THE LABOR MOVEMENT AND _THE PRESS

If one is to talk sensibly about this subject it
seems necessary, first, to establish a frame-work of what one
beliseves to be the functions and responsibilities of the Press.
Unless one believes - and I do not - that the Press has special
functions and responsibilities as far as the labor movement is
concerned, then those of us within the movement should judge
our treatment by the Press in terms of its adherence to, or
divergence from, the&e general concepts of functions and

responsibilities.

Two introductory obhservations before considering
those general standards,  sach to do with the exactness of
language - the meaning of the phrase "the Press", IT 1
may don my econcmist's hat, the observations relate to problems
of vertical and horizontal integration., First, the vertical
question, While the Press is universally acknowledged
as the 4th Estate, the subdivision of the Estate is all too

infrequently recognised. Proprietors of newspapers in Australia

are, in general, conservatives - in the fields of politics and
economics they are not the radical exponents of change. This
is not surprising, is indeed in the nature of things %o be
expected - altogether far too mich time is wasted by many of
my colleagues deploring the obvious, Editors tend to reflect
the prejudices of proprietors, but the exceptions have been

noble and frequent enough to put the statement no higher.
But what do we say of journalists, . il a&u_;4~ o, Ao vﬁ¢-ﬂAbL
M\& f.\,\_,._,l

Speaking from considerable personal experience,
I can say that the overwhelming majority of journalists are
well disposed towards giving a fair and extensive coverage

of the activities and aspirations of the labor movement.
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This springs, I believe, not merely from an adherence to the
gthics of their profession but, in many instances, from a
personal inclination towards our policies and perspectives.
And so, a statement about the villainy (or the virtue) of"the
Press" is rarely even within the one newspaper going to do
justice in attributing blame or praise between these various
components of the 4th Estate. Second, the horizontal aspect
of the problem, Who in his right mind within the labox
movement would suggest that the one statement could properly
describe the treatment we receive on the one hand from 'The
Australian' and on the other 'The Daily Telegraph'. Our
Chairman for the evening (and I am not implying that you

Sir Robert are yet within the labor movement - although with
the extent of the current swing towards us nothing would
surprise me) would, I am sure, dip into gquite different
sections of his mwontm:w vocabulary to describe the treatment
he has received from the Melbourne 'Sun' and his favorite
newspaper 'The Sydney Morning Herald'. In sum, my two
introductory observations are intended to do no more than
give the warning I believe should be clearly m&mWWaMMM the
outset of almost any discussion in the socio-political field,
i.e., compendious phrases may be cmmﬁwwﬂﬂaﬂ ascribing brief titles
to lectures, but they serve 30H3mpp<\mD disguise the complications

and contradictions that mark our affairs in this field,

What then are the functions and responsibilities of

the Press?



The Press .

What are the functions of the press? What are its responsibilities

The Ffunctionsg listed by newspaper owners in response o guestions
by the 1949 Royal Commission on the Press in Britain were :

1. %o report current evenis and interpret them to its readers.

2. To comment on matisrs of public interest for the guldance of
the public.

7. To inform, educate, entertain and enlighten 1tvs readers.

4, To provide a forum for the expression and exchange of opinion.
5. To express its own opinion.

6. "o publish news - serious or obtherwise - of interest to its
readers.

Obviously this is only a genercl getmes indicabtion of what the

press ought o be doing.  And even 1f we are to assume Ghat
newspaper proprietors are imbued with the highest ideals they .
must be judged on results rather than good intentions. If theyt
newspapers report current events inaccurately or if Tthey wrongly
interpret dWmBmmeme% they are not carrying out one of their
prime functions. Thelr ideas about what are matters of public
interest may differ radically from those held by thelr readers.
They nay decide that it is better to entertain their readers rather
than to seriously educate or inform Ghem,ewssELammmpger-eGEs .

It depends on their sense of priorities.  deeilowess We may feel
That too often newspapers get bheir priorities wrong, that they
highlight the trivial, pander to the tastes of the lowest common
denominator and underestimate the importance of events in which
we are particularly inbterested. We should remember, however, thab
2W@MMMMmEm trivial 4He-s others might consider important and zwmﬁjﬂfq
do%@?&ﬁv others might find intensely interesting. Very little
research has bheen done by newspapers Ihomwemmaiees: or, for that
Bmwdmwumw%owmmwmm“Hwﬁoéwmd.ﬁfﬂnnwmmgmwmoomeQmHHBWOHﬁwbd

or interesting. The function of entertaining need not necessarily

clash with the function of educating. A news or feature article
can be entertaining and educational. Information can be presented
in serious, satirical, ironic or 8imply in an amusing way without
being inaccurate. § can raise a horse-laugh, a chuckle or a frown



or

mw It can be important and interesting, interesting but unimportant,

important but uninteresting in its presentation. i

“aSvmsermezee ewspapers which present information that is neither importan
nor interesting aere lucky to survive. No newspaper worth its mmww
is all stodge and no mocmwwm. Even the comic strip, like the cartoon,
can have & message. If we don't like the page one storg about a
murder or a sexual assault we can always turn to the foreign
or the sports pages. If we object H0o The

. & e~ confessions of a Hollywood starlet

or a gmwwoonQ vicar we should change our newspaper. This, at any

rate, is the cynical, myopic view of some newspaper executives who
¢claim to be giving the public what they want. We may here ask :
Do the newspapers truly give us what we want or what they think we
ought to want? It is =mx both audacious and an insult to readers
to assume that because sex sells it 1s all that people want. The
fact that all pr most people populate and procreate does not mean they
want to read about nothing else. Nor cam i1t be assumed that
because a XEREIEXIEX reader's main interest is in politics he simply
wants ExRaikyx¥HamsErx his ﬁmamwmwmdmmmodmmwwwwmg with parliamentary
debates, a Daily Hansard. He may BExjuskyag interestsd in seeing
pictures of the body beautiful and is there anything wrong with showing
it to him occasiocnally. Doesn't it depend on the motive. We may
disagree with the executive of #imeE one mass owuoﬂwmﬁwos Hoﬁaob daily
whose sole justification for filling his pages with @moowwmwm was
"Buxom bodies boost business". Let's give him the benefit of the
doubt and assume that he is not guided simply by the profit motive.
Then isn't he being selfish if, because of prudishness, he refuses
t0 share with his readers a picture ready to hand of a beautiful
girl modelling a bikini which women might want to buy.

- PByen if it is true that the press is giving the public what the
public wants hasn't it a higher obligation to wcHwHHw dwgkgx If
life is a gutber that is surely no reason for a gutlter press. The
press is nob there merely to reflect life bubt to sbate what life
could be. Tixixx Its role is not simply to show the bad but also
the good in society. People wany to be aware, nob merely wgx that

brothels Ly Tamysenieonis and violence and

mental sickness mNpmw but why they exist and what can be done to

eradicate or minimise their ill-effects.
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Perhaps they would like to know more about people living in poverty
or lonely old age and what the various social welfare agencies =wmmix
are or are notv doing to help Them live a better life. Perhaps they
care more aboulbl these things than the press gives them credit for

and perhaps the newspapers too sasily assume that people =areEx

are interested only in a world that ends at Darwin. News, to be
interesting or important, does not have to happen here in Melbourne.
OBviously opinions in the press differ. Some newspapers give more
space te Europe Tthan Asia, mEERREXVIREYY although geographically
we are in Asia. Some do the opposite and the type of story Lrmy
used differs widely. Race riots xmxwkizkx Dbetween hindus and moslems
audx in India may get five paragraphs, while a light plane crash near
Melbourne which injurés three people might rate 15 paragraphs. One
Jaundiced view is that it's not good business to depress the reading
public with bad news so leave out the race riot and put in the beauty
contest.

As owwﬁwom of the press we must be honest with ourselves too.
If we truly dmwwmdw that a newspaper should provide a forum for the
mN@ﬁmmmHoﬁ and exchange of opinicn then we must not expect it to
reflect only our opinions and cease to buy it when it prints the
opposite view. It dis also an insult Rewxx to say what ofther readers
ought to like and that our likes should be imposed on them Lo The
exclusion of all things that interest then. In doing so we are
being as presumptuous as a newspaper which zzzwrExxkuxkmewx insists
it knows what thexpubiizmxwarkbwikkeugxagkizgxihenx people want without
asking them and then rams it down their throats.

Ity 1s, nevertheless, reasonable to question the motives
of the newspaper owners and their editors. Are they in the
newspaper industry solely for profit or do they genuinely have
a sense of responsibility to the public which buys ﬁmeW products.
The Kzmzdiamx owner of Britain's Sunday Times, mo%zaﬁogmoaq
ig at least clear about his motives. He once said : Of all the

reasong for owning newspapers the profit motive i3 the most
respectable, The profit motive goes along with the idea of giving

people value for their money”.



4, But. does it. The profit motive inspires all sorts of greedy
people to sell imfzrimrx shoddy or inferior products. Rewausegx If
a newspaper is Imfmrix a bad product it may still sell like

hot cakes but are its buyers getting real value for their BOSm%w
Obviously many of them think so or are they unacquainted with or
unable to appreaiate the alternatives. And are the aliernatives

getting fewer, both in number and in kind?

Lord Beaverbroock, proprietor of the British Daily Bxpress,

had arother motive . He stated : "I run the papers purely
for the purpose of making propaganda and with no other motive"
Even so Beaverbrook kept his eye on the commercial position of his
empire, so that it was not only a powerful propaganda medium but
also a very profitable one. His editors were given the primary
role of making the paper =mmi¥wx appealing and therefore saleable to
a very representative cross-section of the public. Millions bought
it though many of them might not have liked his brand of propaganda.
As a propagandist Beaverbrook wanted to feel he was shaping
history and human destiny. This powerx is probably covebted by
other press barons. It suggests that Tthey do not simply want to
be rich. They might even be richer 1f they occasionally did not
have pangs of conscience about what Ekeyxwx thelr newspapers were
doing and old fashioned, liberal ideas about serving the community.
Rupert Murdoch, proprietor of The Australian, once stated "Unless
we can return to the principles of public service we will lose our

¢laim %o be the fourth estate. What right have we o0 mwmmw in
the public interest when, too often, we are motivated by personal
gain®., We must assume that Mr. Murdoch, the proprietor of the
mass circulation "Truth" and the quality national daily, The
Australian, has mixed motives. HmTmwm(mmmMMMWWWBJMMH@@MMWMﬁWWJI\F
conscies ] uth hig bank balance. From the profits of

one - or partly so - the other quality product was spawned.

And were it not for the fact that the profits of a large group
of successful newspapers like the Murdoch chain were able to
off-get the temporary or permanent losses made by their quality
publications the Australian press scene would be more depressing
thar it now appears.



5. Quality and non~guality

The press is commonly divided beltween so-called quality and go-called
popular newspapers.

It is an arbitrary division and of course there are grmxixy many
opinions aboult what is =mxXI=® quality though in terms of c¢circulation
it is fairly easy to define the popular.

Most easily Hmoombwmmg as quality papers are the London Times, the
Guardian, formerly the Manchester Guardian, the New York Times.

It is said they cater for the elite, the intelligentsia,gxxwhatewss

wkrzxxwam® that remote and only vaguely identifiable group of
people who are assumed, often wrongly, t¢ know more or have

higher standarés and tastes than the ho-called hoi polloi, the
commen herd, They are conservativeXyx in appearance with

few pictures, long slsbs af grey matter, broken up only here and
there by a cross-heading and there is a notable lack of the
stunning two or three deck headlines in huge type seen in the
populars. Their appeal to advertisers is that they are excellent
media for getting at people on high incomes who, it is assumed,
will buy luxury or quality goods. Because of thelr prestige

with svatus people they charge more for advertising space kkmxx

per column inch relative to circulation thaer the pops. However the
idea that they are read only be people of quality =m#tx or that
people of guality scorn the populars is a myth. The =Imgaax
selling slogan of The Times ¥®wXyx (Top people read the times)
ignorss the fact that many wealthy pempkzxerxgEsrx or intellectual
people read the Guardian or the Telegraph or the Rxpress.

The Telegraph probably comes into the cabtegory of the Semi -k,
guality or almost popular. IT attempts to combine the facets of
the two, to get the best of both socio-economic worlds. Its slogan
is "Readable, reliable, realistic™, - : i
g~ o claim all newspapers would make.

In Australia there is nothing exactly or nearly comparable to the

Times although we have our own ideas of what are the qualityhapers.
Among them are The Age and the Sydney Morning Herald and tHe more
recently established "The Australisn', Bone of these has so much
heavy news as The Times or The Guardian bub k=s& Tthey are, in thelr

=
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6. own way, good quality productions, wgek- znd the processes
of education and opinion forming could be said to be among i
their principal objectives. Even so they conbain more light,
pithy articles bthan either The Times or The Guardian. They hawe
zlso run stunts and gimmicks and competitions of the kind =NXWEENX

normally seen in the populars and have

indulged in the give-away game, making zvailable to readers 45 low
price pictures of moon landings or reproductions of modern paintings.
Their lay-out is also more aittractive than that of The Times or

The Guardian, especially that of The Australian, and they mwmv
as a wmm¢w$ easier to read.

Among the populars we would include The mass circulation Sydney

and Melbourne papers, the Sun and Evening Herald in Melbourne and

the Mirror, Sun and Telegraph in Sydney. They includec @ greatb

gluts of light mnews on @®wmobmwudpm%¢ make a special point of mEzmEREX
. . . (Agde . )

presenting the news brightly and e give more emphasis to

entertainment than to education. i SR Cheese-~cake and
cleavage are constantly in, in depth articles on imporlbant social
issues offten outb. Footy is king and regularly finds the front

page of the Melbourne Herald and Sun. The Sun calls itself the
people's paper and it gives ¥the people plenty of pics, police

court copy, Footy thrills and entertainment razmatazz on the
asgsunption that fhese are what the people mainly want. The Truth
gspeclalises in exposures, mysteries, shocks, tragedies, villainies,
real or imagined, atrocities and of course Sex. It has a big
circulation. It is vess clearly a principal among Tthe pop

Dapers. mﬂWm@ for & long time the Herald had a bigger propoertion

of foreign news and less police court news than the Age and carried
about the same volume of features on the arts. Tts commercial

and Tinancial news was less than the bmmhw Newspapers compebe in
nearly all zampx departments though the style of their presentatlon
and the conbent of their articles may be radically different.

Main capibal city dailiss -~ Sydney

Daily Telegraph
Sydney Morning Herald
The Sun {(evening)

Daily Mirror (Evening)
The Australian.

Intense compebition here between dailies znd evenings.



7. Melbourne
The Australian
Sun Mews Pictorial.

The Age

The Herald (eveniag )

Newsday (evening)

intense competition w@wma between the dailies and impetus
to competition provided by the recent appearance of Newsday
in the Age group.

Queensland

Courier Mail.

fvening Telegraph.

The Australian.
Very libtle competitvion here. Courier mail and telegraph
both in same group. Telegraph has no evening rival. The
Australian has been rapidly picking up circulation and makging
a dent in the influence of the courier mail.

%B@m* Australis

The West Australian

Daily News (evening)

The Australian . S - ey

no real competition here. florning advertiser versus evening

news . They jointly produce & Sunday mail and are in saturday
competition with Truth.

T

._a.m C.PP_..H.:E.MKU

Hobart. The Mercury (morning) in competition only with Launceston

Examiner and weekly Truth.

Sundays . Mwarﬁﬁim.

In Sydney competition between Sydney WK, Sydney Mirror and
Sydney Sun-Herald. Tn Melbourne only one Sunday, the Sunday
Observer, recently started by Gordon Barton of Ipec. Ivs immediate
predecessor, the Sunday Post, went oup of publication after only .

a few weeks smmw % \E\P\.\ﬁ \ﬁ \S.JEM\?(\ L\e_.aca\h\ k\rr.wh\crrr

aig -



8. Perth - Sunday Times and The Independent in competition.
Adelaide - Only the SBunday Mail in competition with Saturday
Truth. A

Hobartlio sunday newspaper.

Brisbane ~ Bunday Mail in competition with Truth.

Concentration of the press in a few hands g

Lo

The Herald and Weekly Times Group owndgs the Meld@purne Herald, M
Melbourne Sun News Pictorial, Adelaide Advertiser, Brisbane

Courgsr Msil, Brisbane Telegraph, Brisbané Sunday Mail. Inwestmen
in or control of Hobart HMercury. TV, radio stations and
magazines.

John Fairfax group - One morning, one cvening gnd one Sunday

;B

- all in Sydney. The BSydney Morning Herald, the Sydney Sun and
the Synday Sun~Herald. Four major magazines and a financial paper,

the Financial TV and radio interests and country papers.

Con nsolidated Press -~ the PFrank Packer group -~ The Sydney Daily

Telegraph and Sydney Sunday Telegravh. TV and magazine intbterssts.

Rupert Murdoch group. The Australian, th: Sydney Mirror, the

Sunday Mirror, the Sunday Times and Daily News (evening) in Perth
tv and radio and magazine intesrests. Papers in Darwin and

Broken MWMUM m e omvmzh\ﬁi\ w@mﬂﬂwmvki\mwmw MV\&NE

Craticisms of the press . There's no dearth of Tthen.

The press is accused of bias, inaccuracy, abuse of wosmwuwlm
sengationalism, irresponsibility, invasion of privacy,

distortion, debasement of standards, dilubtion of culture ete etc.

These criticisms are not new . way back in 1807
Thomas Jefferson wrote "It is a melancholy truth vhat a
supprassion of the Press could not more completely demprive Gthe
nation of its benefits than is done by its abandoned prostitution
to falsehood"”.
He went on to say "Nothing c¢an now be believed which is seen in
a newspaper. Troth itself bscomes suspicious by being put into

that poliuted vehicle.” He suggested that an editor might begin
& reformation by dividing his newspaper into Ffour chapters headed
Truths, prcbabilities, possibilities and lies. The first chapter

truths, ﬁoﬂwmu a@ Qmowmﬁap cm deH gmH< bri o f.



. People still make the same sweeping Judgments that
Jefferson did and probably with less justification.

SR i an
Let's consider some of these criticisms. Firs bias., It is
argued that the news is not presented objec ely and impartialily,
that too often it is sglanted, The mostgurident allegation is that
it dis pro-capitalist or anti-working ass and anti~Leabour and what

can you expect foom big businesg.# Firstly it should be remembered
that working class people or Labour supporters form a large

proportion of the readers of both the guality and popular press

and to some extent newspapers must cater for their particular
interests. Reports of trade union activities , of Labour rallies,
of speeches by Labour parliamentarians regularly appear. If There
is bias it usuably appears in the editorial columns where the

newspaper's own opinion is expressed. The influence of editorial
comment may be overrated. People have sEXXX voted in Labour

cparently hostile.

governments even when the press has been a

They voved against conscription when the press was for it.

They may buy viciously anti-L abour Jjournals for information on sport,
theatre or social gossip but still vote Labour. They may

buy the more liberal papers sympathetic to the ALP but still vote
capital L Liberalx with congistency and by tradbion. To suggest
that the press is the wicked uncle is to ignore all the other
influences on people's thinking - their education, their upbringing,
their private prejudices, their personal regard for a particular
prime minister or a particular candidate.

Nevertheless the press is a powerful opinion moulder and may sway
the uncommitted and the uninvolved at election times.

The press can - by disclosing the truth ~ bring aboubt the downfall
of a Cabinet minister and even the government. It was respongible
in Britain for bringing to public light the Profumo afisir. It
may also - by distorting +the truth - destroy the reputation of
a responsible minister or undsrmine a responsible government.

Coloured language ancé misleading headlines can convey a botally
migleading impression of a particular happening or m=x a pserson's

character. Thxsam They can make goodies out of baddies and
baddies out of goodies.
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10. News is dressed up to evoke approval or disapproval.

What is a war of libesration to the communists is agzression to us.
What one side calls patriot the othsr brands a Herrorist. The
police might be praised for firmness in dealing with a demonstration
or brutality, of provoking violence or acting undsr provocation.

It depends which side you'wme on. A person can \:&w£wompmma as
& brilliant (an overused word) intellectusl or A80 arrvogant smartie.
A newspaper might decide to interview those it HHWmm or those who
are universeally popular and ignore those who it hates or who rebel
against the sort of society &8 which they believeg ought to exist.
1% may damn the rebel and praise the pillar of the community who
might really be the piliar of the establishment. The word communist
is a bad brand while moderate, whebther ALP orp Liberal, has the ring
of respectability, if slightly WMWH respectability.

mWan lack of & daily Labour newspaper is seen as & clear indication

that the news oosﬁm 't and comment of the capitalist press is
,Ltn._\rﬂ\ﬁ&
generaliy slanted

Hmoocw‘uu The press ig also accused
sparingly or frivolously, that it is constantly
knocking politicians, if nobt all of them, then most, If it is

of reporting parliame

anti-parliament it cannot simply be anti-Labour. If it knocks

politiciang, then that must include pollies of all colours.

It has been notable however that in recent years the press of
Australisa has highlighted rifts in the Labour Party (the 36
faceless men imags stuck ﬁow & long time) and either played down
or ignored mExhxsmX QHdpmwoDm within the Lib-CP coalition. The
row between Mr. McEwan and Mr. Macmahon was an gxception.

( ﬁﬁs@ press has been attacked by extreme right wingers, the churches

of all denominations, Rotarians, mothers clubs, women's organisatiocns
etc and not Jjust by extreme left wing organisétions. w

‘Allegations of bias are usually made by people against newspapers

which don't mﬁ@@oﬁw their own views. In the 1940's when the
Sydney Morning Hzrald and Dally Telegraph were critical of the %

government's war effort and especially of r.g. now sir robert S

menzies the lale Doc Evatt could say : "The great vobte for Labour -
in NSW was assisted by the independent and weekly newspapers of Sydney.
They fearlessly exposed administrative abuses for patriotic Hmmmosmw

regardless of the political effect of their criticism".



i1. In 1962 in wvhe Daily Telegraph Senator Paltridge had anobher
view of the Sydney Morning Herald. He sald Ihxwasxaz thav
everybody knew it was as viciously and fanatically opposed to the
Libsral-Country Party as the shtupid Communist press is viciously

and fanabtically opposed to capitalism. As we were saying, it
depends on one's political point of view.

Charges of bias don't only come from politicians. gatholics
accuse it of being anti-Catholic, protestants of being pro-Catholic.
The press is accused of kow-towing to advertisers and of withholding
news that might offend advertisers, who are assumed to hold over

editors' hezds the bthreat of taking away revenue. It was only
a few years ago that the News Weekly, organ of Mr. B.A. Santamaria's
rigkixx National Civic Council, was accusing the press of bias.
Among bthe things it mentioned was that during the whole of the
Spanish civil war in the thirties not a single article was published
in the Melbourne daily press favourable to General Franco's
Republican cause and that Ghere had been no breach ia the hogtile
front ageinst South Africa or Portugal since the controvarsies oamﬂ
apartheid and Angola dmoma% of world quwwﬁ bom. x«?@v Jbéﬂﬂm t
Fros

ouwdyom>awww oobom@o is that

the press gives occasional coverage to ALP events and occasional

The most that the fierc

support for its poliicies but that at alection times it mounts a
concerted anti-ILabour campaign designed to keep the alp out of office.
Th re are variations on this theme, such as the oft-repeated clain
that the press disborts mxx events at alp caucus meetings or
meetings of its federal sk executive, held in private.

It is true that the Australian press is capitalist owned. It

ig a profit making industry, reliant largely on revenue from
advertisers who are also out to make a profitb. Tte owners are
extremely wealthy and generally mix socially with other wealthy
capitalists. Newspaper owners, like any other private ownerg,will
defend themselves against attacks on their interestis. It is becaus e
xkkmgexx of these facts that the press as a whole is branded anbti-
labour, which, in its constitution and sometimes in practice, is
anti-capitalist and for public = rather than private ownership.



12. The image of Jjournalists sulfsrs pecause o+ vus
image of +their proprietors. They are seen as helpless hirelings

compelled Go write untruths Eﬁﬂﬁhﬁﬁﬁ%%%&ﬂ%ﬁﬁmm‘ the proprietor's

bidding or as opportunists who don't caxrejas Hosqswwﬁmdm4 tre meking
moNney. Tt so happens that while they offen do a very professional.
job they are nod paid nearly as well as otaer @ﬁowwmmwobmwm like E
doctors, dentists or architects or lawyers. They don't all sell ,
their souls . They have principles and are prepared to fight for
them. Some have resigned rather than dip their pens in vitriol

or mislead The public. They have gone to gaol rather than

betray the sources of their information. They have shown
individual initiative in exposing wwExi¥¥xx some of the iils of
society and have often been assiduous in defending ieemmmemats.

and upholding the rights of minorities. They have abttacked and

hean abttacked by bureaucracies. As individuals they have often
sought and found the truth against deliberate attemplts by k¥NEX
governments, ZOVernment departments, private companies and the

police to suppress it.mx They often err because of tThe e

haste in sWHow they write doﬁoﬂﬁoa S News. ewm% S@H@ @mowwm .
do ooE@HmeDQ “the o@moﬂﬁm, &Hmﬁmwmdpﬁm aiigee ; bhige \
mmdmoﬁ of dwm_mowmﬂdpmmw S ——— .m - g, )
dﬁm @m@msdw% of Fhe wommmawo, ﬁﬁm mo@dwwmmmoow ow The wOHwﬁwomer
:TOWﬁmybm the bm:m thiby 5o :H&wocd meals~and m@ddsHomHm. . They...

o B ’ / e R
mmdvomcmﬁd in” the ioﬁmd‘émchmH in ‘punsuit-oi. +the story.. The . mdoH%

1ike %he mboé.scm& go- on. - They are om&mﬁ,m@dwwmﬁog wwos Hobm

A

suffering wives. -~ They.listen to owmﬂ

>

y ‘. e A I

hypocrites and liaxs, fooks,# finks mﬁa wmmm@wom, @mowww with
real probplems and others with hard luck stories, and somehow they

keep btheir sanity. They strive for objectivity and sometimes
remind themselves of the newspaper rhyme :

T+ is = sole mn thought to think

When you sit down to splatter ink,

That what you write in prose or verse

May be a blessing - Or & Curse.

So - the moral goes - be kind to the press, evel if they're

nasty Ho you.
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15. Let's face it. The i1deas about bias are grossly
oversimplified. It's no good indulging in cliches. We don't
nail the real culprits by generalising. We must be specific in
our complaints about the press. When necessary we must name
the newspaper responshble for bias, for debasement of moral

or ethical standards, for invasion of privacy, for inaccuracy,
wn.vH. QHm&oHdeﬂme.ﬁg ﬁmuw ) m wmﬁmmmm%w.f%m\.mw nmv Rm%*mu@r_wowmam
with facts. BIHWme will be many occasions wien we cannot

rush to the courts with a libel writ in our hot hands. We can
write letters of protest and if they are not printed send a
deputation to the pEmmxx =ditor. We dan use the columns of other

newspapers to put over our point of view. We can complain to

4=
Ef we are really interested in a betbter press we

the ethics committee of the Australian Journalists Association.

can campaign and urge others to campaign for a Press Council,
something on the lines of the British body, but with teeth, a council
which will have lay members, not simply representatives of the
press, and which will have power to order publication of its findings,
of apologies and if necessary to fine the newspaper involved.
~— 1Is only the capitalist press guilty of bias. Labour newspapers
themselves have been accused of bias against some sections of the
rarty, often on the specious ground that a group is not truly |
soclialist. And non labour newspapers such as the Sydney Morning

Amnmwwmwg, the Sydney Mirror etc have gometimes supported Labour. memW
In wbmwmwa the Daily Herald, a national newspaper, was run Jointly
by trade union and business interssts. From 1929 to 1957 49
pair cent of the shares were held by the trade union congress and
51 per cent by Odhams press. The unions had four directors,
the capitalists of Odhams had five. It was agreed that the
political policy of the newspaper would closely follow the
regolutions of the national conference of the Labour party =madx and
industrial policy of the tue while commercial policy would be
controlled by Odhams. In only six of the 30 years it operatad as
& joint venture did it make a profit. Tvenbtually Odhams tookcontrol
but the newspaper continued to lose money even when it was taken
over by the Mirror group. Cecil Harmsworth King's mirror mwoﬂwu
it should be noted, ran the largest circulating english daily, the

mirror, as a pro-labour Oﬁmwmﬁ.



14, Biag may be intentional or unintentional. There is a
need to distinguish between unintentional inaccuracy and
deliberate distortion of the facts and between blatant prejudice and
a genuine difference of opinion about what constitutes news.
Because one politician has Lommesies2 not secen his speech in print
and anobther has 1t does nolb mean the newspaper has left one out for
political reasons. The one might have made a mors newsworthy
comment than the other. _

A newspapeT's pages are usually filled with what its
execubives believe the public went To read about and what they
believe the public ought to read about. The executive concermned
might make bad Jjudgements about what is wanted and ought to be read

but he is not necessarily showing bias.

Thousands of events are reported each day and because of
space XkExproblems newspapers have to suppress Or curtalil many
items. This of course leads to criticism by those whommx have
t0ld the news to The newspapeIrs, only to see it end in the
wastepaper baskel. In 1950 the New York Times Te ceived a million
words a day but could use only 145,000C. Obviously something

has %o go. The cable services like AAP and RB8uters po ur out
millions of words every day and only a few of them usually find
their way into any one newspaper unless there is the assassination
of an Amcrican president or & slack news period at home.

Conflict between advertisers and editorial £ . m%wm A
Do mgﬁdewmmHm:MWHmmﬂmﬁ to withhold Their revenue and does’the fear
[

that they Ewwwuwwm<mbﬁ newspapers publishing stories that are
in the public interest but against the private interest?

Some Lebour MP's have suggested that a threat by the big
private interests - shipping, aviation, pastoral ®mkEx moLOT
car manufacturers etc - will bring the editorisl dogs %o their
magter's heel. Another suggestion is that the interests -oeer
of both are identical and that EEEyX there is little friction.

The lack of criticism of business interests in the newspapers,

especially dWO.@wﬁvHow lean heavily on m@MMHdeHm%g uggest
that : a\mlqrimW!Eﬁlmer ..... sen 2Q -_..‘n%uﬂﬂLﬁfﬁ.ﬂ JH)WLm
e thawnews.  Assuming thab

WQdeﬁHmmHm do have to-o much say 1is this preferable To domination
by government oOr party subsidy or to being the %oﬁdw iece for omne



H_lms

Without advertising of course we would have t@ pay tafce,
perhaps three times &s much for oursnewspapers. Are we prepared to
do so to be assured full knowledge of what big and little business
interests are doing, Ho be able to expose price rackets and price
rings and harmful share deals? Or do we hope for a government
subsidy in which case there is a danger that the government will
attempt to make newspapers a subsidiary arm of government and not
an independent voice.

The newspapers may not always be accurate but they are often
challenging snd they are able %o lampoon politicians who would

in othsr circumstances like to control them. Hewspapers can and
sometimes do promote politicians. rupert murdoch's Tather, the
iate keith murdoch, is said to have pushed J.A. Lyons and given him
the support of his whole publishing oﬁmmbwmmdwob.mﬁosm

journalist recalls how, when a copy boy on the Herald in 1935,

he saw Lyons with hat in hand standing before Murdoch's desk and
saying "Yes mWﬁ:..MN Politicians physical disabilities and thelr
peculiar traits mwm grist to the mill of every cartoonist and why
not. idw

Wewspapers may somebimes conduct vendetlas against a particular
interest that has offended Them. It will run campaigns against
chiid cruelty, animal cruelty, police corruption and for conservation
of nature and againgt pollution of air or water. These campaigns
do not last long and they don't really get under the skinsof the
people responsible for society's ills. The arrows are blunted

mxxkhex — the articles are badly resecarched ~ and the impact on

the public is minimal. They do , however, run campaigns against
xxgx capital punishment and , though their motives may be gquestioned
they start blanket funds for the poor and sick ab chixristmas.

The occasional charity of the press is albt least more than that shown
my most people who are pretty indifferant aboui the rights , liberties
and happiness of others. There hasz been sustained publaécity

on the other hand about birth control and the harmful effects of
cigarette smoking - two subjects that might once have been taboo. Oof
course the interest of the press often develops because of the ‘

~Saa
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The Royal Commission on the press of 1949 gaid
"So long as newspapers do not pay without advertising wevenue
& newspaper may well think twice before it adopts any policy
likely +to reduce advertzrigsers' demands for its space, "

A paper's commitment to a cause or policy
could result in & reduction of advertising.
It is possible therefore that a newspaper may be inhibited
from adopting a causc or policy which could be unpopular with
advertisers.
/ On the_other hand bhe unashamedly caplidlist oriented

neyss mwmwww/mw least offer the o@@oﬁmgﬁkﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁozm<mw, limited,
cf gTving space H,/md@ompﬁq points Oﬁ\dwms and of haviang then

\\.
circulated to a wide & ﬂcopmﬁom. \x\

<

N frankly partisan mocﬁbﬁwow\m g. the victorian a.l.p.
central executive official” orgén, _fact, and in the exbreme,

the peking communist Umﬁﬁ% S <mﬁmsmum./as t be regarded as
mﬁowﬁubq read oSH%\mﬁ the context of mmWﬁozwQOm@ bias. \

Would the trade union movement be prepared to finance
a paper simiiar to the London Sun, formerly the Daily Herald,
and if so on what terms.
Would it d=zmamd expect it to be Jjust a trade union propaganda
sheet with scant hope of mcﬁmﬂwwbm to & diverse audience.
I1f the editorial board of such a newspaper contained %oo many
union politidans who were not prepared to give reasonable
latitude to the editorial team would it not die the same death
agExkh® or make the same sorv of losses. pli\
MOROZOLY
The QEHSQHMBW number of Australian newspaper proprietors
must be a cause of concern in the community generally ang
particularly to those who work in the industry. 4 journalist
with limited job mobility must almost by definition be more
subservient to the policy of his current employer, more fearful
of resisting unprincipled actions or directions.
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Bven the press barons have expressed concern about monopoly.
although the reasons for their concern are somewhat different
from those who believe in variety of opinion. Cecil King, former
chief of ths Mirror mHoswu expressing alarm at the trend toward
monopoly in London's Fleet 8t., sald that the day c¢ould come when
there could be only three national newspapers. But he consoled
himself by remarkings; "1'l11 have one of the three."

Roy Thomgon said: "I think monopoly is & bad thing for the public.
I like i% for myself. I always like monopolies when I'm operating
them because obviously it is very profitgble.”
But does the trend toward monopoly ownership of Australian
newspapers necessarily suggest absolube uniformity in ediforial
policy. The Murdoch group for example parmits the coexistence
of papers as widely divergent in character as Truth which would
come into the pop, some would say scurrilous, category, and the
Australian which has much higher editorial aspirations. Again
the Fairfax stable houses the falrly superficial Sydney Sun
and the Financial Review, aiming at & mors specialist readership.
Of =Xk the Big 4 groups in Australia the only publication which
directly reflects the politicsal, moowmwmwwgﬁmmmmomeﬁmwmg to some
extent perscnal beliefs of its propriector, is the Daily Telsgraph.
In the event of a takswvver would the new proprietor necessarily
consider it worthwhile o changs the character of his new
acquisition, Or would he decide There was a need only to make
winor modifications to in rease its profit pxmismiixkx potential.
Papers in different States are not generally compebibive. The
tendency is for State pavers togiilck to their own territory and
their intersbate sales are negligible. However, the excepltions

to this are such papers as the Australian and the Pinsncial

Iteview, which cut across Stats boundaries, and the Sydney sunday
papers. which £ill a vacuum in Victoria. : ‘

~ A Labour government would nobt put itself at the hazard of
opposing freedom of Tthe press by doing much aboub the present
structure of Australian newspapers. Zven in welfare stabte Tngland,
where a Labour government felt itself strong enough to nationalise

essential industries, it did not bamper with onwership of The
press or do anything to restrict the right of fhe press to crivicise
the government. .
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The Australian press should listen to suggestions for reform and
rnot assume it is the best Judge and jury of its own imperfections.
On the othsr hand reformers never seem o specify how much control
over the press they want to be exercised and whether it should be
through goverament intervention, by the readers, by a coammission
oin the lines of the a.b.c. or by the press eXercising self
disecipline through m@ﬁmwbo% such as the British IFress Council,
Boycotts of papers by readers have besn tried with mixed success.
They have %mmmmwmmmmmmmmm in achieving higher standards. There have
been mns on reporters bub this has not prevented the news from
being obtained through other avenues including the banned reporters
own “rivals”,

newspapen
N Supposing people concerned about standards mfx decided %o form
! a "watchdog" committee, would they be an effective pressure group

and anyway are enough readers HSﬂmHmmﬁWHmQ.mmu
A group which might be assuged to have some concern aboub newyspaper
standards and some power to influence them is the Australian
Journalists Association Stxwkix fthics Committees in each State.
Unfortunately there are few, if any, recorded instances of
the committees taking propzriikx propristors to task.

The A.J.A. has favoured fop,many yecars the creation of a Press
Council. The N.S.W. branch Sven sought legislavion to implement
the policy. It proposed that a body should be established Trxrenpsl
pukXIwaiE¥er along these lines:

&ﬁhﬂ&v - Go preserve the established freédom of the press
3 eSeW. &

.?MW.Q;Jmﬁmtgaﬁ . To sustain the character of th

o € N.S.W, Dregs in

#AT  accordance with the highest professional and commercial standards.
S . . .
RHMM&&;P&\ . keep under review any developm ntllikely to restrict

e
or influence the supply of information of public interest and
importance.

» publish reports recording its work and reviewing
developments in the press.

The council, unliks the British model, was %o include

L

.2y members and an independent chairman. The 135 members were to
comprise five management nominees, two from N.3.¥W. Trades snd Taboun

Council, twe from the A.J.4., ons from bGhe Sydney University Senate,

one from N.3.W. wonen's organisations, one State cove ne

> oD oW WOLE rgan , tate ronment memb
Gncl e OF7 hetots q © eYiernEent member
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The full time secrebtary was to be seconded from the Public
Service, perhaps from the Attorney General's Department. The
Council would hear complaints and prompt sbtafements of its
decisions would be issusd for compulsory publicabtion in the

journal or journsls concerned and voluntary publication elsewhere.

The mein objection is that it opens the columns of the pxzEsE
privately owned press to government and that this Uendency

is a half-way houge to government control of the press.
Again the government in power could stack the council with its

own appointeecs and exercise a form of political censorship. L\{HL
- 2T g

The A.L.P.'s proposal has been the establisammnt of a newspaper
commigsion on the lines of the a.b.c. which would establish
newspapers in any State. The editors would be appointed by the
commission and would have security of tenures. These newspapers
would be subsidised by the public and might run at & loss, but

would introduce an additionel element of competition. They might

ba dull in some respects but they would possibly glve more
space to important issues of public concern and perform an

PR |

educative rather than an enbertainment function.

Aad
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3. If the press will not print our point of view or distorts it
then we must make our own organs cof communication or make greater
use of the means already available to us. We could improve the
quality of the message now being put across radio stat iong already
ownad by Labour in several states. We could slso re-sxamine the
possibility of establishing omr own daily national labour newspaper
The idea has not been throroughly looked at before. We should not
be discomraged simply because the Daily Herald failed in Ingland.
The Herald was at no stage under the confrol of the uniong though
it had at one sbage & 49 per cent share interest.
The ALP mﬁ&.ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁbwm womMWWm have the resources Lo establish a
newspaper of thete own. " ABubt are we sufficiently interested? The
nnions - the workers who belong to them - and the political arm
of the movement, the ALP, are uom nsible theilr lack of press
whe §&ﬁ° T&HfTP whe
pregss representabion Bhaex
must establish m%MMW own media. ﬁbmw must vote the funds for the

we

purpose and have a clear,idea what kind of newspaper théy want. I%
.SR, wle

should be a newspaper &rey can criticise, 00, ey need not

always agree with the ideas pulb forward by its contributors mk but it

should be run on the basgsis of certain well-defined

reprasentation, IT Ty ﬁmwﬁ

principles. % should not simply preach to the converted but to
those whom 1t hopes SHPH be converted to mb@WWWWW¢#PQ®mm. Therefore
1t shouwld not be mpBwH% a propaganda organ vcmmmr%mﬂmmﬁrkoa the
expression of ideas that are not necessarily segsssiss. It must
allow for minorities Uo have thelr say. It should not silence vhemn.
It should not pander to the baser instincts of people. It need not
wﬁHbd all the details of a rape or a bank robbsary. But it could

sefully research “the causes of HmwO and robbery and discuss the

R

means of eliminating themw. Wt mtw¢3b0d simply hold up a mirrow to
society, showing what is good and dmge It should explain why
certain behavioural patbterns are good or bad — oxr at lcast e

make the attempt. A Tabour newspaper should not be the mouthpiece
of a section of the party or a group of unious. There should be
space for points of view from all sections of the movement. One

group should not hope to silence the views of its opponents.

T+ should make allowances for the so-called eccentrics who, with time,
have in many cases proved to be right. We should remember the

words of John Stuart Mill on liberty of expression : "If all mankind
minus one wers of one opinion and only one person



L,
4. were of the contrary opinion mankind would be no more

Justified in silencing that one person than he, if he had ths power,
would be Jjustified in sileancing manking. The evil of silencing the
expression of an opinion is that it is robbing the humen race,
pousterity § as well as the existing generation, those who dissent
from the opinion still more than those who hold it. If the opinicon
is right they are deprived of the opportunity of exchanging error for
dH.de.u N ST Lo W TIPS e Y AR 0 Tl

el e I oy i W g e

lose what 1s almost as great a benefit -~ the clesrer perception and
livelier inmpression of truth, produced by its collision with mHHow,%
S0 we nmust consider whether we want a labour paper which
will aliow free expression %o minorities who, even if they are WIONg ,

will, by stating their case, show our truths in sharpsr outline.

If we do¥ not want our own Labour vaper then we must ask how serious
the ALP ig ¥ about its policy of establishing an Australisn
newspaper commission to publish newspapers in Canberra and other
state capitals. If such a commission did exist and meant business
we could no longer complain Ghat there were no responsible
newspapers in the community.

»

Possible introductory remarks in light vein.
A Sydney Journalist once compared the effects of a newspaper on
the brain with that of alcohol, He argued for the prohibition of
both, He said that by watching two men, one reading a paper, the
4other drinking, one would note the exactly similar stages passed
through by each. There was the initlal eagerness to partake,
followed by the light of gratification in the eye as the ligquor
hit the @mwmdm or the shrieking headline hit the eye. Then the
nervous derangement set in, marked by a rising excitebility of manner
and bthe desire to talk and argue. This generally gave way as the
poison completed its work to the delusion that the drinker or reader
was one of the few men in the world to have any knowledge. The
last stage was the craving for sleep and the after effect was that the
drinker went for a drink the first thing the next day and the reader
for a paper. Zach day of The curse generated an appetite for

further gwmmeee doses —

If wrong they mes
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Journalists, like the Ex 17th century English essayist,

Thomas Addison, are spectators, Fhx Like Addison some of

them see the world as a theatre gpg they are attempting

merely to form the right Jjudgements of those who appear on

the world stage. They write for wxhzkx those people

whom Addison called the blanks, who are unfurnighed with

ideas and cram their minds with whab the newspapers say.

Bub they also write for psople wikkx who think for themselves.
They could do worse than attempting, like Addison, constantly
to make instruction agreeable and the diversion of others
ugseful - enlivening wity with morality and tempering morality

with wit. Sometimes they will damn us with faint praise.

But we should always xzxEmkxxx console ourselves with the

dictum that it is perhaps better kex to be damned or praised

as long as we're nesver ignored.



