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1. Introductian: Locating Public Sphere

In March 2004, Reporters Without Bordérd al ar med by mthe gr
ber of assaults on investigative journalists in the provinces and by tte har
ships faced by those who attempt to i
sensi tidsentadelsegato® Romania to take stock of pressefre
dom in the country (RWB 2004:1)The visit took place nearly fifteen years
after the fall of the communist regime. At this point in time, it appeared to
many norgovernmental organa@ions (NGOSs), journalists, officia of the
European Union (EU), sotars, and other commentators in Romania and
abroad that the ruling party Partidul Social Democrat (BSDB)governme-
tal position throughout much of the pd€9i89 erd was seeking toncrease
its control over the means ofass communication. During one week, the
delegates met and interviewed Romanian journalists, editors, media exec
tives, NGO activists, and representatives of trade unions as well as local and
national official authorities. Four weeks later, and six mon#ierk general
elections in Romania, the organization issued-gdgde report, depicting the
situation in grim terms.

In the report, journalists in statevned media complained abouternal
pressures that influenced editorial policy and inducedcsgiaoship. Fina-
cial support through advertisements in the private press was described as
often coming with unofficial restrictions as to covering and publicizing se
sitive issues connected in one way or the other to the buyer of the advertis
ment space, andateowned institutions were said to be among thegdsir
clients. The report contained details of how large tax debts to the state were
putting the indepmdence of private television stations at risk. Problems also
occurred in the distribution sector, theport stated, where editions of local
newspapers occasionally and for unclear reasons never reachedutheir a
diences. The major part of the report centered on obstacles hindering a free
flow of information, and on the whole strengthened the isgioe ofunfree

'!Quoted from the report fiCaught bet ween OIld
Press at a Crossroads, 0 Reporters Without Bor
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mass medi a: iRomania may boasti- over

vately owned television stations, but political officials cordrdirectly or

indirectlyd a | | but a very few of the countr
Reporters Without Borders focused twe tllegedly corrupt or poiidized

relationship between the statn the one handand media owners, exec

tives and editors at private or statm institutions on the other, and itof

cused especially on the relationship between this-leighl struggleover the

means of public information and commuation and, down in the hierarchy,

the individual journalist. In terms of personal safety, the journalist appeared

in the reprt as the point where thing®tgprecarious: in a situation where

media executive and owers risked losing (merely) their means to stay in

business if they did not comply with the interests of national or local author

ties, or some private ones, the individual journalist was depicted as the prime

locus of actual physical abuse.

Journdismd a A gl obal professiono

This report by the globally active Reporters Without Borders wabshed

a few years after | had left Bucharest, ending a period awimk among
Romanian journalists and NGO activists (2&mD2). It falls in line with my
research as one source of information among many about a field | have been
studying for some time, and, sigintly, as an object of study in itskla
discursive act or event that articulates particular knowledges aboutljourna
i sm i n t anihaAls@ and mre broadly, the report produced and
reproducedan idea of journalism as a profession grounded on universally
valid principlesand normswith the aim of helping citizens make informed
dedsions and building public opinion. These dimensions of joismaand

their respective intertwinements with each other are what | am concerned
with in this thesis, and | shall linger on the report in this introductory chapter
and in Chapter 2. As an account of the situation in Romania in 2004, it
serves to illustratbow journalism is thought of and talked about through the
perspective of one actor involved in what | shall call a global medid-deve
opment discourse, which is the main object of this study.

In this thesis, | explore how journalism in contemporary Romlaage:-
veloped since 1989, and | do that with a particular interest for a set &f tran
national connetions that this involves. A general assumption is that several
forces and influences (actors, reforms, development programs, market
forces, internatinalization and European Union accession processes, etc.)
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have been and are continuously in operation to form the journalism and mass
media field in Romania since the communist regime dissolved. Aastibbt
part of this thesisonsists of ethnographic accounfseveryday profssional
lives of journalists working in Romania, and | shall draw somelosions
about how a journalist identity in Romania may be conaliptd today.

Yet my ambition is to move beyond the particular geographical locale of
Romania ad investigate jouralism as a professional endeavmased on
universal principles. The Reporters Without Borders report belongs ¢p a si
nificant discourse that | will be especially preoccupied with in tkpect.
Besides this or ganniaztletrdpatrcédnse deendnuas o n
wider context as part of an ongoing worldwide spread of human rights and
processes of democratization and libeation of laws connected to the
massmedia, intensified in the last fifteen to twenty years after the disma
tling of the Soviet Union and the end of the Cold War.

Journalists in Romania are certainly not the only ones to wheporkers
Without Borders draws attention, as a brief look at the ¢eggant i ordés we |
page revealdNeither is the organization the onlgethat shows this kind of
concern. The interest in what goes on
projectd (Tsing 2000) i ers amdhmany lotheR e p o r |
similar NGOs andnternational organizations are involved, seeking toimon
torjournalistsé situations in countries
time aiming at having the whole world aligned with international or unive
sal standards of the journalistic professiohhe processing and spread
across the worldf a norm for journkstic practice, and the idea that joukna
ists need special protectioare central partef this activity. By studying
ethnographically how this kind of international media development and
monitoring organizations are operating in Romania, my aim inttiésis is
thus to explore journalism, in the sense put forth by these ogtjaniz, as a
gl obadi @mr.od e

The topic of the thesis ties in with the universal discourse side of recent
anthropological research on journalism. That is to say, in paralkeldm-
viction that journalism is locally determined by certain traditions andcparti

2 Several links to press releases and reportsonur nal i st s6 situations i
worl d appear on the organizationébés main page
worl d as Reporters Wi thout Borderso6 working f
SReflecting on res,e®sichg osnu dfigdtsatbsd lotkmgafiri 8 n
world-wrapping evolutionary stages, logics, and epistemes, [we should] begin by finding what

I cal |, tibapis, elptigety toherent bundles of ideas and practices as realized én parti

ul ar times and 3g7).@fcAppadurai(1996); Hlagner2 (Q996). :
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ular standards of discourse and sociality, anthropologists also spealk in var

ous terms of j our n action nm uraversally wellc ul t ut
known for mo2002t -h2l)b,erar as fia gl obal

whose ethical and political imperatives seem to transcend . . . cultural and

hi storical particularitiesdo (Hasty 2
dimension in a way that pares the global media ddepment discourse

that | focus on, suggtsg that

a global apparatus of professional organizations, news wires, conferences,
and literature links journalists all over the world in thestidctive vocation,
serving not only to universalize journalism agertain type of national sli
course with homologous political and professional functionality in diverse
national contexts, but also to provide ideological support for their professio

al human rights (free speech, freedom from harassment and intimidation,
access to information) across those national boundaries (ibid.: 70).

In other words, journalism in Romania as onstance of a universalized
professionBy using fdi scour s ais onwdridwidea n t t o
procesesof normalizationembodied in ths fapparatusd’

The safety of Romanian journalidts global concern

The dissolution of the Romanian communist regime in December 1989
marked the beginning of widanging reform, and particular weight was put

on independent mediamodeled on Western traibns and international
standard8 as a prerequisite for democracy to prosper. Many Wesipgean

and North American development initiatives have been directed atahe R
manian media and journalism sectors since the beginning of the 1990s, with
foreign media pecidists, practitioners, and activists often working in close
relation with domestic negovernmental partners, or within programa-m

4 My usage of discourse and my understanding of norm both build on discourse theory as part
of a more general poststructuralist theoretical approach to societal phenomena. | draw on e.g.
Laclau (1990), Laclau and bduffe (1985), Mouffe (1992), Fairclough (1989, 1992), and
Foucault (e.g. 1979, 1993), and | have especially made use of the comprehensive work by
Winther Jorgensen and Phillips (2000) which deals with these authors and otherg-in an a
tempt to develop an eesible discourse theoretical approach. Briefly, within thisly of
theories, norms are seas in need of problematic or deviating instances (real ar co
structed/imagined) to become anéngful; the relationship between norm and deviation is a
hierchicd one; and the norm is seen as having an inner instability which forcesiitwounsly

to search for meaning. The implications this has for dealing analytically with jaumen
Romania, its intertwinement with NGO activism occuring in Romania andtamsnational

scale, and with recent theories of the public sphere, is partly what | am ypateith in

this thesis. | develop the theoretical framework and its transnationahdion in more detail

below and in Chapter 2.
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naged directly or indirectly by the Romanian state. While the reformation of
the media sector has been substantial, cameiars such as Reporters
Without Borders still feel that the democratization process is lagging behind,
and that corrupt ties between media, business, and politics remain obstacles
to a free flow of information. In contemporaryiRania, according to this
view, it is thus di fficult to maintai
ii mpartiality, o0 and Afairnesso that
universal model of journalisfnAlso, as the report by Reporters Without
Borders exemplifies, dorstic and international NGOs have recently called
attention to the need to protect Romanian journalists from physicalsharas
ment, which reveals real and assumed risks involved in the practices-of jou
nalism in Romania today.
Development discourse in conniect to mass media and journalism in
Romania often takes on an evolutionist character, picturing -avapeoad
from communist to liberal democratic and market econbaged media,
modeled on Western traditions and with Western diggeas basically an
unguestioned supplier of knowledge on how to move in the right direction.
Throughout the 1980stjohbehastbernofle)]
media sector, and for society at ladgley development bodies, EU officials,
academics, et8.as a concept impiyg that changes are to be made adeor
ingtoapg udged schedul e, rather than #Atr
changes to something that might differ from the situation in the West, which
constitutes the idealingh di scour se o {Verdey1986)fsi ti ono
At the same time, journalism in the West has for the last couplecef de
ades or so experienced a crisis of confidence (see, e.g., Allan 2005; Blumler
and Gurevitch 1995McNair 2000; WahlJagensen and &hitzsch 2009;
Zelizer and Allan 2002). Thie are a multitude of reasons for this crisiee
below), generating into a complex research issue that many scholars and the
media industry itself are confronting, seeking explanations and trying to find
appropriate ways ahead.

The conceptist yd& dindnpfafraiitranesso®o can be sorted
to the prevailing idea that the activity of newsgathering and reporting centers on eyewitness
accounts of eventsttanding to facts from a variety of sources, and a balance of viewpoints.
Schudson argues th@tt he bel i ef in objectivity is a fait
commitment to their segregationo (Schudson 19
8 In this respect, the topics of the thesis ties in with the anthropaibgpstsocialismSee,

e.g., Berdahl et. al. (2000), Burawoy and Verdery (1999), Hann (2002), Humphrey and
Mandel (2002), Kideckel (1998), Sasgn (1996), Verdery (1991,1996)
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Given these two scenariosfavor a critical approach toward the eme
gencylike character of reports as exemplified by Reporters Without Bo
ders, and the near takéor-granted notion of journalism it builds upon. The
overall argument of the thesis is that a focus on the persafetly of ind
vidual journalists in Romania can be understood not only as action taken
against real circumstances, but also as part of an ongoing attempt-to rei
force globally the authority of journalism as a professional endeavorycente
ing on objective @porting, at a time when new media technologies are-offe
ing other possibilities for people across the world to stay informed, and
where this new inforational landscape reveals increasingly complex ways
of how public opinion is formed and how informatifhfows between diffe
ent parts of society. The close intertwinement of domestic debate and global
media development activism in Romania illustrates that this is a process that
occurs on a transnational scale.

20045 a critical year

The message by Reporterstidéiut Borders was a call for worldwide atte

tion to the fact that some journalists in Romania had baexrs$ed, and that
physical abuse of journalists seemed to be on thé Besides a description

of the current state of journalism in Romania, the repad a political ns-

sion: to urge the government and state officials in Romania to take action
toward fostering a better gfiessional climate for journalistic wordong the
principles of a liberal democracit was produced at a time when Romania
was rued by the PSD, the social democratic political party seemdnyy as

the heir to the formeraammunist party that had been dissolved in December
1989 (e.g. Gallagher 2005), and when polls indicated that the party stood the
chance of winning yet another ndate of political power in the general
elections coming up in ®Yember 2004.

" As stated, Reporters Without Borders was merely one among sevgaaizatios foreign

to Romaniahat produced this kind of call around the year 2004. In nearly identical farmul
tions,to take one examplé¢he European Parliament made the following statement inrbece
ber 2004: o0as far as fr eed dpuositionffor punaliddass i on
improved, but [the EP] is alarmed at the growing number or serioygcphassualts on
investigativejomal i st s and calls for efforts to be
in Nicholson 2006: 68).

8 Partidul Socl DemocratPSD stems fromFr ont u | S a k, FEN(NationaNS&Si o n a |

vation Fron) which was formed and came to govern Romania right after the changes in 1989.
The Front split in two in 1992 due to disagreements between the leading figures, lon lliescu
and Petr e Roartawon thd electiens io U989Xandoruled until 1996, as Partidul
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The political context at this point in time was also marked byipegship
in the EU approaching within a few years, as long as Romania fulfilied ce
tain criteria. The European P4 i ament 6s speci al rapp:
Emma Nicholson, hadisited Romania and hagointed out that among a
few problematic areas, the independence of the Romanian mass media and
the working conditions for journalists was in her view notsktiory (®e
Nicholson 2006).

Ever since the communist regime fell in 1989, a dominant generai-traje
tory for the perception of Romanian national ide@igupported by both the
political elite and the broader popular movendehta s been tn-hat of
i ng t o aBdiEUomembership was arguably a significant stolee
along this path (see, e.g., Sidravies 2005). The safety of Romanianrjou
nalists could thus be said to symbolize an important point in thenhist
postsocialist Romania: if their safety could kewed, Romania would stand
a better chance to achieve or strengthen its belongingrep&

A new national constitution had been adopted in 1991, and theatbgisl
framework for journalistic work in R
h a b & ansexpresion used by Reporters WithoutrBer® were seen as
still part of the political culture as of 2004, paniiarly so within the ruling
party PSD. I n the organizationés rep
emplified by a tendency of the current governtmtn overuse or misuse
those media of mass communications that were in the hands of the state
(foremost the national public service television and radio), reminiscent of
state propaganda during the socialist era.

As noted by Reporters Without Bord@ralbet in a less salient manner
compared to the issues of state interference and harassments of jodrnalists
the right to freedom of expression often comes intdlico with other newly
legislated rights in the postsocialist context, especially the right ¢éoldra

Democr#gei Socialedin Ronénia (PDSR).It came back in power in 2000, reorganized and

merged with a coalition party in 2001 to become the current Partidul Social Democrat (PSD).
®SianiDavies suggests that the postsocialist traje
fa program of moderate change based on compet
and isolation were rejected in favor of an opening to the outside world and ttentes

brace of the European political mainstream, including a commitment to human rights and

ideals such as the separation of powers within the state and the free and open exercise of a

uni ver sal fDancleiss®DO06Si &17i2 ) . impbrtaet herepsinde A hesi
SianiDavies points out that the trajectory was shaped not through a positive embracement of

the ideals involved, but in terms of a negative reference to the former communist regime.

This, SianiDavies suggests, made the trajectamyimprecise and rather open one, allowing

for different ideol ogi cal strands to ocohabit.
manian posfi989 political discourse, see Verdery (1996:-129).
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of establishing and running a mass media operétiviedia owners, exec
tives, and editors can put aside journalistic values such as objectivity and
fairness in favor of a kind of publicity and spread of information that serves
their business or poiital interests better, without necessarily breaking any
law. People of other small and large businesses, furthermore, are aften di
respectful of journalists investigating their affairs for the sake of public
trans@rency. Business people have at their oggp financial means that the
media industry so desperately needs, and they are often simultanesusly i
volved in politics, especially in local settings (where it is not rare to find
people being involved in all three sectors at the same time).

This create a breeding ground for corrupt public spheres. In ordet-to a
tract money to keep a news operation going, media institutions often become
part of a pdtics-business complex where journalistic values along Western
or international standards are secondaigriies. This in turn forms a ce
taiscifpdii nary apparatuso (Pedelty 1909
pushing journalists to treat particular subjects (companies and persons) with
a certain car e, which in tursol aads t
Afake articlesodo i n'Tosane gxtrd, wld mieitsvaae pr o d
present also here, in the sense that the interest of the former commurtgist pa
during the socialist era has been replaced by a plurality of interests co
nected to certaibusiness groups that likewise put limits to the way inferm
tion about events are made into news. In any case, in the postsociatist cap
talist situatio® as depicted by Reporters Without BordefRomanian jotr
nalists who want to pursue their professional $agllong principles such as
objectivity, impatiality and fairness, may find themselves having a hard
time.

Foreign influence, ideal model and the crisis of journalism

There is a scarcity of detailed accounts of the working conditions oBRom
nian journaliss, and Reporters Without Borders thus provided me with an
opportunity to update myself on the current situation, a few years after | had
ended my fieldwork. | found the material presented intriguing, edpecia
because it revealed that the Media MonitorAgencyd one of the Rom-

19 |n their respective accounts on Romanian mass nadihout the same time as Reporters
Without Borders launched its report, EU parliamentarian Emma Nicholson (Nicholson 2006)
and media scholar David Berry (Berry 2004) saw this as an irony of the influx of Western
liberal values into Romania after commumis

1 Quotes from interviews with journalists. See Chapter 3.
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nian NGOs whose work | had been followingad succeeded in connecting
to yet another actor in the worldwide activist field of freedom of expression
and the protection of journalists in which Reporters Without Borders is ope
ating. The report had been produced in collaboration by a freelance journa
ist and Reporters Without Borders and then screened by the Media Monito
ing Agency, a collaboration that subsequently turned into a moreapentn
partnership between all of theflf supplying information to me as a réer
alongside many others is one function of the réptius creating a tranan
tional readership, or public, of a certain kind also exemplifies how public
opinion on a variety of issues nowadays is formed on an increasiagty
national level, and how globally active organizations are influencing er pre
suring national governments to align with standards claimed to be umiversa
ly valid (Ferguson and Gupta 2002; Fraser 2007; Keck akkinRi 1998;
Riles 2000; Tsing 2004).

Moreover, the authors of the report link the safety of Romanian jburna
ists with a safe and steady process of democratization of the Romanian s
ciety. Today, and at least since the 1950s, this is a common and well
established way of conceiving the role difijealism in much NGO discourse
and in academic media studies, concerning Romania and other places as well
(see, e.g., McNair 2000; Miller 2009; Peterson 2003; Schudson 1995;
Thompson 1995). It is a convincing stance, since journalism as a professio
al actiity is so intricately connected to many aspects of what a modern li
eral democratic society ideally looks like. In a world of expanding liberal
democracy, a focus on the wblkking of journalists can be said to facilitate a
measurable way of evaluatingetlevel of democracy and openness ina pa
ticular country. Domestic legislation, communicational infrastructureg-ind
pendent newspapers, and killed, harassed, sued or imprisoned journalists are
examples of formal and quantifiable entities that, taken begetcan tell
whether the organization of a certain society is in line Viligbral democr&
ic values or not. Focusing on the safety of the individual jdigtdahis or
her ability to carry out the job without legal or physical dandaged taking
intoaccomt what that work consistseof, st
tyo in this way (cf. Scott 1998).

2The freelance journalist ktefan COndeéa, to w
ers Wi thout Border sd6 @l oc alMediaoMoniterisgpAgencye nt 0 i 1
| ater became iiclod | @abgamitoat ioo Mhse MmahizeainMoni tor
2006 and three years later started using the new name Active Wattih Monitoring

Agency. This particular NGO figures throughout the thesis, and | deal with it in more detail in
Chapters 4 and 5.
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This conceptualization of journalism is grounded on a poligcalnomic,
structural, and technical scenario which builds on an ideal understanding of
jourmal i sm as delivering the sorttalof fr e
information crucial for a democratic society and that allows citizens to stay
informed and to build public opinion. Interpreted thus, the ideological and
theoretical underpinnings @he report by Reporters Without Borders have
much in common with theories of the public sphere in the classical sense
developed by Jirgen Habermas. His seminal study of the emergence of the
bourgeois public sphere in 18th century France and England watie aopt
at a sociologicahistorical account of a real situation, and more sotan a
tempt to theorize a certain desired mode of public opinion formation in
which journalists can play an important role (Habermas 1989[1962]. Cf.
Dahlgren1995; Calhoun 1992Crossley and Roberts 200Braser 1990
Peterson 2003; Wallace 2007). Although Habermas was critical of the way
journalism evolved when capitalist market principles started reigning over
mass media fields, he nevertheless saw journalism as ideally hheimo-t
tential of heping to secure a rational public discourse.

Yet in the current global situation, the image and authority of jbistaa
as suppliers of objective and impartial information is less-esgtfent in
comparison with a few decades ago, asyraholars have pointed out in a
variety of ways. Information and communication have become mare co
pl ex, and what it takes to be an fiin
today (seee.g.,Boyer and Hannerz 2006; McNair 2000; Peterson 2003; and
cf. Schudson 1995). A major reason for this is the tremendous development
of media technologies since the 198Gsspecially the introduction of the
Internet during the 1998swhich has made it possible for citizens to obtain
information and to communicate with eaatther in new ways, and for nen
journalists to appear in public spheres more directly than before. New media
technologies have enabled radical reconfigurations of informationdt lan
scapes within and across national borders. The amount of information has
grown immensely, as has the number of sources availableizenstand
consumers. Many actors in this landscape are providing news in one form or
the other, but the tendency following this growth is toward fragmentation,
where the media targets specializgpdups or specific interests, rather than
providing greater depth of knowledge or a wider view of things taking place
both at home and abroad (McNair 2000). A parallel consolidation of the
media into fewer and larger conglomerates have enhanced this dgnden
withageol d observations and worrae®namon
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and Ainfotainmentod taking on new pr of
ating on an increasingly larger scéte.

In the process, states have lost much of their power overandiemnces,
due especially to satellite TV and the Internet which have diminished the
earlier dependence of mass public spheres on costly technical equipment
(see e.g. Uimonen 2001). Foreign reporting in connection to recent wars
exemplifies how a more corgx field of transnational information and
communication has evolved, populated not only by foreign correspondents
and news reporters working in traditional ways, but also by embedded jou
nalists, bloggers, spidoctors, NGO activists, etc., who are somet more
able than traidional news media to spread information and mobilize opinion
faster, cheaper and with a higher degree of proximity to ongoing events (see,
e.g., Boyer and Hannerz 2006; Hannerz 2004; Zelizer and Allan 2002). The
September 11 evenia the U.S. recast expectations of journalism in the
Western world and put in perspective familiations of what it means to be
a journalist (Zelizer and Allan 2002). Waisboard (2002) suggests that among
other things the September 11 events showed thatow need to takeap
triotism (in connection to the global war on terrorism) into account when
considering how journalism is culturally anchored, which questionsdhe n
tion of journalism as based on universally valid principles (cf. Gt
2002).

Specifc theoretical and socially significant outcomes of these kinds of
dramatic events, and of the consequences of technological pieeglts in
the media sectors, are under continuous academic scrutiny. Whatever the
outcome, concepts such as truth, objegtivitnd impatiality have become
increasingly difficult to concéive of
so, a national public sphere has become increasingly difficult to define,
which has made reflections about the concept of transnational publie spher
a growing topic among scholars (e.g. Allan 20B%le, Kunelius and Phi
lips 2008;Fraser 2007; Hemer and Tufte 2005; McLaughlin 2004; Thussu
1998).

To repeat, given this increased complexity of public information and
communication within and across matal boundaries, | assume in thissis

13 There is a multitude of writings on jourrglmés cr i si s. I build my d
(2005) and McNair (2000) among others. The latter refers to a British context. For a similar
account on the U.S. situation, see dlge State of the News Media 20f)6thefiProject for

Excel |l ence (wnw.slatafthemedia.org).m8 for a Swedish context, jdisma

scholar Gunnar Nygren (2008) claims that Swedish journalism has recently been undergoing a
processofdepr of essi onali zationo partl yogiass a conseq

25



that the report by Reporters Without Borders, besides being an account of
the situation in Romania in 2004 and the normative worldwide alemt it i
cluded, represents a kind of commentary, evaluation, or activisroahdie
explored as part of a more general and continuous process of adthority
building, professionalization, even mythbnstruction of journalism as a
profession grounded on universally valid principles.

Journalism and transnational public spheres

As mentioned, the report by Reporters Without Borders exemplifies how
much international NGO activism and research approachesajmm and

the mass media in Romania in a way reminiscent of the familiar concept of
the public sphere as theorized by Habermas (12882]). Although not his

main concern, Habermas pictured journalism ideally as an important activity
for upholding a rational discourse necessary for a democratic public sphere.

He built his theory on a fAWestphalia
comnunication travelb et ween HfAa peodp!| &/&ki Beld fAa
cl ai ms, Aii f ever such a model did op

The frame is no longer valid because it distorts global realities. Yet recent
critical sudies on the prospects aptbblems of transnational public spheres
attempt to revise early public sphere theory in light of contemporary
processes of globalization, and Habermas figures as agatlisource here.

In the followingsectiors, | accountfor this theoretical approacnd db-
scribe how | picture it as relevant for my concerfisis is followed by a
discussion of how the rigid and formalized conceptualization of the public
sphere that Habermas representps canhn
proach A basic poinin this theoretical package that with the transnatian
lization of public spheres, questions related to concepts su@Etesuntabi
ity,0 Alegitimacyp and fipublicd have become increasimyg problematic to
conceive of.

Political philosopher Nancy Fraser has loregb at the forefront ofer
search about the notion of the public sphere, communication, and @emocr

cCy. She has <criticized Habermasés t he
figures in his writing was based on a number of exclusions and making a

funiaMercsl asso out of bourgeoi s me n , fi
governo (Fraser 1990: 60) . She has i
public spherepasdl andsfibeuaserto ackno
and i mportance déldstursivd avenas Whete ynembdrs i p a |
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of subordnated social groups invent and circulate counterdiscourses, which

in turn permits them to formulate oppositional interpretations of theiritddent

ti es, i nterest s, and needsébeénrused s er ]
by her and others, not least anthropologists, in theorizing contemporary s

cial movements (e.g. Hardtmann 2003). More recently, as a third stage of her
wor k, Fr aser 0s imacymard efficacy of publiswopinibn inlae g i t
fi Poevdestphal ano worl d where t he rhmuait;me of
tied to the nation and its own territorial state has become outdated. én a sp

cial 2007 issue ofrheory, Culture, and Societghe attempts tcecast the

theory of the public sphere in light of glllchanges, trying in some sense to

sal vage parts of Haber masds wor k. I n
establishes a scene for the discussions in the articles that fadielby de-

scribing a set of original situations from which public sphere theould be

said to start. Let me quote her to some length:

Everywhere in the world people come together to discuss the difference b

t ween the 06isd and t heo theoditgydia téaffic What e
accident, the unveiling of a controversial astl the edundancy of a group

of workers, environmental challenges, suicide bombings and situations of
conflictd these gatherings construct and contest the normative world, and
simultaneously debate the relationship between past, present and foture m
ralities. Stories are woven, lines of affect are drawn, blame is attributed and
political programmes developed. And of course the limitations of these little

public spheres quickly become matters of debate themselves, as their efficacy

and inadequacies must loeee part of the discussibnrwh o i s ndt her e
needs to be? What i nformation do we r
Do we fully understand each other? What is the point of conversation if there

is no ultimate power to implement our decisions or pri@mahange? Theo

ists of the public sphere begin from the premise that, through this capacity for
communication and delibation, human beings build their social worlds; we

arrange, protest and alter them. (Bell 20D7:

The picture Bell draws is one of g@e involved in the sort of humaocio

cultural interaction that anthropologists have been preoccupied with since

Mal i nowski 6s time and beyond, and mor
for the place and function of various forms of media of mass cancaru

tions (see, e.g., Askew and Wilk 2002; Ginsburg et. al. 2002; Peterson 2003
Rothenbuehler and Coman 2Q@pitulnik 1993. Connecting her picture to

theories of the public sphere, however, Belroas the scope of discussion

and ties in with Haberméss conceptuali zati om of th
ci al domain in which privat eermasopl e
1989: 27), and as a space for the communicative generation of public op
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nion. When Bel |l ingtationalizasionod [this sott ¢femh- At h e
munication] is necessary becausemalizedarenas for debate provide the
route t o, and guar ant e g thenfthe thdoretead d o m i
project lecomes less concerned with the sociocultural implications of the
communicabn taking place, and more with the prospects of formallybesta
i shing fAprotect edageenant and debate camltakec h o
placeo (ibid.). Thus she placeeg the s
ly within the kind of critical social thegr t hat Haber mals6s wot
lic sphere belongs to, and which is driven more by normatineecas than
empirical ones.

Bell admits that there is a degree of optimism among public sphere theo
i sts, and that history blicsphdidndtivder ed w
ingo (ibid.), but t h i Wig thearibteto cartyan, e s n
investigate the reasons for failure andet@ssary sharpen the theory.

As for journalists, it is not difficult to imagine a prominent position for

them in Bell 6s picture, since it is of
people learn about traffic accidents, etc., rather than being on the particular
geogr aphi cal site of the accidents the

knowing whatisgoingoand keeping up with a sens
the world, o is nowadays gr é&sst(Boyer depen
and Hannerz 2006: 12). Institutionalizing spaces for the communicative ge

eration of public opinion thus largely comes to turruacbthe institutional

zation not merely of the public sphere, but of journalism.

In the main article of th&heory, Culture, and Socieigsue, Nancy Feer
di scusses how, in spite of its wvari ol
be applicable when trahser r ed tWesaplhi®loisando era wl
become clear that publicity and public sphere must be understood by taking
into account global realities. She thus attempts to revise some of the public
sphere theorydés cor e pasa ontical theoryifon or d e
current soci al phenomena. Eveno-if Hal
vereign natiorstate as a prerequisite for thinking about thbliptsphere is
outdated, still valid, Fraser suggests, are his reasonings about accesgibility t
public spheres and about communicational practices and ethics carried out
within them.

Fraser notes that it has becaoahe ¢ o mi
public spheres, o0 fAlslamic public sph
even an dmebragdi npgubAg ¢ sphereo (Fraser
caution such talk and to show how problematic it is. Although it seems intu
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tively plausible to talk in these terms, shdidves it is hardly clear what
exactly Atr ans n aelers ke Imaippuoblém isthastieh e r e 0
theory of the public sphere was developed by Habermas and his followers

not only to understand communications flow, but to contribute to aaiorm

tive political theory of democracy. This was done with the particular rel

tionshp between the natiestate and its citizens in mind, assuming a more

direct canection between a national public sphere and its citizens than what

is the case today. A key point is thecadled allaffected principle which

states that all those potentiakffected by political decisions should be a

lowed to participate in the formation of public opinion to which decision

makers are held accountable. Citizenship of a particular territorially bounded
nationstate served as a proxy for affectedness iry gaublic sphere theory,

and it was especially in this sense that the legitimacy of journalism found its
discursive groundT od avy , Fraser argues, ngl oba
previously takerfor-granted idea that the bounded territorial state is both the
appropriate frame for conceiving cgiens of justice and the proper arena

for waging struggles to achieve iito (

This third st &grasnatibnaliEimgahs publié sphéreo r k
was partly what she appeared to havenind when partigpating in a panel
at the 2003 annual conference of the Americarh/mological Association,
speaking about culture and the public sphere and about publicity aeross n
tional borders. Here she also confessed experiencing a decay apthe e
sive spaces of the countgublic spheres she associated with social @nov
ments. She saw them asvimg become more like enclaves rather than a
public, in the sense that the ideal of unrestricted communication had in many
cases been closed off. She wamndering whether anthropology couldneo
tributed for example, by way of comparative ethnographies of pidicto
understanding the kind of processes at work here, of the relationship b
tween multiple publics and the occasional easy and wide spread ofueomm
nication, on the one side, and the narrow context where more aszenhti
and boundaryorming spaces occur, on the other. Furthermore, she pointed
to the need in political philosophy and critical social theory to study issues
connected to the notion ofi¢ public sphere with an eye open to tha-soc
ocultural dimension of public life.

In this respect, Dipesh Chakrabarty, speaking at the same occasion, re
ognized that public sphere is a particular kind of category, formally defining
the relationship betwegwublic sphere and public life, while conditioned and
complicated by a constant transaction and translation between the two by
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increasingly plural and heteglossic kinds of languagésCh akr abar t y €
conclusion was that the Halpeasian public sphere anldetidea of rational
public discourse it involves, needs to be complemented by taking éato a
count ot her @ mo deosld faiffullybesrt suuda seido-mida ntt hha
l ogicallyo (Chakrabarty 2004).

How does thigheorizing about the public sphemdateto anthropology
and to my study Among anthropologists, the notion of the public sphere can
be caceptualized, with the words of Peterson (2003: 256), as pointing to a
fi b ddering place full of disconnections as well as connectionsi nv ol v i n¢
guestions which must be examined ethnographically. Theorists of the public
sphere thus work in ways that are often in tension with how anthropologists
think about these issues.

Commenting on the widespread debate on how industrial and technolog
cal trends in news edia are affecting political communication and demo
racyd a debate that largely follows along the linesof Hab@ s 6 s t r eat i ¢
the decline of the bourgeois public spi@eoyer and Hannerz (2006: 11)
suggest taphgofjodrnalisrh[ascadielddfc ul t ur al broke
Amedi ationd operating within pi#blic s
cates narratives of journalistic crisis and redemption that pit an abstsact sy
tem oif aldicamd or a set of pernicious
media reformers. o0 They f inalidisareloften t he
Afmore complex and | ess easily morali z
(ibid.). In other words, specific traditions and girees of news journalism
always have the potdat of developing into specific forms within structlira
ly bounded frames. How this is done, and what communication ameong pa
ticular peoples look like, is a research issue which public theorists, like much
media thedsts, are less able to investigate siticeir theoretical frames

14 Chakrabag illustrated this by delivering an anecdote from a public argument he had been
involved in during his time as a young collegging Maoist in Calcuttaifter throwing a lot

of historical examples at each other, disputing whether a potential revolutiodianwould

have to be bloody or not, the argument between Chakrabarty and his combatant was clinched

by a man from the audience who questioned the reasons for debating since, as this man e
pressed it, ithere is bl oodwombendwearebiatkibgy i s b
about a whole new society being born from the womb of an old society. Of course there will

be bloodshed. 0 The an ethal academicvhistericahratianality (it o i | |
Haber masés preferred wherenasgementsnbecpmelueresavablemr a p o
exhausted, and where other logics of publicness may instead settle them, for instance by what
Chakrabarty call ed i ¢Qhdktabanty2004)y anchored anal o
5 The 2003 AAApanel in whichFraser, Chakrabarty, aral few other scholars discussed

these topicswas titlel@Cu | t ur e and the Publ ArthrofopgydNews. 06 For
February and March issues 2004.
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according to Petersd2003: 162)t end t o fAi gnore the pl e
everyday meaningnaking by social actors engaged in media petdn, or

treat them as secondary or irrelevant The t ensi on bet ween
theory and anthropology could thus besdribed as a question of how one

takes culture or cultural processes intoaint when thinking about matters

of communi@tion on a public scale.

Although normative in their approach and concerned mainly with e-stru
tural-organizational level, the works of Fraser and other public theorists, as |
see it, open up for reflections on the way journalism is conceptualized by
actors such as Reporters Without Borders. That is to say, reflections that
remain focused on ideas abdwow journalism ought to be institutionalized,
rather than on how journalism is working in reality. Public sphere theorists
supply a set of conceptual tools that | find useful in dealing with the part of
my ethnographic material nonected to the NGO sectoand in analyzing
texts such as the onegpuced by Reporters Without Borders.

For exampl e, Fraser speaks, om t he ¢
trol administrative state app at us e s , and, on the othe
apart from the statbut with some power to influence legislative processes
(Fraser 2007: 13). The struggle of Romanian NGOs with the state to have
Romanian law align with Western standards points to such a tension between
two entties. Fraser also speaks of the necessitgftéxivity, a capacity for
selfmoni t ori ng,-dios c wd s iao ni@redt tad qae d mée hat
to be connected to publicity and public sphere to keep track of the ways in
which these are restricted, since in reality they most often are (Frasgr 2004
Reporters Without Borders exemplifies how this is to some extent already
operating on a tranational leve] corstituting a form ofmedia accountalsil
ty that operatesbeyond national border&f. Bertrand 2000, 2008; von
Krogh 2008).Furthermore, Fraser sgeamore concretely of what forms of
transrational public powers need to be constructed in order to facilitte a
ministrative capady to solve transnational problems (Fraser 2007: 23). The
role of the European Court of Human Rightsiuch referred to withiNGO
discourse in Romané in settling matters of femlom of speech violations
on a level above Romanian domestic law approximates to this kind of power,
although whether the courtismoer ned with #Atransnatio
somewhat more problematic cgien.

Meanwhile, if these conceptual tools and notions are useful for ao-expl
ration of how the organization of journalism and the public sphere irmRom
nia can be undet@od and monitoredFr aser 6 s and Chakrab
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anthropobgists to assist inesearching public spheres points to a recognition
among and across academic kin that other meanaigng dimensionser
main to be explored and ingmrated into the analysis.

A fisoftero approach

One such dimension isdicatedby Jim McGuigan (1998, 2005)ho be-
lieves that the rigorous conception of the public sphere in masteatc
and activist circles needs tc@uigdne ¢ o mj
writes from a cultural studiéperspective, but his approach toward thb-pu
lic sphere, mass adia, ard jourralism can be seen as part ahare general
Acul t uria Mmedia reseérghad shift influencedby ant hropol og
more ethnographically oriented approaches (I return to this ipt€&ha).

The cul tur al shift i nvoantwiewsofjdus of t e n |
nalism as a crucial professional endeavor for democratic society to function
well, and it takes a critical viewf the conceptualizatioof journalism as
eptomizing rational discourse based on objective reporting. Journalism is
not dismissed per se, but attention is drawn to the ways journalism in its
variety of forms elaborates on dichotomies such as objective and subjective,
public and private, emotion and truth, rather than offering a window on the
world in a positivistic senseghroughfip wr € act s anttalsonf or ma
draws attention to other areas of public communication that have bearing on
how democracy actually functions, and how modes of civic interaction other
than thosess umed al ong Haber masds storictly
turn people into engagediaiens ¢f. Dahlgren1995,2005).

McGuigan does not deny the importance of rational deliberation in the

classic ideal form devel oped by Habel
formationodo it often iennd rewslasd obpves peci a
reporting. He accepSpu bl i ¢ sphered aaidealofaoncept

democratic system of mass communicat.
which the power of the strong may be checked by that of the weak through
accesgo communicationalesources and participation in political debate and
decisionma k i MgGiga(1998: 91). Yet he suggests that theaapt is
unsatisfactory when issues of public communication are to be understood

and explained more broadly. In McGuigas Vv i e w, Fraser 6s ¢
bermas and her introduction of the |
(Fraser 1990), to indicate competition between a plurality of publics rather

than a single overarching one, was an important contribuiginremains
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too rigid as well. The problem with both Habermas and Fraser, McGuigan
agues, is that the ideal of communi ca
demanding one from the point of view of ordinary citizenshéguiring a
civic vigilance that may beunréas t i ¢ f or most peopl eodo
To McGuiganthere is generally little or no evidericaeither in the past,
nor in the presedtof actualization of the public sphere in the classical
sense, and thigutsthe concepat risk of beinga utopian one. Furermore,
if it is acknowledged that the ideal of rational deliberation through the mass
media has some take on real circumstances, it still runs the risks of leaving
out of sight many aspects of what a viable mediated democracy might look
like. Meaningmaking social activities that contribute to contemporary &oci
tiesd holding toganhservisdwulb e dans Muodd
at other places or other situations as well, rathen merelyin formalized
mass mediated arenas for deliberagealirse
In away reminiscent of Chakraba&tywho speaks f Aot her mo d e
p e r s udaMcGugard suggests taking due accountafféctive and not
only effective communications; in other words to include the arationab-em
tional, rhetorical, humorous, etc. intheal ysi s and t oo-see f
t ai nment &lyalurringoof boumdares of genres in television and
ot her media, but more as a manekfestat
raction between cognition armdisbymot i on
referring to charitable events in Britain in the 1980s and %xh as Band
Aid and Live Aid®d that were sparked off by famines in Ethiopia. These
events combined celebrity performances, musicatexs, widespreapop-
ular participation, massiveufdraising, and mass mediated broadegsin
the BBCO6s public service television.
claims for these kinds of events, but he suggests that it is important to pay
attention to them si nce sstohtkegselvasf f e ct
about the world around them, and about cultural and political issues in ways
that are more attractive than the usual news reporting about official politics
and bureaucracy at home and abroad. As such, they have bearing on how
society is onstructed, and how people come to think of themselveg-as b
longing to a collective unit.
McGuigan also brings up the example of the genocide in the Baitkans

the 1990svh e r e, he argues, a Arhetouic of
lated through the frameorks of Western media and politics which may have
little to do with what is actually g
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conclsion is that controversial issues of public communication are bound up
not only with rational delibetion, but with deegmotion.

The myth of the mediated center

The cultural approach, followingNick Couldry (2005) alsoinvolves seeing

the very belief in journalism as based on a fundamentaimitment to the

idea of a fimediated cent ers,sonethingat i s
like a cengr of the social world, and that the media in some sense speaks of
that center. I n f act mythOfadhe mddiatedece s es t |
ter, oggasdsstthat f@Athis underlies our
the presqand, increasingly the Internet), and our tendency to regard the
massive concentration of symbolic power in those media institutionsias leg

timateo (ibid.: 60, my emphasibk). Wit
dry defines symbolic power, if concentrdte i n t hi s wayg as a
tioned power of constructing realityo

Using Amyt ho t o rdssunptignnodd needidted eentb el i e
brings to the fore the terrritualdo as an adytical tool to investigate the
ways in which the beliefs continuously remduced, and the effects this

have on particular groups. Conceptual
this way, Coul dry s ugdansuscll forenaré e nd s
attet i on t o what he | abeledoa(fareyalos
Barbie Zelizerdéds investigation of h

as authoritative spokespersons for telling the story about the iass@assof

U.S. President John F. Kennedy in November 1963 (Zelizer 199%ks as
oneexampl@ef how a fAcultural o apprormach cai
nal i sm. Zelizer refers toduceSthe myod s wr i
of fAcultural authorityo to agitneef how
public events to shape themselve® iatthoritative comu ni t i es o0 (i bi
The ritual aspect of reaching the position as cultural authority lies in the way
journalists deployed narrative strategies thaemodated their presence,

turning the assassination story on angles crucial to thair legtimization.

The | oustatusavwas made possible by their noaed media access,

and their efforts were accompanied by others (historians, critics, etc.) who
figured in their repor adding legitimacy to the journalists as credibie o

serves of the fAreal worl d. o Zelizer thu
tions of power and domination by contributing to an understanding of jou
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nalism that goes beyond the us@iaheonone corredt i on o0 bet ween

journalists sayol aemded whialbi audi @nhces
ToCoul dr y, Z bkelyilustrate thetypicaluvedight and cred
bility put on journalism as an i mpor

which we imagine ourselves to be connected to the social world. Yé&t Cou

dry thinks that v need to be cautious here. He suggests that altiiaungas
Careybds contri butisanimportant ane, heistesmte apopr
dency in Careyo6s t he-mocomfartdble fusciioa-g r i t L
listic understanding of how contemporary isties hold togetheift hey do o
(ibid.: 59, emphasis in origal), and thus loosingight of issues of power

andsocial inequalitieghat arealso involvedCoul dry suggests t

rituals . . . like all rituals, do not so much express orderaaigalisei t - (i

id.: 65 my emphasis He points out that it was Carey who formulated the
chall enge to researching mediabs r ol e
t hough Carey i n Coulllawrityhéosgh mdresfimmly.n e gl e c
Car ey wlitpi$ eescarcéiresewsce . . . thedamental form of power

is the power to define, all ocat e, ano

in Couldry 2005: 67).

To sum up these theoretical sectiong, study has a lot in common with
Zel i zer 6 she issad df hamimggthat | described above applies to
Zelizerb6s stwaywlasauwdlolr:i t frgeexientseher ¢
within the frameof the natiorstate. Zelizer wrote her book in 1992, about a
public event that took place in the 186Ghe points out that the journalists
are not alone in shaping their authority, but are dependent on otheri-author
ties and expertise for their legitimacy. Today, the development of media
technologiesand the prolifestion of international NGOs working atopics

that connect wit many facets of public lifehavemade it necessary to-i
corporate other actors that indince the authority of journalism, actors found
beyond the borders of any given natsiate, and espetha thoseexplicitly
focusing on isses related tgournalism This is accetuated by the fact that
topics dealt with by journalists nowadays tend to cra@®mal borders in
ways that differ from a few @ades ago.

Furthermore, Zelizerbds focus on the
the ritual aspects of journalistic authority is connected to certain events that
function as critical incidents, and that it ith fi 0o p e f theses evants, o
and the imbalance of the social order they produce, that makes them central
as moments of rauhorization of particular groups, and of thearelering

o)
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of the way society holds togeth(cf. Dayan and Katz 1992). | agree with
Couldry here, whosuggeststhat the importance put on particular events
ought to be played down in favor of a focus on a neorginuous process of
authorty-building. This has become more evident during the-godtl War

era when increased transnational interconnectedness is accompanied by a
heightened sense of uncertaintiRecurrent talk about the need to protect
journalists fom physical harm can in my view be seen as part of the
processes by which this sense of uncertaingorginuouslyproducel, and

j o ur nauthdrity in defivering information iaccordingly something that

is cantinuously processed.

What | have desdred by making use of a variety of theoriesthigsan
approach tahe development gburnalismin Romaniathat takes bothar
tional and ritual aspects into account. A rational approach involves asking
guestions along the lines develogadHabermas, Fraseand othersand is
focused on formainstitutions for a democratic public sphe#e ritual go-
proachinvolves asking other kinds of questipr®ncerning for example,
processes afultural authorization ofournalists as a group of professionals
thatwill keep other people informeth turn making societypossible olim-
aginableas a cllective unit.

Why Romania?

My reasons for choosing Romania as the geographical location foriagplo

a global media development discourse are partly personal. In Jar@@dyl

was sent by the Swedish local daily where | was currently workinges a r
porter to cover a humanitarian aid transport departing from our town and
with Timikoara in the western part
led to further trips, andradually | found myself working more as an aid
coordinator than a reporter during these trips. In December 1990, due to the
immense growth of Swedish humanitarian aid work directed towardaRom
nia, | was assigned by a Swedish NGO amsonth post as atdoordinator
stationed in CluiNapoca, the provincial capital of Transylvania. | worked
with the Romanian student organization Asklepyos and learned aloeut R
manian everyday urban and village life as | lived in @apoca and spent
many weekends distributingaterial in the rural areas of the province. As |
met many Swedes coming to Rama to deliver their aid, | also learned
about how they conceptualized their mission and what Romania meant to
them. During this time, and upon my arrival back to Swedenl|dveld how
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Romania was reported on in mainstream Swedish mass media. | ¢euld o
serve that a few recurrent and mostly stereotyping themes organized much
report, wi t h CeaukKkescu, Dracul a, and
frequent ones, along with many reports on Swedish humanitarian aid activ
ties. Based upon my experiences as a tepand the months | spent iR
mania, | came to develop an interest in cradsural mass media represant
tions and processes of national daifige through the mass media imeo
nection to WestEast development activities after the fallomimmunism In
1996, after a few years of anthropology courses, | started pondering these
issues in a more organized way, went back to-Sapoca for my bachelor
studyand later to Buchast b collect material for this thesis

In theoretical terms, as stated, | vieve theport by Reporters Without
Borders as principally involving a global norm for journalism and jousnali
tic practice in every corner of the world. Apart from thetdni Nat i ons €
declaration on human rights, stipulating through a number of articles in a
Ati nd or principle manieernsfor ada gdm dfo
information, there is no single authority on this matter, no particular entity.

Rat her , a fAglobal project, 0 menntione
derstood loosely as the outconoé an assemblage of various actors working
toward similar or interconnectnald goal

advocacy networkso (Keck and Sikkink
administrative realm of natiestates, guided by and contrilngiin forming
a global media development discourse. The protection of journalists that
Reporters Without Borders is preoccupied with is a central aspect of this
discoursé protection in terms of legislation that allows journalists to work
according to ruleand norms formulated on both domestic and international
levels, and protection against sheer physical harassment.

Thus conceptualized, the two ambitions of this tldesise centering on
an ethnography of a particular situation, the other consisting oX@ara-
tion of a model of jouralism with claims to universalalidityd are inter
twined in the sense that a universal norm for journalistictioeis assumed
not to stand for itself but must be continually reproduced. The 1989
development and currestatus of journalism and the mass media in Bom
nia offer an apt situation, | argue, through which a global norm of jisnma
can be discursively legitimized or processed.

The overall reason for this is that Romania, as part of the formnlist
bloc, early after the regime change in 1989 and the subsequent end of Cold
War, became a geographical place as well as a mentaldspaates to say,
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both real and imaginédfor Western intellectual activity and expertige f
cused on problersolving and the trafsr of Western models of society (see
Kideckel 1998; Miller 2009; Sampson 1996; and cf. Meyer et. al.;18398

rawoy 2000 . Romania was soon conceptuald.
1996; cf . Coman 2004) for HAexperi men:
Galladher 2000) . Frequent wusage ofi- expre
tarian state, 0 Aweak democratic inst.i

ibackward East Europeans, 0 al osngsi de
ments of jounalists, as well as the pergce of a near industtike number

of development projects directed at the media and journalism sectoos in R

mania since 1989 these are characteristics of Romania aseudsive field

in which a journalism model with universal claims can take ground and
where cultural aspects involved in the process can also be studied.

Notes on method, materialand sources

The main bulk of empirical material included in thiesishas been de
lected during a twayear period of fieldwork in Bucharest, through mte
views and participant observation in environments that can roughly-be d
vided as belonging to the journalistic sector and to thatoofiddian NGOs
working on media and journalism issues. Although | had periods of a more
planned work schedule when | spent entiveeks in one single place and
among a certain group of people, | generally did not organize the collection
of material in any meticulous way.

During some months after my arrival, a few places in town and a small
number of persons crystallized as centradles around which my everyday
tuning into news production and media development activism evolved. Ha
ing established such nodes, | steered my work mainly inrdacoe with
what was going on at these places or in connection to what these people
were up . One of the journalism univéties in Bucharest was one such
place. | gave a series of seminars there during my preparation period, which
left me with contacts among students, and | followed five or six of them
throughout my stayf. Also, | got to know eme of the professors anddik
wise stayed attuned to their whereabouts until | left and then-paileand
return visits aftewards.

8 The lectures | gave were mainly related to my experience as a former local reporter.
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Other places where | spent more time were the offices of two NGOs, the
Media Monitoring Agency and the Center fardépenlent Journalism, or
more so at the locations of their many projects, seminars, conferences, etc.
As for more scheduled activities connected to the work of journalists, | was
allowed to spend time in sixfderent news offices for wedkng periods or
for shorter visits but during longer tirgpans. | normally spent the hours in
these offices observing people working amteriviewing them whenever
opportunities occurred. To obtain more subtssh information and in order
to pursue more structured interviewsregulaly made appointments with
journalists to meet after work or was able télde them on assignments
where more time was altated for closer talk. Some of the acquaintances
grew into longterm reétionships.

Choosing Romania as a geographicalatmm, and situating myself in
Bucharest, allowed me to limit the scope of enquiry in connection to the
abstract notion of a global media development discourse that | use to denote
the object of study. It facilitated a number of sites available for paatiti
observation and for conversing with people on topics connected to ljourna
ism. In this way the methodological approach | used relates to@dtwmige
Marcus (1995: 110) cal |I-si thes)t r eatt hergad crac
which is one alternativenagong several in his program for developing-m
thodological approaches to fields of study related to processes of giebaliz

tion. Marcus points out that a strate
understand something broadly about the system in ethploigrterms as
much as it does its | ocal subjectso (

While | was able to follow the whereabouts and activities of journalists
and NGO activists working in Bucharest, | was also able to study occasions
when actors working on a global or Europestale arrived in town to take
part in conferences, seminars or other kinds of projects and events. This does
not assume that the local and the global (or the European) are clearly del
neated entities. Neither does it assume that a global discoursernd-jou
ismd involving a norm with claims to uwversal validity) is something that
can be easily framed. Rather, a study of local situations, as Mauggests
(ibid.: 97), is an implicit study of the global, which in turn is not something
extenal to these giations.

Parallel to fieldwork in Bucharest and especially afterwards, | have r
searched a global media development discourse by keeping track «f-analy
es, reports, events, campaigns, debates, etc. in a variety of forumsneoncer
ing not only Romania, butotntries in the world as a whole. This part is
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discourseoriented in a more tedtiased sense, and the report by Reporters
Without Borders belongs here.

The weight | put on the report in Chapters 1 and 2 may appear as unduly.
As statel, there were other oganizationsthat were producing monitoring
reports and n terms of impact, me can question thelevanceof Reporters
Without Borderscontributionas compared to, for example, EU requirements
in the membership accession procedsng place at the samiene. Howev-
er,it is not my intention to eVaate theReporters Without Balersreport in
this sensel am not primarily concerned with its impact, but witthat one
might callits globalig pretensionsl do account fosome ofthe activities of
the EU andseveral other actor connection to the media development
field. At the same timel find it fruitful to focus more thoroughly on one
paticular casaather than trying to cover the whole rangke prime reason
why | have chosen tscrutinizeReportersWithout Bordersreportis that it
was canected to some people whom | encountered during fieldwork and
with whom | kept in contact afterwards. | interviewed the initiator of the
or gani z at i amardasinvesiigativetrepartéitefaR Cédea,and |
studiedseveralpr oj ect s carried out by one of
parners, the Media Mdtoring Agency.The report thus belong to a cluster
of sources that are connected not only to journalism in Romania, but to each
other Other reasos for my choice is that Reporters Without Borders,
slightly unlike the EU, purports to basework on universal values, arldat
its organiztion throughout the world is based on a network of practicing
journalistswhich makes the organizatignar t of t he fihgtl obal
Hasty speaks ofis | mentioned at the outset of this chagtef, | i fokri n g ]
nalists all over the world in their distinctive vocation, serving not only to
universalize journalism as a certain type of national discowitte hono-
logous poliical and professional functionality in diverse national contexts,
but also to povide ideological support for their professional human rights
(2006 70). This makes Reporters Without Bordenmsore linked to the pr
fession than to thkind of supranational politicaldimension of the EU, or,
as another example, that thfe World Association of Newspapers, which
produces similar kinds of reports but which is more concerned with tire bus
ness side of the newspaper sty

My methodologtal approach also relates to wivatgh Gusterson (1997)
has | abeled fApolymorphous engagement
developed this notion in connection to fields where participant observation
in the traditional sense may not be possible, asins es of fAst udyi I
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this particular respect, some parts of my fieldwork involved trying to get

access to people fAup thered in-the b
editords offices and political chambe
in turn forcing me to fiengageo with t
Yet | also subscribe to Hardtmanndés (

is valid in a more general sense, and my usage of the Reporters Without
Borders report in Chapters 1dh can be seen as an elaboration on this. |
account for the contents of the report, place it in the particular historical and
political context in which it appeared, describe how it operates in a wider
network of journalists and activists, and thus apghoia from a vanity of
angles while referring to other material to put it ingpective or to expand

on it. Making use of the report in this way illustrates that it should be seen as
part of the field | am concerned with, not just a detached commelt @n i
comment on a reality to which it stan
accordingly to some extentbe labeled a field of accounts, pointing to a
complex network of different sites and situations in which the talk about
journalism is what aanects people.

Situating myself in Rormia was meant to allow participant observation
among journalists and NGO activists in order to study them as a delineated
group of producers in mass media and activist figddgidpating in settings
where journalit and NGO activists were at work was also a way oflenab
ing more open and meaningful conversations about their views of journa
ism. Observing journalists at work tend not to produdsstsuntial éta, since
not so much is happening. There is accordinglyamwesight put on the nar
atives of journalists that | collectethan participant observation. The latter
method did produce some interesting ddwaugh and | have incorporated
some of them in the materigpresent

An overall question is how differentcaounts are intertwined andreco
nected in processes of netmilding and the construction of identities, and |
have been particularly interested in exploring the traimmal dimension of
this process. To study this, Marcus suggests a research desigoed aro
chains, paths, threads, conjunctions, or juxtapositions, and the strategies as
following connections, associations and putative relationships (ibid.: 97). He
describes this as belonging to a mode of ethnographic enquiry that goes
beyond what is tradiinal | y associated with the
Afieldwork, 0 and his characterization
picture the design of my own project. He writes:

41



[This ethnographic research] moves out from the single sites and loal situ
tions of conventional ethnographic research designs to examine tha-circul
tion of cultural meanings, objects, and identities in diffuse -Sp&ce. This
mode defines for itself an object of study that cannot be accounted for ethn
graphically by remaining facsed on a single site of intensive investigation. It
develops instead a strategy or design of research that acknowledges macr
theoretical concepts and narratives of the world system but does not rely on
them for the contextual architecture framing a sesudifjects. This mobile
ethnography takes unexpected trajectories in tracing a cultural formation
across and whiin multiple sites of activity that destabilize the distinction, for
example, between lifeworld and system, by which much ethnography has
been caoceived. Just as this mode investigates and ethnographically co
structs the lifeworlds of variously situated subjects, it also ethnographically
constructs aspects of the system itself through the associations and-conne
tions it suggests among sites. (Mad995: 96)

Throughout the thesis, | work with a broad conception of neodugtion as
a professional activity that transcends such institutional borders as those
between television, radio and the press (in terms of technical gear, final
product, audiers, etc.). This conceptualization is in line with the way the
particular activist circles | studied wergldressing journalists across the
country regardless of their affiliation with television, radio or the press. With
respect to differences between vagdorms of mass media, it could perhaps
be argued that for an older generation in Romania the radio may have more
credibility by being associated with decades of listening to Radio Rree E
ropeds broadcasting during skingtoal i st
people belonging to this category attests to this, but | have nstgulany
specific research along this path.

Another aspect is that the Ranian press is often associated with a more
critical stance toward the current goweent, as compared MV channels.

Gall agher argues that in the beginnir
litically diverse press [was often singled out by governments] as proof that
democracy was safe in their hands, O

radio media to reasire the large nearban population (their chief electorate

reservoir) of their ambitions of social protection to vulnarable groups (pe

sants, miners and other workers in bidustries) (Gallagher 2000: 115).
Revealing critical nopsmayleadtspldensswar ds

for individual journalists in the sometimes insecure situation of employment

that existed in Romania at the time of my stay. Several of the interviews with

journalists | carried out included such opinions, and | establishedanost

tacts by offering anonymity to people who spoke with me. The risks should

not be overestimate@dndpeoplegenerallysaid they did not mind me using
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their real name in the dissaion. One could also argue that journalists are a
kind of public group ofpersons who have to accept being publicly $crut
nized by others, although suctngsa prin
more than it does their relationship with colleagues and superiors. Few were
cautious, but in one particular case a persond &e@en several times told me
that her boss had found out about our meetings and had warned her that if
she did not stop handing out information to people outside the dffice
regardless of the nature of the informafioshe could start looking for
another job Therefore, with few exceptionshave chosen not to expose the
real identities of the journalists who figure in thesis As a rule throughout

the thesis, first names inheographic sections are pseudonyms, full names
are real.

Due to the fast rhyth of change in the Romanian media field, few of the
journalists included in the material work at the same place today as they did
in 20062002. In those cases where it is theoretically possible to identify a
certain person through the name of the medittiisn and the material |
present, | have collected the consent of the person in question to disclose
data the way | do. As for the different newsers, radio stations and other
workplaces figuring in the text, | have mainly used the real names. The sam
goes for politicans, state officials, NGO leaders, and representativesref inte
national organizations who | conceive of less problematically as pubslic pe
sons.

Throughout my stay, | have used English as a working language for inte
views and conversationbly proficiency in the Romanianriguage allowed
me to follow sufficiently well conversations among people and to browse
news, but not to pursue interviews. The majority of people I interviewed and
spent time with spoke English, and in the cases whendideyot, | used an
interpreter for more waepth talk. Most of the conferences or seminars |
attended included neRomanian guests and were either held in English or
supplied facilities for translation. Because | am mainly interested in the
transnationadimension of journalism connected to Romania, my aim has
never been to pursue content analysis of news products in Romanian media.
Yet | have made closer studies of certain cases, and for theasooscl
have used assistants for translations.
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Overview ofthe study

In much ofChapters 1 and Pmake use of and analy#iee report by Repor

ers Without BordersStarting out like this, | want to establish thigiext of
enquiry as one of discourse ogtng on a transnational levelhagters 3

and 4corcernmass media and jonalism in Romania. This part is meant to
give some sense of what more precisely the report speaks of, what reality
Reporters Without Borders and other orgatiins of a similarkind are
trying to deal with. Although | draw some conclusoon how a jourrigst
identity in Romania may be conceptualized today, | refrain from pongle
further particularities of the Romanian case in favor of exploring the sansn
tional connections linked to journalistic everyday lifieRomania In Cha-

ters 5and 6 | thus move focus onto the Romanian NGO sector, seeg-as Si
nificantly involving transnationalized media development activiti@gerall,

the organization of théhesiscorresponds withmy aimto put a universal
model of journalism and its accompamgidiscourse in the first room, atw
approach jornalism in Romania from a variety of angles, by focusing on a
report,a building j ournalists®é narratives, t he
tional NGOs and, in the final chapter, anvasticative journali$ pursuing

what Icharacterize as a kind of transnational joliama

I n more detail, Chapter 2, fegort Repor
by Reporters Without Borders while also presenting a contextuladtmacd
of media development activity in Romansince 1989. | discuss moreoth
roughly the occurrence of an ideal model of journalism as part of thig-activ
ty, and show how this model has been used in earlier discourseniaction
to processes of development, modzation, and decolonization of cauies
on the African continent. | also develop the theoretical frame for exploring
the kind of transnational phenomena | am concerned with.

Chapter 3, iFree Press House, Stal il
explore the largest site for news prodostin Romania todayCasa Presei
Libere (the Free Press HougeBesides offering a plentiful source of enipir
cal and historical material, | view the house as symbolicalbyiging an
ethrographic crossroads between diéfiet ideas and ideologigraming or
influencing journalistic practice both before and after 1989. | thus use arch

tectural form (rather thgrfor examplefij our nal i sti ¢ @ommuni
lytical starting point for exploring different layers of meaning connected to
thejournal st i ¢ profession in todayyts Roma

of public sphere. The chapter presents a historical background of the house
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as part of the early communist movement in the region and as the main site
for the communist press and propagamdehinery. | then move focus to the
post1989 situation and account for some of the changes that took place in
the early 1990s in connection to activities going on in the house. This is fo
lowed by ethnographically informedestriptions of what the situan and
activities in the house look like today, along with excerpts from interviews
with two journalists and with a representative of the Ruan Press Club,
conceptualized as belonging to the current elite. Bydaguon this partia-

lar building and hw it is variously invested with meagd over time and

from one person to another, through architectural plan to organizational
structure of the news prodipnd the chapter presents an account of what
might be called the befor@ndafter of journalism in Rmania. It reveals that

thereisadegreeofdyi | ity in the concrete name

suggests that this cannot be explained solely by deploying expressions such
as fol d habhntssnmd sori [dAcommut he wall s,
outcane of the influx of Wetern values into Romania, such as freedom of
expression and the right to start operating a news production company.

Chapter 4, AfJournalists and Jour nal

nalists involved in regular and investigatinews production or similarce
cupations. It continues from Chapter 3 in exploring the news production
field at the time of my fieldwork, from the perspective of people working
within it (and partly beyond the Free Press House). My ambition is to look
into how some people positioned at an orgational lower or middigange

level define their professional task. The material indicates that it is difficult
to draw conclusions as to the occurrence of a specific journalist identity in
Romania, since jourthiats are apparently driven by different motives for
doing what they are doing. Yet a few themes can be detected and the chapter
details some of them. One of the portraits turns around the issue af-prote
tion, revealing what it might look like when a joursalis persistently inv&e
tigating the affairs of prosecutors, police and business in a ldtialgsd he

mo st recurrent theme is the oacogso0oren

(Pedelty 1995) which tends ttherermna k e
rather than fAwatchdogs, 0-busimesgolitiGcson e d
nexus where journalistic values such as objectivity and impartiality often
come out as secondary priorities.

Chapter 5, AAgencies, 0 shifts atte

working on media issues. It starts with an ethnographic piece ilingtrthe
sometimes overlapping spheres of NGO activism and igtenal news
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media. The piece reveals how NGO campaigning may successfully enter the
Aworl d wireodo ofgencieswheanit eombinesadarhestin @/ s a
global dimensions into one single topic or event, and if it does so bygsacka
ing things in a dramatic and spectacular format. Increasingly skillful NGO
activism can thus influence worldwide diffusion of media imagesdng-
oping cultural practices that actively negotiate the relationship between d
mestic and transnational identities. | then present an extensive account of
one of the NGO leaders currently operating in the media developnoamt, se
in the form of a portit of a working day of his. | use this focal point neth
dologically to explore how universal models and transnatioisabdises of
journalism and public information are negotiated and used in the case of one
single person who has been skilled enough siabdish himself simudt-
neously in the field of journalism (as editor and owner), advertisemant (ru
ning his own firm), and NGO activism (on both a local @rahsnational
scal e) . The purpose of presenting ¢t
ethnographic raterial is to show how domestic NGO activisppears to
involve elaborate navigation through an intricate landscape of iafiom
and the usage of various sources of information in strategic, teagishieve
certain goals. It also reveals that NGO is eleone category, diipline, or
discourse which this particular person has attached to his own persona in an
attempt to make several ends meet, in terms of hisuapositions within
different and sometimes competing fields, and in terms of his owntaish
financially come out better in a societyacdicterized by uncertainty.
Chapter 6, AProtection, 0 continues t
sector by focusing on sites and situations in which two of the more influent
al NGOs are at work. The mainesits a Surviving Hstile Regions Safety
Course for Journalists, held in Sinaia in Romania in 2001. The coafse g
thered journalists from several countries in the region with the purpose to
educate them in staying safe in situations of conflict and violdieeaim is
to illustrate the intricate network of transnational connections involved in
NGO work in the Romanian media activism fietthdto show that proe
tion of journalists has become a busindsgo more sites or situations then
follow. The first isa conference also held in Sinaia the previous yearnk co
cerned the creation of a Romanian national association of journalists. The
preoccupation with protection was clear, here linked to legislation omnatio
al and supranational levels and with explicreference to international sta
dards and institutis such as the European CourtHdman Rights. The
second site is an ocasion where representatives of one of the NGOs met
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judges from provincial magistrates with the purpose of educating them on

the raitines of the European Court Bfuman Rights. The three casesiHll

strate the complexity of the field | am exploring, and how, for instance, the

categories of NGO and state are not so etearas they may appear ie-d

velopment discourse. Moreover, it givessense of how discussions about

the need to protect journalists are continuously set against a more critical

view expressed by a vaty of people who see a need also to protect society

from the sometimes damaginffeect s of MfAactuably exi st
C h a p t Eransnatipnal Bournalisméummarizeshe previous chaters

and therturn focusto the recurrent talk about the need to protect journalists

from legal and physicaharassmentand on global activism concerning their

sakty. It doesso partly by focusingon the particular journalistic activity of

ktefan COndea, the initiator of t he

a journalist who has been nguing a kind of transnational journalism for

almost a decadé.use his case to illustratay aigumentthatin connection

to the transnationally intertwined development of journalism in Romania,

one can detect a shift in the way journalism is discursivelyingiged.
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2. A Report on Romania

In this chapter, | continue exploring the report by Reporters WitBorders

and analyze it in ways that further draw the contours of the overall theoret

cal frame of the thesis, especially in relation to the dimension of transnatio

al connections. | start by highlighting three background aspects of the co

text in which thereport was produced and launched: leadership in Romania

right before the changes in 1989, thecsa | | edEufiBa@aetan transi
and the particular way the revolutionary events in Romania in December

1989 evolved in close connection to the stare pblic television building

in downtown Bucharest. | then narrow the focus and account for the media
devdopment activities that have been going on since 1989. | also show how
Reporters Wi thout Bordersdé focus on
Romania care seen as a continuation of an earlier media developngent di

course in connection to decolonization of countries on the African continent
during the 1970s and 80s.

CeaukKkescu

The political and historical context of this thesis centers on Romaniatin pos
sccialist times, characterized domestically by processes afalachange in

most spheres of society as the country formally went from a socialist
planned system to a market economy and libesadodracy in a very short

time, following the violent overtlow of President and Communisiafy

|l eader Ni col ae Ce a ukAeang the regime thanges mb e r
taking place in the Soviet bloc countries from the end of the 1980srand o
wards, the one in Romania is often talked about as the only one that co

Y| mainlyusefis oci al i st when referring to the perio
This is how Romania described itself during this period: the political party that ruled tihroug

out it was communist while the republic was socialist, striving toward commuyaesrved-

ery 1996: 2358). Wheneveiic o mmuni smo appears in the text,
term is used by the scholars | refer to or by the interviewees included in the ethnographic
material. My experience from fieldwork is that people in generdepexl or habitually used

the latter, such as intalk dic o mmu n i s tic omendu nai, sofic otmmmuens ,sd& t hi nki
etc.
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tained severe bloodshed (see, eBprneman 1997; Garton Ash 1999;
Tismbneanu 2004). The number of- casua
ly exaggerated by both domestic and international mass media (see Beck
1991). Still, more than 1,000 people died, most of them during the several
daysof fighting taking place in the ci't
the country and in the capital city of Bucharést.

The violent element of the regime change was a reflection asplidad
popular dissatisfaction with the communist regime at thet & the 1980s

when Ceaukescuds politics had brough
citizens to a significantly low level. The increasingly harsh everyday life was
due especially t o epCaeya utkhees ccuobusn tdreycdi ss ifo

large partof the agricultural and industrial products were exported, and gas,
heating, and electricity rationed. This led to shortages of food ametaje

goods in stores, making life for many Romanians basically a fight fer su

vival (see Kideckel 2004). The reasbrhind repaying the debt ahead of
schedule, according to Verdery (1991), was to reduce noxious foreign inte
ference. Thus interpreted, the decision to repay the debt was one step among
many thatCeaukescu took during the two de
along a route characterized by extreme nationalism, isolation in relation to

the outside world, coercion and massiveoldgical persuasion directed at

the countrybés ci tfanakemastpersamaldy caltfareundt r e at

18 Whether the events constituted a revolution or not is still a contested topic, both within
Romania and among foreign scholars anthmentators. Taking into account a variety of

claims and of theoretical understandings of the notion of revolution, and reflecting on what
people told me during fieldwork, | remain ambivalent. Some talked about the December 1989

events indedd oms OAtOtenerresvallsied fAcoup dbdetat o c
whol e thing had been staged by the f o mer pal
cialist president lon Iliescu and his associ e
reml utiond to be a more proper term, implying

and public uprising, the revolution was soon occupied and used by members of the former
political elite to gain power, again with lliescu in the center. To mosttafked to me, ha-

ever, it seemed less important to put a specific label on the events than to more or less e

dlessly recount and reflect upon details and the personal experience that went with them. In

any case, firevol uti ono ha bappased and whattuglahept | al |y t
pened might just never be revealed. Against this background, | mostly refer to the protests,

ri ots, and fighting in Timikkoar a, Bucharest a
and ending with the execution oft hehdiDéeambes
events, 0 fArevolutionary wevents, o0 or Airegi me
fraddwtionod occurs in the text, it is Imecause t
mentary | refer to. For detailed accounts, see, e.g., Ca@®a)2Privett (1999), and Siani

Davies (2005). Cf. Borneman (1997), Gallagher (2005), Kideckel (2004), Narti (1993), and
Verdery (1996).
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hi mself as the AConduckttoro (Il eader)
rye o

The Romanian media of mass communications during this period are
commonly regarded by communications scholars, political scientists; hist
rians and others as totalitarian: staia, censored, part dhe communist
pat y propaganda machinery and®Tewontrib
hours per day of national TV broadcasting at the end of the 1980s often
stand as an example of an incregsr closed society, and of the mass media
being part of a public sphere iwhich
tion as the nationdés Afather oyddyBor nen
life for the majority of the Bmanian population stood in startrdrast to the
l'ife of the Ceaukescus aowded i@iomlges br
television contributed to this cleavage, showing for instance presidemt Nic
lae and his wife Elena entering shops filled with food supplies (Kideckel
op.cit). In the pre s , Ceaukescuds speechds in v
lished as news (ibid.).

While several other communist governments in the former East bloc had
nonviolently relinquished power and dismantled the sinuiety state after
popular demonstrations in the adsi980s and onward (e.g. in Poland and
Bul gari a), Ceaukescu seemed confiden:
survive the wave of changes that swept over the region. IFDedgmber
1989, when the Berlin Wall had fallen and when several of the East bloc
cuntries had opened their frontiers
stuck to his agenda and went on a state visit to Iran. Upon his returrs to B
charest, the city was boiling with tension (Kideckel op.cit.).

In the end, Romania was the only country to eteds former socialist
| eader ; a few days after Ceaukescu ha
gathered in a demonstration at the Central Committee buildingeoaniber
21, an exclusive military tribunal delivered deatmtences to the captured

19 See Ely and Stoica (2004) and Gabanyi (2000). The katteprises accounts of the pers

nality cults ur r o u n de snogu 6Cse aru! ¢hroughl ® senemef textsepdblished in
connection to the activity of Radio Free Europe. Birneman (2004) on thececurrence of
Aipatricentric political aut hor imngniém (ecluér ci sed
i ng Ce)ahascist $tatyuNazi Germany, and Imperial Japan, and theviiiement with

this kind of leadership with the father as authority figuaed Kideckel (2004), writing on

Romaniain the same volume

20 See e.g. Aumente (1999); Coman and Gross (20Bk);and Stoica (2004)Gabanyi

(2000); Géagher (2005); Gros6 1 9 9 6 , 2002) . Cf . Verdery (1991
states as fAweak, 06 and Wolfe (2005) onr- Westerr
nalism during the Cold War.
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leackr and his wife (accused of gmide, among other charges), and they
were shot shortly thereafter. The hasty trial has been the object of much d
bate (see, e.g., Carey 2004). From the perspective of the revolutionary cou
cil and interim leadeship, eliminging the communist leader was meant to
put an end to fightings in the streets of Bucharest between gunmen loyal to
Ceaukescu and the army that had chan
haste with which it happened was also officially explained by a measure to
prevent security forces f ideckel20G)s cui ng
If this effect was achieved, thexerution also gave birth to a plethora of
rumors and conspiracy theories about the trial and about the December
events as such. The execution symbolically put an endmmaaism but it

also caused a legitimacy deficit for a postsocialist elite that wastalm-

pidly switch power from party nomenclature to the privatized as well as
stateowned business and political bureaucracy of the postsocialiseRom
nian establishmedttoo fast and too smoothly to many commentateee
Gabanyi 2004) The shady image dahe December days and nights have
especially acompanied lon lliescu throughout his political career, and, early
on, he also added to the postrevolutionary political legitimacy deficit by
several times calling in miners from the provinces to violentliymspeo
democratic demonsittions with students and other groups protestigainst

what they saw as ajhtking of power by exxommunists (see Kligman and

Ti smbneanu 2001) .

The postsocialist mass media needs to be understood against t#is bac
ground, in the sense that the public sphere in socialist Romania had been
transformed into a sphere where the |
intricately tiedto Romania as a nation (Kideckel 2004; Verdery 1991, 1996),
and in the sense that during postsocialist times questions of politicid legit
macy and individual moral respabgity among public figures have been
continuously nurtured and complicated by imf@ation stored in the files of
the former security police SecuritBtsometimes available, sometimes
closed, sometimes ending up in news material followed by fiestuatel

Transition

The dissolution of the communist regime and the reintroduction of a mult
party political system, along with external pressures to méterier set by
organizations such as the International Monetary Fund (to allow financial
support), meant that the postsocialist Romaniavegonents were faced
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with demanding reform agendas ahe@ task of restructuring large parts of
the financial, constitutional and legislative order. Among the more pressing
issues were privatization of staterned companies, denationalization of
property and housing, and decollectivization of land (see Verii88g,
2003).

After having been invited to membership talks in 1999, andesulesitly
enrolled in accession processes in 2005, Romania became a member of the
European Union in 2007, a goal that all postsocialist governments hae prior
tized (Gallagher 2005)erre 2005Phinnemore 2006 Generally speaking,
by EU measures one can thus conclude that the transformation of tlee Rom
nian society has been successful on many accounts. Today, the Romanian
state is taking part in negotiating the future of Europe bnelt nat i on6s
role and position within it, while Roanians enjoy their rights as citizens of
the EU in many facets of life: education, work, traveletc.

A widespread idea among Western scholars and EU officials is that since
the mid1990s and onward ¢hdemocratization process inomRania was
significantly helped or unleashed by the prospects of EU membership (see
e.g. Jerre 2005; Phinnemore 2006), but there are also those who see this as
mere shallow rhetoric. Hall suggested at theseuof the accessn process
t hat AO[r] esadc ieaxliisstmbn,g npoo sltess t han ¢
devi at es substantially from the forr
2004: 224). As mentioned in the previous chapter, the Europeam-Parli
ment 6 s r apomania teelarad atdhe sale time her concerns about
a mass media that in her view was far from independent and free (Nicholson
2006). Others point out that there is little or no consensus as to whdtyactua
happened during the December events in 1989{tatdhe current polital
and business sectors still rest on weak ground in terms of legjtifCarey
2004; Ely and Stoica 2004; Gallagher 2005). Gallagher seesnaatore
member ship and expl ai ns optlitical positiom t er m
To him, EU officials failed to interact with the domestic groups mosh-co
mitted to the consolidation of democracy, and argues that tiwéats$fcould
hardly be said to have fulfilled their duties in their negotiations véghe-
sentatives of th®omanian govement; pressures put on Romania ttiliu
certain criteria were not sufficiently followed up as membership was to be
decided upon, and immediately after (Gallagher 2006, 2007).

21 Romania remains subject to monitoring by the European Commission, espemiaign-
ing continuing reformation of the justice system and for combating corruption.
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Former Minister of Justice Monica Macogewho Gallagher argueseb
came instumental during a short period leading up to membe&hifaims
that much of the reforms she launched in the final years eEibmembe-
ship were basically withdrawn as soon as the membership was safely ha
bored. ToMonica Macovei herselfit is clear that sh& who happened to
have a good reputation among EU officialsad been called in by thereu
rent government to carry out work that needed to be done in ordepfor R
mania to lecome a member, only to find herself without a job as soon as this
was ac hi asvneedtionallii dohe. lwas in good faith, and so was the
European Commission and foreign governments, but | think themipers
ofthegovenme nt ] pl &nned t his. o

Complications notwithstanding, the EU is arguably the most important
political entity thatRomanian governments since the late 1990s have had as
a point of reference in connection to societal transformation, alongside
NATO which Romania joined in 2004. Yet alighment with EU standards and
regulations is merely the latest expression of a morergeWaestern infli-
ence and pressure put on Romanian governments. Before EU accession b
came a real issue, the processes of change in postsocialist Roshamige
generally to the scalled East European transition, a label that after 1989
soon came in ugeboth within domestic political debate and in imt&tional
research and development discodrse designate the formal processes of
state transformation, democratization and marketization in the region (see
e.g. Hann 2002; Sampson 1996). Much of the ttamstdiscourse has ne
tered on alignment with Western values and models, and the processes of
change involved the participation of many international degdions. No
doubt, the term At r astrbé societahahandesmis b e e
other geogrdpical areas and at other times (e.g. from military rule to civilian
government in Latin American countriesh the case of Eastern Eurgpe
however,t he concept gaipmed i adnehar dmyeé ho
for this is that the year 1989 involved raily profound changes in Eastern
Europe but al so the end of the Cold
organized the world politically for nearly fifty years (see Ekecrantz 1998,
2000; Hannerz 2004; Véery 1996).

22 Monica Macovei held office betwee2004 and 2007. Among several reforms, shebesta
lished a special prosecutors office on corruption. She was voted out in Januarfo260/7,

ing a vote of censure announced on the first workday afteadthission. Macovei revealed
the abovementioned opinion in an interview broadcast in Swedish public service radio
(Sveriges Radio 2009)
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If transition has mainly concerned coets structuraéconomic and legi
lative changes of the Romanian society and other East European ones, it has
also been and remains a question of knowledge, interpretation shog-hi
writing in connection to the relationship between West and Eastl@asatu
and political entities. Kideckel (1998) suggests that to Westeralassh
1989 opened up a field of formerly little researched social and political life.
Funding for academic endeors into the area was soon made available on a
large scale, and apanmtom research interests, West Europeans and North
Americans have frequently been used as experts on constitutionai-egisl
tive, financial andother matters. Kideckel arguéisat a romanticization of
the transition and the possibilities of the East Europeiame dfered a large

role for intellectual s: nAs wiit-h soci
tion required new policy, technical change, and a reworking of government,
educati on, and soci al procedureso (ibi
had not previously been involved iregearch in and about Eastern Europe
Afibegan to see it as a fertile, exciti

pract i cedo (ibid.).

Within the field of political science and econondicand in popular pe
trayals throu international and Western mass médihe situation in Eds
ern Europe was descri bedumprhadi dmécduws
Ber dahl 2000), or, in even gkuyamader t e
1992). The direction of change came to be édajargely in linear, teleotp
ical thinking, assuming a particular and evolutionary trajectory for Bast E
ropean societal transformati on. Ther ¢
(see Verdery 1996), or of Acoppringd N
son B96). Berdahl suggests that much of the work within political science
and economics, focusing on such topics as privatization, decaltetion,
and mar ket economy, iis extremely va
scale economic and political process and institutions?o
Nevertheless, she argues, these analyses were ideologitaliyed in their
prescription and judgment of East European progress.

As | mentioned in Chapter 1, if things were complicated in Romania and
other East Eungmean societies, and if this period was depicted as one of
change and transition in these countries, Verdery suggests we should not
forget that Atransitiono was and i s
prefers, and | agr eemawidrho ttha sit rtehresi
the grounds that what the former East bloc countries are and haverbeen u
dergoing is not transition from sotiEm to capitalism, democracy, or market
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economy but a transfomtion of the former socialist systems to ones that
will differ in form, from one another, and from Western systems (cf. Stark
and Bruszt 1998}

TV revolution

The third background aspect of media and journalism development-in R
mania that | want to detail is the intricate way in which the e events
unfolded in close connection to the Romanian national TV, which has made
some refer to the events as ntrel evi se
giu-Pippidi 2006; Nicholson 2006; Privett 1999; Siavies 2005). These
expressions stem from the fact thag tentral building of the statvned
national public television in downtown Bucharest turned into something of a
battlefield and came to constitute one of the major arenas of the revolution,
in terms of atual gunfire and, in a more abstract sense, agribba of a
revolutionary public sphe@ making its way to what may count as a global
public sphere.

Right after Nicolae Ceauxkesicopterand hi
on December 22, revolutionaries took hold of the main studio in the TV
house, wenbn air and started to broadcast not only calls to peopleuin B
charest and in the provinces to assist in the denabiosis, but also a long
series of declarations about the past and thed. Images were produced
(and spread across the world) of a chaaituation with individuals with
varying backgrounds and belongings crowding in the main studio and trying
to make their way, physically and electronically, to the audience, frequently
referred t o? SQeseralkinds ef dipceucseslard.passiovere
manifested and claimed. Staff from the TV wanted to apologize for all the
years of lying, former members of the nhomenclature wanted to declare their
innocence and others were keen on presenting themselves asetime int
authorities and leaders ofettorganization of the pestvolutionary future.

The captured son of the leader, NCle aukescu, was brough
and humiliated in front of the cameras while former dissideppeaing in
the studio added a flair of public i¢éighacy to the setting (cf. Verdery 1996:

% In her 1996 publication (focusing mainly on Romaa) , Verdery titles a
Socialism to Feudalism?d0 intended to mark he
research field of transitology.

% FiimmakersHar un Far ocki and Andr ei Uj i Mdideo- d oc umer
gramme @er Revolutiom ( 199 2) , wvideomgrordingsentade dy private persons

and material filmed by Romanian state televighich quickly sided with the uprising).
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109). Regardless of whether the situation was staged or nibtebiprmer
communist party aparatchik lon lliescu and his associates, the footage arg

ably expressed atrongbelief in the central role of the media, acahti-

buted in poducing a sense of ecomunity among Rmanian vievers, in

terms of hsingacanmon e ne my ( Ce ammerecauseugettibmgn d a
rid of him and stding anewy?

Hjarvard (2001) suggests that during major international events (such as
the 1989 regime changes throughout Eastern Europe), and thanks ta-intern
tional media, the formation of public opinion occasionally expands to a
global level, acquiring itown political momentum and influencing both
governments and international organizations to act in specific ways (cf. Beck
2006: 2; Dayan and Katz 1992). The footage from the TV studio in Bucha
est arguably spoke symbolically of such a globally signifieaent. It was a
live image of the fall of commusm which at the moment was deemed by
many believers in demamy and capitalism across the world as universally
evil. It was a fall that in international media discourse was depictecaas re
lized throughanupr i sing of Athe peopleed It W
dom of speech set within the framework of a national public sphere while it
was extremely well fit to run through broadcasting systems spanning across
the globe since it depicted the dissolutidran ideological struggle that had
organized the world throughout most of the 20th century (communism ve
sus capitalism). In the words of LeSit r au s s, it represent e
(quoted in Zelizer 1998: 4).

The images from the studio tife Romanian tkevision, together withm-
ages of the Berlin Wall being torn down, belong to a series of images u
leashed during the autumn and winter of 1989 that prodaneeixtraord
nary sense of the excitement of historical moment across national arrd cultu
al borderqdKideckel1998)1 n | i ne wi t h Hj magesdgamd 6s pr
the TV stdio in Bucharest stimulated people across national and cultural
borders to build public dpion and to take action, based on an imagination
that with the fall of one of the more reckless and n@gahiac leaders in

% n ther documentaryi De Cr txm ulnuante raSia de | ibertated
Our Ration of Freedomo), fil mmaked®)der nel Mi
ture the voices of thousands of Romanian viewers who, between December 23 anae?6

it was still unclear whah ad h ap p e n e dcutouplegt Used th@retedlephores and

called the studio in charge with documenting the events to comment on what was going on
around them and frequently to urge the TV staff to broadcast the particular f¢ibtdhgee

was any) showing the Ceaukescu trial and exe
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the socialist bloc, the Cold War had come to an end (they had seen it on
TV).%®

After 1989: Media boom and standards alignment

Sincethe revolutionary events in DecemlE¥89, journalism and the mass
media in Romania have undoubtedly umgae thorough changes. Thie-a
olition of the oneparty communist system and subsequent constitutional and
legislative reformations afféiag the mass media marked the opening up of a
new and far less restricted field of public information and communicaon
compared to the socialist era.

Enthusiasm among media practitioners ctiarized the very first years
of the 1990s, and there are stories about people selling their TV sets in order
to get the necessary fundi ngomin@an st art
apartment, a phone line, a stack of paper and a typewriter were often enough
to start a mMedid2d0lod. &allagher 20060115).

The number of media outlets grew immensely during the first years of the
1990s® The entrepreneurgh of some actors was evidenced by many
launches of newspapers and magazines throughout the 1990s, some not so
long-lasting, others growing into prosperous businesses. As Gross (1999)
suggests, it was hardly the practice of objectiverjalism that was caed
out in the beginning, more often an individual yearning to express oneself.
Also, much of the early po4i989 media activity was tied to political acti
ism with an estimated half of all di@s and weeklies being various party
publications (Gross 2@). Publishing, according to Gallagher, was anralte
native to party politics: APubl i shi ng
young people drawn to public affairs but unwilling to subjectribadves to
thedsci pl i ne of a pol DOB:illBal partyo (Gal

The media soon became a vivid work market with both private and state
run institutions offering lots of job opportunities. The press was the main
growth area in the first half of the 1990s, radio stations and TV channels in

®Kideckel suggests that fsuch images made th
expatriates even as it made the study of East Europe more attractive to previously distant
westernim el | ectual so (op.cit.: 141)

27 For accounts on journalism and the mass media in Romania after 1989 from a media and
communications studies perspective, see, e.g., Aumente (1999), Coman and Gross (2006),
Gross (1996, 2002, 2004). See also Chapter 3.

28 petcu(2001) lists that in 1989 there were 495 publications in written press. Ten years later,
the number was 4958. Gallagher (2005:115) claims that 900 newspapers sprang up in 1990
only. See also Coman (1995), and Coman and Gross (2006).
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the second. The est@iment of university journalism faculties and deve
opment initiatives by West European and American organizations seon st
mulated the growth of objective and impartial reporting, modeled on-Wes
ern or international standards (see Coman and Gross 200éi)gri-owne-

ship of the media was barely present in the beginning, but stanteing

the market especially toward the end of the 1990s.

Selling newspapers and magazire$iga C.A Rosetti, Bucharest 2000. (Photo by author)

As for journalist organizations, they have been growing increasinglygstron

er although collective units for instilling responsibility, protection and a
sense of professional community had by the beginninidpe new mille-

nium not been establishéda clear manner (see IFJ 19€bman and Gross
2006). Needless to say, the current media field in Romania constitutes a
complex whole, with, for instance, the press ranging from quality daily
newspapers to tablbisensationalist ones, from elitist commentary reviews
and specialized financial mazines to lifestyle glossy outlets and satirical
publications?

2 The media landscaga 2004 was among the most dynamic in the Central and East Eur
pean region. It can roughly be characterized as consisting of the following: -®\stetd

public service radio and television with the widest national reach (approximately 90 percent
of the Rananian households); a national press of some 90 newspapers with circulations of the
ten biggest ones around 60,800,000 copies (the largest dailyipertateg has a circulation

of 200,000 copies), and with some 15 of these being BucHzasstl ones adelssing mainly

a Bucharest audience; a regional and local press supplying some three or four daib newsp
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The changes in 1989 triggered a boom not only in the number od&Rom
nian media outlets, but also in humaridga aid initiatives and evelopment
projects between Romania and West European and North American cou
tries. An initial period of catastropHike support to Romania right after the
Ceaukescu r eegeimbee 1989 evibublized im W&stern media
most dearly by photographs and footage of caravans of foreign trucks
loaded with humanitarian aid material queuing at the border between Hu
gary and Romania, and through worldwide media coverage ofratate-
phanage homes receiving visitors and assistanam fitte Wesh soon
turned into more longerm involvements on institutional levéfsAmong
foreign development agencies, democratization through supportingiand st
mulating the growth of independent and professional media was one-impo
tant area.

Many foreign @ganizations became involved in assisting journalists, st
dents, NGO activists and official institutions in Romania in the process of
transforming and developing journalism and the mass media. This gevelo
ment or assistance wave came in the shape of esgestltancy on media
legislation, financial support to news media reckoned to be free, programs
for foreign teachers, curriculum development at journalism schoold-esta
lishment of centers for journalism training and journalism libraries, the su
plying of means for individal journalists to educate themselves abroad, and
assistance of newly formed local NGOs working on media issuessiSgyes
the important role of journalism and objective news production in setting off
a democratic development has been leaid focus and concern among a
variety of actors, and a general theme has been to have officialtinatt

pers in major cities all over the country, dominated by regional media companies; over 200
private radio stations; and a small number of private tétevistations (notably PRO TV and
Antena 1 with 70 to 80 percent coverage of the country, via cable or terrestrially). There is an
abundance in the numbers of media outlets, yet the number of important players are small.
More than half of the Romanian med@ustry is controlled by three Romanian businessmen:
Dan Voicdescu, Sorin Ovidiwintu, and AdrianSarbu Foreign players started entering the
market around 2000. Among them are Swiss Ringier, German Bertelsman, WAZ, and
Griuner+JahrFor more detailed@ounts and analysis, see, e.g., Coman and Gross (2006).
See also Chuter 3, p. 98.

%0 For an ethnological account on Swedish humanitarian aid work directed dedishhiren

in Romania, see Ers (200@)rguing for a postt989 sudden and thorough awassn among
Swedes of the situation of these children, and a subsequent widespread willingness to assist
them, Ers makes use of and analyzes a reportage produced by the U.S. TV channel ABC,
broadcast on Swedish national television in autumn 1990 (as wallofiser European cod

tries, including Romania). Besides creating awareness, Ers suggests that this kind of media
product tended to produce an image of Romania as not only underdeveloped-uudi@ne,

but also as inhumane.
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and journalistic practice in Romania align with international standards (see
e.g. Aumente 1999; Coman and Gross 2006; Gross 2002, 1999; Miller
2009).

The first years of the 1990s saw the establishment of Western institutions
such as the BBC Radio Journalism School in Bucharest ampiapns for
visiting lecturers from abroad at the stat@ journalism faculty at Buclhest
University. The midl990s ad anwards was characterized by a growing
number of Romanian NGOs working in close relation with irgonal
partners. Toward the end of the 1990s, some of the more influential domestic
organizations were established partly or fully with foreign findrsugport,
significantly the Center for Independent Journalism, the Media Monitoring
Agency, and the Romanian Press Club.

When | commenced fieldwork in 2000, the network of media develo
ment actors linked to Romania had grown large and complex. The BBC w
just about to close its radio journalism school, but others were present in
various constellations, for example the International Federation of Journa
ists, the human rights organization Article 19, the U.S. Independent Bourna
ism Foundation, the Counhaf Europe, the World Association of Nevesp
pers, and the International Press Institute. Reporters Without Borders came
in after | had left and, as mentioned, eventually connected to the Media
Monitoring Agency. The agendas of these foreign organizatiodsothers
differed by concentrating on evaluation, teaching, the strengtheningref jou
nalist organizations, rules of business or legal matters. Differences motwit
standing, they were more or less united in their explicit or implicit reference
to internatimal, Western, or European standards of journalism and by poin
ing out the need for an autonomous and professional community of [journa
ists as a prerequisite for democracy to prosper in Romania.

Coming back to Reporters Weportwasut Bor
not exactly a development project, but it nevertheless contained recemme
dations to both state officials and journalists to choose a certain path in the
crossroads where they were judged to be positioned at the time of the orga
i zat i o ndaiesttheibaground | have accounted for so far, the report

31 These three formed the coredpmestic norgovernmental media and journalism deyelo
ment activity at the time of my fieldwork. The Center for Independent Journalism and the
Media Monitoring Agency collaborated in various projects, and they were perceived as b
longing to the civil soiety sectod as this concept was generally used among both Romanians
and people from abroédworking in the media development field, while the Romanian Press
Club was regarded as more of a business organization. In 2009, all of them were still active.
preent them in more detail in the chapters that follow.
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can be viewed as part of a more general and larger developreemiirde

and aid industry directed toward Romania in postsocialist times, part of the
EastEuopean tr ansi t i onaof Westard moddls ofasacietfi e x p o
into the postsocialist hemisphere.

An idealized model

Analytically, a weltknown yet idealized model of journalismrpesates the
report by Reporters Without Borders, and as such it has much in common
with other media developme projects directed at journalism in Romania.
The report is idealized in the sense that it builds on certain assumptions
about the meaning and role of joulisen in a democratic society and on
clearc u t conceptualizations @fsscanead ar, ic
Acivil society, o0 and fAcitizeniten The n
ideas and tratdons of public communication and information through the
media of mass communications, and is connected closely to modern liberal
democracy, and tanodernity itself, centering on objective reporting as a
crucial node for societal communicati&n.

Theoretically, the model builds on Enlightenment epistemology about the
possibility for humans to grasp an outer world, involving a realist conviction
thatth ngs can be shown # anstruhehtal yiewroe al | y
the medium Ajournalismd as a msenutr al
2003: 88). From this stems the prefional task of objective, fattased, and
impartial dissemination of infamation that journalists are expected to be
preoccupied with, offéng a window on reality, and exercising the role of
Awatchdogso on political powerm- Jour |
portant pofessional practice through which especially the instihal sides
of modern democratic societies can achieve qualities linked to dacypcr
such as Atransparency, 0 faccountabil]
the way for an informed citizenry. State officials in Romania and elsewhere
may claim that thefulfill their deeds in line with these qualities, but in @ra
tice it is supposedly the work of journalists that put such declarations to test.
There are of course other institutions handling information, but these are to
some extent dependent on the wigeblic spread that journalists and their
respective forums can offer.

%2 See e.g. Curran (1996), Hartley (1996), McNair (2000), Peterson (2003), Roudakova
(2008) , Schudson (1996), and Thompsona (1995) .
tion to journalism, see Pedig1995). For a defence of it, see Lichtenberg (1996).
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In this way, the degree to which journalists are able to operate freely b
comes one way of measuring a siociety
mate, as well as a national democragtiover nment 6 s wegoee a l st
of legitimacy toward its constituencies. As mentioned, the UN deiclarof
Human Rights stipulates thin principles in this respect. At the same time, the
International Federation of Joua | i scalleddDectamtiorof Principles
on the Conduct of Journalists formulates regulations ommewmdations as
to the journalistsd behavior, me ant
world.® The work of journalists in Romania is thus reguldtetioth ends by
transnationallyformulated rules or recommegtthns, meant to safeguard a
democratic societal order , as wel | a ¢
ty.

The understanding of journalism that the model involves has played a
central role in development discourse and #@iw directed at Roamian
official institutions and media practitioners in the pb889 era. It implies
that journalists need to be protected because what they are doing is judged to
be of crucial importance to any modern society claiming to be denmcrati
Seen as principally building on this model, the report on Romaniaeby R
porters Without Bords is thus global or globalistin its character. Inch+
ing recommendations as to what needs to be done, the report incorporates the
conditions for journalistigractice in Romania into a global vision of & f
ture world of freedom of the press. Also, to repeat, it is indicative oha co
temporary situation in which globally active NGOs such as Reporters Wit
out Borders have become increasingly important actadsstributing gldoal
values and models, addressing problematic themes and geographical areas,
and stimulating public opinion on both domestic and global levels.

Medi a and development: The ques:

The way a universal model or global norm is ubgdReporters Wiiout
Borders as a frame of reference to evaluate journalism and the mass media in
Romania, and to suggest measures for steps atesadiyles discourses on
media development during the 1950s, 60s and 70s, especially inctonne

to the deolonization of African nations and subsequent development-activ
ties. Journalism and the mass media were here seen by West#anssahd

®International Federation of Jwwifioml i stsé cod
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development actors as important areas in processes of modernization, dem
cratization and natichuilding 3

Going backio 195060s academic literature on communication, the mass
media, and development, one finds that the role of the mass mediarwas ge
erally described as positive, even indispensable in the processes of imodern
zation and the expansion of democr&dy.Mdiaand devel opment 0O
paradigm picturingaonay road from fAtr adeyti onal
(Peterson 2003: 43).F o r exampl e, Schramm stated
mass media of inforation . . . is to speed and ease the long, slow social
transformaibn required for economic development, and, in paldic to
speed and smooth the task of mobilizing human resources behind thre natio
al efforto (1964: 27).

An earlier theoretical contribution was the introduction of the term noise
by Shannon and Weavet949). As discussed by Peterson (op.cit.), the co
cept of noise was used to explain failures of dgarakmt projects directed at
the mass media and communications field to achieve expected resutts. The
retically, noise was distortions in signal betweerdserand receiver. Pract
cally, traditional cultural beliefs and values came to represent thetidisso
or blockages of the receipt of messages. If media development projects
failed, tradition was often used as an explanation. To put it simply, tradition
as fAnoise. o

A central feature of the debates on media and development that started
during the 1960s was the growing importance of the role played byantern
tional news agencies in the production and distribution of news on a global
scale. The occurrence dafternational news agencies working worldwide
was of course older than that, but their importance grew in connection with
the processes of decolonization and nabailding on the African coment.

As a matter of fact, the discussions within the UNES&@Qhe secalled

New World Information and Communication Order (NWICO) stated news
agencies to be agents of globalization (B®airett 1997; BoyeBarrett and
Rantanen 1998). The work of international news agencies concerned not

34 See, e.g., Carlsson (199&upta (2003 [1992]), Hemer and Tufte (2005), Peterson (2003),
and SrebermMlohamnadi (1996).

% See, e.g., Lerner (1958), Pye (1963), and Schramm (1964). For reflections of ttisrditer
see, e.g., BoydBarrett (1998), Gupta (2003), Melkote (1991), Miller (2009), Pete(20a3,

and SrebermfMohammadi (1996).

% This trajectory, frontraditional to modern, isften used imcademiditerature onRomania
(and Eastern Europegenerally) during the1990s and up until today. See, e.g., Treptow
(2001).
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only the spread of informiain about events around the world, but also the
construction of national communities as national news agencies became part
and parcel of what a nation was expected to be and how theatibeal
communication between nations was organtzed.

According toHjarvard (2001), news media were embedded in a rather
stable and simple twievel social geography: wholesale newsrages at an
international level and news media at a national one. In this geography, i
ternational news agencies were attuned to the nefedational media, and
were not news media with an audience of their own. Their task was-o pr
vide news to be disseminated through national news media. With theidereg
lation of media industries and the proliferation of new media digtoit
technologies such as satellite television and the Internet during the 1980s
and 1990s, this relatively stable structure gradually altered and each part
began to cross national borders in new ways.

The dominant approach to understanding the relations between media an

soci al change in this periodinearas | at
deterministic and tinged with ppti mis
son 2003: 43) . I't was | inear ipan the

posed to happen according te tpredictions of the theory, rather than the
more ethnographic task of what was actually happening in the commue s 0
(Peterson 2003: 43). Furthermore, at the time of the NWICO debate focus
became especially set on the way in which news disseminatedjthirce-
national news agencies was to a large extent discriminating against Third
World countries. Specific issues within the NWICO debate were many, i
cluding the imbkance of information flow, the monopolization of news by
Western news agencies, and th@minance of negative news from Third
World nations which thereby contributed to an order of things that from the
perspective of the discriminated pertained to something of an imperial order
(Boyd Barrett 1997%

The news and information geography was thoissomething that took on
an unproblematically objective and equal role simply due to the teclnolog
cal means by which news could be disseminated across borders. Boyd
Barrett points out that for ca@oarntries
news agncies was especially significant inopoking official anger at how
the international news system favored Western definitions of thetema

37 Cf. Anderson (199)Lwho points out that international news played a significant role i
shaping national identities from the outset of the history of nationalism.
%8 NWICO culminated in the McBride Report (UNESCO 1980). See Miller (2009).
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and significant, and seemed to obstruct the ability of new southern nation
states to contribute to the repnetsgion of their national image and national
interests in nolern media markets, with potentially enormous implications,
politically and economi cNEBCOydoctrifel 9 9 8 :
accordingtoBoyedBar r et t |, Asuppor tmedia, ¢sheela r i ght
ly those of the US, UK and France, to continue distributing their media
products throughout the world, while most countries of the world lacked the
means to establish any kind of reciprocity ofuefn ce o (i bi d. ) .
writing in more ecent years on this topic mxude that the NWICO debate
eventually died out, with basically no new order having been established
(Carlsson 1998; Srebentohammadi 19963

| bring up the NWICO debate in this thesis about journalism indRam
to show thathere is a degree of continuity in the way the mass media and
news production are conceptualized and approachedfénedit contexts and
at different times where development and deratization processes are at
stake. The ter m A nneetagherdor thedelief m rathgyt t e |
technical solutions to complex problems of communication. Sfeared to
postsocialist journalism in Romani a,
tute noise that needs to be erased for development projects to achiéve m
mum result. Several activities related to mass media and news production
become intertwined with each other here. On the one hand, there is a de
politicized and international development discourse influenced by linear,
evolutionary models of social chgey, and focusing in a technical andiopt
mistic manner on modernization of the communication and informatmn se
tors of fi u n d avestem coartriesp @ndhie otheo hand, there is
an international or global news arena where the products stemmimg fro
international news agencies tend to provoke anger or irritation among less
powerful audiences or officials. In Romania, as | will showhapter 7this
sometimes takes on nationalisticnootationsreminiscent of the NWICO
debate

Threats and EverydaBrofessional Life

Returning to the Reporters Wi tdout B
pects of journalistic work the organization documents, | had certainly heard
during fieldwork about harassments of journalists in Romania andeef fr

39 The NWICO issue was lifted off from the UNESCO agenda in-h9ig9.
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guent lawsuits agjnst them, and | knew that Romanian NGOs weceding

on these issues as worrying aspects of the current conditions ffoaljstic
work. However, the journalists whom | met and interviewed had rarel-exp
rienced this kind of violent or threatening dimséon of journaktic work in
their everyday professional lives. Some of them expressed anxietieg-frustr
tion or disappointment over the routines at work, which often involved ha
ing to take into account that particular topics, persons mpaaies must &
treated with a certain care or not at all, depending ondlitecal orientation

or other interests of the owners or chief editors at ¢éhpective newspaper

or TV or radio station. This created tensions and sometimes confiiets b
tween groups in the é@drial environment, but on the whole had little to do
with state interference and seldomolved acts of violence. It seemed to me
to have mostly to do with a clash of perspectives between, on the one hand,
journalists trained along Western ideals whoreveager to practice what
they had learned in university courses (frequently with teachers frorts Wes
ern countries), and, on the other hand, journalists or editors without lfourna
ism training; a clash that could often but not always be condeetd in
terms of young and dlgenerations (cf. Gross 2002).

Also, there were journalists who had taken up the occupation for more or
less advanced political reasons, along a certain political line or more lgenera
ly pro or contra government (cf. Gallagher 2005). Rhem, the presence of
Aitaboo subjectsodo in the midst ef regu
ly writing in overly positive or negative terms about certain politicians or
companies, were seen as part of the game. These journalists were more co
fortable with senior colleagues cutting from and adding into thexonts
before they went public, since they felt they were less able to carry out this
specific task. In other words, they understood the recurrent filtering of news
material not as censorship bather as a kind of refinement of the joursali
tic task as they defined it. Dealing with events in an objectimgaitial, and
fair wayd as the universal model impli@svas not among their first prier
ties, sometimes explained by the belief that their enac#is did not expect
them to do so. Journalists and editors, especially those positioned at a middle
level in the editorial hierarchy, often told me that the idea of objectéive r
porting was naive, and that the curreadlitical climate or reality in Romaai
called for a more subjectively or politically engaged dealing with events. |
was also told that someolgical figures who were regularly active in the
current public sphere, and who were seen as corrupt or as belonging to the
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former communist nomenclaty certainly did not deserve to be treated in a
fair way

This view of an engaged journalism in relation to a rough politicalate
was sometimes accompanied by a view of the audience as narestied in
objective information, but actually not yable to hadle it, not accustomed
to the role of news and information in the new political aitusn. People
were seen as in need of educadiankind of civic education focused on how
to deal with information through the mass media and how to evaluaaéncert
topics and certain pgon$® which journalists were seen as fit to deliver, in
the opinion pges, chronicles and in regular news pieces as*well.

Holding societies together

Taking up this kind of thre@ddrawing upon my own findings and pointing
toward amore complex and heterogenous féeldhe reportcould be shown

to present an essentializing account of the conditions for journalistic work in
Romania. Along this line, it could be ggested that it is generally not so
risky to work as a journalist asePorters Without Borders seems to clém

as of yet, there is no documented murder of a journalist in Romania after
1989. It could also be argued that the irg@nfice of the state into everyday
journalistic practice is overestimated, that journalists are moligicplly
driven than accounted for in the report, and that an ideal model of journalism
is reiterated through takdor-granted asumptions about the profession,
assumptions that researchers have shown for many years as not corespon
ing with how news mrduction in reality is carried out. | witbllow this path

to some extent, but | want to emphasize thatribismy main preoccupation.

In the sections that follow below | reflect upon wthis isso. First, howe-

er, | develop this thread a bitrtber.

As mentioned in the section on transition above, anthropologists of post
socialism have shown how in much debate and research @tiesoan the
for mer East bl oc countries the categ
often made more cleaut than rality allows for, and that scholars have a
tendency to assume, in an evolutionistnmex, that the future path for East
European societies can be read off unproblematically from the history of

0 This observation resonates witthat e.g. Pedelty (1995) and Roudakova (2008) have
discussed in terms of an idealized view of objective reporting.

41 Chapters 3 and 4 presesthnographic material théirtherillustrates these aspects of jeu
nal i stsd ever ydndtheinhoughts abowd theopnofessitmat il heeely sm-
marize here
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Western ones (see, e.g., Beman 1997; Hann 2002; Sampson 199898;
Verdery 1996).
For exampleStevenSa mpson suggests thamih- Aci vi

derstood in at | east two ways: ACi vi
[ coexi sting] with o6civil societyd as
resource 0 (1996: 142) . The f octureeontheé s con
ground, the |l atter with policiss and
try.o According to Sampson, acpt or s i

ment) industry are of course aware dfafiences between ideal and reality,

but this tends to be over lexplaed owloeal
Aitransferring of model sd0 bet wdlgn Wes:
when it fails. Failures are ofterxgl ai ned by referheing t
past, or toitfygDocgi dliidst rme&dt aland cf . a

As for media and journalism, the audience research (or recepiitinsjt
that from the 1980s and onward have problematized therstadding of
agency in communications reseafskee especially Morley 1986, 1992), as
well as more recent contributions within the growing body of media @nthr
pology (e.g. Askew and Wilk 2002; Boyer and Hannerz 2006; Ginsburg et al
2002; Machin 2002; Peterson 2003; Rothenbuhler and Coman 3pa-
nik 1993, have shown that the role journalists play in contemporarg-soci
ties (as producers within media fields) will always depend on how their
products are used by readers, listeners and viewers, and on how journalists
are caceived of in particular coakts??

Anthropologists who deal specifically with journalism have pursued e
plorations that are contezensitive and historically contingent, andNada-
laRoudakova points out, can avoeoeid 0
rence to the liberal modefo medi a and politi.€fso (
Hallin and Mancini 2004. Writing on Russia, Roudakova argues for the
prospect of idetifying domains of inquiry that deal not only with structure,
but with the 0s o cctioad [formal aarnfofmallctakingc e o f
place at the medipo |l i t i c al nexuso (ibilda: 45,
similar vein, Hasty (20052006) focuses on Ghi an j our nal i sts
position and processes of interpellation and habitus formation in the context
of simultaneous infuence by global elements and more traditional ones, and
Wallace (2007) explores the way Croatian journalists mediate between stru

pa
Ro

“2 With the exception of Boyer and Hannerz (2006), the publications I refer to onlymccasi
nally deal withjournalism.
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tured orderly thinking and the chaos of chance happenings and the cemplex
ty of their evershifting origins and cigomes.
Most anthropological contributions to the study of media in the last

couple ofdecades cathusbe seen as part of tiec ul t ur al turno
theorythat | described in the previous chapterand James Car ey
call for more attentiontowhdte | abel ed a #dAritual Vi e

has beennfluential in staking out this approach (cf. Couldry 2005; Stahlberg

2002; Zelizer 1998)Using ritual for his alternative viewGCarey meant to

chdlenge the predoriant view of communication as transmissiorichhhe

argued, is based on an unproblematized idea that information asdges

are transmitted over distances for certain purposes and for control, which in

turn produces an enquiring gaze mainly focused on audience effect. The

trarsmission view is alsdinged with technological optimismhe agued

fi mproved communigion is invoked by an army of teachers, pleas and

columnistsasthet i s man of al | our troubl esodo (
Aiming instead to capture in a wider perspective how media ibogis

to contemporary societiesdé Ahol ding

texts andnstitutions, Careynade us® f it il 0 t onedleé 2aid6gn a tod e

society, as a fAsacred cer epopwshmpjandt hat ¢
commonality (ibid.: 18). The two vieWwsritual and trasmissior® do not
necessarily contradict each otXher, C:

clude the processes of information s@&mssion or attitude change. It merely
contends that one caminunderstand these processes aright except insofar as
they are cast within an essentially ritsadi view of canmunication and
soci al or d22)r Journfi ishm dc.a:n 2 lddle Gathrbe gob6 s  mi
ceptualized as o mstee md 0 Istethichepeaptk create,y mb o |
express and convey knowledge about reality. As people are presented with
news and information, they are also presented withragyal of the cao-
tending forces in the world, and with certain social roles inscribed in that
world. Again, Zelizets (1992)studyis an example in case here (see Chapter
1, p 34

Accounts in media studies, in NGO discourse, and in other commentary
focusing on the mass media and journalism int&tasEurope, tend to by
pass these kinds of perspectives and more often have a pe@wadmic,

3 This can be exemplified with the discourse on media development in Afrariries that
| have just accounted for.
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guantitative and/or normative approach thab mes ¢l ose st o Car
mission view.

Generally speaking, éporters Without Borders subscribes in my view to
this approach. The organizationos re
commentary on journalism and the media as a whole often work véth pr
conceptions of how, as communications scholar Michael Schudson phrases

it i n esaildsareedaciaty by informing the general plapion in
ways that arm them for vigilant citi z
in original). Historically, howevertt hi s i s A [ n pptofimaton ver y

of what role the news media has playein y wh e r e 0 Halliri amd d . Cf
Mancini 2004;Hartley 1996;McGuigan 1998;Pedelty 1995; Roudakova

2008; Sparks 1998. See also Coman 2004 for a review of academic literature

on postsocialist East Europeardia.).

Essentializing accounts in perspective

As stated, this way of taking stock with and possibly denouncing the truth

claims of Reporters Without Borders is not something | am primarilycpreo

cupied with. Some reasoningtimis direction is inevitable since in my apal

sis of the report | make use of a discourse perspective to indicate the conti

gency of what is regarded by such actors as Reporters WithodéBaas

natural, normal, or standard about journalism in a woddwtamtexid

contingent, that is, with a Western conceptualization of the role of jleurna

ism. Pointing to contingency, however, is in my view not necessarily to state

that something is wrong; that the Reporters Without Borders report makes

somet hi mangfe a afset of West &rn ai do ( He
In his review article on the growing importance of NGOs, Fisher (1997)

notes that essentializing complex situations is part of much NGO activity.

With Herzfeldds (1997) liso asnthreemment al i z a

when ideas meet scepticism, it may be suggested that some essentializing in

the field of human rights activism is legitimate, since NGOs are oftek-wor

ing within fields of power that need to be, in a manner of speaking, disturbed

or shaken in their fudaments in order for reflection and change to come

about. If NGOs are trying to shake the world through essentializing a

counts, anthropology has to some extent done likewise throughout @s hist

ry, as Apgdurai (1988) showed in his analysis of the concep finat i veo

“WStrangeod in the sense that little attention
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Afiarchy, 6 and as the debate on the
onwards has illustrated (AHwghod 1991; Brumann 1999; Eriksen 1999;
Gupta and Ferguson 1997; Hannerz 1999).

Furthermore, if the agenda of anthropologists has aftehfor long been
conceived in terms of giving voice to marginalized people or to those ta
geted by Western addwith the purpose of deconstructing essentialist a
counts on their ways of life by showing complegitthen this has become
increasingly problemat in a world where exdly essentialist accounts are
frequently used by people for the sake of political recognition or in terms of
identity-formation (see Eller 1999). Defining a position for anthropology in
relation to NGO activism in terms of essensial and complexity is thus

problematic.

AAnt hr opMililbro big z par el |l a suggest s, i ha
ainot necessarily so00. At its most b
most takerfor-granted concepts by showing us other social worlds; ¢
ceivedasexts ng i n parallel to a world tha
(2002: 603). Another endeavor of anthropological inquiry, he continues, has
been a focus on fdAexplicating the int
worlds in which [anthrodoo gi st s ] wor ko (ibid.: 60

convettional as they may be, are still around and to an extent still valid, but
in contemporary times especially in connection to new informationaldan
scaped they have been supplemented by other ways of éemgagthrojp-
logically with social phenomena and processes. Mazzarella points especially

to a develpme n t of Acritical readings of f
brokerage is being performed by othe
ifant hr op o bneegne dibcausse dn samltural translation among

other® commercial, noogover nment al , journalistic

A major arena in which this translation and representational activity is taking
place is mainstream medid&i s hapi ng pse b mattersadfiog c o u
moncoxc erno (i bid.605). Mazzarella sugg
acanpl ex sitwuation here, where Ainform

5 Also, cf. Malkki (1997) on NGOs and anthropologistsages oficommunity as method-

logical orientation:i | t i s e xhe Eeopte stddied dreanbt just a group of strangers,

thrown together haphazardly by accidental circumstances but form a mom@neetnstable,

and usually localized ¢ o mmuonri tsyodc i a l worl do (p. 90, empha
extent, tuarlnka lai bsotuitc ficjoommuni tyo in NGO and dev

scholarly accounts follow similar logics, disregarding, for example, the differences among
journalists as to their professional convictions and the many genres they may Kiregwor
within.

72



with these media in ways that may be at once resistant to and complicit with
hegemomtaged as o (i bi d. ) .

These points have bearing on the objects of my study. The repod-by R
porters Without Borders was meant for mainstream media and meore i
formed public spheres simultaneouslp u bl i s hed on the or
website and disseminated to aree around the world for the sake of wider
spread. Part of my study involves a critical reading of representations such as
this particular report. Whatever can be shown to be left out in the report,
however, may not come forth as something new eithertorianization, or
to the journalists theeport speaks about, since to some extent the authors of
the report, too, are pursuing cultural critique (showing, for instance, how the
current media situtatiom Romaniaserve particular interests) and since, as
NGO activists, they are surely capable of speaking for themselves.

Critical contextualization

My aim is not to resolve these issues here. | bring them up in order to clarify
the position in which | see myself in relation to the topics of the thesis. R
flecting upon my own material collected throughdigbrk, | think that what
Reporters Without Borders says in its report makes a lot of sense. Yet it is a
kind of sensamaking with a purpose, namely to point out that the field of
journalism and the mass madh Romania has not developed in a dentecra
ic way, to assist in strgthening the position of Romanian journalists and
thus to indirectly lobby for an informational order that concerns not only
Romania and Romanians but an interconnected world as a vimdire
with principles formulated in th&JN Declaration of Human Rights.

I sympathize with the organizati onos
report should be accounted for mainly as a certain take, which ought not to
be understood as an objectimecount of the situation in Romania as a
whole. Writing within the academic discipline of hrdpology as | am, and
having carried out fieldwork among journalists and NGO activists indQRom
nia, | do not want to claim that this renders my study unique, oeata-
tive, more informed or true about jmalism in Romania than the knowledge
articulated in NGO reports. FieldworKk
provide necessary O0Odatad to correct |
does provide richres of ethnographic data, and this, according to Ortner, is
one of the distinctive contributions of anthropology. Yet ethnography, she
continues, is not enough. It is theory that produces the wider ptvepto
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understand necessary relationships betwdédfégreht claims, and that should
in her view be the main concern in anthropological inquiry, rather than the
competition for authority. An even more r&tructive approach, following
Mazzarella, would be to address that which is said over and over again
(Adnic violencei,0 My exdasea,i siimlids tashgdine n
and Aprotection of journalists®) and
tualizationo (op.cit: 605) rmaliBmancke pr es e
NGO reporting. This, Mzzarella concludes, would make faopologists
into more than merely fmeidtegdoraismg ch do
awareness of the complex mechanisms that steer public discoursesn tran
national levels.

Thus conceptualized, some of the materjaldsent in this study is in line
with what Reporters Without Borders delivers in its report, some @mpl
ments it with richer detail and yet some departs from it and reveals other
aspects of the highly complex field that journalism and the mass media in
Romania presents. To try to reach a full understanding of what role Journa
ism plays in Romania as of today is a task | basically leave aside. Nly inte
est lies partly beyond this and concerns the way journalism is discursively
re-legitimized by Reporters Whout Borders and other organizatioirs,a
context where information and communication have become increasingly
trarsnationalized. In the sections that follow below, | develop what | have in
mind. First, however, | return again to the report by Repowétisout Bar-
ders for further exploration, here combined with some of my own data to
highlight the transnationalmhension.

Harassments and the struggle for standards

Several cases of harassments of journalists were presented épdtte For
example, theassault on Ino Ardelean, an employee with the national daily
EvenimentuZ i | ef Dsc e i in thé westerr pad pfahe country.
Ardelean had been reporting frequently on illegal activities and corruption in
his region, especially in connectionttohe count yds | evader ,
ic, member of the ruling Social Democratic Party (PSD). On December 3,
2003, Ardelean was beaten to the point of unconsciousness while on his way
home, and had to spend 55 days in hospital. No suspect has been brought to
court to this day. The incident had taken place a few months beforetRepor
ers Wi thout Bordersod6 arriggaedd agreat Ro ma
deal of international attention, including public complaints by severatinte
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national organizations (serttrough worldwide amail lists) and a visit to
Ti mi kopther American ambassador to Romania, Michael GuestoA pr
test march had been organized ad-n Ti mi
manian journalists expressing their anxieties over the increasedogole
against journalists, an event that was reported in news forums around Europe
and on web pages of a number of NGOs. The Romanian president at the
ti me, | on |l I i escu, and Pri me Mi ni ste
condemned the assault (after Amdedor Guest hadisited Ardelean in
hospital).
The delegates from Reporters Without Borders investigated this case fu
ther and in an interview with the Romanian Minister of Interior and Public
Administration, the delegates were told that everything had bleaeto
track down the perpetrator¥he minister claimed, for example, that more
than eight hundred witnesses had been heard and that Europol, Interpol and
t he FBI had been requested fori-aid, '
nister] promised thatéh aut hori ti es woul d show 06z
assailants, who would beupi s hed Oo6wit hout any discr
protection. 60 (RWB 2004: 6) I no Arde
stated, was skeptical about thet eh o r i t i e gdesting fthatdahey is | su
fact already kraekran] objécted tathederyi close tieS fhak
exist on the local level between the police, the PSD and the judges, saying
6Any journalist who may want ta wri't
tonalrews paper wi | | be assaulted the ver
The Reporters Without Borders report put a lot of blame on the current
government, the ruling party PSD and its network throughout the country.
Tendencies of increased violence toward journalistsatiaely ran parallel
to increased PSD monopolization and influence over the media, especially in
the provinces. On a more general level, the problematic social relationship,
Reporters Without Borders ggested, is the one between journalists and
authorities, characterized by deep mutual mistrust. Journalists, on the one
hand, told the delegates about the negative attitudes toward themi-by off
cials, about problems of access to public information and about the large
number of law suits for libel they are sabjed to. Officials, on the other
hand, cop| ai ned about journalists6é | ack
perceived to be defamatory campaigns against them through the media. To
some extent, Reporters Without Borders appeared not to take a stand here, in
the sense that journalists too were blamed for not living up to professional
standards. Bribes in the course of journalistic work, for instance, veere d
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scribed as a temptation that not all journalists seemed able to avoid. On the
whole, however, it is nadifficult to tease out the ideological stance in the
report, or, putting it otherwise, the idea of universally valid standards of
journalism and the model of mass media it rested upon.

Although it was not clear exactly who harassed journalists in Romania
and exactly for what reason, the political elite in Romania at the time of the
report was reckoned as hardly favoring the necessary informationali-and j
risdictional climate for independent journalism to belized, and in fact
sometimes to the contrarytafeofficials were not living up to expectations,
it was said, and although individual jouhisés were put forth as bravely
taking the risk of being harassed or assaulted while carrying out #ieir a
cribed tasks, the journalist comnity as a whole was ghto be in need of
further education. Mistrust between the two parties appeared as an obstacle
to change, which made external intervention seem particularly needed. Fou
teen years after the ®alled revolution in December 1989, Reportershd/it
out Borderss t at ed, Ro mani ad siillstruggkng, thatlis,ts t r u g ¢
fall sufficiently well in line with international standards of public comirun
cation through the media of mass communication.

To Reporters Without B who dndiatezithe | oc a |
visitd the growing number of assaults and threats toward jbstmanade
the situation in early 2004 appear as something of a crisis. Being a-Rom
nian investigative journalist himself, he had experienced increased Hdifficu
ties in carrying out his jotand he was also in offict with a chief editor and
a director of one of Romaniads Il-bigges
ly acknowledged actor such as Reporters Without Borders come to Romania
to inquire into the sitation was like calling in heavrtillery.** Reporters
Without Borders responded to his initiative in accordance with the omazaniz
tionds stipulated motives; digatommobi | i :
and interviews throughout Romania, set up press conferences in the capital
city of Bucharest and used its global news and NGO networlddoess
globally the Romanian case.

After the actual inquiries and the writing up of the report, the effort
peaked with the presence of Robert Mefahdad of Reporters Without
Borders and well knowm activist circles throughout the world for his figh
ing against press freedom violations and threats toward jourdaéstthe
main press conference in Bucharest a few days after the report was released.

“® |nterview 200705-22.
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The press conference created some turmoil andnadsie a couple of public
authorities take action in making some, at that point, particular information
accessible to jamalists that had earlier been hard to obtain.

The Social Democratic Party was voted out of office in the elections that
followed laterthat year, and this appeared to have put some end to the worst
worries, and constituted a point where things subsequently started to get
better. Foll owing Reporters Without [
Index, 0 to use one gilankdd®8 in 20@7aasaBr e , Ro
pared to 70 in 2004

Transnational NGO activism as-tkritorialized investigative
journalism

| interpret the report not only as a product of a globally active NGO with an
ambition to change the conditions for journalism in Romahut as anxe
ample of a kind of journalistic text with an expanded frdfriReporters
Without Borders focused specifically on Raman investigative journalists.
While journalism in a general sense is often said to be the first rough draft of
history, conmunications sablar Hugo de Burgh suggests that investigative
journalism provides Athe first rough
drawing attention to failures within
ways in which those systems can bewingented by the rich, the poviel
and the corrupto (de Burgh 2000: 3) .
confines of nati onal border s; fsoci e
limited to a natiorstate, correlating with a sovereign power. Publientibn
is drawn in national, regional and local media, and the citizens who are to
enjoy the work of investigative journalists aresibally those that can vote in
the following general elections in @tional constituency. In this ideal case,
t he ®mpuibsl ifcairly well del i neatFe-d, as
thermore, it ign this national setting th@durnalism finds its most convin
ing ground.

Reporters Without Borders is a globally active NGO, but the repeied r
to can arguably be reaaks an investigative journalistic account along de
Burghoés | ines. 't was c amlistsie\Westernt by

47 pfter all, the authors of the report were reporters/journalists, describing themselvély litera
as reportersvithout bordersas opposed to the reporters they were writing about, depicted as
constrained by structural borders ttedthe nation, set up by people acting in allegedlyeund
mocratic ways.
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European countries or in Romania and who completed their evaluation
project on t he Re p oyrolt. €e smetdfs dandh goals Bor
were similar to those that concern investigative journalism in a national co
text: by means of investigations, interviews, and the publication of a text in a
certain form and style, the report addressed abuses and political as well as
profesgonal shortcomings. At the end of the line was a focus on &igisi
how are current laws in Romania safeguarding the work of journalists, and to
what degree are they respected by state officials and journalists alike (a
though the former category is neooften in focus)? Not very wellceording
to the Reporters Without Borders report.

Yet the report was produced within a different context than &ienal:
that of a transnationally connected world, with legislativeahsions linked
as much to the Ured Nations and the Europeamibh (see below) as to
domestic institutions, and codé-conduct issues to international norms
rather than those formulated by national unions of journalists or the like (cf.
Eriksen 2005). It thus addressed local or natiosstlies while it simudt-
neously spoke to and was expressive of larger ones. It was involvedrin mea
ing-making processes of jouriem in Romania, while also indicative of a
wider dimension, especially a complex overlap between the spheres-of jou
nalism andNGOs when the perspective is lifted to that of Europe or the
globe and when it concerns topics such as human rights.

The report was not a journalistic piece, however, measured against the
ideal Reporters Without Borders directly or indirectly lobby fothair ac-
count on the conditions of journalism in Romania. When the authors of the
report switched from neutral recounting of facts tanmative statements
directed mostly at Romanian officials (see below), they deviated from the
norm. And as for one of tharinciples included in the universal moddhat
of the right to reply(cf. Curran 1996) one may wonder where exactly ind
viduals who felt that they had been misquoted or treated in an unfair way in
the report would turn to put forth their own views. Falliog this interpred-

ti on, what can one say about Report el
connection especially to objectivity and impartiality as crucial values of
journalism? One could say that, firs

somewhatmore canplicated matter. Second, that some situations seem to
call for or allow that journalists leave behind professional ideals.

78



New conditions for new world stories

One of thequestiond am concerned witlin this thesis is how the kind of
discursive ats such as the report by Reporters Without Borders, and the
scenario | have described so far, can be understood and analyzed ic- conne
tion to recent debates among a variety of scholars about the prospects of a
transrational or global journalism, transnatial public spheres or even a
global one, conected to a global civil societ§l shall develop what | have

in mind in the sections that follow, from a different angle than that &-Fra

e r 06 sussedim Chapter 1.

While journalism in Romania since 1989, siated, has been and is-d
veloping partly in relation to a transnational or global conteatattierized
especially by the ubiquitous spread of NGOs working on rights issues and
the protection of journalists (seeg, Calhoun 2004; Fraser 2007; Keck and
Sikkink 1998; Nash 2005), journalistic activity across the world (foreign
reporting most significantly) has also had to face new challenges in handling
issues with an increased crasdtural and crossational range (Hannerz
2004). Two debates or processthus run parallel to one another in relation
to the object of study in this thesis: one centering on journalistic activity in
building democracy in Romania and
regions, the other on journalism in a broader senséM@stern countries
especially), as a professional activity that has played an important role in
modern democratic societies for decades. The latter has resteexed the
kind of radical changes as in the former socialist countries, but has still had
to face new challenges in the p&Xtld War situation.

The end of the Cold War meant the loss of an interpretative frame, the
loss of a global story line that had earlier guided foreign reporting in partic
lar (see Ekecrantz 1998; Hannerz 20Ghldmann,Hannez and Westin
2000; Verdery 1996 200Q. The Cold War offered a certain grid through
which conflicts around the world could be interpreted and narrativized (cap

n

talism vs. comu ni s m) . According to Hanner z,

not in places or even riems, but in entities better seen as networks, cente
ing on particular issues and topics and extending through transnational
spaceo (op.cit.: 206) . I n a siail ar

koff, and Rainow suggest that the end of Cold Wae a n t ffa shift

48 See Calhoun (2004), Eide et. al. (2008), Eriksen (2005), Fraser (2007), Hannerz (2004),
Kaldor (2003), McLaughlin (2004), McNair (2002), Sparks (1998), Thussu (1998), and
Volkmer (25).
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focus of security planners from superpower confrontation to polymorphous
new threats which are yetto be fullgfdi nedo (2004: 3) .
Changing conditions and increased interconnectivity across borders since
the Cold War ended have bludréoundaries between traditally clearcut
sections within the news industry: foreign news, rigial news, cultural
news and domestic politics (cf. Schudson 1995: 13), and between activities
such as journalism and NGO work. There is little doubt thassriadustries
still occupy a central place as agencies of information brokerage abeut cu
rent affairs globally and lotig (Boyer and Hannerz 2006Y.et they have
had to undertake some fAjournakdersti c r
to build up new ompetencies for the kind of issues that tend to involve and
affect people across nationatdacultural borders in new Changing cend
tions has also mearan expansion of the scope for publidropnd national
public spheres have become increasingly integdiwith global ones (cf.
Fraser 2007). Global warming, global terrorism, HI\Untan trafficking,
and migration are among the most clear examples of issues with sugh tran
national characteristics. Although intricately tied to news production itself,
the searity of journalists across the globe may qualify as belonging to this
category, making the protection of joalists in Romania part of a global
story.

Assemblage of global media development

Through the report by Reporters Without Borders, a scenariddsnidhere
democratic progress in Romania appears to depend on the security-of jou
nalists. It also draws some framing contours of an interconnected world
where state regimes are operating within a largemasage of governance
composed of networks of tranational NGOs and other international ofgan

zations (Inda 2005), tevhat Gupta and Ferguson (200&fer to as an

emerging system dfansnational governmerni. he fgover nanent al i
ture, 0 with | jtbavbich this perspectifezbldngad to 9

which anthropadgists like Inda, Gupta and Ferguson, and many others have
contributed with perceptive research
modern government, concerned with the exercising of authority over the
conduct of human beings and pdations® The usage of Afgove
this literatur e, according to I nda,

% See, e.g., Collier and Ong (2005), DgA®999, Foucault (2000)|nda (2005),Rabinow
(2003, 2005), Rose (2001), and Rose and Miller (1992).
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state and its institutions but more broadly any rational effort to influence or

guide the conduct of human beings through acting uponhbpes, desires,

circumstances, or environmento (2005:
Gupta and Ferguson point out how the Foucauldian concept ofngover

mentality has been used, by Foucault and in research that follows hig-theore

ical path, to focus on mechanisms that were maiatjonal in scope. They

propose Ato extend t hemedtihatarelsengsetn t o

up on a global scaleodo (op.cit: 115) .
ficonduct of ¢ on;dFaucaulvlogpdowdaba sednddheingl O
atst ake in Gupta and Fergusondés extend

acts as an external watchdog over the conduct of the Romanian state co
cerning méers of public information and communication, and condemns
some of its behaviour as deviating fronr&aean or international norms and
standar ds. The Romanian state is thu:
moralecmo my 6 with Hastrupébés term (2003:
fundamatal things connected to journalidnireedom of expression most
significartlyd becomes an issue that transcends the Romanian geographical
border.

Simultaneously, the report is an exercise in knowledge productionlthat a
so draws the journalists into a realm of professionalism withxsneed
range and a wider frame of eeénce concerning ethically rtect behavior.
Addressing journalists, editors, media executives,tipi@ins and state
bureaucra® important nodes in an informational and cultural landscape in
which Romanian citizenship and identity is continuosly beingnéab
Reporters Without Bordersb6 report co
effort to influence or guidethemduct of human beingso (

Norm and discipline

Norms, Foucault (1979) argues, comprise one important aspect or process by
which the conduct of a population is governed. The report by Reporters
Without Borders includes several negiving refeences, some more exact

than others, that puts journalism in Romania into a certain perspective. Apart

from explicit references to Europeanrstards, the report points to rego
mendations formulated by the Organization for Security and Caiogetn

Europe (OSCE), and to expectations of decisive measures put forth by the
European Parliamentdés rapporteoar on F
tiations taking place at the time. If mainly European in scope, toward the end
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of the report Reporters Wi thoutit- Bor de
bly and to scrupulously adhere to th
2004: 16), where the unspecifiecauge of t he words #dAprof
of ethicso ar guapoftherefgrentmldesehto hatef s c a l
the globe.

The report was placed i nbastdaghive t er s
alongside other reports that concerned evaluationsthredr ccountriesd a
webbased interface that descri Bisgssd t he
in their different national locations, and thus giving the reader a sense of the
degree of freedom of expression in the world as a whole. Published on the
organz at i on&s we b <tronically gpheadltoenews madia aceokse
the world, the Reporters Wiut Borders report on Romania spoke urgently
and transpublicly of a particular ca8d.aking into account that the visit had
been ceorganized with represéatives of a Romanian NGO (in turn part of
a national movement for the protection of journalists), Reporterbowtit
Borders could be seen as having mediated their case to the world (see, e.g.,
Keck and Sikkink 1998; Nash 2005). Carrying out their investigs and
making their findings and conclusions globally pudlihiat Romanian jau
nalists were under thréathe delegates of Reporters Without Borders thus
intervened in domestic politics and put pressure on the Romaniamgover
ment to secure the workingrmditions of journalists. Seen this way, the visit
and the report correspond with a common view that theigco¥ globally
active NGOs carry hopes for freedom (Keand Sikkink op.cit.; cf. Tsing
2005:45) , or that they are fidoing goodbo

Al ternatively, the organizationdés Vv
followed can be seen as an example of recent formations of new kinds of
disciplinary power (see, e.g. Foucault 1979; Gupta and Ferguson 2805; R
binow 2003). A quote from the repartight be said to attest to this perspe
tive: Referring to an interview with head of the public service institution
Radio Romania, during which accusations of censorship by the radio had
been discussed, the authors of the report wrote that

when Reporters ithout Borders warned him not to be tempted to take up the
old habits of some bygone era, the director of the -statged radio station

%0 The force of the dissemination to news media should be understood against Reporters
Without Borders orgamational structure, with many journalists in influential positions in

news organizations across the world themselves being passive or active members of Reporters

Wi thout Border s. Arguabl vy, this enhances the
through the news production evaluation machinery.
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retorted: fiSometi mes | h
1

ve the i mpre:
either since Ceausestu0 ( RWB 200 4 : )

A warning to a director of a statan public service media institution; the
use of the terms fAtempted, 06 Aoutd hab
mentation of a highanking official blaming others with a lower rank for
having failed in adapting to the wesituatior® these words and images have
a generative force in the process of constityjournalism in Romania as an
object of knowledge (cf. Verdery 1996: 204). Measured against atitamal
or European standards, the conditions for journalistic wofRdmania p-
pears as a problem. The report states that the situation is not normal and that
itrevealsnst ances of MAunacceptable behavio
not yet there, media practitioners and state officials are still learning (or need
to be tught), and steps remain to be taken in a progressiveiaiiréoward
an ideal situation defined by these standards.

Through this act of addressing, defining and presenting solutioss, re
ponses or recommendations to decigitakers and executives in therRa-
nian official apparatus, as well as to journalists, certain values are imposed
onto Romania and Romanians (cf.rifeent 1998), while a global norm is
simultaneously processed. The disciplining aspect, following Rabinow, lies
not foremost in the way theetbgates of Bporters Without Borders proceed
during the interview or in the formulations of the report, but in the way ce
tain histai c a | characteristics provide #fa
those engaged in action to proceed in a way thatsedelligible t o t he mo
(Rabinow 2003: 335).

SummaryPublic sphere, ritual, and governance

In this chapter and in Chapter lLhave discussethree approacheso the

reporton Romaniaby Reporters Without Borders, and to journalism more
generally. Firstt Haber masés classic conceptuald]
draws attention to the construction of formalized spaces for rational @eliber

tion andinvolvesa view of theactivity of journalistsas constitutingideally

an important part in safeguarding a \&bationaldemocray. Jounalists

are seen as deliverimgecessarynaterialfor theformationof public opinion

thus supplying important means by whichelected officialsand mwerful

groups can be heldccountableo larger populatios. Fr as er 6 shewor k
transnatioali zation of pullic sphera reveals some of the problero$ this
approachshowing, for example, that the formation of public opinionas n
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wadays a somewhat more compl ex- i ssue
count for.Others, like Mcguigan (128 ) , criticize Haber ma
ceptualizationand suggest his theoimplies too rigid a model of how pu
lic culture relates to public spheréet theoriesof the public spherenvolve
conceptual toolshat are still useful for an exploration diow the organia-
tion of jounalismand themass median postCold War Romania can be
undersood and mortored; whether thearedenocratic or not.

Second,from the perspective o4 ritual or cultural approachquestions
can be asked abothe very aistence ofjournalism and the mass media
society,the weight and importance put on theandabout transcendentl-
ues and wier frameworks of understanding involved time actionsthey
entail Mass media and jourtiam carry with them strong social funat®
related to the way soci e,tandhosvpeaplee 0 me c
come to think of themselves belongng to collective uni. The term ritual
points to the hightened siditance some forms of action havis a verb,to
ritualize means appeialg to a more embracing authoritative order than that
given by the immediatsituation, and a strive to naturalize How this is
done, andhe social consequences it has for particular grempsjuetions
included inthis agproach Couldry speaksaboutéthe nyth of the nediated
certerd in this respectconcerning the assumption that there is a center to
social world and that media in some sense speaks of that chntaralists
have tradionally occupied a central place in relatitmthis In the ageof
media digitaliztion, as | have describethe precise reference point for this
center is chaging.

Third, theories of goverance and governmentalityconcern organized
practices through which subjects are goverdedovernmentality approach
works on tle part of thejourra st s as a Kkind of At ech
(Wolfe 2005: 18), in the sense that the images and texts they provide has the
potential of influecing the conduct of both individuals and the formation
and conduct of modern gernment.In the last sectionsof this chapter, |
interpreted the report by Reporters Without Borders as expressivewof
this kind ofgovernance is working on a transnational scale.

In the next chapter, | turn focus more promptly to the Romanian mass
media and jouralism field by attending to a dense site of journalisticpra
tice, and a gigantic architectural expression of the belief in the mass media
as constituting a centre of society: the Free Press House.
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3. Free Press House, Stalinist Style

Casa Presei Libergéhe Free Press House), or Casa Scinteii (the House of the
Spark) as the communist regime officially named it at itaigogation in

19586, is situated at one end of a big boulevard stretching toward downtown
Bucharest. It is the largest site of journaligtativity in Romania, and much

of what made up Bucharelsased journgsm at the time of my fieldwork
could be studied at this place. Since 1989, the building has been transformed
from the communi st partyds central
bodks etc.p mostly known for being the place where the party newspaper
Scinteiawas producedl to a kind of office hotel where a large part of the
post1989 national press and other media institutions reside, private ones as
well as stateun. There were of case many other places in Bucharest
where news production of the day were taking place (some of whith | a
tended), but after having spent time in several news offices in the Free Press
House and meeting journalists working there, | came to think of thesfispe
building as an illustrative ethnographic ssmads between different ideas
and practices of journalism that have influenced or conditioned thd-deve
opment of Romanian journalism since 1989, and as a place where many of
the aspects that make the naedind journalism field so complex and mte
esting are basically gathered under the same’foof.

The house stands out as a central symbol or object involved in processes
of investing journalism and the media in Romania with meaning, from both a
domestic andan external viewpoint: its historical past (the house asaa m
terial form originally rendered meaningful during the early days of the R
manian socialist era), the dynamic present (characterized especially by the
immense growth in the 1990s of media outlatshe new market economy
based situation), theedelopmental flaws and achievements of recent years
(in terms of buismess or free speech, for example), and not least the linkages

1 will mainly u

se
Sc’  nteii o when the context is that of the
the building is astake.
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of the building to an increased transnationally connected world of news and
information as well as to NGO activism on issues of free speech and the
protection of journalists. In this respect, it was interesting to note that among
the people | met in Romania and with whom | talked about jeismathe
old name Casa Scinteii (astied with the party paper) wasduently
used when referring to the building, rather than Casa Presei Libere (Free
Press House) which has been the official name since the changes @ 1989
hinting at how the house was conceived of in terms of culturalanyem

As for a global, external, or Western viewpoint, the house may serve as an
i mage of an fAutterly other pladedo (pec
ing with Western scholarly accounts on journalism iomRnia or in the
Soviet or posSoviet hemisphe more broadly(cf. Sparks 1997) The
otherness lies in the way socialist mass media and jourdaksmd thus the
house as one potent symbol of this féeldere portrayed during the Cold
War as the opposite of its Western counterparts. Allmgrto Thomas C
Wolfe,

the Cold War helped establish the naturalness of judgments about the fun
tional role of information within democratic capitalist societies and about the
need to extend the model of the capitalist mass media throughout the world.
The ideas that oenized the Soviet press appeared as the antithesis of those
ideals of impartiality, fairness, and clarity required if national elites were to
lead their countries away from the communist temptation and towardleapita
ist freedom. (Wolfe 2005: 1%)

Nowadayg, in NGO reports, media coverage and scholarly accountsa-Rom

nian journalism is often pictured as burdened with its history, with elements

of Acommuni st behavioro stildl around
still-learning and often corrupt journalisesditors, media owners or polit

cians (see e.g. Coman and Gross 2006taGlaer 2005; Gross 1996, 2002).

Also, it is pictured as a context where one finds a segment of NGO activists
working toward democratization of the media sphere, backed up by Western
organizations andnformed by Western ideals, thus discursively offering a

locus of idenfication for Western initiatives engaged in development and
standardzation or normalization of journalism in RomaPia.

52 \Wolfe writes abouthe Cold War generally and the press in the Soviet Union specifically. It

should be noted that Soviet domination over Romania in the beginning of the socialist era
(19471989) was significant and lastedell into the end ofthe 1960s(see Carey 2004;

Hitchins 1994; Verdery 1991

%Ki deck euterautsheesr nfiesso® in relation to postsoci a
behalf of Westerneds ever since Europe diverged in the sixteenth century during theform
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The Romanian state is currently present inkthidding by owning it and
by running the countryds second | ar ge
house. The soalled media barons occupy several floors and sections where
they operate some of their news organizations. There is one journalist orga
ization in the building (calling itself an NGO), ahanost significantlyd
hundreds of practicing journalists.

In what follows, | explore this house as a way of approaching the- situ
tion of mass media and journalism in Romania around the year 2002 (with
some pdating with more recent changes). | start with a historicak-bac
ground to contextualize the house within a longer time span than that of the
years between 1989 and today. Focus is here set on the original socialist plan
of the building and | also accoufdr some of the political and mass media
context at that time. This is followed by a descriptive and ethnbigil}y
oriented account of the current situation, leading up to a section where |
present two short cases based on interviews with and participservation
of journalists who were working in the building at the time of my fieldwork.
The purpose of this section is to give some sense of what it is like to work in
the house today, an ambition that extends into Chapter 4 where | also move
beyond thebuilding itself and account for conversations with and studies of
journalists working elsewhere. Lastly, | draw attentiontothe sol | ed A f o
mers, 0 a category of media pl agers | i
manian Press Club, conceptualizedresdurrent elité&!

Before 1989

The Free Press House is one of the largest buildings in Bucharest and rese
bles the Moscow State University and the Warsaw Palace of Culture in its
Stalinist architectural style (or Soviet socialist realism). Its locatiothet
outskirts of the immediate center of Bucharest is worth mentioning in some
detail since getting there from downtown Bucharest represents a sisort le

tion of the modar worldd to distinguish itself from the physically proximate (in geographical

and fAracial o ter ms) but culturally, economicaeé
the East, a distinction accentuated during the Cold War (cf. Buchowski 2006; Tad®@®@¥;,
Wolff 1994).

The expression Rbmaméamasnodinsessedabivaad jour na
Sorin Ozon whoa | s 0 u s edmosalirmé ddasacdmmon expssion colloquially

imedi ao Bdndea and Ozon 2005f.@FJ 1999; Berry 2005)lt denotes a group of

middleaged men with experience from the media sector during socialist times, and who
succeafully established themselves as journalists, editors, chief editors, and managers in the
post1989 media landscape.
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in Romanian history until 1989.L eavi ng Pi aSa Victori ei
and heading north on Cal@&ctoriei (Victory Streetd both named after the
victory over the Tur ks anddoneReadnami aods
at a big triumphal arc, built to commemorate soldiers who died in World

War I. Through the arc, the Free Press House is visible aiaacis

Casa ScinteiThe House of the Spark, mid80s. A statue of Lenin in front.
(Photo by Scott Edelman)

As a point in the original socialist city plémom the end of the 1940s, it was
supposed to symbolize the final end: getting there, one has historieally tr
veled from 1877 (national independence), through 1918 (when Romania was
geographically at its largest due to land gains in the World War | pesace
ty) and up to 1944 (the year when Romania was connected to Soviét socia
ism, by changing sides in World War Il from the Axis to the Allies, which
after the Yalta peace conference meant being part of the socialist sphere of
the Soviet Union).

The buildng project manifested a new political order, what was said to be
a move away from a mainly agrarian country to a moderrsiridlione, and

®The #l es s dhnbp Swiedish artihistorishodersAman in his booliArchitecture

and IdeologyilEast ern Europe During the Stalin Eraodo |
the topic. | draw mosbf the following historico-architectural and analytical account of the
origi nal sociali st planning of the house on | m:

1987 (the edition | am using) and based on his research carried out in Bucharest and other
cities in the former East bloc countries in the 1970s and 80s.
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not least was Casa Scinteii built and designed to mark the important role of
communication and political propagandahe new socialist situation. Idea
ly, the house was to be viewed from a southeqgiea where its grandiosity
and ideological connotations would be aesth#yiaaost clearly at display.
Once there, furthermore, it was to be understood that there waagbe-
hind it: the front facade was to face a prosperous modern future whereas the
backyard designated a kind of raw material of traditional past that was to be
dealt with and worked on polygraphically in the house, esigdlaough
national and intetational news, important discursive nodes in the coastru
tion of any modern national identity (cf. Anderson 1991). In fact, the back
side of the building, through a monumt& entrance in the original plan
(never realized), is where the workers would eriteat that point in history
one would linger beyond the house and further @ogpeaking symbolida
ly and according to the planone would thus meet workers coming from
Afinowhered and heading the othee way,
signed buildingnto which they would enter through a magnificent gate and
lend their labor to the staten manufacturing of news and other mass m
diated messages, with the overall goal qipguting and creating a good and
true society. Coming this way, entering theug® and doing the work they
did, the workers would manifest one manufacturing instance of the ideolog
cal project of AThe New Man. o

In terms of its completeness as a polygraphic media complex, the size and
design of the building made Casa Scinteii inte ofhthe more spectacular
architectural projects of its time. Things changed rapidly during the first
decade of socialist Romania, however, and by the time the building was
completed, which was also at a time when Stalin had died and de
Stalinization was nder way in the Soviet Union, it had lost most of its p

tenti al to become a model for furthe
and the political development made it less interesting in terms of architectu
al styl e, even fAki tearnpadaryachktets Amang t o

1987: 141). Nevertheless, the house came to serve the Romanian communist
regime for almost half a century as a center for the production of news,
books, films and other media, mostly along the lines of political propaganda
(Aumene 1999; Coman and Gross 2006; Gross 1996, 1999).
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Stalinist style, sate ontrol

Stalinist architectural style, to which the Free Press House belongs, is a wide
concept referring to architectural design in the Soviet Union anidlist
Europe approximatelpetween 1933 and 195%5lt is linked to the political

and economic system named after Josef Stalin, including a certain usage of
propaganda to establish a personality cult around an absotfité¢odi A
general feature of Stalinist architectural styleghie use of architgure in
buildings and city planning as a means of defining the individual person in
relation to an overarching state.

The Free Press House, 2007. (Photos by author)

Rather than involving distinct appearances, it was an architetttatee-
sulted from the way the state communicated with the masses through its
constructions. Grandiose monumentalism, patriotic art details, and tnaditio
al motifs are common, with the effect of making individuals small and-insi
nificant in relation to ammnipresent natiestate with a moopoly on ddt
vering the truth.

Casa Scinteiexemplifies this. It is large and tall, with a centrally placed
tower stretching high up in the air. Inside, long corridors link many small
rooms where journalists and otherpmayees were at work. In the middle of
the building complex, a large hall for repratsgional events (concerts, for
example) was placedThe house was designed in accordance with the co
bination of socialist realism and national traditionalism typicathef style.
The idea was to have it socialist in content and nationform and in Casa
Scinteiione finds Byzantine and Turkish traditional elements irmated in
exterior details, elements thought of as being part of the Romaniaageeri

SApart from Aman (1992), se¢he works by anthropologists Buchli (1999) and Holston
1989).
5(’7 After 1989, the Bucharest Stock Exchange rented this particular space.
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of building tradition. Inside, work was organized along strictly ideatat
lines and meticulously controlled by the communist party.

The construction process started a few years after the communists off
cidly took over the rule of Romania in 1948, at a point wBeniet influ-
ence over the Romanian administration was significant, due to the outcome
of World War Il (see Hitchins 1994). There had been several competitions
among architects in the country, leading up to the appointment of a group led
by Horia Maicu, whashortly thereafter went to Moscow to discuss aad n
gotiate the project with Soviet Heagues and officials. Definitely closing a
chapter in the countryods histoo-y char
litically activist press, especially during tigerwar (see Aumente 1999),
the new building organized a production of news controlled by the>%#sdte.
the time just before the changes in 1989, more than forty years after the
house was put in use, the activity in the building was nearly like the one
originally planned: it housed five national daily newspapers (the two main
ones with circulations steadily above one million, another two in the minor
ty languages of Hungarian and German, and a fifth addges younger
audience), a small number of weelliand monthlies, the statened news
agency Agerpres, the main census organization, publishing houses, printing
machines, and a few statg/ned film production companies. The Ministry
of Culture had one floor in the central part of the building.

Party &tivism

The Free Press House is thus the location where the Romammamuodst

party used to operate its central information and commatioic apparatus

during almost half a century, and where a large part of the Romanian pre

1989 journalists had their waulace. An assignment as journalist in the

building during the 1970s and 80s most often meant having undergane trai

ing in the partyés program to ¥®ecome

i sdtswe j our n adordisgt t6 she themptesidenta and pay-
secretary Nicolae Ceaukescu (sre Gr o:

%8 Besides Aumente (1999) and Gross (1996, 1999), | draw on my own material. Several
journalistswhom | interviewedreferred to the interwar period as one that a democratically

minded journalist auld turn to for inspiration. For a rich autobiographical account that to

some extent captures the journalistic or publicity climate of the late interwar yeaBelse-

tian (2003). See also Coman and Gross (2006), who suggest that the 1920s was a period of
Abrief flirdembonawytd guadasVMerdery (1i9991), dc
cized character of the publications of that time.
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dained in press laws daog the 1960s and 70s and followed generally along
the lines of the organization of communist propaganda and public cdmmun
cation developed earlier by Sovieleologues and bureaucrats. Special g
vernmental bodies in the Romanian bureau@agyy. a so called PresscSe

tion of the Central Committee wof the
c i & egulated anything related to television, radio and printetral,
and defined the task and limitations of therjp@ | i st s 6 anvandr k ( C

Gross 2006; Gross 1996).

Those who took up positions as journalists were supposed to contribute
with all their abilities to the achievement of the sociopolitical functions of
the press as established in Romanian Communist Party documents. They
were expected to serve the cause of communism and fight to promote the
revolutionary spirit in all facets of socialist life and against everything that
might curb the forward movement of tkeciety. Journalists were notpsu
posed to write about things as they were, but as they should be. They were
forbidden to publish or broadcast material that was hostile to the ctinstit
of the Socialist Republic of Romania, contained attacks againsbodtedist
order or against the Romanian communist party, or which defamedathe le
dership of the state and the party (Coman and Gross 2006; Gross 1996. See
also Brucan 1992; Petcu 2002).

Before the material gathered and compiled by journalists turnedinto
ticles in the press, it was chosen and proofread by party officials, who were
placed at several points in the hierarchy and editorial process: as a decisive
post from which the daily activities were anized and topics of the day
delivered to editorin-chief and other bureau employees; as executive
groups following and taking part in the actual production; and as arogudit
station at the end of the dayroofreading, cutting, adding.

At the end of the 1970s, Predident
over the media by placing it mBre or
rect influence and appointing one of his brothers to be in charge of various
media institutions. This move resembled developments in the Soviet Union
during the Stalin era with rsa media practically becoming an instrument of
the ruler himself, rather than serving a more general socialist or communist
agenda; an instrument that was often used in a totalitarian way. loviet S
Union, Stalin frequently used the press to condenmmeons with oppsing
views. As for Rmania, Nicolae Ceaue scu @Ai mmer sed hi mse
of control of the mediad (Aumente 199
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From underground tofficialdom

The former name, fACasa Sc nteimo (the
nection to Soviet communism. It can be traced badkkia, the name (also

meaning spark) of a Russian political newspaper, founded and edited by
Lenin and published by him and other Russiangeamts (Trotsky among

them) for the first time in Leipzig in 1900 and subsequently for a sleert p

riod in Munich, London, and Gewa (the newspaper was smuggled across

the border to Russia). s k mattd was taken from 19th century poetV!

di mir Odoevskyds famous | ine, AA spat
he wrote as a reply to Pushkiwmayyes fDee
to the secalled Decembrists who had been deported to Siberia as dpunis

ment for their rebellion against autocracy. Several of the members of the

Iskra editorial group were involved in planning and initiating the ratioh

in Russia in 1917. The plitation of Iskraended in 1905. A few years later,

some members of the group joined Trotsky in the-siautf Pravda®®

Iskra was thus emblematic of early communist movement and ideology
and similar publications appeared at this time and later in sesier -
ropean countries. This was the case \@tfinteia the main party nespaper
during the communist years in Romania, and the most importalitation
compiled in the Casa Scinteii building. The first Romanian paper with this
name was edited by Romian revolutionaries in Bolshevist Russia ampd a
peared for a short time around 1919 in the city of Odessa where there was a
small community of ethnic Romanians. It reemerged as the official voice of
the Romanian communist party in 1931, published clarmgdgtin Bucha-
est until 1940 when relations between the Soviet Union and Romania made
such projects dangerous, again due to the circumstances of World War Il
After the Romanian fascist regime dissolved in 1944 it reappeared again as
the main forum for Rommnian communist politics, becoming the official
paper of the communist party in 1948.

The circumstances under whidbkra, Scinteiaand other publications
were produced were exceptional, and the brief historical account | give here
corresponds with a faswting scenario of how fields of mass media were
intricately connected to political developments on national as well as inte
national scales. The publications first appeared aspsdifished grassroots
work and later, within a relatively short period oh¢, as statsanctioned
official newspapers of the ruling parties, with circulations multiplyingesom

%9 The dataon Iskra builds onCarr (1950).
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times several hundreds of times (as in the casecbiteid. The early ve
sions ofScinteiahad the character of what later was to be called samizdats:
it was oppodional, produced by a small number of political activists and
distributed through unofficial links. A revolution in Russia indirectly made
Iskrathe official voice in the new public sphere. A world war paved the way
for Scinteidikewise to reah officialdom practically ovenight.

Today

A glance at the front facade of the Free Press House in 2002 indicatés a rad
cally different situation than that of the communist years, with company
flags, logos and banners scattered on the walls, representuagiety of
commercial media institutions that run their newshesses in the house.

Casa Presei Libere/Free Press House, October 2007. (Photo by author)

If the original socialist plan was to have the house define an idealog
architectural endpot of the city, nowadays the northern parts of Bucharest

is where one finds one of the posh areals (Be asa) of tuhe Rom
veaux riches and the bourgeoning middle and uppéddle class, a symiic
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token of there being no finowhered beh
those who have fared well finaially in the 1990s.

Further north one alsorfids t he cityds main airp
some financial support from the EU. As a foreigner enters the city by plane
and travels from the airport to the city center by bus or car, the Free Press
House appears halfway on the right side as one of giefifldings making
the approach of the downtown area. Having reached this point, iher vis
will already have had the chance twperience plenty of massediated
messages through the immensely saturated advertisement scenery along the
road with hundred of large billboards delivering catchy and colorfulsme
saged or through some of the many radio stations occupying the airwave
media lamiscape. A visitor having some knowledge of what the house stood
for before 1989 might view it as a historical touriste sif sorts. He or she
may also know where to go and see the statue of Lenin that used to be placed
in front of the building (torn down in May 1990 and dumped in the backyard
of a small palace outside town).

As for the average Bucharest citizdragain speldng symbolically and
with reference to the socialist cipfand they may no longer fear or find it
meaningless to head north past the building. In fact, they do so in large nu
bers to connect to other parts of the world, via tihgoai, for example (the
former traveling restrictions are gone, as are the 1990s visaeraguis for
entry into European countries). Thixieased traffic of business and leisure
traveling, and its implications for a new Romanian or European identity, is
one among many topicsed commercially by several of the newspapers and
glossy magazines nowadays residing in the Free Press House, who are taking
stock of trends in contemporary Romania on their own terms, building up
their own specific readerships and gaining atisement reenues as they
are, whether this be through objective reporting, feature articles with-a su
jective touch or semibbjective, semadvertisement type of texts.

The Free Press House, as of 2002, is thus surrounded by a whole set of
different social phenomanand human behavior, and by an overallgran
formed framework for processes of identitymation and cizenshi@ with
intricate connections to the world of mass media ifeated in the public
spheres of advertisement, radio waves, pmasgeés, and citylpnning. The
house does not function as an gmaint anymore. Neither did it remain a
historical relic contrasting with the new situation. It is part of it in several
ways.
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Nameswitches, new ownership structures and new occupational
pathways

Switching thename from Casa Scinteii to Casa Presei Libere (The Free
Press House) symbolizes how apparently easy it was then, right after the
December 1989 riots, to declare that times had changed and that Romanian
media institutions were now free. The name switcls walicative of some
change, some fresh winds of hope for freedom and democracy, some wishful
thinking about the power of words and labels, and some political correctness
in the face of a Western world where financial support for structural change
(and forindependent media more directly) was soon made available. Behind
this semiotic message lay a set of thoroughgoing changes occurring early on
after 1989 and throughout the 1990s.

From the perspective of constitutional reformation, the activity going on
insde the Free Press House in 2002 had been adjusted irdacce with
new legislation connected to the media branch, such as freedom tgpstart o
erating news organizations, freedom of expression, the right to establish
educational centers in journalism, ahe right to create unions. The owne
ship status and the legislative and pssienal conditions behind each outlet
residing in the house, on the whole, were thus radically different from what
the original intentions with the building implied, likewisethwithe @reer
path leading to a position as journalist in any of the news offices today.
There were at least four educational institutions in Bucharest offering full
programs for a degree in journalism in 2802oth private and stat®ind
and a degree in jonalism was rarely obligatory to achieve a positioni-Se
eral news organizations used probation time as a principle of traenti
(sometimes paid, sometimes unpaid), and many of the young journalists |
spoke to, and who were employed by some of the animg residing in the
house, lacked journalism education and came instead from law schwol, ec
nomics or political science. Many of them had basically walked into one of
the offices and asked to be granted some time to show their ability. This
recruitmentproe dur e gave, on the one -bheadnd,
journalists to enter the market. On the other hand, it gave employeps an o
portunity to staff part of their news organizations with {paid labor who,
in addition, were less willing or able to claitheir professional rights if
things did not turn out well for them, and where ending contracts (if they
were ever written) was rarely a problem for the bosses. In any case, the path
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for potential employment had altered; the house could be entered ialsever
ways.

Many of the generation of journalists who started working in the Free
Press House right after the changes in 1989 (before training waabdei
were engineers. This was due to the fact that the polytechnical faculties and
the job market for erigeers were the largest and most prosperous rim co
munist Romania, offering the safest choice for a viable career. The immense
growth of the media market during the first years of the 1990s attracted
many engineers, since many of them had commenced dndihitheir ui
versity education for pragmatic reasons but often had a side interestah s
and cultural matters, an interest some of them had been able to keep up with
before 1989 due to the occurrence of student journals at many faculties, as
well as cltural and literary magazines, with small circulations and some
freedom toward the authorities. These journals were claimed by many |
spoke to as the only fAtruly journali s
times. In addition, many large industries hadlose down early on after the
changes, which meant that engineers, by sheestigsticonstituted a large
group among those looking for a job (cf.r@an and Coman 1995).

Among the prel989 media institutions in the house, the two dailies
Scinteiaand Romania Libek survived the revolutionary changes and were
privatized. The national news agency Agerpres remained aostaed
business with some changes at the top, as was the case with tevsiate
distribution company Rodipet, delivering publications throughbatcoun-
try.%° Lots of new newspapers saw the light and some of them moved into the
house, and foreign news organizations opened affiliated offices. In 2002,
there were more than thirty diffent dailies, weeklies and monthlies in the
house. The state stdldninistered the building and an obvious benefit for the
residents was that rents were low compared to office space ratemdow

During the hectic days at the end of December 1989, the work atrthe fo
mer party papeBcinteiawas kept up alongside negtons among leading
figures of the paper on how to reorganize it. Switching the name from
Scinteiafirst to Scinteia Poporulu{The Spark of the People) and only days

50 Agerpres changed its name to Rompres in early 1990. However, the former name was taken
up again in 2008. These particular name changes can be seen as ironic in several ways. Age
pres was the name of the news agency during comntimes, but if one suspects that some
people will now, as of 2009, associate the current news agency with communism, it needs to
be taken into account that Agerpres was established in 1889. Furthermore, Rompres was the
name of a small clandestine news ageelonging to the Romanian Comanist Party before

1928 (se€Coman and Gross 2006).
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later toA d e v Thedrtuth, picking up the name from one of the first 19th
centurynggs papers with a national ndreend ®h) ,
in the logotype, was the most obvious change that quickly came about. Some
of the partycompromised people left, and the new board was organized
around a mixture of former employees and pedmm outside, some who
had been detained for dissidence during the last years of communist regime.
Ownership during the early 1990s was divided mainly between persens b
longing to the editorial staff. Several reorganizations occurred throughout
the 1990sheaded throughout most of the period by editerhief Dumitru
Tinu who started accumulating shares of the company after 1992, eventually
ending up with 75 percent at the time of his unexpected death in 2001 (see
Coman and Gross 2006: 80). He and hiéf shanaged to convert the paper
into a modern successful business, and many domestic and foreignrcomme
tators regarded it as one of the top professional newspapers in the country, of
international standard except on one tépibe Hungarian minority, which
ocaasionally was subjected to nationalistic propaganda (Gallagher 2001).

A d e v L mainicdimpetitorR o m© n i a, odcupibdethre tthird floor in
the West wing, a few steps away frofnd e v £ entrdndes and like
A d e v had sodme seventy journalists empd in 2002Ro m©ni a Li ber
was established in the 1870s and remained in business throughoutrcommu
ist times, after it was nationaliz€dAs a party paper second &zinteiadur-
ing the socialist era, it concentrated more on local than national andaintern
tional news. After 1989, it obtained substantial funding from the United
States, as part of U.S. policy to support free media (a controversial thing at
that point). During the 1990B 0 m©n i a redisteth sevetal offers from
foreign media groups to be bdugup and majority ownershigmained in
the hands of Romanian companies or individuals. This was a generail-chara
teristic of the Romanian press during the 1990s. Unlike, famgle, the
cases of Czech and Bulgarian newspaper markets, dominated to exkarge
tent by German media groups, the Romanian press was most ofte Rom
nianowned (see Downey 1998). This started changing around the turn of the
millennium.Ro m©n i a wak pukckaset by the German companytWes
deutche Allgemeine Zeitung, and th#luential tabloid Evenimentul Zilei
(with offices in the east flank of the house) had earlier been bought up by
another German company, Bertelsmarh.d e v, Hurtheimore, underwent

51 The fiiber timthe name refers to liberation from the Turks. | came across othlemax
tions for the name, howeveroFexamplea clerk at the Mirstry of Culture sggested that
flibertd  m eraerfrom the capitalist world.
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perhaps one of its most thorough changes in 2006, when nearly all of the
journalists and editors resigned and formed®&mdulnewspaper when the
owner (daughter of Dumitru Tinu) wanted to change the board of the co
pany and reorganizine paper. The change/Atd e v had little to do with
foreign ownership. Yet it was another instance among many indicating the
fast rhythm of changes, lately involving large profits for a relatively few
number of players on the market (see Coman and Gross 2006; Candea and
Ozon D05).

Across the square frolRo m©n i a, orLthebsecond floor of the east
wing of the building complex, one could find the statened news agency
Rompres, the second biggest news bureau in the country. It was the object of
heated debate at the time miy field stay, since the current government
seemingly had been trying to make the agency into a mouthpiece ohgover
ment power by organizing it under the ministry of information rather than
the parliament.

Regardless of ownership status, independencdlia gtroblem throup-
out the market. Much debate and research on Romaniarajsm and mass
media focus on this issue. As mentioned, a common idea is that the market is
greatly overpopulated, and that it is hard to survive on advertisemenmt or Ci
culationrevenues only. Most newspapers are therefore officially or unoff
cially linked to financial and political interests who support them, with co
sequential limits on the freedom of reporting. Some people who spoke with
me suggested it would be good for théblic sphere if the maber of outlets
in the media market were reduced, while others suggested the overdrowde
ness could also be seen as a quality of the Romanian media, in terms of pl
rality of voices and perspectives.

Stepping inside

A few hundred journigsts had the Free Press House as their workplace in
2002, compiling local, national and international news for dailies, weeklies
or monthlies; keeping track of politics, business, entertainment, and current
trends. Journalists were reporting on the atéisiin the senate, the paHi

ment, the local and national crime scenes, and the everyday life in the streets
and homes of Bucharest. They were browsing and organizing accounts of
events in the provinces and from the world beyond, channeled thrasgh n
tiond and intenational news agencies or correspondents. In short, doing
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what most journalists across the globe do, and without having texts passing
through any stateun official censorship apparatus.

On an average working day, the parking lot outside thidibgiwould be
crammed with cars and people coming and going, some of them journalists
on their way to and from their specific sites of informati@thering and
meetings in the newsrooms, some of them photographers carrying their
heavy technical gear. THagh frequency of press conferences downtown
was part of what steered the traffic, and the length of queues to purchase
lunch food or coffees would fluctuate at some of the restaurants inside the
building or at kiosks placed @iloors alongside newsstandspplying the
latest issue of publications compiled within the house and elsewhere. On the
surface of it, it was a fulfledged media center and a dense secial
professional envimament, offering, among other things, the many students
of journalism a placéo commence their careers.

Yet if the media field as a whole was considered an exciting field for a
professional career among students and journalists, the Free Press House was
perhaps not the favorite place to be. Many journalists who spoke with me
saidthey did not like the building, and lamenting and pejorativereefges
to communism were frequent iin talks
in the wallsod was a recurring @®@xXpress:e
ing was said to affect the atsphere: there was something oppressive about
the house which in fact, to them, only symbolized the oppressaraatar
of the current redia market generally. Furthermore, the Free Press House
was said not to be a practical building. Maintenance had beeropenthe
years, and there were few large rooms suitable for a modern news office.
The prevalence of small cells added to the feeling among mamgajmis of
not being free, but rather constrained by dictates, not of a single pgrty an
more, but of morecomplex relations of loyalties on behalf ofiteds and
owners toward the political and financial groups thaipsuted them. Some
bemoaned what they saw as a fact that they were allowed little space to act
like watchdogs, and most of the time came outetyeas information gathe
ers who had little power over the final product of their work. The small
rooms in which they wrote their articles framed their position and their space
in ways similar to prel989 conditions. Others, however, did not see things
in this way, but rather felt they were able or allowed to work in ways they
themselves preferred.

| offer two examples to illustrate these kinds of sentiments orni@ys. |
return first toR o m© n i a, which Wwas where | first started spending time
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in the Free Press House, and to an occasion wWheft the house together
with lulia, a journalist who had an assignment downtown. The following
section is a reved extract from my field diary:

| spend the first morning hours in one of the news sections. ddma is

about 40 square meters in size. Three people sit by the desks and write on
typewriters or read papers or documents. Not much is said. After the mee
ing of the section chiefs that normally starts the day, assignments had been
delivered to the reports and some of them had already gone downtown or
elsewhere to collect material, pursue miews or attend press conferences.
They will come back later in the afternoon to write up their pieces. One of
the journalists who is still at the office has beessigned to write about a
recent report from the local traffic authorities about the growing pollution in
the city. He goes through a press release and studies the statistics delivered
in graphics. Another one, lulia, has been assigned to cover Christraas pr
arations, especially gift shopping at marketplaces arranged by the city. She
tells me how she plans to organize her day and after some talk with her boss,
she agrees to have me join her when she goes out to visit a few of tlsese pla
es. She calls the mayof one of the city districts to find out where the
Christmas markets are located. Later on, a photographer enters the room
and the three of us leave the room to travel downtown in one of thearewsp
per 6s cars.

lulia has been witlR 0 m© n i aonly & hoath d&r so. She has egtee
in journalism from the stateun faculty and seems not yet to be quite at ease
in her job. At the marketplace, she carefully approaches people and asks
them about their plans for Christmas, about the gge€Christmas arrang-
ments offered by the city, and the things for sale in the market stands. Some
people seem reluctant to enter into a conversation with her, and others are
reluctant to start with but begin talking when they hear what lulia is after.
Yd others appear happy to share their views of the place and about-Chris
mas more generally. We spend an hour or so at two places and then head
back for the Free Press House. When she comes back to the section office,
she has a talk with her boss and aftieat we go for lunch in a nearby a
teen.

She was given the freedom to compile the article as she wanted, she tells
me, and in this particular case the topic of her article is rather trivial. Still,
she has to accept if he wants to change her text. Soesedtientells her about
the changes beforehand, sometimes he goes ahead withoutsdiscun . fi |
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donét I i ke i tythingkahott it. What lBothérs me dsahatamy
signature is still there at the end of the article. They told me cleaftyédl

wash red that I would have to go if [
something that bbers Iulia. The worst thing is that she frequently meets
people again, after having talked to them and written about them, and she

finds it embarrassing when there hdwee en changes made. i F
why | changed or why | didndét write
me , it was my boss. Someti mes nm-hey b

ple, she did a piece on a German company taking care of the cleaning of the
streets. The company was about to cut down on staff. It claimed tomave e
sured other jobs for those that had to go. The boss changed this and wrote
t hat unempl oyment was waiting and t ha
t heir |job teialpopleirtliyc.s ,fibcB2dsihe was tol d.

In the afternoon, we meet again for a coffee in the cafeteria on the 5th
fl oor and to continue our talk. She a
how is it in your country, what s yo
freedm of the editors to change $he te>»
cussion about the principles of separating opinions and facts, or at least
striving for it, about journalist unions offiag consultancy for journalists
when there are conflicts at wodad such things. She says there is no such
orgarization she can turn to. Those available are run by people like her
boss. In the case of the Christmas gift piece, the boss told her in the end that
he was going to change tdhemaoedx,t .orfi Slon
know. 0 The boss added a paragraph whe
arrangements had been done in histpa town. The change was okilia
thinks, fair enough; it was his observation, saying something aboutnthe u
even usage of publmeans. When it comes to newscgse Llia has been
told to end articles with a commentary. She does not agree with this policy,
but has to accept it. She has told her boss what they were taught at Leu [the
staterun journalism faculty] but it was igned. The boss said he had read
some journalism literature too, and he claims that he has to follow orders

%2 There had been no further discussions about this, lulia told me, and | failed to follow up on
this particular article with the editor in question, which exemplifies a general problem
throughoutmy fieldwork getting senior editors, chief editors, general managers or owners to
talk openly about their work was difficult. | could think of several reasons why the senior
editor in this specific case changed the article in the way he did, one beihe tid not trust

the company to have assured work for the redundant staff, another that it expressed-his neg
tive view about unions. This can only be speculative, however, and the main point is that this
was how this specific assignment turned out fétinlu
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from higher up. On a few oasions he has accepted her arguments, but in
the end there were changes made anyway. When the more superior boss had
givenhis input, her boss had returned and asked her to change something or

he had made the changes himself. Al ot
the journalistic background. I &6m doi
school. Maybe this policy is easier &mcept or adopt for someone who
didnét graduate in journalism.o

She talks to her university colleagues about this, and they haee exp
rienced the same problem. She does not discuss it with colleagues at work
though, as she does not trust them, and they hbve different bac

grounds; ithey are engineers, 0bhe st
ni on. He told me clearly that it is r
I ask how she deals with this situat:i
touse the moments when he is joyful .o

This scenario, this relationship, was not a rare one among those hencou
tered, with a senior and superior (often male) colleague without am-educ
tional background in journalism, and a young journalist (often femade}, n

ly graduated from a journalist faculty, who tries to steer her way between
demands from her employer and her own conviction as to the role ofljourna
ism. He seemingly believing in serving a higher cause of politicalistttiin

the national or local puial sphere, she caught up in personal conflicts; te
sions and disappdiments in relation to her sources and her ideals, as taught
in university classes. It was in connection to situations like this thatxthe e
pression fAcommuni st tupdunrgimyigtérviewsc c as i ¢
Yet if this would illustrate that earlier rules of informatioattgering and
news packaging prevailed to some extent, and standingiirasbto current
university education, other journalists | met did not view things in this wa
and had little experience thereof, like Simona, an stiyative journalist

with A d e v ,famd un} second example:

Having an appointment with Simona at one of my first visits to her mewsp
per, | announce myself to the security personnel guarding orleeo#-
trances. Dressed in uniforms, the two of them are watching a football game
on a TV monitor placed on a table behind them. They use the phone to get
hold of Simona, and a few minutes later, she comes down the stairs. We take
the elevator up to her ron, situated on the 3rd floor. The corridor is long

and empty with many doors on both sides. Simona unlocks the one to her
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office. The room is apprimately thirty square meters and includes four
desks, some tourist posters on the wall showing images fnaitafid, and
two compters. She shasethe room with two colleagues.

During this meeting with Simona, | join her in a visit to the archive rooms
in the midsection of the Free Press House. She wants to find an article from
1997 to look deeper into an invigsttion she had undtaken on a topic that
is now popping up again and which we have been discussing. In the archive
room a few shelves are placed by the walls, packed with earlier issues of the
newspapeA d e v asrwell as its predecessor before 1989, the communist
party-paperScinteia

The room and the system of archiving are similar to those at thenprovi
cial Swedish daily where | had been working as a local reporter in the late
1980s: the location irthe basement, without windows, a table and a few
chairs in the middle of the room; distanced from the stress and noise of the
upper floors and offering a calm pla
archives. | recall the feeling of pause and reflectiooing through old &
ticles meant engaging in a different temporal state than that of everyday
news production taking place in other more busy parts of the building.

The image of journalism as an unbroken and cumulative serieparts
about societal eves is made symbolically clear through the number of tags
on the backs of the catalogues with old issues with months and years written
on them. When Simona finds what she is looking for, | say | would like to
linger a bit to check out some of the writinganfi pre 1989 times, or at least
find the two most interesting catalogues in terms of comparison: those with
the tags fADecembrie 19890 and &l anuar
lutionary days. To Simona, however, this seems an odd thing to do. Co
mentinghastily that the old catalogues deserve the layer of dust that has
gathered on top of them, she urges us to get back to her office to resume our
discussion.

It is not that she has any problems with the $tiinteiaissues, coveying
as they do the formeshape, identity, and activity of the paper that she is
now working for; more like mere indifference to what that period stands for,
at least in terms of having any bearing whatsoever on the work sl is a
signed to carry out today, or on her identity aprafessional. For her and
for many other young journalists | encounter during fieldwork, it is as if the
communist times did not exist. What it meant to be a journalist then had been
paradigmatically swept away by the fa
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Simona ks been to the United States twice. In early 2000 she spent four
months as a visiting student at New York University. Later that year, she was
offered internships at two American papers, Benver Postaind thePitts-
burgh PosGazette as part of an Eastiope predemocracy programfe
fered by Freedom Hou$eShe is glad to have been there, although she
reckons not so much came out of it. Trenver Postvas a disappointment
and a bad experience. In contrast, tR#gtsburgh PosGazettehad proved
helpful. Here they took her around and she could publish some ofrthe a
ticles she wrote. At theenver Posthey more or less left her in a corner and
she wonders now what was the point of it all. They said they woblighpu
an aticle of hers, but it never happeth. She was mainlassigned to do
whatshecallsigar deni ng things, o0 intreanyi ewi n
about their interest in flowers. This was a culture shock to her, she says,
experiencing this deal i mgentwsiutiaboutin s of t ¢
home, et c. At | east | | earned how on
about normal and positive tlhimgiss. d |

When she returned to Bucharest, she had a second culture shock. Her
head was full of plans to chge and reorganize things, but almost nobody
cared. She shared her experiences with colleagues in the house, and, yes,
they were interested to begin with, but soon things fell back into the usual
jargon. It did not matter so much to her,wever. Her conalsion about the
American experience is that, after al
journalist. What she did in the U.S. was nothing like what she is doing in
Romania: the investigations of corruption, the selling of stateed cm-
panies, thecontinuously problematic jurisdictional system éttopics dealt
with throughihv est i gati ve journal i sm. AfRomani
that sort of thing, o6 says Simona.

AnFor mer so

Moving up professional hierarchies, throughout the 1990s the Fe=s P

House has been one of the main locations of work and business for several

of the so called Aformers, o a | abel z
sixties commonly with experiences from the media sector during communist

5 Freedom House is a U-fiinded international NGO that conducts reseach and advocacy on
human rightsdemocracy, and freedom of expression. It established an office in Bucharest in
1990 and during the period from 199600, it ran a program speciflyafocusing on profes-
sionalization of the media (see www.freedomhouse.ro).
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times, and who have beeucgessful in using or adapting to the newasitu

tion to establish themselves as media personalities busiigssand as
publicists and influential jourhiasts or editors (Candea and Ozon 2005).
Many of the reformed and newly established newspapers rgsidihe Free

Press House are run by these men. Arguably, they constitute something of an
elite in terms of the space they occupy or control in the public sphere, and
the canpany shares they hold in the media business sector. More financially
powerful actes were behind some of them in the 1990s and up until today,
but as a position as chief editor or executive often meant gaining some
shares of the company as part of their contracts, andsesakef the media
companies connected to these men have inedeadot in value, some of
those who did not initially have that sort of power have to some exéent b
come business actors as well. Their success was made possible through the
reformed constitutional framework and the new capitalist circumstances,
especialy freedom to establish news organizations and freedom of £xpre
sion.

Clndea and Ozon argue that these me]l
press after 1989 mainly in order to build up a fortune fomthe | ves, 0 usi
freedom of s peec luethes owa intBrests @bidg. ¥eando t o ¢
fifteen years after the early media boom, some of them started selling their
shares and indeed got rich. Money has allegedly also been obtained through
various side businesses, through what Céandea describes aslitige cfel
influence and inside information or blockage of informatioviet the con-
plexity of ownership structures and official and unofficial connectiass b
tween these men and a variety of companies, executive boards, politicians,
and former or current empjees of the security polidealong with the lack
of transparency characterizing these relationghipgkes it difficult to ver
fy whether it is appropriate or not to speak of abuse. Also, theation of
the formers is not necessarily compromised nedgtive their background
connections with activities during communism. In some cases to tie co
trary, as with Petr e Minleawihtitsecendu f or
biggest dailyR o m©n i a, bdforetdi @89, and one who Céandea and Ozon
|l ist among the for mers. Btcanug-was i n
al newspaper, only to return tasiformer newspaper a year and a hak la
erd after the communist regime féllto take part in the privatization
process and gaing some shares for himself. Or lon Cristoiu, who set up and

54 Interview, 200705-22.
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managed the first private magazi@bservatorand subsequently sevéera
other magazines and newspapers, Ekpres Zig-Zag the successful tad
id Evenimentukilei, and, in 2001Monitorul deBucurex f aitabloid targeted
at a Bucharedhased audience. Cristoiuds <con
officials are well known. He was also one of a few who right after the
changes in 1989, followed the request by themisdfer of Culture Andrei
Pl e k u, eaplegho hag warked with the media during communism to
resign from their posts.

The formersd relationship to busine:
cials, and to history is thus a complicated matter. | shall return to it ip-Cha
ter 7. As for thé chapter and Chapter 4, my ethnography offers a closer look
at the professional environment at some of the workplaces run byrthe fo
mers and the relationship between them and their employees (thel-journa
ists), revealing that some imperiousness has acatiegppthe powerful pas
tions of these men. Furthermore, when several of them got together and set
up the Romanian Press Club in 1998, they became a more delineated group
which can be treated as such, regardless of tensions -figtiting between
them, andegadless of the specific networks of business and political power
and interests connected to each one of them. As a group of people that has
added a significant meaningnaking layer connected to the identity of the
Free Press Hou8eand to postsocialisbjrnalism in Romania more genkra
lyd | thus devote the last sections of this chapter to an ejoiorof the
Romanian Press Club, and to an interview with one of its board members.

The Romanian Press Club

There were many registered journalist unions in Raia in 2002, but they
hardly appeared in the Free Press House at the time of rmywdidd®® | saw

% Records of the number of unions vary. Dragomir (2001) claims that there were around 20
registered journalist unions in Romania in 2001. Petcu (2002)stgyd4 national assaei

tions were established during the 1990s. In a 1999 report, the International Federation of
Journalists (IFJ 1999) states that on paper, there were four nationwide unions for journalists in
general, all of thermFApradcttisc al |Ifye wnohruinbaunn dr.i g
some of the functions normally done by journe
describes the political polarization, weaknesses and lack of initiative among the existing

unions, and characterizé®e journalistic profession in connection to organization in terms of

a lack of solidarity, ignorance toward common professional interests and an inadequate pr
fessional culture. By 2009, the situation is such that thealed MediaSind (a nationwide

trade union) has been in operation for several years and has managed to negotiate working
contracts with the main employersd aalegani zat.
Convention of Media Organizations concluded 18 months of unifying work aamtthed a
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no announcement indicating their activities, and the journalists | asked
showed little interest or expressed little knowledge about their existence.
Some sd it was a waste of time to engage in that kind of activity. Others,
who at least knew about some of them, said they did not trust any of the
union representatives, or that they reckoned their activities irrelevant. The
bad reputation was often explainegreferring to the character of orgaaiz
tion during communist times and to what many of the journalists saw as a
fact, that most nions were made up of former communist pgré&pple and
isecuristso (employees of or etunf or mer
tate), and that the current organizations had not been reorganized or mode
nized since 1989. In addition to the bad reputation, to be a membemnef a u
ion was seen by many as ‘risking oneods
regarded negatively byany at superior levels.

There was one exception, however, speaking of the Free Press House: the
secretariat of the scalled Romanian Press Club resided in Hit® on the
fifth floor of the central part of tl
an NGO is a complicated matter, but it is anyhow the case that many chief
editors and executives of the biggest neapsps and the public radio and
televisiord in fact, many of the faner$ are members of the Romanian
Press Cl ubds honoubappearsiovatooscontextsasamat t
NGO or a union, and that it officially represents journalists.

The Romanian Press Club was established in 1998 and the initiatgrs regi
tered it as an NGO. The timing was good, and the club quickly became a
member of théVorld Association of Newspapers (WAN) and with this link
and the official status as an NGO, it gained some recognition outsida-Rom
nia as a contact on journalistic issueggRa r dl ess of the <cl u
there was an external need on behalf of foreigimternational organizations
for partners in the media sector, and in-gemnocratic activities linkingn-
ternational initiatives and agendas with local dfd¢ere was an orgaraz
tion that officidly represented both the newspaper industry and cigiego
(as an NGO), and which claimed to support the professionalization ref jou

mutual code of conduct that signaled strengthened collaboration between the many actors in

the journalist organizational field.

5 At the time of my first visito the club(a couple of years aftérwas established), to take a

minor yet illustrdive example, the club had received an invitatiodiszuss possible collab

rationswith a Swedish organization callé@idningeni Skolan(l i t er al ly @A The new
school 0) , whi ch was part of @ radministered hyr at i on a
WANG® between newspaper industries and participating school systems. According to the
secretary of the club, no measures were taken to follow up the invitation.
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nalism. Yet the Romanian Press Club is described by many as mainly an
empl oyersé association, protecting b
2005; Coman and Gross 2006; GgHar 2005; IFJ 1999). diher than an
NGO or a union, the International Federation of Jdists®awrote in a report
that the club ought to be seen as a cartel (IFJ op.cit. Cf. Candea and Ozon
op.cit.). Still, for a journalist to obtain an international gresard
administered on an international level by the International Federation of
Journalistd he or she had to be a member of the Romanian Press Club or
one of the wunions regarded badly by
IFJ). This was for some yearsetlonly way to obtain a membership that
would link the individual journalist to an international community ofrjou
ndists, and, more concretely, to enjoy the rights included in the kind of
membership that was offered when working internationally (in canflic
zones, for rample). For the majority of the journalists | met and who had
taken the opportunity offered by the
nalist section, obtaining an international press card was their onlyanotiv
tion.

At the time of my fiedl stay, the club officially claimed to representuho
sands of journalists, but this was the number of employed journalisks wor
ing for the executives and chief editors who were the actual members of the
club. It officially sdhajpdevelopedanéhyual it
cal code of condudt formulated basically by copying documents of jolrna
ist unions in Wstern EuropeAccording to International Federation of dou
nalists howeverthe commendable ideals included in the code were denera
ly not obseved (neither had the club organized any clear way of how to
sanction ethical migh avi or ) . In a report by the
fact stated that the club was violating rules set up by théedNhternatio-
al Labor Orgaization. This was espedly the case with some of the statutes
of the club that, contrary to the stipulated ideals, principally eacmal
board members to blacklist journalists who criticized the clubpposed
rules set up by the different companies connected to it (IFJ 1D@8me
across examples of how the club, or the network of influential mediaexec
tives and chief dtbrs it represented, made it difficult for journalists to move
from one news environment to another. These cases emanated through a
conflict of loydties, where the journalist had reported on taboo subjects in
the wrong way. The Romanian Press Club thus had a somewhat awkward
agenda, in the sense that it aimed at protecting the interests of both employer
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and employee, and in the sense that it was estathlfshehe sake of dele
oping the media both as a busss industry and as a ptemocratic force.

In 2001, it appeared as if the representative of WAN, while on a visit to
Bucharest in connection to the celebration of World Press Freedom Day,
becameaware f t hi s role of the club and tF
proper care of the journalistsd inte
money (some 10,000 USD) already allocated to the club for development
projects, to another NGO, the Media Mianing Agency. Methodologically,
this incident marked one among several points during my field stay where
further investigations into particular events or issues became increasingly
difficult to pursue. The problem in this case was access to representdtives
the club, whom | wanted to consult to find out more about what hpd ha
pened. I had been told about WANOG s
Monitoring Agency, whose relationship with the club and some of ite-me
bers | knew was a combination of antagonigmerance, and competition. |
had also been able to talk briefly with the WAN representative during the
World Press Freedom Day party organized by people from Media Ntonito
ing Agency. Naturally, | wanted to collect opinions from the club, but failed
to do so simply because people in the board were not available fof inte
views. If the details of this specific incident was difficult to map owt th
roughly, however, it was merely one among several which, pieced together,
drew the contours of a battle scenaoetween two parts struggling with
various meanstobeinthejouinst s® good graces.

Just before the WAN issue turned up, however, | had managedde sch
dule an interview with Octaviak t i r eanu, onebesfofttehe bo
cl ub. My initial interest was in hear
rights, since | had learned that the club had been criticized by theantern
tional Federation of Journalists on this pafc issue,but as it turned out
the interview came to cover a wider range of issues. | was presented with a
background of the club, stories and sentiments about the revolution and its
aftermath, ideas about Western support and influence, and ideas alpout jou
nalism trat on the surface appeared as reasonable coming from a person
mainly involved in the business side of it. Yet several opinions and-exp
riences | had collected from journal
found resonance in what Octavian was tellng, revealing that he did not
seem particularly willing to grant journalists much power over their work. In
the next section, | turn to a presentation of extracts from this interview.
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Il ntervi ew: Octavian ktireanu

Octavian Kkt ir ean u-19B9sengmeer workiegrmptheen o f
dia, both before and after 1989. He had been with the jobrhah cduringa

the 1970s and 80%.Three months after the December events in 1989, he
was asked by the then Prime Minister Petre Roman to start up a dafly new

pape

called Azi* taking the name from a newspaper in circulation in the

1920s. O c t-1889 icanenrinsthe pmedi& tran parallel to one it pol
tics, and in 1996 he had advanced to a senator post with Partidul Democrat

(which, in 1998 he left and becameonaffiliated). As one among a few
high-ranking media professionals, he took part in starting up tmeaRian
Press Club. The basic idea with forming the club, according taviant was
to gather media managers and chief editors in order to facilitts loen-
munication between them and state officials and politicianseraing press

issues?

Octavian believes it is important to see the evolution of the Romanian
press from the point of view of readership, and that one has to takecinto a
countthestate f Aour very young democracy.

There are many many readers who enjoy seeing a report about a murder or a
rape on the first page. Something sensational. The abnormal became normal
for our media and exceptions be<came
fore 1989, and there are newspapers which target this sort of readership,
which enjoys seeing a naked woman or a murder on the front page. These
newspapers have a large audiencendéming the pedagogic function of the
press, if you try to explain the budgey balance of the International Men
tary Fund and its effect on our pur
much readership, although it should be interesting. Very few people would
buy such a newspaper.

The members of the club include some of thest important dailies and

radio

stations, four T hannel s and the three | a

57| used an interpreter for this interview. Quotes are from transcribed tape recording.

58 | ike

several others | spoke to (and as mentioned ab@efavian referso F | a ¢ Ech-a

noxand other publications of a similar kind (literary, cultural, and student journals) as a kind
of journalistic school during communistde claims thatpeople working for these journals
formed a generation dalternative presp € 0 p | & d970s iand 80s (cf. Coman and Gross

2006).

% petreRoman was Prime Minister in the first pd€i89governmentA member of thd\a-

tional SalvationFront, he formed Partidul Democra(PD) after the front split in two. His
subsequent political career haslited posts as President of the Romargamate(1996

2000) and Minister of Foreign Affairs (192900).

0 As an example, at the time of our meeting the club was involved in a discussion with state

authorities about the supply and price of paper for ipgntconditioned by the fact that the
only paper manufacturer of this type in Romania was owned and managed by the state.
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tically the club is very much the whole Romanian media, and especially
those who publish or broadcast daily.
of circulation) weekly and monthly magazines considered as belonging to

the quality press:

The people making the editorial decisions at these papers would not become
members of the club, and Dilemaimancdt have
tural magazine finared by the state budget, it has no problems whatsoever. It

may have a circulation of two thousand copies but still the people there are

we | | paid. Mr Pleku [former Minister
whatever he wants. As f@2, they have ngroblems, they get finance from

Soros or some other big financer, I a
And Ca S a viginvolwed in legal trials with most newspapers. It may be

that they ffeel ashamed to becotype membe
ical magaziné?

The Romanian Press Club was basically built around agreemeintsei

the member s, Octavian tel Iresstme ,0 aarsd |
expresses it, are circulation, audience and the neddvays pick up good

people to do the jp. Part of the agreememrmt poli
tionso on journalists.

The good and young journalists who had some success at work are often

tempted with more money. He can go to
he gets a hundred dollars more andhge leaves with all the information he

got from that editorial of fice. It ds
agreement that whenever I hireaa new

tions from the other empl oyeaguesthat, t hi nk
for example, we lost three trials because of a certain journalist or that he did
something bad with the computer or something like that. We thus protect
ourselves. And this is not against thi
journaliss must be protected from this situation also.

In his reasoning about the responsibility of journalists, Octavian makes a
slight distinction between old and young. He says he is proud to have
brought up some of the young journalists who are nowblesttad on the
current market, but he also believes that especially the young generation still
has a lot to learn, and that they should be more honest about thes- profe
sional shortcomings. As for people having worked in the media during
communist times, he isather clear on the moral aspect:

"l Representatives of a S a v, ehemthe head of the NGO Media Monitoring Agency
Mircea Toma, has his journalistic baseld me tha they have never been interested @ b
coming members of the Romanian Press Club (moreCan S a vie @hapter 5, and see
esyecially footnotes 98 and 99
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There is a personal responsibility for each of the old journalists who worked

in the media before 689 and this per sct
the archive you should not blush or be ashamed. Neither you, nochitd-

ren. This is a personal moral criterion. Speaking about generation, one must

also remember that the majority of the people who now manage Romanian

media were in the press before 1989. Then there is something which should

be more carefully studiechamely that it seems like there is a tendency

among young journalists to deal with some kind of frustration of theirs in a

way which means hiding their own training deficiencies by blaming the so
called old newspaper peopdnebodysfaultt hey d
neitherCeaukescu, nor the old people.

There are people who withdrew from the media market after 1989, but many
of them also remained, although seldom in important positions. Octavian

does not see a radical di fferemce, n
ndists were needed because they knew how to deal with issues connected to
the economy, he says, which young | o

young journalists to run after declarations in the rain. There was no recipe
for this, more like a welfunctioning body. There is no editor in chief today
who was in this position before 1989. So there was a kind of naturai-evol
tion and cleaning. 0
Octavian claims that the publications that criticized the winners of the
1990 and 1992 el ecltSahvatiors Froptlahd Ragulc u 6 s N
Social Democrat) were able to get financial support from Western oaganiz
tions and that they were also support
famous examples. Freedom House [USA] was very much involved in this
and its reationtoRo M©ni ai 4 i bery wel | known. 0 He
development of media and journalism in Romania in terms of a gradwal pr
fessionalization with support from outside; a symbiosis between publications
that survived on their own terms and those withpsupfrom the West, in
terms of managerial assistance and expertise. Yet Octavian is skeptical about
the work by international organizations such as the human rights aganiz
tion Article 19, International Press Institute, International Federation of
Journd i st s, et c.: il dondét think they ¢
have a World Press Freedom day tomorrow [May 3rd], they can take the
opportunity to find out about the situation here. They will see that if you
donot have the fndtancaaé Mea@domyolut §
nomi cal censorship we are witnessing
Newspapers are in general led by people who are shareholders or co
owners of their paper. Octavian suggests that it is a sign of trust from the
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owner that the monéyii h i s & @ being Wsed correctly. There are also
situations when the owners have given shares to the director of thearewsp
per to make him more interested and concerned about the project.

It can very easily be summed up to a simple equation: theesttef the
owner is that the newspaper is sold and that the newspaper is profitable, but
he could never intervene into producing the news. That kind of intervention
would be contrary to the basic interest of the newspaper, which is to sell it.
There are eawspapers that manipulate information. They are related t@ polit
cal and economic interest groups, and these newspapers are well known and
their credibility is accordingly not so high. The big newspapers, no matter
who the owers, tell straight informatigrobjective information, because they

are interested in making sure that every reader finds the information he needs.
We could imagine, of course, an owner who liked only some information to
be published, but that sort of owner would read that sort of pegyves hin-

sel f onl vy. There is a natur al depende
work or spheres of interest and the newspaper, but in the end these things are
measured on the market. That 6s why t he

objective item of Bws.

At the end of the interview, Octavian brings up the ongoing debate about
Romani ad6s possible entry into &he Eul
nian media has been crucial when it comes to processes of adopting and
implementing Western democracy inmRania.

The Romanian media has its own experience for getting access to Western
democracy, for building democracy on Western principles. The media in
Romani a appeared Alike Venus out of th
not wait for Western orgarétions to come to us but have been building our
media on our own. Romania is now successfully negotiating its integration
into the community, and the azess can partly be explained by the Roiaa

media. The EU coulfind in the Romanian pressa...dd 6t Kk n e-w

hicle for European ideas.

Urban: How do you mean, vehicle?

Octavian Well, this was in the air after 1989. For us who began working in

the press after 1990, we shared the same values as those that the European
community is asking fromaunow. Studies show that we are now on the first
place in the accession line, and this could be explained by the Romaagtian m
dia being a vehicle of these values. Romanian media has influencedthe pu

lic opinion in favor of the Ewopean Union. We clearly hava Western style

media but the media operations stumble on our hostile business environment.

This interview reveals several points where history and knowledge about the
past and about the current situation are contested, if one compaees Oct
v i an 6 stwithcthat oflRaporters Without Borders, with scholars writing
on Romanian media, and with opinions ofrjoalists whom | interviewed.

For example, Octavian talks about the setting upafas part of a maw

114



ment where democratically minded media entnepoes were taking the first
steps at practicing a Wesnstyle journalism, whereas several journalists |
spoke to regardedzi basically as a propaganda channel for thessident
lliescu and his party (PSD), a sort of new version of a party paper, and an
example of the reconfiguration of the former power. Also, Octaviggesis
that manipulation of information is a marginal thing, while, on the contrary,
the experience of journalists indicates that it is a rather widespread-phen
menon.

A minimum conclusin one can draw from the interview is that ®ct
viand a representative of one of the most powerful institutions of theaRom
nian medi& appears to consider that information and knowledge of jburna
ists are basically the property of media owners, a view thangly influ-
ences the coordination of work within the Free Press House.

One and a half years after the interview, Octavian and his fellow board
members in the club launched a projecfficially supported by the PSD
led governmer@ aiming at creating a ceiteBalkan Press Agency meant to
supply media in Southeast Europe with news material specifically from
countries in the region. During a conference in which potential collaborators
from neighboring countries had gathered to discuss the project, sonwe of O
tavwi anés opinions about Western influ
interview, surfaced in a more public setting. Among other things, heamph
sized the need for both the Romanian media and the political power to d
fend national inteests’? A couple of yars later, when PSD had lost power
and during Monica Macovei d6s time in
2007), several measures were taken by both the state and NGOs toreurb co
ruption within the political sector. The salled Coalition for a Clean Ra
liament was launched by a few Romanian NGOs, and senator Octavian
ktireanu appeared on its Ablacklist. o

Conclusion: The fragility of concrete reality

In this chapter, | have explored a number of ways in which the Free Press
House has been, and is, varigusvested with meaning. Some of the loil

ingbs expression can be read by |l ooki
by glancing at t oday 6 scosfruetara dxestenceand s
can be understood by reading old and new national catistis, or by std-

2| return to this particular conference in Chapter 7.
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ying current market regulations. Yet getting to the function of the Free Press
Housé® how it is used in earyday lifed also demands stepping inside of it
and paying attention to authors other than those drawing plans, handling the
building material and writing legislative texts: journalists, editors, and-ma
agers for example. Methodologically, it is difficult to explore usages of the
building by journalists and editors who worked in the house duringathe s
cialist years, as their ethnograplpiesent tense has passetthdugh there

are people around that belonged to the staff then, my experience is that their
narratives about what was going on in the house at that point in time is
strongly influenced by what is morally and politically correcwiable in the
current context. Owners, idrs, and journalists of today, however, all have
experiences which have a more direct bearing on the current situation, and
their stories can also be complemented by going beyond what they say and
investigating what they do. | have presented some of their accounts in this
chapter, and | shall present further material in Chapter 4.

Quite a few media owners and managers with the Free Press House as
their base have been able to accumulate private fortunes and @owee
new market of publicity, as their early projects grew into prosperous bus
nesses, or as their media operations have come to oaoppytant nodes
around which business and political interests circulate (which can generate
other kinds of revenuesJheir usage of freedom of expression can bea-inte
preted as misusage, since they often set the limits of what could or should be
made public. These entrepreneurs of the media business arguably contribute
to creating a Romanian mass media scene charactdriza vivid plurality
of voi ces, but as the interview with
which this very publicity is used and carried out tend to put journalisge int
grity on the margins in favor of more private business interests.

Journalistt labor was much sought after as the media market quickly
grew in the ear !l y -ble9d9 0jso,u rannadl insatnsy wiew a
Free Press House. Some took on assignments as a reporter for podtical re
sons, and some of those who came in later wiffefarmed) university e-
gree in journalism wanted to practice objective reporting. Some wer@ able
or fortunat® to work within the house in ways that fit their ambitiond)-ot
ers found themselves caught up in a situation where the idea and design of
public communication looked suspiciously like the one before 1989, albeit
faced with a different set of loyalties than the previous one.

The Free Press House obviously means different things to different pe
sons, variously positioned as they are in the profeabkibierachies that
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organize work in the building, and having entered office environments with
different backgrounds, ideals and motivations. Experiences shape d¢heir a
counts on what the building has to offer, and what it stands for. The two
journalists goted in this chapter tell @ies about invisible structures that
add meanings to their work place. These structures regard certain spirits of
mind not only of the jourrgts, but of their superiors who steer their work
or provide them with their professial tasks and facilities. Of these two
narratives, one reveal pride and joy, the other shame and frustration.
AEvery building is experienced as ¢
Thomas A. Markus (1993:4). Smells and sounds, doors leading here and
there, familiar and unfamiliar faces. When one starts putting labels aat buil

ings (like ACasa Sc  nteiio or AFree
complex reality. Names, comments, analysis, as well as photos and plans,
fail to reproduce the rich retliy o f buil dings, g-above

rience of being within space toget heil
and heavy building such as the Free Press House thus contains a degree of
unavoidable fragility in its sheer name.

A space so meticulaly controlled by one single part as that of Casa
Scinteii during the socialist era may have offered little room foividdal
particularities. The repertoire of meaningking aspects of the building
during this time was perhaps less widaging than tday, revealing a tig
ter relationship between form and function. With pgstialism entered a
challenge to the very notion of meaning, esgdéciacredulity in relation to
certain grand narratives, alongside some degree of creative disorder. New
layers vere added.

Even if principally free, the way some persons with affiliation to tbe R
manian Press Club have been able to accumulate power, paired with their
views about information and communication, indicates that the Free Press
House, as an important paf the Romanian media field, to a large degree
has become a place for the construction and maintenance of certain private
spheres, rather than public ones. In the next chapter, | shall detail what this
may look like from the perspgve of a few individal journalists.
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4. Journalists and Journalisms

At the end of the year 2000, the Romanian Press Club organized a media fair
at Romexpo, a large exhibition complex in Bucharest, built in the 1960s and
situated right across the street from the Free PresseHdlewspapers, news
agencies, magazines, and TV and radio stations (mainly Buchasesd

ones) gathered in the expo facilities to display their products and to pursue
public relations in a manner not seen before. In terms of space, the media
fairsymbol zed a movement from the ¢erri
tion in the former Casa Scinteii building during socialist times, to a kind of

t C

deplaced capith st mar ket economy fAshowroom. 0

their audiences and business partners oareety of issues (news prodiu

tion, politics, subscription, advertisment prices, etc.), leaders of the current
media operations thus put their business and publicist efforts at stake in a
tempts to establish their authority and legitimacy as actors irculrent
informational situation.

A |l arge part of the Romanian medi
There were the central figuresAfd e v ¢chiefidditor Dumitru Tinu among
them, also chairman of the Romanian Press Club), inviting readers fér a tal
about the newspaper. There were representativds lofa ¢ founded in

a

1911, acultural i t erary magazine that had kep
era, politically compromised and caftrut i ng t o t he Ceaucke

Gabanyi 2000). In 1996 | a chad reorganized and had come out as a
revised produd@ a sort of light current affairs magazth¢hat seemed to
have some take on the markeThere were also representatives afefgn

and internationally active news producers like the BBC and Reuters along
with some of the successful tabloids and glossy magazinegJé@mentul

Zilei and the Romanian edition @osmopolitanOne of the more attractive
stands was a photo exhibition by a group of photojournalists, a few of them
bel ongi ng t o ffRSemnetofehers ldad heenajaite gresousain

B F| acwas eosed down during World War reappeared in 1922, closed down again
during World War Il, reappeared in 1952 and was relaunched in 1990.
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establishing themselves as freelancers or stringers in thd @@88ttransa-
tionalized media landscape, but then their kind of product travels more easily
across borders. With wars and conflicts in countrighénregion during the
early and miell990s, the demand for their photographic labor on an eern
tional news market had been high.

The fair was one example of a kind of work carried out by thedR@n
Press Club which was appreciated by some journdlispoke to and who
suggested that the club was doing good things for the media in Romania.
The soecalled International Press Center establishelieean connection to
gener al el ections in September 2000,
Some journalits claimed that this had turned into an occasion during which
they had the opportunity to meet joalists in other media in a way that
rarely happened before. Theogram of the International Press Center was
almost a week long, and press conferences Wwel@ one after the other,
which meant that journalists spent several whole days in the same place,
with lots of opportunities for mingling during the breaks. From this perspe
tive, the club couldbe said to have progressively stimulated a sensenof co
munity among the journalists. Others, however, were more prone to interpret
both the press center during the campaign and the media fair as attempts on
the part of the club to lay its hands on and control the media market as a
whole’®

| arrived at the expo tagher with Liana Ganea, an NGO activist working
for the Media Monitoring Agency who came to check things out and to
spread information about the activity of her NGO. Thedd Monitoring
Agency had not been invited to display at the expo, and neither had
CaSavénbe satirical weekly where the
had his main employment). It did not surprise Liana and her colleagues that
they had not been invited to participate officially in the fair, since their i
pression was that the RomaniBress Club, ever since it had been lesta
lished, had ignored or sought to marginalize their work and existence. A
similar thing had occurred in connection to the International Press Center.
Representatives of the Media Monitoring Agency had announcec tg-th
cretariat of the Romanian Press Club that they would like to schedute a se

" There were few freelancinpurnalists operating in Bucharest when | was there, in the
sense of raning their own companies.was toldthat thiswas partly because editors iroR
maniawere reluctant t@ontract journalists outside their own staff, and partly because tax
tion rules and other legal conditions made it difficultitoso.

S Another event was prize awardgala, which was also criticizedrf favoring certain media
companies while excluding others.
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sion to present some of their work, based on a media monitoring report the
agency had just released. They were told that the sessions eveteddto
political parties and predéntial candidates, not NGOs. The Media Manito
ing Agency staff then asked another NGO that was not in a conflict situation
with the club to try and enroll in the program, and this NGO was accepted.

As we walked along the many stands, Liana introduced ana few
people, and this was how | met Simona (figuring in the previoystefdor
the first time, assigned to represent her paper at the fair. Liana walked off to
continue her net wor ki ng, and | remair
a mug of coffeeasked me what | was up to in Romania, and we started co
versing. It was to become one among many meetings, and Simona became
one in a group of approximately fifteen journalists that | interviewed and met
on a regular bas@uring my stay in Bucharest.

Seven portraits

In this chapter | present ethnographic material in the form of portraits of
seven journalists involved in regular and investigative newduyation or
similar occupations. The material builds on interviews, in most cases a
companied by particpn t observation at t he ]
workplaces? The selection of journalists included in the chapter has been
driven by an ambition to show mainly two things. First, it is difficult to draw
any overall conclusion about what may constitute a &oamn journalist
identity or community today. Second, even if the field is a fragmented and
complex one, a few traits in the material crystallize. Rather than constituting
characteristics of the journalistic community in Romania, | prefer to see
them as reurrent themes in a heterogeneous field.

I will mention here a few of the themes before | proceed. One theme is
transnational connections, coming in several forms. Some of teyed
journalists have been trained by foreign teachers, in Romania abddada
through university coutterssbandarndnod |
recurrent expression throughout my interviews, as an ideal point of refe
ence, as well as something to criticize. Another theme could be labeled
Adeal i ng wi t h eresswerkptace droutiaas donneated to the

8 Quotes included in the texts are from transcribed tape recorded interviews or fieldnotes of
mine. As a rule, the interviewees read transcriptions of the more structured interviews and
were ocesionally given the opportunity to comment on extracts from my field diary in which

they gpeared. All journalists except one spoke English, and in this case | used an interpreter.
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process of gathering information and compiling it into news. As | stated in
the previous chapter, some journalists who talked to me complained that
their work was being manipulated to fit certain interests, arlgisrchapter |

give more details about this. A third and related theme is that of corruption,
and | shall recount a couple of cases which one of the journalists depicted as
clearly involving bribes. A fourth theme is harassment or intimidation,
linked to that of protection. One portrait specifically turns around this theme
and reveals what may happen when a journalist from a provincial town
persistently investigates the work of local politicians, police and prosecutors.

Si mona: A am free to do things

In 1992, Simona was heading for research in chemistry when she wen a r
cruiting contest at a newly started Bucharest news magazinegHzhosen

to go for a career within thiarge polytechnical university program of the
socialist era, the changes in 1989 had made her think again. The probation
time offered to her after winning the contest was a start, and she has been in
the business ever since. The paper that hired Simomiabaekrupt after less

than a year and she lost a monthly salary. She managed to find arssther a
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signment and eveually ended up aA d e v where Ishe was among the
staff at the setion for investigative journalism when | met Heér.

Simona travels a lot in the country to collect material for her reports,
mostly together with one ofogrdphee news
and somethes a journalist colleague. Throughout the years, she hak deve
oped a wide network of contacts from which she picks up threads. She can
be working on a piece for months, but normally three or four articles leave
her desk each month. After she hademedmaterial and written the article,
her boss reads, edits, and hands it back for rereading. Normally, all sections
and the editorial board gather to discuss the piece before it goes to print.

Simona believes the senior editors and executives at her woelkipl&u-
charest give her sufficient freedom to do things in her own way, and she has
never experienced having her ideas and the results of her enquiries being
halted or misused for political reasons or because of relationships between
the people she portys, on the one side, and the editors, owners or the bu
ers of advertisement space in her newspaper, on the other. She is proud to be
working for this specific daily, aware that things are not so bright at other
places, especially in the provinces where idukons that ties betweenem
dia, business, politics, andcl a | Amafiad (Simonads wor
professional freedom of the individual journalist in a more intimate way as
compared to Bucharest. People outside the office have threatenedelker a f
times, though. One day, for example, a former owner of a security company
that had figured in an article of hers, all of a sudden, despite guards at the
entrance of the building, appeared at the doorstep of her office room and
threatened edaewantid ft @ odn@ oint , itdos eas
that she sometimes reflects upon the fact that she travels to work on public
transportation every day. There is no extra payment for this risk situation,
but it is a topic of some discussion at her newspa

Based on her experiences in the USA (see Chapter 3), Sirslieneb it
is possible to talk about a universal model of journalism or of universal pri
ciples of the profession. She sees it as a matter of the same kind of tools.
Differences occur, forxample, in the relation between media and the laws
governing the activity. The laws may be different from one country tdanot

Al nvestlingaeSitiioga(tii onsodo) was a commoaaddabel pu
into a specific department within ngewmns offic
investigations constituted the main part of her work task, whilehneot caseas i 6havest
denoted regular daily beat on activities connected to the police, various courtsufprosed s

offices and the military.
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er, but the everyday practice is much the same. She mentions that there is a
lot of debate about media law in Romania currently. tbe one side, she

tells me, the debate focuses on the need to secure free access to information
and the potection of journalists. On the other, the discussions about law and

prof essi onalization of the media are a
thedi rty businesso that has-sotiaistpbme par
lic sphere: corrupt ties, outright blackmailing and what Simona refers to as
Aistruepgorti ng, ofor mermationrnhat agpears dn the form of

news, and which tends to pilte reliability and reputation of journalism at

risk. Perhaps some kind of legislation could foster this, but a special media

law could also be too restrictive, she thinks.

For the moment, we [the journalists] can be sued by anyone, and there is a lot

of money involved in this [in terms of damages], which can be quite severe

for the journalist. We dond6t hé&ve any
ment. But changes are on their way in the penal code and we are gstill lear

ing. | believe we are professionalpst of us, but still learning. Apparently

they are free there [in the U.S.], but | was shocked to see that there was no
competition. There was only one important newspaper in the towns where |
stayed. This is frightening, no competition. We have very tagghpetition

here.

When asked about what she thinks about the kind of development program
she had been enrolled in, she says:

It is a way of having a real American experience. A good thing, | feel lucky,

and to some extent | felt like a professionaltirh a t situati on. I
why they [Freedom House] were doing this. Freedom House started as a kind

of anticommunist organization and | guess it is good for them too to have
journalists with American experience here in Romania, when they send their
investors. And, we live in a global world of information! | try to put myself

in their perspective and | hope it i s
the other hand, a guy from the White House | met once shared his opinion on

usRomani ans andr e ap @r Maypu <«at abl e, but yoru
So, I dondt know. I try not to be susp

The most obvious difference between Romania and the U.S., Simona thinks,

concerns resources. In her case, she shares one telephone and two computers

with four mlleagues. Her paper is owned mainly by the employeesn-the

selves, she says, through a foundation. This may open up for more freedom,

but fewer resources. She believes it gedent with foreigrowned media.

AThey have better eduiypnrersts, flrwete, toh ey
On what it takes to become a journalist, she tells mejdilatigly that a

handbook for beginners issued by the Soros foundation was helpful when
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she was new in the game. Simona bel i e
in a way as to combine a reasonable proportion of common sense with some

bol dness: ASometi mes you have to get
foot.o A good atmosphere with coll ea
learn from.

While Simona was not explicitlynterested in pursuing her journalistic tasks
along the lines of one or the other political conviction, antirfgehat she

had never been forced to by her superiors, there wheesoivho orientated
their professional identity along such lines; who wemerconscious about

the political color of their newspaper, or the kind of readership their articles
were addressing. Andrei had such an understanding of his role as a-journa
ist.

Andrei : il donot wa&nt Il I i escu 1 |

Andrei is a journalist withhte daily newspapeiaS i a hhad met him in

2000 during the electoral campaign period, at the International Press Center
organized by the Romanian Press Club. His department was divided into
several units to cover the campaign, with each of the five journalistsrespo

siblefor a certain number of political p
we are a pretty big newspaper, | tell you, we work with only one computer
and one fax for the whole inte a | politics department . ¢

Andrei regularly attended the press conferencelBeatrternational Press
Center and thinks the initiative to organize this kind of event was a good
one. He says he does not know much about the activity of the Romanian

Press Club, ot her t han that it i s co
hephrasest , and that it constitutes a ki
editors in chief that have an epen d

porter . . . no. We are not organized, legally. | could be a member of one of
those organizations that ekitoday, but | am simply not interested, and
frankly | dondét wunderstand whan- they
sidered too inex@ienced. In Romania we have no legislation. Some of the
former communist laws still exist, some articles are stillim e . 0

Andrei had worked previously at the stat@ned news agency Rpres.
It was easy to get a job there, he says, easier than at otheriorsit He

8 lon lliescu was electedr&sidentof Romaniafor three terms, 1990992, 19921996, and
2000-2004.
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began that assignment when he was in the last year of his journalism studies.
He reckoned it would bgood for him to have some job experience before

he got his degree, so he went to Rompres and found employment within
twenty-four hours. The probation time was three months and he says he did

not get paid for this perioblitatiuse:d
when lamenting the wine to let people work on a probation for such a long
ti me, with no salary: nAt ot her i nst

and | know of at least a couple of places where you also receive samag mo
for this perial . 0

The manager assured Andrei that he would be employed in the end, if he
proved fit for the job. For him the question of payment was not important.
The thing was to finish his studies with experience from the job market as
well. In October 1996, he wasmployed at Rompres with minimal salary;
AEven <c¢cl eaners have higher . . .0 D
worked on his own. He was sent on easssigmments to start with, and the
editor in chief trusted him to work on his own since he had the gtism
studies background. Some of his colleagues, with other educatiorkal bac
grounds, had seniors watching over them.

During election campaign periods, newspapers normally establise-agre
ments with certain political parties, Andrei claims. The party payadve-
tisements published in the paper but in the agreement there are also certain
clauses that more or less prohibit negative writings about this partictdar pa
ty*This part of the deal is not public
he is not swr exactly how it is formulated, although he has no doubt that
such clauses do exist. The agreements affect his work, he states, as he is
expectedto followat ai n-f Boonal i stic rules. o0 Sti
this as unetital. He understands th#iere is a certain agreement and he
accepts that in his daily workBta Si.on a l

It happens to coexist with my politic
I'liescu in power again! Poll s are sho
party] in the lead. PBR contains lots of old securitgbeople and, in fact, it
would be simply unethical for me to kick the asses of the other candidates.

“Onecaegory of advertisements apublicitie(adkee d wi t h
tisement) enclosed in a circle and placed in a corner, but the layout and typographical design
make these pieces not easily distinguishable from regular articles.
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I'liescu won the elections in 2W¥00 anc
ering the whereabouts of the candidate he wbalk rather not seen in the
position of president.

Anot her journalist who was to cover |
He worked at the Bucharesased national dail€urentulwith office space

in the north flank of the Free Press House. | nmatduring a secalled saé-

ty course in Sinaia (see Chapter 5) during which he had invited me to come

and see what he reckoned to be, in his own words, a Romanian newspaper
with AWestern standards. o0 Radu had a
the lack & freedom as a jourtiat.

Radu: AfFake articles I s a nor mal

Before enteringC u r e ndffied, 6ne passes a section of the old Casa
Scinteii printing halls where men in blaellar clothing are occupied in
maintaining and running somd the large steel machines that are still in
use. The environment here stands in stark contrast to that of the computer
and webbased one i€ u r e ndfficel Aftar entering the corridor leading

toC u r e nntaun he@vsoom, one finds on the left sCieren t unkighbor,
Monitorul deB u ¢ u rAetkettime of my first visit with Radu, this tabloid

has just been set up and the newly hired journalists are working on a couple
of test issues, to be published in few numbers for the purpose of trimming
the organization. The front page of ookthese test issues indicates the

newsgper 8s profil e: a photo of three R
Bucharest street, one of them with a gun in his hand. An enlarged photo e
closed in a circle shows the g-un. Th
hood. 0o

Curentulused to occupy the whole floor in this section of the house, but
the staff had been cut down and Radu and his colleagues now sharne-one si
gle hall, about two hundred square meters lakdenitorul deBuc ur e kK t i
moving in to the other half of the floor, belongs to the same media group as
Curentuland is yet another project of lon Cristoiu, the wkelbwn media
entrepreneur. Radu describdenitorul deB u ¢ u asewe tleave the cosr
dor and enter th€urentul office space:

ltds popul ar, or populist, ai med at wc

sensational and is a bit provocative. The market today is highly competitive
and one has to be more aggressive, | guess, to gain readers and reagch new a
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diences. | believe the paper was created mainly to have more advertisement
money coming into the network.

It is very hot inC u r e nrhainlradma. People are busy working in what
could be described as an open office environment. There are no separate
cellsexcept for the chief editoros, but
Apart from the heat it is fresh and quite nice as asmam, offering an
environment that differs from others | have seen, where there seem to have
been little priority put on coroft. All in all about sixty people work a&u-
rentul, thirty of them are journalists. Radu shows me around and points out
the different sections: ecomy, culture, social affairs, national/domestic
politics, and photo, béasally pointing at this or that desEach section has
an editofin-c hi ef . The gener al chief editor
in public debates, as compared to lon Cristoiu, who functions asalled
nfeditori al ¢ QuremtigaadMonitabul deB u dw.at ek t i

Radu has beewith Curentulfor two years. He has a degree in English
and Romanian from the philology faculty in Bucharest. After granga
from university he passed an exam for teaching, which gave him the-oppo
tunity to work as a teacher in Romanian at an architeatollege. Today, he
earns his main income from his positionCatrentul, but he is also working
as a researcher at a linguistic institute, compiling an etymological dictionary,
an old project that had started during the communist reign.

He commenced wking atCurentulafter simply walking up to the office
to ask for a job. He got a twmonth probation, which, surprisingly inaR
duds view was pai d.Curehalbetausk hectiooghtefn t o
it as a serious paper. A friend told him that hartlethey needed people
t here. Al feel comfortable writing fc¢
to address. | |ike to be analytical .
permanent position and has remained among the staff after a couple-of reo
ganizations. In October 1999 twbirds of the staff were fired and two
friends of his; ivery goo Qurentalalsonal i s
had a lot of corespondents in the country and abroad who were all let to go.
The organization was restruced and now a news agency (Fair PressnAge
cy), owned by one of the bosses, is contracted to take care of some of the
provincial matters. The main source of information from the provinces,
however, is Mediafa¥’.

8 The largeshews agencin the country, set up ih991 by the media group MediaPro
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The paper is very thin now, Radu says, tweghages as compared torthi
ty-six not long ago. He works at the section for domestic politics, which
publishes two pages every day. Officiallyrentulis indep@&dent, but it has
a rightist tendency. The director has a lot of catinas but it is difficut to
say whether he supports any specific political party, Radu thinks, although
the tendency is fairly clear. The newappr wants to be a paper for a certain
group, a certain readership: liag intellectual, elite people running their
own companies ana@tho are interested in economy and finance. This leaves
out sensationalism. Two pages devoted for domestic politics is sometimes a
bit much, he thinks, but points out that the Romanian political sphere has a
lot of colorful people, and there are a lot aflies and sometimes scandals
going on, a lot to write about.

We sit down and | ook through the da)
bal d eagl €dentullogatgpd, ,decardies the first page (strikingly
similar to the national bird and symbol oEthISA). | sggest it symbolizes
the sharp eye of the journalist and Radu thinks this was probably the inte
tion, along with associations to freedom and strength. We come to page five,
Actualitate (Current Affairs). The top article is about the politiciad head
of the intelligence service,d8u Timofte, and his possible connections to the
former Soviet security agency KGB. This is an example of a taboo subject,
Radu says. It is not allowed for him and his colleagues to criticize this man
too much, due tthe connections between him a@di r e nnaoaged. Ihe
story started with a liberal senator saying during a press conference-that T
mofte had been involved in some things that indicated a connection to KGB.
Radu was there and brought the information kackis boss who said that
no, this is not something they will write about. All other newspapers did
write about this issue, and in the e@drentul could not ignore it since it
gained a lot of coverage; they had to write at least something. This kind of
procedure is a disappointment to Radu.

But this is the way it is. The journalists are simple pieces in this game and
with the collection of press barons i
much for us to do. If they decide to fire me . . . This creatés of stress,

this unpredictability and the sedensorship that comes wittfit.

Radu does not think things will change in the near future. Influential persons
give money to the newspapers and if the managers and chief editors want to

81 The Romanian Press Club turned ufRiadw s n a r hauttus vaeing taiked about it
beforehand.
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remain in busines t hey have to be careful. i W
says. AThat means presenting what the
getting information. Rather, it is about confirming opinions, for a particular
kind of people. o6 Wei ndiRocnuasnsi atnh,@g v oorudc
lish we conclude. That is the running principle in the writing of articles at
Curentul What does this mean practically? It means attaching some kind of
comment or using a certain focus on the article that appears on the regular
news space in the paper. The article on Timofte, for example, starts out by
saying that the whole matter is made up, according to sources in SRI (the
current Romanian security agency), and it does not bring up the other side;

in other words it does notwestigate this affair or case from a critical or
scrutinizing point of view. fAlt does
think about the matter if one wants to support Timofte, suggesting that the
whole thing was an invention of the enemies, tiglfotheir papers . . . Fake
articles,d Radu says, fCurentula o o o D ma | t h

Radu thus described a central aspect of the current working conditions of the
individual Romanian journalist: journalists as informaticathgrers rather
than watchdogs. He chose to call the product of tlkeehamisms involved

here fAfake articles. o0 Eugen, ai- journ
nions as those of Radu, | abel ed it i n
Eugen: AThey seem tevédmiveo somet |

Eugen is covering the affairs of the Romanian senate when | first meet him
in early 2000. Thirty years old, he has been working as a journalist with
Rom®©n i a, oheiobther largest Romanian dailies, for five years. He
helps me with contacts and information on several issues, for example, an
ongoing debate on a draft law related to journalism. As mentioned, this is a
major and ongoing issue duringethime | spend in Bucharest, divided
roughly into two sides: one arguing for the need to prevent throughalegisl
tion the misbehavior of journalists, and the other arguing for the need to
safeguard also through legisbn freedom of speech, access to infation
and the protection of journalists from constraints that instiltcatisorhship.
During an interview | undertake with a senator involved in the law issue,
and a representative of a journalist union who is also present during-the i
terview, a spontzeous reference is made by the senator to an article written
by Eugen and published on the day of therinésv. The article contains
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details about a proposition made by thdon and a summary of a meeting
among a few senators and journalists during wkiehproposition was sk
cussed. This triggers a convatisn during the interview about the motives
behind the proposition. The wunion rep
article as an example of the opinionating rhetoric produced by the newspaper
Eugen is working for and as hardly corresponding with the truth. | have a
look at the article later on, and the tone in the text indeed makes it appear
more like a commentary with some politicizing antagonism included than a
news piece, despite its location page four devoted to regular reporting on
internal politics, rather than in the editorial section. For example, it mentions
the union representative as follows:

Particularly talkative however was the initiator of the project [lobbying for

the law], ar epresentati ve of an mdidsc ur e fi
Generation 900 and an ex Aedictoma okrsbe
[Persoral attack. He allowed himself to become more and more aggressive
verbally as he r eal irgeetad bytahthose presest. A ma st

The text involves a clear tendency to diminish the union representative and
the project, rather than accounting for the suggestion in a just and fair way. |
am surprised given my initial impression of Eugen and his vievijsuohd-

ism, and since he was the one who had arranged the interview with #he sen
tor with what | interpreted as good intentions based on our shared interest in
the topic and on the good relation he has both with the senator and the union
representative. sk Eugen about it and learn that it was not the first time
that an article by his hand has been polished by a colleague with a superior
rank, leaving the byline unchanged.

There are people at my office with a Stalinist mentality. They seem to have
somehing against events. | mean, | am a journalist and she [the section chief]

tells me to ignore things. There have been manytgis in which my boss

has told me Aleave it.o And with that
other way around but likege a problem with events. | wrote my piece and

she told me to be more critical. She comes with suggestions, or impositions

rather, in line with what is politically correct with the paper. Some things
should be | eft out , | 6 njectiveodnddpoliticaln d ot h
character, should be added. Usually, | have little say here. Sometimes | do the
changes, in other cases it is done by someone else. The whole thing reminds

me of the kind of quagieality produced by the media in communist times

andt doesndét correspond with the val ues
days.

Although Eugen finds the representative of the journalist union to be a bit
agitated and the proposition by his union somewhat out of line, he thinks the
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issue itself was worghof public attention since a law on journalism touches
on the very foundation of the profession as such and indirectly on the public
information climate in Romania. To him, the proposition was an event to be
covered.

Regardless of the purpose behind theriting of the article, it exempl
fies how Eugen often finds himself in a precarious situation in which he has
to negotiate between competing loyalties toward his boss and employer, his
source, and, in a more abstract sense, toward his readers and bznown
tions about the role of journalism. He says that he finds it rather pointless to
blame her, well aware that her stion as a female middle boss around his
age is as precarious as his, albeit on a higher level, and well aware that if he
starts hadmg about these routines, he would probably lose his job.

The vVviewpoi ntd lioked irEgermpelndinss tobwha Bugen
descri bed as fadptha jpdrnalists haveta pedagogieah t s 0
mission to fulfill in relation to a readership thdiiring many years was\i
volved in what she a&albhsal asfdysmunc i
she sees the gualities of Western style journalism but thinks it is not possible
to apply this in Romania just yet. Perhaps in a decade or so peoplaweill h
changed, but right now they need to be educated in understanding how the
new system of ecision making works, for example. Sometimes, in her view,
this means filtering out certain things that will only complicate things.

As it turned out, Eugen gavbé union representative a call on the mobile,
apologized and explained that it was not his intention to place him in a bad

light, that the text was not solely his. The call happened to take place during
the interview | under tcoudlseeiamd hdartthat s e n a
the union representative did not takéease toward Eugen. Rather, he sided

with him in a kind of weary consensus that this was how things were at the
moment. Eugen did not bring it up with the chief of his section.

Althoughlwasabl e t o converse briefly with
available for interviews than the journalists at her section. | thus had little
opportunity to further explore the i
and in connecti on Ittatked Bouothersivihe weeeximp e r i e
similar positions, however. Bogdan, an editor and section chief at thesdome
tic department of Rompres, the statened news agency, was one of these
people. He had had this position for a year and it was his first position at
Rompres. Education of the citizen or the audience was a minor issue during
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our conversations, due to Bogdéaénodts f s
ism and the media is currently all about in Romania.

Bogdan: AJournalism doesndt repl

Bogdan is not a journalist by education; he studied accountingagement.

In 1994 he entered the mass media market via the newspPgfirda and

soon thereafter went venimentuFilei (a tabloid with a large circulation)
where he was hired as an analyst adidorial writer at the section for pdit

cal affairs. Toward the end of his stayEatenimentulilei, there was some
disagreement with the leading staff, mainly with Cornel Nistorescu, the boss
(member of the hawary council of the Romanian Press Clubpout his
assignment. It was suddenly requested of Bogdan to write not only analysis
and edkorials, but also regular news material and he did not agree with this,
since it was not part of the original contract and he was not interested in such
a task. Acording to Bogdan, Nistorescu broke the deal and that is mainly
why he left. Moving on to Rompres became an option through an invitation
by Constantin Badea, the general manager there. Bogdan receivedithe pos
tion as head of the section for domesfiaias right away.

Bogdan thinks that Rompres is a dinosaur in terms of bureaucramy, co
pared to Mediafax, although not compared to Radio Romania (the public
service radio). | ask him about the changes Rompres went through after
1989. The boss was apparentlgked out but managed to get rich through
his contacts, as was the case with many leaders of former state ins@tutions
common knowledge, according to Bogdan. Most of the staff that worked
before 1989 remained but they did not adapt very well or at &lisiview.

Bogdan is responsible for coordinating news from the correspondents
spread throughout the country. He gives them assignments and he reads what
they write. His impression is that young people normally write well, while
ot her s ( iolfpmhemiaterms oh cornpding material from a
journalistic point of view. More often, they include their own opinions. The
staff stationed out in the country are mostly Rompres employees, but many
of them work for othermployers as well, and this is @& as long as they do
not Aprovokeodo (in terms of vioating
tives). On this issue, Bogdan says that one has to take into consideration
their meager salaries (less than 2 million lei per month, the approximate of
80 USD).
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Bogdan is involved in the process of recruiting new staff for Rompres. He
prefers collaborators without political orientation. The general directsr pr
fers an educational background from classic faculties like philology, ec
nomics, and law. There is a pailon time given for the aspirants, which
normally amounts to one to three months, sometimes longer. This period is
non-paid. Bogdan claims that at some other (private) media institutions,
people are held in probation up to a year, frequently only to biedi@e-
manent employment in the end.

Speaking of training or retraining of employees, there were some@onne
tions with the international news organizations Reuters and AFP earlier who
offered educational programs. Rompres took part in them, only to Ggte m
of those who graduated leaving afterwards for the private media. Nowadays,
there are some connections to foreiggamizations, but not much. Yet the
work at Rompres is organized after a model by Reuters and AFP, described
in manuals in book form. Bogah says he had learned this format fromiearl

er assignments. Atvenimentulilei, the focus wass-diff e
tortedd by the sensationalist f-ocus:
er . o

He has two things to sarstitsheermlty i West
well organized. Second, there is a lot to say about the information they pr
duce (international news agencies for
different West European or U.S. news agencies on a certain delicate topic,
youendp with three different viewso he
is looked upon shows that each agency

Referring to his own media consumption, Bogdan says that basically
every Romanian media institution distorts the newsria way or another
and that he has not been able yet to judge which one does it less. One has
continuously to try and figure out what kind of ideas are at stake or what
interests lie behind each report. He thinks this is probably a compion a
proach to the auent media among professionals like himself.

He is not really interested in carrying on in the media. He does not write
much today in his current position and he sees his job more or less as a step
in his career, facing something else rather soon, althbegdoes not know
exactly what?

Journalism does not represent reality and | cannot change anything m the p
sition | am in now. Journalism works within the system, in the West too. It

82 Shortly after | lefBucharestBogdanemigrated to Canada.
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might be worse in Romania. Ethical rules are not respected, ah@lba
ruption is just everywhere.

Even in TVR (the stateun TV-channel), Bogdan claims, most refgos get

paid on the side and it is perhaps most frequent when it comes to hess da
gerous and less spectacular issues. It is possible to get up to 3,0G6r#SD
commercial article, on the level of editor in cldigh c o mmer ci al 0 me ¢
for example, reporting in positive terms about the setting up of a superma

ket. Bogdan has experienced this during his timé atr nal ulandNa Si on
Evenimentulilei (both menbers of the Romanian Press Club). | tell him a

story | heard about a male radio journalist receiving money from female

Roma fortune tellers whenever he could slip in information about their acti

ity into his progr amd thar€isnmidackonailllt t hi s
sounds more |ike wusual business. 0 He
Popul art NaSionalt (BPN), whi ch was
fell:

They were actually credit cooperatives but called themselves banks. They had
no insuance from the National Bank and people weneegally not aware of

this. Each one of them created an insurance company as a coverage. | knew
about this mechanism and that BPN was using it. One journalist made inqu
ries about it and published a first ariclAfter that it stopped; no more-a
ticles. The journalist told me afterwards what had happened. The director of
the bank contacted his editmr-chief and gave some bribes and the following
day the newspaper also contained advertisement from the banjourha-

ist had made a follow up whidhone might wonder hoév was published,

and at that point the director of the bank suddenly started accusing him and
the newspaper of taking the money [the bribes] without sticking to the deal.
This is how the journalisactually found out what had happened. When the
bank director realized the journalist was not aware of the deal, he suggested
the journalist should share the money with his boss and leave the case there.

Anot her exampl e of BwgnetwhZiesshoivstikam hi s
there are also informers inside the news offices. This case was connected to
Eurocredit Bank, and it involved a similar problem as with BPN. Thig inst
tution managed to get a contract as armpieyment cashier for the state. It

was rot covered for this. Bogdan wrote a piece on it and before it was pu
lished a colleague of his, who knew what Bogdan had written, called the
bank and made arppointment for Bogdan and some of the leading staff at

the bank. Bgdan did not go there, but tleer was his article published. The

case then became more complicated. In the end the article was published, but
this, Bogdan reckons, was because the newspaper had an interest to see that
a secretary of state who happened to be married to the direthis partc-
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ular bankd which is probably why it could get the responsibility of the u
employment cashier for the state funds in the first @agent down. The
publication occurred after Bogdan had left the newspaper, and without him
being notified. In his \8w, this piece was clearly used for a political cause.
Containing some exp$ive matters, the leading staff had put it asidetimgi

for the right opportunity.

Itis atA d e v,iBogdanclaims where the big interests are, not necessa
ily of money (as comared to the tabloids) but more in terms of political
power. Bogdan says that informationAnd e v L pages i6 sften paid for,
that is to say, those who hand out the information frequently pay for it to be
published.

Although Bogdan sees the tabloid ggeespecially as a dirty business, he
thinks it was exciting to be in the middle of events for a while. At Rompres,
the scale of things are more fAhuman,
between people working in the same organization.

While Bogda gave examples of journalists and the media beingioted
themselves, the other side of this is the media and the J@isneovering
corruption in official sectors, specifically the political, jurisdictional, ibus
ness and police ones. One of the mspectacular stories of this kind of
journalistic work | came across was the case of Nicolae.

Ni col ae: Alf i tds nece&ssary to

Nicolae is a journalist from the city of Lugoj near the regional capital
Ti mi Kkoar a, s o westofiBuchardst |lhad met him at 8 enf

Q

rence in Sinaia in early 2000 and at

Day party which followed the conference. At the party, Nicolae was awarded
fimost harassed journalist o ahaidcutr ecei
as prize, the latter carried out on sté&gk.had been difficult to arrange a

8 Nicolae is not gseudonym. The data in this portrait is specific to the extent that it would

have been difficult to conceal the origins by using another name on the journalist in question,

and the town in which he lives and works. Nicolae Toma has agreed to appeaaitame,

and Lugoj is the real town where he works.

84 The conference, to which | return in Chapter 6, was organized with the purpose to discuss

the possible formation of a nationwide association for journalsBP.L.LE,As oci a-Si a pe
t r u RarkoPromav&ea LibettiiSde Expresie (The Association for the Protection and
Pronotion of Freedom of Speechivas formed as a result. As for the party, it was one of
several organized b§ a S a vamdits associate Media Monitoring Agency that | attended

during my fieldwork.These parties were rather spectacular, highly appreciated amont journa
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