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Abstract

Since the end of the Cold War, several military conflicts, sone of which
had been going on for decades, have successfully been resolved. Yet, the
nere ratification of a peace treaty does not solve the problem of how to
repair, materially, socially, humanly, war-torn societies.

Wthout systematic efforts of peacebuilding, conflicts mght endure, and
there is always the danger that violence might break out again.

The present paper focusses on the role of the nmedia in these tinmes of
transition from war to peace. Based on enpirical research on the news
coverage of the @ulf War and the Bosnia conflict in American and European
nedi a, the paper ains at finding out whether and how the nmedia may support
the transition from war culture to peace culture. Such an attenpt m ght
i nvolve each of the following aspects: deescalation-oriented conflict
coverage, strengthening of the civil society and denolition of stereotypes
and prej udi ce.

Speci al enphasis will be given to neans by which a peace process itself,
and even its disturbances and crises can be depicted in a way that supports
the reconciliation of the former war parties, and that does not fall back
into the logic of polarization.

1. Media contribution to war culture
1.1 Social psychological aspects of war culture

War culture is characterized by dualistic thinking and the
polarities it generates. To strengthen the peace process neans
to underm ne these polarities. The question is how to do it.
One way Interiano (1996) forsees this is to acknow edge that no
one has the absolute standards of truth, since truth is highly
relative and gives way to a variety of interpretations.
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Figure 1: The autonomous process of conflict

The autononobus process of conflict Each conflict involves
three nodes of reality. The contrary "subjective realities"
that the conflict has for each of the parties involved, which
result fromtheir own entanglenent in the conflict, and a - so
to speak - "objective reality" which can be seen from outside
of the conflict only. Wiile each of the parties tends to
believe in the justification of its own goals, intentions and
actions which they fear to be threatened by the opponent, an
i nspection of the conflict from outside nmay unveal how these
feelings of justification and threat interact with each other
and transform the conflict into an autononous process (cf.
Figure 1) in which each of the parties believe to defend itself
agai nst a dangerous aggressor (Kenmpf, 1993).

In order to break this autononous process, it is essential that
the parties learn to be critical about their own view of the
conflict, and to enter into a process of role taking. The nore
a conflict has ecalated, the nore diffult this becones,
however . Intractable conflicts are demanding, stressful

pai nful, exhausting and costly both in human and nateri al
terms. This requires that society nenbers develop conditions
whi ch enabl e successful coping. One type of the conditions
which war culture provides is a psychological infrastructure
whi ch consists, for exanple, of devotion to the own side and
its | eadership, maintenance to its objectives, high notivation



to contribute, endurance and readi ness for personal sacrifice.
Bar-Tal (1996) proposed that societal beliefs fulfill an
inmportant role in the formation of these psychol ogica
conditions. They are part of society's ethos, and construct
soci ety menbers' view of the conflict and notivate themto act
on behalf of the society and to harm the enemnmy. According to
Bar-Tal, these societal beliefs include:
Bel i ef s about the justness of one's own goals.
Bel i ef s about security.
Beliefs of positive self inmage.
Beliefs of own victimzation.
Beliefs of delegitimzing the opponent.
Beliefs of patriotism
Beliefs of unity.
. Beliefs of peace as the ultimate desire of the society.
According to Bar-Tal it can be assumed, that these societa
beliefs can be found in any society engaged in intractable
conflict, especially those that successfully cope wth it.
These beliefs are far from being sufficient to win a conflict.
O her conditions of mlitary, political and econom c nature
must also be fulfilled. But these conditions are necessary for
enduring the intractable <conflict. Any warfaring nation,
therefore, tries to produce, and nmaintain these beliefs by
means of propaganda which aim at maximzing the citizens
willingness for war by neans of persuasion, or, as Lasswell
(1927) puts it:
"Civilian unity is not achieved by the reginentation of
muscles. It is achieved by a repetition of ideas rather
than novenents. The civilian mnd is standardi zed by news
not by drills. Propaganda is the nethod by which this
process is aided and abetted.”

ONoTARWNE

1.2 Principles of propaganda

In his book "The Ancient Foe", Luostarinen (1986) devel oped an
anal ytical nodel of war propaganda, designed to analyse the
content of propaganda and to conpare propaganda in different
wars. According to Luostarinen, both restrictive and supportive
met hods of information control are used to get people to
strongly and personally identify thenmselves with the goals of
war .

1. Restrictive nethods try to mnimze all information which
coul d cause negative effects on the fighting spirit. This
i s handl ed by cencorshi p.

2. Supportive methods try to maximze all information with a
positive effect. This is handled by fabrication, selection
and exaggeration of information.

Though truth is only raw material for the propagandist (and if

you have to lie, that is only a technical and operational

guestion, not a noral one), it is better if no |lies are needed.

This can be achieved if the propagandi st succeeds to mani pul ate

the audience's entanglenment into the topic of propaganda in

order to influence its interpretations in a way that is apt to



reorgani ze its hierarchy of values so that winning the war is

on the top, and all other values - for instance the truth,

ethical considerations and individual rights - are only
subservient to this goal

In order to get people entangled in the conflict, war

propaganda produces incentives for social identification with

the owmn side's political elite, soldiers and victins of war.

These incentives for identification also tell wus how our

comunity, group or society is created, what it stands for, how

it differs fromother groups and what its aimis in the future.

In order to establish identification with the own side's

belligerents, three levels of manipulative neasures are put

into action:

- On the level of the conflict context, propaganda tells us
the roots of the conflict, why it was unavoi dable, what we
are defending and why the eneny did attack.

- The level of day-to-day events contains classical
pr opaganda mat eri al like description of battl es,
expressions of support comng from other countries, heroic
stories and stories of atrocity.

- The level of nyths, finally, contains material about the
logic of history, about the neaning of Iife, about the
val ue of the individual life, etc.

Any successful propaganda is a coherent construction with tight

links between the different levels. A typical pattern of war

propaganda might be that single day to day stories are sel ected
and witten in a way that fits into the conflict context which
supports the suggested identification and which enforces the
myths. Myths, as we know, are told in the form of concrete
stories, and the order of the elenments in the story tells the

nmyt hs.

1.3 Logic of conflict escalation

Though still exi stent, traditional state propaganda as
characteristic during the Wrld Wrs (cf. Lasswell, 1927;
Kni ghtly, 1975) has been partly delegated to professional PR
agencies in recent conflicts (cf. Kunczik, 1990; MArthur,
1993). But, even if no systematic propaganda takes place, the
way media operate, reporting on war and violence, often makes

t hem support those societal beliefs that maintain and escal ate

intractable conflicts, and thus serve as catalysts to unl eash

violence rather than to contribute to deescalation and to
constructive, nonviolent conflict transformation (cf. Galtung,

1997).

1. In order to make news stories nore thrilling and the
conflict nore easily to be understood by the audience,
media tend to black and white painting and to portray the
conflict as a zero-sum gane between "good and evil".

2. Journalists usually share the beliefs of the society they
belong to, and - in particular - those societal beliefs
whi ch enabl e the society to cope with intractable conflict.



3. These beliefs are not just the outcone of propaganda, but
result from psychol ogi cal processes that take place
whenever a conflict is conceptualized as a conpetitive
(wi n-1ose-nmodel) rather than a cooperative (w n-w n-nodel)
process (cf. Deutsch, 1976, Kenpf, 1996a).

In every conflict (cf. Figure 2) there are own rights and

intentions, and there are actions of an opponent that interfere

with them and are experienced as threat. At the sane tine, as
sonme of our actions interfere with his rights and intentions,

t he opponent experiences to be threatened as well. Still, there

is sonme kind of common ground, there are common rights and

intentions and a common benefit resulting fromthe relationship

between the two parties, which may give reason for mnutual
trust.
So far, any conflict is open to be conceptualized either as a

cooperative or as a conpetitive process. Yet systematic
di vergence of perspectives nakes it difficult for the parties
in a conflict to cone to a conplete view on the conflict (cf.
Figure 3). The parties' perspectives focus on their own rights
and intentions and the threat by the other's actions, which -
at the sanme time - seem to threaten comon rights and
intentions and the conmon benefit as well.

Open for win-win or win-lose orientation Conceptualization

Opponent's rights and Owz rights and goals Shared rights and
goals goals

threat threat trust

Rights & goals

Bmotional ivolvement

Own side's actions
that interfere with
them

Opponent's actions
that interfere with
them

Cooperative actions
and common gain from
mutual relationship

Figure 2: Conflict

Actions



Bias towards win-lose orientation, win-win still possible
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Figure 3: Divergence of perspectives

Figure 3:

Divergence of perspectives
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Figure 4: Competition
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win-lose orientation

1

Denial of opponent's
rights & demonisation
of his intentions

Idealisation of
own rights and goals

denial of confidence threat

threat to o' to win

J

mistrust

Justification of own
sides' actions &
emphasis on own
strength

Condemnation of the
opponent's actions &
emphasis on his
dangerousness

Figure 5: Struggle
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Zero-sum orientation, designation of force as
an appropriate means to conflict resolution,
and emphasis on military values
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and and war into indignation
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Figure 6: Warfare
The next step of escalation will result if the conflict is
interpreted as a conpetitive process (cf. Figure 4). In this
case, comon rights and intentions as well as the comon
benefit that stens from the parties' nutual relationship tend
to get out of sight. Miutual trust gets lost. Perception of the

conflict is reduced to perception of one's own rights and
intentions and their being threatened by the opponent.

In case of further escalation fromconpetition to struggle (cf.
Figure 5), the opponent's rights are denied and his intentions
are denoni zed. Om actions that interfere with the opponent's
rights and intentions are justified, and one's own strength is
enphasi zed. As a counterpart to the perceived threat by the
opponent, confidence in one's own victory and in the prevailing
of one's own rights and intentions energes. At the sane tine,
these own rights and intentions tend to be idealized. Actions
by the opponent, that interfere with them are condemmed, and
his dangerousness is underlined. The threat inposed to the
opponent is denied. The opponent's attacks appear as
unjustified and bring about m strust agai nst him



Finally, further escalation to warfare reduces the perception
of the conflict to mlitary logic (cf. Figure 6): Peaceful
alternatives are refuted, mstrust against the eneny is
stinmulated. Common interests that mght be the basis for
nonvi ol ent, constructive conflict resolution are denied, and so
are possibilities of cooperation with the eneny. (Justified)
indignation with the war is conversed into (self-righteous)
indignation with the eneny: the conmon suffering that the war
brings about, as well as the comon benefit that a peaceful
conflict resolution could entail, cannot be seen any nore.

1.4 The role of the media

From soci al psychol ogy, we also know that escalated conflicts
affect the rank order within a group or society. Those, who are
outstanding for their fighting spirit, gain influence.
WIllingness to conpromise and attenpts at nediation are
regarded as betrayal (Deutsch, 1976). This process of social
commtrment to antagonism affects the journalists' work in
serveral ways:

1. Since journalists are nenbers of the society thenselves,
they are under pressure to adopt an antagonistic view of
the conflict in order to maintain their own social status
and influence, and

2. since journalismhas a strong bias towards elites, both, as
sources of information and as subjects of coverage (cf.
Galtung, 1998), a good deal of the information on which
journalistic work is based, is not nere facts, but facts
which are already interpreted in an antagonistic way - and
nost of the newsstories are stories about those who are on
the forefront of antagoni sm

Accordingly, it is no surprise if the nmedia coverage is victim

to the same systematic distortions of conflict perception as

the rest of the society.

As conparative studies of the Gulf Wr coverage (cf. Kenpf,

1996b, 1997, 1998; Elfner, 1998; Kenpf, Reimann & Luostari nen,

1998; Kenpf & Reimann, in preparation) and the coverage of the

Bosnia <conflict (Kenpf, in preparation) in Anmerican and

European nedia have shown, it is not only the warfaring

nati ons, whose nedia are susceptible to such distortions. The

nore a society is involved in the conflict itself and the
closer it is to the conflict region (on historical, political
econoni cal or ideological ternms), however, the nore escal ation-
oriented will its nedia cover the conflict.

2. Media contribution to peace building

Once a ceasefire or peace treaty is settled, this antagonistic
bias of the nedia beconmes counterproductive. Unfortunately,
however, even the nost powerful political |eaders cannot just
swtch to a cooperative strategy wthout taking the risk to
| oose power (or even their lives). The societal beliefs which
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hel ped the society to endure intractible conflict still prevail
and the transition fromwar culture to peace culture calls for
a gradual process of strengthening the civil society, and

denol i shing stereotypes and prejudice.

This cannot be achieved by sinply spreading a new ideol ogy
which is determ ned by harnony and cooperative ideals, however.
As the survival of ethnic antagonismin Eastern Europe and the
former Soviet Union shows, not even totalitarian regi nes have
the power to do so. If stereotypes and prejudice are suppressed
only, they will prevail under cover and return to the surface
of social life as soon as they are given the slightest chance.

2.1 Deconstruction of the antagonism between good and evil

The societal beliefs which help a society to cope wth
intractible conflict are not just an ideology which is inposed
on society from outside or by its political |eaders. They
result from a long history of experience wth concrete
conflicts at a hi gh | evel of escal ati on and



11

Zero-sum orientation, designation of force as
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and emphasis on military values
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Justification of own
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emphasis on own emphasis on his with the enemy
strength dangerousoess

Figure 7: Beliefs about the justness of own goals

can be wunderstood as a generalized interpretation of such
conflicts. In particular, this is the case with those soci et al
beliefs, which construct the conflict as intractible: beliefs
about j ust ness, security, positive sel f i mage, own
victim zation and del egitimation of the opponent.

The idealization of own rights and goals in a nultitude of
concrete conflicts gradually unfolds into a general rational of
justification which sets the wunconditional jJustness of own
goals as an axiom and justifies their crucial inportance (cf.
Figure 7).
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Figure 8: Beliefs about security

The repeated construction of conflicts as zero-sum ganes, the
resulting experience of threat, the designation of force as an
appropriate nmeans to conflict resolution, the enphasis on
mlitary values and the confidence to win, as well as the
m strust against the eneny, refusal to admt nutual cooperation
and rejection of peaceful alternatives link personal and
national security together and outline the confrontative
strategy as the only neans how personal safety and national
survival can be achieved (cf. Figure 8).
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| deal i zation of own
side's actions and underlining the own correctness,
enphasis on own strength in a multitude of concrete conflicts
provi de the concrete "facts” on which a positive self Image can
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own society (cf.

rights

Figure 9).
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Figure 10: Beliefs of own victimization

Repeat ed condemnation of the opponent's actions that violate
our rights and goals, enphasis on his dangerousness and the

transformation of indignation with the war into indignation
with the eneny are condensed into a syndrone of own
victim zation, which provides the noral incentive to seek

and which allows to nmobilize

justice and to oppose the eneny,
support of the international

noral, political and materi al
comunity (cf. Figure 10).
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Figure 11: Beliefs of deligitimizing the opponent

The denial of the opponent's rights, denonisation of his
intentions, condemation of his actions and enphasis on his
dangerousness in a nultitude of concrete conflicts unfold into
a general rational of deligitimizing the opponent, which
explains the causes of the conflict's outbreak, its
continuation and the violence of the opponent, as well as it
justifies own hostile acts by dehunani zation of the eneny and
categorizing him"into extreme negative social categories which
are excluded from human groups that are considered as acting
within limts of acceptable nornms and/or values" (Bar-Tal,
1989, p.170) (cf. Figure 11).

Once, these beliefs have energed in a society, they provide a
framework that interprets literally every interaction with the
opponent as another scene in the big drama of antagonism
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And once an event has been interpreted
in this way, it seemngly gives proof to the stereotypes and
prejudice that created this interpretation. There is no way out
of this vicious circle, but if we |earn to accept facts before
they are interpreted (Martin-Bard6, 1991).

If we acconplish this, even conflicts that prevail after a
peace treaty or that arise during the peace process can provide
experiences that gradually denolish prejudices and transform
war culture into a nore constructive social contract between
the former enemes.

The first rule for journalismwhich tries to facilitate such a
process of social learning will be to mistrust the plausible on
each of the four |evels of

1. Conceptualization of the conflict,
2. Evaluation of the conflict parties’
3. Evaluation of their actions, and

4. Envotional involvenent in the conflict (cf.

bet ween good and evi l

rights and intentions,

Figure 12).

vin-win orientation, query of the adequacy of
force as a means of conflict resolution, and
query of military values

?

Exploration of the
conflict formation

Conceptualization

Respecting of rights
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unbiased description
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Realistic and self-
critical evaluation
of own rights and

Critical distance
from all sides'
belligerents

f

goals

Recognition
of threat to
the opponent

Reduction of
own feelings
of threat

Realistic and self-
critical evaluation
of own side's actions

Unbiased evaluation
of the opponent's
actions

Critical distance
from all sides'
belligerents

Rights & goals

Emotional involvement

Actions

Figure 12: Deescalation oriented conflict coverage
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The second rule will be to investigate the facts behind the

plausible:

1. War culture tends to reduce the conflict to two parties,
fighting for one goal (which is to win) and has a general
sero-sum orientation t hat excl udes constructive
transformation of the conflict.

The real conflict, wusually, is not this sinple: there are
several parties involved, several goals and a nultitude of
i ssues, and there is always the possibility of an outcone
that m ght serve the interests of all parties.

Deescal ation oriented conflict coverage thus has to explore
the conflict formation, and to investigate causes and
possi ble outconmes of the conflict, that mght be found
anywhere, and not just in the closed space of the conflict
arena (cf. Gltung, 1998).

2. In order to come to a realistic evaluation of the conflict
parties' rights, their intentions and actions, deescal ation
oriented coverage of conflicts nust give voice to al
parties and apply enpathy and understandi ng regardl ess of
any distinction between "us" and "theni.

At the sane tinme it has to expose untruth on all sides and
not just "their" cover-ups and "their" propaganda-li es.

3. On the level of enotional involvenent, this will be a first
step towards reducing own feelings of threat and thus
decrease the level of stress that the society is exposed
to. And, as we learn that it is not only "us" whose goals,
rights and values are threatened, it is also a first step
towards seeing "us" and "theni on a nore equal basis.

Deescal ation oriented conflict coverage - as described in
Figure 12 - will not yet release the society fromthe burden of
war culture, nor wll it transform the conflict into a

cooperative process. But it is a first step away from seing
"them as the problem and from focusing on the question who
prevails in war. And, if the nedia manage to inplenent such a
| ess biased perception of the conflict, the maintai nance of the
societal beliefs about jJustness of own goals, positive self
image, own victimization and deligitimizing the enemy wll
become |ess urgent for the society in order to cope with the
conflict. As the exploration of the conflict formation draws a
nore conplex picture of the conflict it does not yet release
the society from being confronted with a seenm ngly unsol vabl e
problem but it mght give rise to the idea that the sinple
solution that is offered by war and mlitary logic is no
solution at all.

2.2 Counterbalancing war and military logic

As the societal beliefs about security are put to the test,
journalism nust take care that their deconstruction will not
| eave a vacuum Transformation of war culture into peace
culture requires an active search for peaceful alternatives
which is orthogonal to the antagoni sm between "us" and "theni.
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In order to acconplish this, solution oriented conflict
coverage (cf. Figure 13), nust replace the antagonistic
under st andi ng of peace as victory + cease-fire by a cooperative
concept of peace as nonviolence + creativity. As a consequence,
journalismhas to change its focus in two aspects (cf. Galtung,
1998):
- Traditional jounalismis nore or |less reactive, it heads to
the conflict arena after violence has broken out and
reports about those, who act in the conflict arena, mainly
political and mlitary élites.

- Solution oriented journalism mnmust report about conflicts
before viol ence occurs and report about all segnents of the
society whose creativity mght contribute to a peaceful
transformati on of the conflict.

Accross to the distinction between "us" and "thenf, solution

oriented coverage of conflicts will focus on shared interests
of the war parties and on the benefit, that all sides could
gain from ending war or violence. It wll nake the price
visible, that all sides have to pay for war - even in case of
vi ctory.

Gving voice to the voiceless, it will focus on suffering al

over and also on the invisible effects of violence: trauma and
gl ory, damage to structure and cul ture.
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peace-orientation: peace = nomviolence People-oriented: Conceptualization
+ creativity Pocus on civil

proactive: prevention before violence occurs society

Focus on shared rights, goals and interests Give voice to the Common interests

Focus on the benefit that all sides could gain anti-war opposition,

from ending war/violence focus on people

peace-makers,
high-1ight peace-
initiatives, signals
of peace-readiness,
and mediation efforts

Recognition Perspec- Enotional involvement
of the price tives for
of war, even reconcili-
victory ation
Focus on suffering all over Redirection of Shared victimization
Focus on invisible effects of violence: trauma indignation with the
and glory, damage to structure and culture enemy against the war
----------------------------------------------- itself
Humanization of all sides
Give name to all evil-doers

Figure 13: Solution oriented conflict coverage

It will humanize all sides, but also give nane to all evil-
doers. And it wll redirect the indignation with the eneny
agai nst war and viol ence itself. o _

Gving voice to the anti-war opposition, focusing not only on
élite-nediators, but on peace-nekers on the grassroot |evel
al so, high-lighting peace initiatives and signals of peace
readi ness, it will open perspectives for reconciliation.
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2.3 Coverage of reconstruction and reconciliation

As journalism follows these guidelines, the conflict formation

will becone even nore conplex, but the society will gradually
accurul ate experience with alternatives to violence also. The
i nportance of own goals and values will becone |ess crucial and
shared interests will conme to the fore. The links between
security and force will |oosen, and open up a path on which's
end

- our positive self imge wll be based on nore cooperative

val ues,
- victimzation wll no nore draw a dividing line that

seperates the parties, but a conmmon nenory that wunifies
t hem and

- yesterdays' deligitimzed eneny will be seen as our own
mrror inage wth conparable experiences of traunma and
suf fering.

But the road to peace culture is long and stony. And in order
to get there, there is a need that the processes of
reconstruction and reconciliation are acconpanied by the nedia
as wel | .

Maybe, this is one of the nobst crucial deficits of nodern
journalism wherever violence breaks out, crowds of journalists
head to the conflict arena, but us soon as violence is over,
they |l ose interest and | eave for another war, returning only i f
the old one flares up again.

Stories of violence are regarded as “"thrilling" while
reconstruction and reconciliation are sinply "no news".

In this regard, journalists have to learn a |ot, and once nore
it includes to redirect their attention fromélites to ordinary

peopl e.
- Do doubt, it is boring to read about political |eaders
shaki ng hands, signing contracts, or giving endless

speeches filled wth phrases of cooperation and nutual
respect that nobody beliefs as long as war culture is still
virol ent.

- But there is nothing nore thrilling than to |earn, how
ordinary people, having suffered the atrocities of war, can
manage to junp over their own shadow and try a new start.

To the sane degree that war culture still prevails, projects of

reconstruction and iniciatives of reconciliation that really

brlng peopl e together, are not acting in a space of harnony.

There is still the fears and uncertainties of those who are
involved in the projects, and
- to the same degree as war-culture still prevail s,

cooperation with the former eneny, mght be regarded as
betrayal and | ack of patriotismby those who stay behi nd.
At an early stage of the peace process the societal beliefs of
patriotism, which generate attachment to the society or nation
by propagating loyalty, love, care and sacrifice are likely to
beconme an issue of conflicts within the society itself.
If the media manage to cover these conflicts, following the
same qguidelines of orientation towards deescal ati on  and
resolution of conflicts as described before, they mght
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contribute to a public discourse, however, which gradually

changes the beliefs of patriotism

- not in the direction of unloyality, or lack of |ove, care
or sacrifice,

- but towards a nore constructive interpretation of nationa
identity, which is not so nuch dom nated by denarcation
from others but by being included as equal partners wthin
the international community.

As the nedia give attention to these internal conflicts, they

directly counteract the societal beliefs of unity, which refer

to the inportance of ignoring internal conflicts and

di sagreenents in order to unite the forces in the face of the

external threat. They reconstruct society as nore pluralistic

and thus add to the insight according to which societal life
needs to be guided by denocratic principles rather than canp
mentality.



22

2.4 Resolving double-bind

The societal beliefs that nust be deconstructed in order to
manage the transition fromwar culture to peace culture include
fundanmental contradictions.
First of all, the contradiction between
- beliefs about security +to be achieved by enduring
antagonism and confronting the eneny, and
- beliefs about peace as the ultinate desire of society.
Second, the imuanent contradi ction on which enduring antagoni sm
is based itself, and which
- stimulates the society nenbers’ fighting spirit by
portraying the eneny as dangerous and iInhuman as possible,
and
- at the same tine describes him as undangerous and human as
necessary so that the nenbers of society do not |ose
courage, are certain of victory, and do not get scared by
t he perspective of possible defeat.
A prom nent exanple of these immanent contradictions is the
Cold War logic that legitimted the stationing of nedi umrange
mssiles and cruise mssiles in Wstern CGermany during the
early eightees. Stressing the need to deter the "inhumanitarian
Sovjet Union" fromwar, it simultaneously referred to the good-
will of the Sovjet Union (which was supposed to be interested
in protecting Europe from destruction) as the only security
guarantee which would prevent the nuclear arnmanent race from
resulting in the destruction of Central Europe (cf. Kenpf,
1986) .
Contradictions |like this are typical of war culture and
i nterveave propaganda and traditional war reporting on al
| evel s fromthe explanation of the |logic of history (cf. Kenpf,
Rei mann & Luostarinen, 1998) via the explanation of the
conflict sources (cf. Elfner, 1998) and the evaluation of
alternatives to violence (cf. Reimann, 1997a; Kenpf & Rei mann
in preparation) down to the coverage of day to day atrocities
(cf. Kenpf, Reimann & Luostarinen, 1996).
War culture thus places the nenbers of the society into a
per manent doubl e-bind situation, where they have to cope wth
contradictory messages and |ack the chance either to react to
both of the nmessages, or to withdraw fromthe situation
As a result of enotional involvenent with both contradictory
nmessages it becones extrenely difficult to query either of
them |If society nenbers have no access to independent
information, they have no other chance than to believe the
conclusions they are told by their political |eaders or to
withdraw into selective inattendance, prejudice or evasive
sceptizismetc. - all of which are consequences that serve the
goal s of psychol ogical warfare by paralysing the capacity for
resi stance against the war (cf. Kenpf, 1992).
Resolving this double bind situation by making the
contradictions transparent that war culture produces is one of
the nost urgent tasks that journalismhas to fulfil. It is one
of the nost difficult tasks also and can only be acconplished
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by independent journalismwhich is not attached to either side

in the conflict but only to peace and creativity.

The local journalist, who reports fromwithin a society that is

involved in intractible conflict will not be able to do so

wi t hout an anal ysis of

- the societal beliefs that constitute war culture, and

- the contradictions it generates.

To make such an analysis available would be an inportant task

for the international nmedia, if only they could give up their

habi t of

- either showing no interest in a the conflict at all,

- or putting the question who are the "good" and who the "bad
guys"”

and then to take sides and head for international intervention.
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