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November 4, 2011 
 

 

Submission from Professor Mark Pearson to Independent Inquiry into Media and Media 
Regulation 

Please accept this personal submission to the Independent Media Inquiry. Please note that, while I 
am an academic employed by Bond University, and am also Australian correspondent for the 
organisation Reporters Without Borders, this submission does not represent either of those 
organisations’ views. In fact, as a media freedom body, the latter organisation is likely to have 
quite differing views on some of the issues I raise.  
 
This submission differs substantially from the one I filed on behalf of the team working on ARC 
Linkage Project LP0989758 "Vulnerability and the news media…". That submission addressed 
the research from that project and was limited to common views and values of its collaborative 
research team members. 
 
I have written extensively on matters of media ethics, law and regulation for more than two 
decades and my research and analysis is well documented. I attach as Appendix 1 a list of outputs 
in the area that might be of assistance to your inquiry. I draw your attention particularly to 
‘Chapter 13, The Regulators’ in the latest edition of my media law book – Pearson, Mark and 
Mark Polden (2011). The Journalist’s Guide to Media Law. 4th ed. Allen & Unwin, Sydney. That 
chapter surveys the field of regulation, self-regulation and co-regulation in Australia, focussing 
on the roles of in-house codes of practice, the Australian Press Council, the MEAA ethics panel, 
the Australian Media and Communications Authority, the Australian Competition and Consumer 
Commission and the ABC’s Media Watch program. 
 
Rather than address all of the questions you have raised, I will contain my comments to the main 
topics of your issues paper. 
 
Media freedom 
There are many ‘justifications’ for freedom of the media underpinning the relatively higher level 
of free expression afforded citizens and journalists in Western democratic nations. The 
‘marketplace of ideas’ you quote is one such justification but others include the place of truth and 
truth-telling in all major religions, the importance of transparency and communication to the 
judicial and democratic processes, and the legitimate ‘public interest’ in the conveyance of 
information to the citizenry. Alarm bells sound when government inquiries begin to ask whether 
media freedom is justifiable. Media freedom is not absolute in any country – although the 
governments calling for its justification are usually found towards the end of press freedom 
indexes like those compiled annually by Reporters Without Borders and Freedom House. 
Australia’s ranking in such indexes has usually reflected its standing as a western democratic 
nation placing considerable value on free expression, moderated by the fact that it has a large 
number of laws restricting media freedom. 
 
Access 
Questions about citizens’ access to the media to express their views are important, though several 
factors complicate the response. The mainstream media outlets still hold considerable influence 
over public debate, but access issues are less pronounced in the Web 2.0 environment. It is human 
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nature to gravitate towards like-minded others, and this tendency can exaggerate misinformation 
and prejudice, but surely part of freedom is being able to choose to have a narrow or restricted 
diet of media consumption? My view is that the wealth of material available via social media, the 
Internet and desktop publishing, and the inexpensive public access to much of this material via 
portable devices and public libraries, combine to erode the traditional arguments against 
concentration of media ownership. Minority and marginalised voices across the political and 
religious spectrums have always faced difficulty in getting their views heard in the mainstream 
media. Today they have numerous other options. That is not to say that media organisations 
should not provide opportunities to respond, particularly when they have attacked an individual or 
group. That should form part of their codes of practice and should continue to underscore their 
defences to the many media laws already applying to them. 
 
Standards 
It is essential that media outlets and journalists conform to ethical codes. It is in their interests 
that they do so, because it is these very ethical standards that distinguish them from the many new 
voices seeking audiences in the new media environment. However, the appendix to our 
submission from ARC Linkage Project LP0989758 demonstrated the confusing array of self-
regulatory and co-regulatory documents guiding ethical standards of journalists and their outlets 
in this country. No single journalist could possibly be expected to understand and operate 
effectively within deadline, paying heed to all that might apply to him or her, including the 
MEAA Code of Ethics, an in-house code, an industry code and the related laws and formal 
regulations that might apply. This moots strongly for a single code of ethics applying to 
journalists and their employers across all media, similar to the existing MEAA Code of Ethics, 
addressing fundamental principles of truth, accuracy, verification, attribution, transparency, 
honesty, respect, equity, fairness, independence, originality and integrity, with exceptions only for 
matters of substantial legitimate public concern. 
Of course, this could be supplemented by industry or workplace ‘information and guidance’ 
documents to help explain to journalists and editors the fact scenarios and precedents applying to 
a particular medium or specialty, along the lines of the Australian Press Council’s guidance 
releases.  
In summary, a single ethical principles document should be developed in collaboration with the 
existing co-regulatory and self-regulatory bodies to provide an agreed professional platform for 
Australian journalism. 
 
Regulation and new media implications 
There is already an oversupply of regulation of the media and free expression generally in this 
country – across all levels of government and via quasi-governmental and self-regulatory and co-
regulatory bodies. Added to this there is considerable censorship of free expression in 
government and the corporate sector in the form of ‘spin’ or media relations policies that 
carefully control the flow of information to the public via the media. It would be counter-
productive at a number of levels to apply new gags on the traditional media in the Web 2.0 
environment. Firstly, it would send the wrong message to the international community about 
Australia’s level of free expression. Secondly, it would place Australian traditional media at a 
competitive disadvantage to new media providers who might be based overseas but reporting on 
Australian news and current affairs. 
That said, the regulatory systems should recognise that the Web 2.0 environment has motivated 
the traditional media to focus more strongly on commercial interests than it has ever had to do 
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previously. Historic sources of revenue such as classified advertising (the ‘rivers of gold’) have 
migrated to online providers, new media platforms have earned a share of the display advertising 
budgets and smart phone, tablet and web-based advertising and marketing have morphed with 
news content, breaking down the traditional ‘firewall’ between advertising and editorial material. 
News corporations should now be seen for what they really are – ‘just another business’ –  
seeking the eyeballs, hits and downloads of consumers in the competitive new media 
environment. Thus, the regulatory oversight of those selling news content should come under the 
auspices of the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission, with strong protections in 
place for those pursuing legitimate responsible journalism on matters of public importance. A 
division within the ACCC should be established to act as a ‘one-stop shop’ for the referral of 
citizens’ complaints about media outlets to the self-regulatory and co-regulatory bodies which 
would continue their complaints procedures and research functions. 
The most serious cases of ‘misleading and deceptive conduct’ under Section 18 of the 
Competition and Consumer Act 2010 – in blatant disregard of the new ethical code and with 
inadequate public interest grounds – would be pursued by the ACCC like any other consumer 
complaint, with the force of the regulatory powers it already holds. The key to this would be an 
amendment of the ‘prescribed information provider’ exception (Section 19) so that news 
organisations would not have the blanket, almost unchallengeable protection for misleading and 
deceptive conduct (introduced after their lobbying in the 1980s). Instead, it would be a rebuttable 
presumption that such corporations publish news and current affairs material of legitimate public 
interest in accordance with a journalism code of practice. In other words, they would not have to 
defend trivial complaints on these grounds – only those where a court has ruled there had been a 
clear breach of their ethical code in circumstances clearly contrary to the public interest. The 
reform would expose media organisations from all platforms to ACCC prosecution for heinous 
ethical breaches along the lines of the News of the World scandal in the UK. Anything less than 
the most extreme and offensive ethical transgressions impacting detrimentally on the rights of 
other citizens would be handled via the existing laws or self-regulatory processes because they 
would not meet the relatively high threshold to overcome the s.19 exception. (It is noted that the 
ACCC already has powers to pursue corporations for ‘unconscionable conduct’ under section 20, 
to which the media exemption does not apply.) The High Court recently found against a media 
organisation under the former Trade Practices Act in ACCC v. Channel Seven Brisbane Pty Ltd 
[2009] HCA 19.  That decision related to false claims about goods and services. The reform 
would extend this to other ethical breaches.  
The purpose of this submission is not to go into the mechanics of such legislation or its drafting. 
Your legal team could advise you on this if you wished to recommend this course. There have 
been legislative precedents on the use of regulatory codes as a backdrop to such a provision. For 
example, in the UK s12 of the Human Rights Act directs a court to take into account ‘any 
relevant privacy code’ when considering whether free expression rights should outweigh privacy 
rights in a given situation. The ‘Journalism’ exemption to the Privacy Act 1988 at s. 7B(4) 
references privacy standards issued by the Australian Press Council as news organisations’ ticket 
to a waiver. The proposed reform would require more of them than simply being ‘publicly 
committed to observe standards’ and to have published them.  
 
In short, this would give teeth to an existing provision by recognising both that the news media in 
the new era is ‘just another business’ but that there is still strong protection for responsible, 
ethical journalism inquiring into serious matters of legitimate public concern. 
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I would be happy to offer elaboration on any of the above if you require it. Please feel free to 
email me at mpearson@bond.edu.au. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 
Professor Mark Pearson 
 
 

mailto:mpearson@bond.edu.au�
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Appendix 1: Mark Pearson, PhD. Selected related outputs. 
 
Books 
(2012, forthcoming) Pearson, M. Blogging and Tweeting Without Getting Sued. Allen and 
Unwin, Sydney. 
 (2011). Pearson, M. and Polden, M. The Journalist’s Guide to Media Law. (4th ed). Allen and 
Unwin, Sydney. 
 (2007) Pearson, M. The Journalist’s Guide to Media Law. Dealing with legal and ethical issues. 
Third Edition. Allen and Unwin, Sydney. 
 (2004) Pearson, M. The Journalist’s Guide to Media Law. Dealing with legal and ethical issues. 
2nd Edition. Allen and Unwin, Sydney. 
 (1997) The Journalist's Guide to Media Law. Allen and Unwin, Sydney.  
 
Edited books 
Keyzer, Patrick, Jane Johnston and Mark Pearson (eds) (2011, forthcoming). Courts and the 
Media in the Digital Era. Halstead Press, Sydney. 
 
Monographs 
 (2008) Pearson, M., & Patching, R. (2008). Government media relations: A 'spin' through the 
literature (MS #1243). 40,000 word monograph  Retrieved July 17, 2008, from 
http://epublications.bond.edu.au/hss_pubs/228  
 (2001) Brand, J. and Pearson, M. Sources of news and current affairs. Australian Broadcasting 
Authority, Canberra. (410pp). Available: http://epublications.bond.edu.au/hss_pubs/96/ 
 
Commissioned research papers 
(2004). ‘Press, Police and Public Interest’. Background paper for Queensland Crime and 
Misconduct Commission Inquiry into Police Radio Communication Access. August 9, 2004. 
 
Chapters 
 (2010, with Kerry Green, Stephen Tanner & Jolyon Sykes). Researching Journalists and 
Vulnerable Sources – Issues in the Design and Implementation of a National Study 
In Pasadeos, Y. (ed) (2010) Advances in Communication and Mass Media Research. Athens: 
ATINER. pp. 87-96. 
 (2009, with Roger Patching). Censorship through spin 
How democratic governments attempt to control the media, with a focus on Australia. In Indrajit 
Banerjee & Sundeep R Muppidi (eds). Changing Media, Changing Societies. Media and 
Millennium Development Goals. Singapore: Asian Media Information and Communication 
Centre (AMIC). 
 (2006, with Jack Herman). ‘Chapter 9: Press law and practice’, in Australian Press Council, State 
of the News Print Media in Australia. Australian Press Council, Sydney. 
 (2002) ‘The legal process’, in Tanner, Stephen (ed), Journalism. Investigation and Research. 
Pearson Education Australia, Sydney. 
 (2001) ‘A question of legality’, in Tapsell, Suellen and Carolyn Varley, Journalism theory in 
practice.  Oxford University Press, South Melbourne. 
 (1999) ‘The new ‘Multi-Journalism’. In Ewart, J. Journalism Theory and Practice. Proceedings 
of the 1998 Journalism Education Association Conference. Central Queensland University: 
Rockhampton. 118-123. 
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 (1999) ‘Introduction’ to Weber, Joe (ed), A fragile freedom: challenges facing the media in 
Papua New Guinea,  DWU Press, Madang. 17-20. 
 
Academic journal articles 
Pearson, Mark. (July, 2011). A poor fit for journalism research. Australian Journalism Review, 33 
(1): 25-27. 
Pearson, Mark and Jasmine Griffiths (2011, July) From shorthand to cyberspace: Journalists’ 
interview records as evidence. Media & Arts Law Review, 16 (2), 144-160 
Pearson, Mark (2011, May). Mental illness, journalism investigation and the law. Pacific 
Journalism Review, 17 (1), 90-101. 
http://search.informit.com.au/fullText;dn=098955005776186;res=IELHSS 
Pearson, Mark and Hamish McLean (2010). Quantifying government media relations in 
Queensland. Public Communication Review, 1 (2): 
http://epress.lib.uts.edu.au/ojs/index.php/pcr/article/viewFile/1636/1920 
Pearson, Mark and Caroline Graham (2010, July). Suppression orders: reskilling journalists and 

the judiciary. Australian Journalism Review, 32 (1), 97-114. 
Johnston, J., & Pearson, M. (2008, October). Australia’s media climate: Time to renegotiate 

control. Pacific Journalism Review, 14(2), 72-88. 
Pearson, M. (2008, April). Scandalising media freedom: Resurrection of an ancient contempt. 

Pacific Journalism Review, 14(1), 64-78. 
Pearson, Mark and Camille Galvin (September, 2007). The Australian Parliament and press 
freedom in an international context. Pacific Journalism Review 13 (2), pp. 127-141. 
Pearson, Mark (2007, July). A review of Australia’s defamation reforms after a year of operation. 
Australian Journalism Review 29 (1). 
Pearson, Mark and Naomi Busst (September 2006). Anti-terror laws and the media after 9/11: 
Three models for Australia, NZ and the Pacific. (leading article) Pacific Journalism Review 12 
(2), pp. 9-27.  
Pearson, Mark. (July, 2005). Police digital communications and the media. Australian Journalism 
Review 27 (1), pp. 105-122. 
Kromann, Nina and Pearson, M. (December, 2004). ‘Criminal justice and the media in Denmark 
and Australia: similarities and differences’. Australian Journalism Review, v. 26, no. 2, pp. 125-
140. 
Pearson, M (2004, April). Press freedom and the High Court in the Callinan era: Rethinking the 
rhetoric. Pacific Journalism Review 10 (1): 123-138. 
Pearson, M (2003). Press freedom and open justice in the curriculum: A reflective practice 
approach. 5 University of Technology Sydney Law Review: 150-160.  
Pearson, Mark. (2003). Sensitive or sanitised? Guidelines for reporting age. Australian Studies in 
Journalism. No. 12. 
Pearson, Mark. (2003). Challenging the business paradigm in the interests of media freedom. Asia 
Pacific Media Educator, Issue 14. 
Pearson, Mark, Carolyn Proud and Peter Willcox. (2003, July). The cyberboundaries of 
reputation: Implications of the Australian High Court’s Gutnick decision for journalists. 
Australian Journalism Review. v. 25 (1): 101-114. 
Pearson, Mark. (2003, September) Teaching press freedom and open justice: A model  for debate. 
Pacific Journalism Review, v.9  :124-137. 
(2002). ‘The Journalist’s Toolkit on Ageing – Helping shape media perceptions’, Australasian 
Journal on Ageing, vol. 21.4 supplement, December, p. 105. 

http://search.informit.com.au/fullText;dn=098955005776186;res=IELHSS�
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(2001, December) (with Jeffrey Brand) ‘The Newsroom vs. the Lounge Room: Journalists’ and 
Audiences’ Views on News’, Australian Journalism Review, vol. 23, no. 2. 
(2000, August). ‘Advertorials and the Trade Practices Act: why the ‘Golden Tonsils’ saga might 
prove costly in the long run. Australian Journalism Review,  vol. 22, no. 1. 57-67. 
(2000, January-June). 'Reflective Practice In Action: Preparing Samoan Journalists To Cover 
 Court Cases'. Asia-Pacific Media-Educator, no. 8. 
 (1999, August) ‘Curricular implications of the influences of the Internet upon journalism’, 
Australian Journalism Review, vol. 21, no. 2. 27-55. 
 (1999) ‘The new ‘Multi-Journalism’: Journalists’ and educators’ perceptions of the influence of 
the Internet upon journalistic reportage and its implications for journalism education’, 
Proceedings of the annual conference of the Journalism Education Association, Yeppoon, 
December 1998. 
 (1996) ‘Journalism Education and the Internet: Conferring in Cyberspace’, in Tully, J. Beyond 
2000: Future Directions in Journalism Education. University of Canterbury: Christchurch, NZ. 
 (1995) ‘Media Law in Australia’ (book review), Australian Studies in Journalism, No. 4. 
 (1994) (with Camille Galvin), ‘Cosmetic surgery: newspaper reportage of the Medical Journal of 
Australia’, Australian Journal of Communication, Vol. 21, No. 2. 
(1993) ‘Electronic Mail as a News Medium’, Australian Journalism Review, Vol. 15, No. 2, July-
December 1993. 
(1992) ‘Towards uniform defamation laws - the Australian experiment’, Journal of Media Law 
and Practice,  (Tolley's), Vol. 13, No. 4. 
(1992) ‘How the Reformed Defamation Laws will Affect Journalists’, Australian Journalism 
Review, Vol. 14, No. 1, January-June. 
(1992) ‘Press Self-regulation in Australia’, Journal of Media Law and Practice,  (Tolley's), Vol. 
12, No. 4, January. 
 (1991) Report on Newspaper Self-regulation and the Sydney Morning Herald ‘Who Is Right?’ 
Scheme to the House of Representatives Select Committee on the Print Media, November 1991. 
(1991) ‘Conflict of Interests? Negotiating Through the News Media.’ Australian Dispute 
Resolution Journal (Law Book Company), Vol. 2, No.1 , February. 
(1990) ‘The Calcutt Report - Journalism on Trial’, Australian Journalism Review, Volume 12, 
January - December . 
 (1987) ‘Interviewing Aborigines: A Cross-Cultural Dilemma’, Australian Journalism Review, 
Vol. 9 (Nos 1 and 2) January-December . 
 
Selected freelance Journalism 
(2011, February 11). ‘The twelephant in the room. Anti-social media at a journalism conference.’ 
Pacific Media Centre, AUT. Available: http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-
social-media-journalism-conference  
(2011, February 9). ‘An antisocial media’ Newspaper Publishers’ Association, PANPA. 
Available: http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-social-media-journalism-
conference  
(2010, December 3). Why editors rarely sue for defamation. Crikey. Available: 
http://www.crikey.com.au/2010/12/03/why-editors-rarely-sue-for-defamation/ .  
 (2010). ‘National security isn’t always in the national interest’, in Media, Entertainment and Arts 
Alliance (2010). Progress under liberty. The state of press freedom in Australia 2010. Retrieved 
from http://issuu.com/meaa/docs/press_freedom_2010. p. 24. 
(2009, May 11). ‘Proposal for Press Council revamp’. The Australian. pp. 35-36. 

http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-social-media-journalism-conference�
http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-social-media-journalism-conference�
http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-social-media-journalism-conference�
http://www.pmc.aut.ac.nz/articles/twelephant-room-anti-social-media-journalism-conference�
http://www.crikey.com.au/2010/12/03/why-editors-rarely-sue-for-defamation/�
http://issuu.com/meaa/docs/press_freedom_2010�
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(2009, March 20). ‘Counting cost of the wages of spin’. The Australian, p.6. 
(2008, December 1). ‘Publish and be damned a reality for Australian writer’, The Australian, p. 
35. 
(2007, October-November-December). ‘Don’t let spinners be winners’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 269, p. 28. 
 (2007, August-September). ‘Media restrictions on the agenda’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 268, p. 53. 
(2007, July). ‘Obstacles to FOI’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 
267, p. 33. 
 (2007, June). ‘Australia’s Right to Know campaign’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 266, p. 27. 
(2007, May). ‘Financial interests’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 
265, p. 33. 
 (2007, April). ‘Contemptuous mistakes’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 264, p. 33. 
 (2007, March). ‘It’s time for a new media literacy’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 265, p. 30. 
 (2007, February). ‘Media freedom vs. national security’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 264, p. 17. 
 (2006, November-December). ‘Ethical codes need tightening to scuttle word pirates’, Pacific 
Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 263, p. 23. 
(2006, August). ‘Free speech not a dirty word’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 259, p. 30. 
(2006, July). ‘When is secrecy a bad thing?’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 258, p. 24. 
(2006, June). ‘The power of the pen’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 257, p. 24. 
(2006, May 18). ‘The truth is out there, but maybe not for long’, The Australian, Media section, 
p. 17. 
 (2006, April). ‘New call for accuracy’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 255, p. 24. 
 (2006, March). ‘Suicide net may catch media’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 254, p. 15. 
(2005, August 25). ‘Press body and union reunite’, The Australian, Media section, p. 17. 
(2005, March 3). ‘Press must give way on privacy’, The Australian, Media section, p. 20. 
 (2005, September). ‘Time for an editors’ society’ Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 249, p. 31. 
(2005, August). ‘Trading our defences’ Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 248, p. 31. 
 (2005, July). ‘Corby case a sad legacy for media let loose abroad’ Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 247, p. 20. 
 (2005, June). ‘Site helps calm defamation nerves’ Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 246, p. 30. 
 (2005, May 3). ‘A day of reflection,’ Fiji Times, p. 7. 
(2005, May). ‘Newspapers must go on attack and make readers need them’ Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 245, p. 30. 
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(2005, March). ‘RIP press freedom?’ Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 243, p. 31. 
(2005, March). ‘Press Council chiefs warn of privacy threat’ Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 243, p. 21. 
(2005, February 3). ‘Press freedom suffers for celebrity security’, The Australian, Media section, 
p. 16. 
(2005, February). ‘Weighing into the quality of J-school graduates debate’ Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 242, p. 28. 
(2004, December 16). ‘Beattie moves to turn off journalists’ police news feed’, The Australian, 
Media section, p. 16. 
 (2004, December). ‘Press freedom hardly rates on the Parliamentary radar’ Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 240, p. 20. 
(2004, November). ‘Editors of smaller papers find virtual support through SNIE’ Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 239, p. 24. 
(2004, October 27). ‘Inquiry clouds Australia’s trade in offshore study’, The Wall Street Journal, 
Section B2F. 
 (2004, October 26) ‘Dollars, Degrees and Dodgy Deals’, Far Eastern Economic Review, vol. 
167, no. 43, pp. 20-22. 
 (2004, October). ‘Are we heading towards newsmags or magpapers?’ Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 238, p. 25. 
 (2004, September) ‘Media not to be viewed as ‘just another business’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 237, p. 20. 
(2004, August) ‘Media questioned on right to ‘eavesdrop’ on police’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 236, p. 28 
(2004, July) ‘Falconio case prompts caution for journalists about sub judice’, Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 235, p. 31. 
(July 22, 2004). Newsroom won’t cop digital block to police radio. The Australian Media section. 
p. 17. 
(2004, June) ‘Trial by media in football club sex scandal case?’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 234, , p. 31 
(2004, June) ‘Paradise lost for Pacific Islands press freedom’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 234 , p. 24. 
(2004, April-May) ‘Odds stacked against passing of uniform defamation law’, Pacific Area 
Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 233, pp. 21-22. 
(2004, April 15). ‘AJA finds ethics too hard to enforce, The Australian Media section, p. 20. 
 (2004, February-March) ‘Journalists still at the bottom of the pile of credible professionals’, 
Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 231, pp. 19-21. 
(2004) ‘Media law, ethics and ethnicity’. Australian Mosaic, Issue 5, 2004/1. pp. 18-22. 
(2003) ‘The High Court shifts on press freedom’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 230, November-December, pp. 16-17. 
 (2003). ‘Press releases banned for a day. (Will your newsroom cope?). Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 229, September-October, pp. 29-31.  
(2003). ‘Avoiding the legal dangers of letters to the editor’. Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 228, July-August, pp. 23-24.  
(2003). ‘The truth about protection when reporting Parliament’. Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 227, June, pp. 18-19. 
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(2003). ‘Challenging suppression orders’. Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 226, May, pp. 20-21. 
 (2003). ‘Gutnick decision has serious implications for newspapers.’ Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 224, March, pp. 18-19. 
 (2003). ‘The Australian criticised after underwriting civil action’. Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 223, February, pp. 20-21. 
(2002). ‘Investigative journalism explored’. Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 221, December, p. 34. 
(2002). ‘Defamation reforms overdue, but defy prediction’. Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 219, November, pp. 24-25. 
(2002) ‘Ancient charge comeback’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 218, October, pp. 18-19 
 (2002) ‘Journalists and the defence of press freedom’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 217, September, pp. 52-53. 
 (2002) ‘Modern developments in press freedom in western countries’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 216, August, pp. 25-26 
 (2002) ‘Defending press freedom – historical background’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 215, July, pp. 26-27. 
 (2002) ‘A question of taste …’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 
215, June, pp. 19. 
 (2002) ‘Navigating the use of age’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association Bulletin, 
Issue 214, May, p. 32 
 (2002) ‘Serious implications for media with new privacy laws’, Pacific Area Newspaper 
Publishers Association Bulletin, Issue 213, April, pp. 22-23. 
 (2002) ‘Journalism and its public duty’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers Association 
Bulletin, Issue 211, February, p.26 
 (2001) ‘To have and to hold: newspapers on way back’, Otago Daily Times, December 11, 2001, 
140th anniversary issue, p. 39 
 (2001) ‘Journalists are different from their audiences’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 209, December, pp. 26-27 
(2001) ‘Readers want newspapers to recapture credibility’, Pacific Area Newspaper Publishers 
Association Bulletin, Issue 206, September, p. 34. 
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