not the largest threat on the
horizon. The North Korean missile pro-
gramme that is the putative reason for the cur-
rent urgency has in fact been frozen by recent
agreements between North Korea and the
U.S. and South Korea.

Technologically, the ballistic missile
defence system doesn’t work and can’t work.
“Hitting a bullet with a bullet” may be theo-
retically possible, but the tests have so far
failed. Technologically, countermeasures are
much more effective than improvements in
defensive capabilities. Any state capable
enough to create an ICBM can also create
decoys that will defeat the missile defence
technology currently available.

Even if the system worked, it would be
wrong because of its impact on Russia and the
arms control regime. It would either (a) initi-
ate an arms race, or (b) push Russia into a
more dangerous posture, or (c) upset Russia’s
karma.

Some extreme ideological opponents for-
ward an additional argument that such a sys-
tem, if it worked, or if it were believed to
work, would be dangerous because the U.S.
superpower would face no countervailing
threat and thus be tempted to even greater
arrogance and adventure, like the adventurism
that led to Vietnam.

4. What are the key analytic issues or ques-
tions? Is the technology ready? Most experts
believe that advances in technological capabil-
ities to identify launches and missiles and
intercept them will at some point make feasi-
ble a ballistic missile defence system that has
some degree of effectiveness, if only in com-
plicating the calculations for a potential
attacker. Nonetheless, all recognise that build-
ing an effective missile defence is technologi-
cally very ambitious. Experts believe that the
decision to deploy any such system should be
driven by technological developments and
tests, not a political schedule. Thus the over-
whelming consensus is that any decision
about deployment is “premature.” The head
of BMDO (the Defence Department’s organ-
isation developing the programme) has com-
plained publicly about a calendar driven by
politics rather than his testing schedule. An
independent panel of former military and
defence experts appointed by the Defence
Department, headed by former Air Force
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Chief of Staff Larry Welch concluded that the
ambitious schedule was a “rush to failure.”
Only three of 19 scheduled tests of the current
architecture have been performed, and the
system failed the most recent test. Prior anti-
missile systems have been put through much
longer and more rigorous testing (for example
the Patriot theatre missile defence was tested
114 times before it was selected).

Opponents of National Missile De-
fence liken deployment of the cur-
rent system to installing bars on the
second story window to keep bur-
glars out of a house when the front
door and windows are wide open.

Where do long range missiles from North
Korea, Iran, or a terrorist rank? In the hierar-
chy of threats to American national security,
the CIA assessment concludes that ballistic
missiles are not the most likely means by
which weapons of mass destruction will be
delivered against the United States: “U.S. ter-
ritory is probably more likely to be attacked
with weapons of mass destruction from non-
missile delivery means than by missiles.”
Opponents of National Missile Defence liken
deployment of the current system to installing
bars on the second story window to keep bur-
glars out of a house when the front door and
windows are wide open. As Senator Carl Levin
pointed out recently: “1,400 people were
arrested crossing the Arizona border a couple
of months ago in one night. How many peo-
ple were not arrested that one night? How
many are not caught and what is their capa-
bility to put together non-missile means of
delivery of a chemical weapon or a biological
weapon?”

Where does ballistic missile defence rank
in the hierarchy of American defence pro-
grammes to reduce threats to American
national security? Weapons delivered by mis-
siles have one striking disadvantage. Missiles
leave an unambiguous return address. Any
state that attacked the U.S. with weapons of
mass destruction can be sure that it would be
destroyed by an overwhelming retaliatory
response. In contrast, U.S. capabilities to
detect, defend against, and deter threats of
weapons delivered surreptitiously, for exam-
ple, in a ship that arrives in an American har-

bour or a truck that drives across the Ameri-
can border, are much weaker.

Consider alternative expenditures of $US
60 billion in enhancing U.S. security. The
Joint Chiefs of Staff would spend those funds
on current programmes. Alternatively, $US 60
billion could fund an ambitious programme
beyond most people’s imagination to secure
nuclear materials in Russia, prevent theft and
smuggling, stabilise nuclear custodians, and
reduce stockpiles of excess weapons along
lines suggested by a recent BCSIA report by
arms-control expert Matthew Bunn, “The
Next Wave.”

What will be the net effect of U.S. deploy-
ment of missile defences on U.S. security? The
fact that the leaders of most governments
oppose such a decision is relevant, but not
decisive in itself. The critical question is what
these governments are likely to do in response
to U.S. deployment and what the net effect of
the combination of actions will thus be on
American security. China will likely devote
more resources to its missile development pro-
gramme, accelerating its current programme,
and perhaps MIRVing. That will undoubted-
ly impact India and Pakistan. The Russian
government has threatened to abrogate all
current arms control limitations, including
START 1I and the treaty that eliminated
shorter-range missiles aimed at Europe.
Whether it would carry out such a threat or
not, these actions could disturb and distract
Russia from current U.S.-Russian co-opera-
tive threat reduction programmes that address
the much larger risks of “loose nukes.” This is
the threat that weapons or weapons-usable
material from Russia’s vast arsenal are stolen
by criminals, sold to rogue states or terrorist
groups, and used against Americans at home
or U.S. forces abroad. Such consequences
could overwhelm any gains from a U.S. deci-
sion to deploy missile defences that Russia
strongly opposed. If current arms control
regimes, not only U.S.-Russian, but broader
international agreements, unravel, the U.S.
will lose the transparency these regimes pro-
vide, and thus become more vulnerable to
developments in Russia and other countries
that would otherwise be prevented or visible.

5. What about “political realities?”
Republican conservatives, supported by some
members of the analytic national security
community, have made vivid in American pol-
itics (at least within the Beltway) the threat



posed by rogue states’ long-range missile pro-
grammes. They have made actionable de-
mands that the U.S. deploy defences. In part,
this has been a flag for rallying conservatives to
Reagan’s bold vision; in part, it has been a
search for higher ground in the struggle with a
centrist Democratic president who has made
Democrats more defence-friendly; in part, this
reflects deeper recognition that mutual assured
destruction is, in fact, MAD. Moved by these
impulses, Republican leaders in Congress have
succeeded in making this issue live.

In the fierce competition of American elec-
tive politics, political leaders attempt to
armour themselves against all plausible lines
of attack. A mix of motives, including grow-
ing recognition and reality of threats, progress
in research and development programmes that
promise greater effectiveness in protecting
against such threats, wide public support for
defence and the U.S. military, budget surplus-
es (after a decade of deficits), and political
realities push this issue forward on President
Clinton’s agenda.

6. What is Republican candidate George
W. Bush’s position on missile defence? What
would his speech have said if he were address-
ing you today? He has proposed to:

* Postpone decision on NMD deployment
until the next President’s administration;

e “Accelerate research on, and deployment
of, both national and theatre missile defences,
as soon as possible;”

e Withdraw from the ABM Treaty unilat-
erally (with due notice) if Russia does not
agree to changes allowing “effective national
and theatre missile defences.” In his view, the
ABM Treaty is an artefact of 1972. Bush said
“I will have a solemn obligation to protect the
American people and our allies, not to protect
arms control agreements signed almost 30
years ago.”

Governor Bush’s foreign policy advisor,
Condoleeza Rice, argues that: “A single site is
only a start and we need to be able to look at
other near-term options that may be available,
including sea-based ballistic missile defence.”

In a letter to President Clinton, Repub-
lican leaders of the U.S. Senate assert that the
Clinton Administration must not restrict the
size and type of missile shield the U.S. can
build. Rather, they insist that it leave open the
possibility to develop and deploy additional

missile defence interceptors, lasers, or other
interception devices based on aircraft.

7. What is Vice President Gore’s position
on missile defence? He presented his case to
you in Boston on Sunday.

Gore accuses Bush of being irresponsible on
NMD: “Governor Bush used his brief meeting
with Russian Foreign Minister Ivanov to issue a
warning that his intention would be to build
and deploy a global ‘Star Wars’ system that he
believes could defend the U.S. and all our allies
against any missile launch from any source. In
the 1990s, most serious analysts took a look at
the implausibility of this endeavour, the fantas-
tical price that our taxpayers would be expect-
ed to pay, and the dangerously destabilising
consequences of travelling down that path —
and rejected the notion.”

Gore’s proposal: “I favour — and we are
negotiating with the Russians — changes in the
ABM Treaty that would lead to a responsible
and practical defence against a nuclear attack
from a rogue state.”

8. What does all this have to do

with the larger issue of nuclear dan-
ger, at least as I see it? I address this
question at some length in the final
chapter of the new edition of my
book “Essence of Decision:
Explaining the Cuban Missile
Crisis”, which examines the specific
case of the Cuban Missile Crisis but
also draws larger lessons for nuclear
relations today and in the future.
In general, I believe that nation-
al missile defence is a secondary
item on the larger defence agenda.

| believe that national missile defence
is a secondary item on the larger
defence agenda. By far the largest
threat to American lives and liberties
today is the risk of “loose nukes”
falling into the hands of terrorists or
rogue states. Our resources would be
much better spent securing Russia’s
nuclear materials and reducing stock-
piles of excess weapons.

By far the largest threat to Ameri-

can lives and liberties today is the risk of
“loose nukes” falling into the hands of ter-
rorists or rogue states. Our resources would
be much better spent securing Russia’s
nuclear materials and reducing stockpiles of
excess weapons. Both opponents and propo-
nents of missile defence have made valid
points — and both sides have also made
exaggerated claims. It is our job as academ-
ics and analysts — and your job as reporters
and editors — to sort out the fact from the
fiction and provide reliable information to
the public. °
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RESOLUTIONS

Resolutions

adopted by the 49" |P| General Assembly
on Monday, 1 May 2000

AFRICA

Censorship and repression of the media in
Africa were condemned by editors and pub-
lishers at the 49th General Assembly of the
IPI in Boston, USA.

Editors, publishers and leading journalists,
many from African countries, denounced the
many governments in Africa which have tram-
pled on media freedoms. The governments of
these countries were called upon to scrap the
laws that give them the power to exercise cen-
sorship, and to open their media and facilitate
the free flow of information.

The IPI, which represents over 2,000 edi-
tors and publishers throughout the world, list-
ed these offender as: Algeria, Angola, Burun-
di, Cameroon, Congo, Democratic Republic
of Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Gam-
bia, Guinea, Libya, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
Sudan, Swaziland, Zambia and Zimbabwe,
who were described as the worst, with Chad,
Cote d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Egypt, Eritrea,
Gabon, Ghana, Guinea, Liberia, Rwanda,
Senegal, Tanzania, Togo, Tunisia, and Uganda
differing only in the degrees of repression.

CYBERSPACE

Increasing attempts by governments to
control the content of the Internet caused seri-
ous concern to world journalism leaders meet-
ing in Boston for the 49th General Assembly
of the International Press Institute (IPI).

In many parts of the world, it is clear that
governments are seeking to enforce political
censorship and/or surveillance, said editors
and publishers from around the world.

News media in cyberspace must be granted
the same free speech rights as traditional print
and broadcast media.

The countries that make up the UNESCO
General Conference have formally accepted
this view by endorsing the Sofia Declaration
of 1997 on independent and pluralistic
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media, IPI noted. It said: “The access to and
the use of these new media should be afforded
the same freedom of expression protections as
traditional media.”

This was echoed by the UN Human Rights
Commission’s Special Rapporteur on Freedom
of Opinion and Expression in an official
report this spring saying: “On-line expression
should be ... guaranteed the same protection
as is awarded to other forms of expression.”

IPI members warned there is a clear danger
that stricter controls over cyberspace could
trigger new attempts to control traditional
news media outlets.

Legitimate concerns about defamation,
fraud, paedophilia, organised crime and the
like are normally the subject of existing laws
that can be invoked in countries where alleged
offences may originate, IPI said. But free
speech and press freedom must be the rule.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION

Too many governments, even among estab-
lished democracies, seem to believe that the
public must be less than fully informed, and
that transparency is a virtue only for others,
world journalism leaders agreed at the
International Press Institute World Congress
in Boston.

They urged the world’s governments and
intergovernmental organisations to honour
the public’s right to know the information
that is held by official bodies.

Countries that do not already have free-
dom of information laws granting maximum
access to officially held and collected informa-
tion and data should pass them as soon as pos-
sible. Countries that have such laws but do
not honour them should do so. Countries that
list broad exceptions to the release of official-
ly held information should make them as nar-
row as possible. And freedom of information
laws must never become disguised state secret
laws by lists of exceptions.

Editors and publishers from around the
world, meeting on IPI’s 50th anniversary,
stressed that access should be without delay,
and for all members of the public, lay or pro-
fessional, journalists or non-journalists.

Governmental systems of classifying confi-
dential information should also provide for rig-
orous declassification systems, with frequent and
automatic reviews aimed at releasing as much
information as possible as soon as possible.

INDIA AND PAKISTAN

The International Press Institute (IPI),
meeting in Boston for its 49th General
Assembly, urged the governments of India and
Pakistan to remove the ban on the circulation
of each others’ newspapers.

IRAN

The International Press Institute (IPI),
meeting in Boston for its 49th General
Assembly, strongly condemned the latest
crackdown on Iran’s independent media.

IPI members criticised the indefinite closure
of numerous newspapers and magazines since
23 April and the imprisonment of several jour-
nalists after a speech by Iran’s Supreme Leader
Ali Khamenei at Tehran’s Grand Mosque attack-
ing the country’s pro-reform publications.

The banning of the publications coincided
with the jailing of Latif Safari, publisher of the
previously banned daily, Neshat, and Akbar
Ganji of Sobh-e-Emrooz, for allegedly under-
mining the work of the government. At least
three other journalists are currently serving
prison terms because of their work. Mashallah
Shamsolvaezin is serving a three-year term.
Abdollah Nouri is serving a five-year term and
Mohsen Kadivar an 18-month sentence. Just
before IPI’s general assembly, the prominent
lawyer and journalist Meherangiz Kar was
arrested after being summoned to appear be-
fore the Revolutionary Court.
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Iran’s parliament also passed a series of
amendments to existing press legislation,
approved on 17 and 18 April, which bans crit-
icism of the constitution, makes writers and
publishers liable for prosecution under the
press law, prohibits individuals who belong to
illegal groups or are deemed to have under-
mined Iran’s Islamic system of government
from practising journalism, and prohibits
papers from re-launching under a new name.

The IPI General Assembly called these
actions a flagrant violation of the everyone’s
right to seek, receive and impart information
and ideas through any media and regardless of
frontiers, as guaranteed by Article 19 of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
While appreciating the reform efforts of Iran’s
President Khatami, IPI also called on him to
condemn the actions and to do everything in
his power to ensure the immediate release of
the imprisoned journalists and the re-opening
of the banned publications.

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

Assaults on journalists and photographers
and the destruction of their equipment during
the “land invasions” by so-called “war veterans”
in Zimbabwe were condemned by editors and
publishers at the 49th General Assembly of the
International Press Institute in Boston, USA.

The IPI, which represents over 2,000 edi-
tors and publishers throughout the world, vig-
orously criticised the Zimbabwean govern-
ment and its police for failing to take action to
prevent the attacks or to arrest the culprits.

The IPT expresses its deep concern that
these inroads on press freedom are but one
manifestation of the serious deterioration in
media freedom that is taking place in many
countries in sub-Saharan Africa and which is
destroying the fledgling multi-party democra-
cies that have recently been created.

The IPI appeals to the offending govern-
ments to end this dangerous abuse of freedom
and to return to the principles of Article 19 of
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and
the media freedom codes of African institutions
such as the Organisation of African Unity.

IPI noted that the countries in addition to
Zimbabwe which were the worst offenders
included Angola, Burundi, Cameroon, the
Democratic Republic of Congo, Gambia,
Ivory Coast, Lesotho, Liberia, Namibia, Rwan-
da, Sierra Leone, Swaziland, and Zambia.
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YUGOSLAVIA

Members of the International Press Institute
(IPI), gathered in Boston for the 49th annual
IPI General Assembly and World Congress,
condemn the government-imposed controls on
the independent media in the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia as unacceptable.

IPI urged the government of President
Slobodan Milosevic to repeal all oppressive
laws and practices aimed at intimidating and
silencing critical media.

On the eve of elections in the country the
political crisis is deepening, IPI said. It is get-
ting ever more difficult for journalists to do
their work properly as independent newspa-
pers as well as private TV and radio stations
are being destroyed economically.

Repressive methods used by the Serbian
government include exorbitant fines levied for
newspapers critical of the regime or the army.

Over the past year, almost all leading inde-
pendent and opposition media have either
received heavy fines under Serbia’s strict
media law or had their equipment confiscated
for allegedly breaching telecommunications
regulations. Government restrictions on
newsprint imports have resulted in significant
price increases.

Court cases, unjust and exaggerated fines
and other economic sanctions have become
the tools of a new, effective form of censorship.

The government cuts the independent
media off from official sources of information,
banning journalists from official events and
statements. Beside threatening Serbian jour-
nalists, the Belgrade government also hinders
foreign journalists from doing their work by
denying them visas. °





