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On May 3, 2013, journalists around the world commemorated the 
twentieth anniversary of World Press Freedom Day, a yearly interna-
tional day of journalistic reflection and action that has its roots, like 
much else of human culture, in Africa.

It was in 1991 that dozens of journalists from all across the Af-
rican continent gathered in the southern African nation of Namib-
ia—then recently liberated from the occupation of the apartheid 
regime of South Africa—to find solutions to the crisis of news cen-
sorship, the jailing and killing of reporters, and the very real threats 
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to the pursuit of truth and freedom of expression in their respective 
countries.

The result of the African journalists coming together was a bold, 
uncompromising statement, the Declaration of Windhoek on Pro-
moting an Independent and Pluralistic African Press, that would 
speak directly to the important work of journalists, press freedom 
advocates, and media activists around the world for many years to 
come.1 The spirit of that declaration evolved into World Press Free-
dom Day, as later adopted by the United Nations.

In the Central American nation of Costa Rica, site of the official 
UN-sponsored World Press Freedom Day events for 2013, journalists 
and others commemorated the day with especially timely discussions 
on the “safety of journalists, the issue of impunity, and online safety” 
of news media organizations.2

Who should be on an official state visit in San José, the Costa Rican 
capital, on the twentieth anniversary of World Press Freedom Day but 
Barack Obama, president of the United States?3

Every year since taking office in 2009, President Obama had is-
sued official statements on the annual World Press Freedom Day, 
stressing the importance of an independent news media, unfettered 
by government interference, and honoring journalists worldwide 
who had been persecuted or killed in the line of work.4 Those hon-
ored by President Obama in the past have included slain reporters 
who covered “crime, corruption, and national security in their home 
countries . . . and hundreds more each year who face intimidation, 
censorship, and arbitrary arrest—guilty of nothing more than a pas-
sion for truth and a tenacious belief that a free society depends on an 
informed citizenry.”5

No such statement of support for freedom of the press, however, 
was announced by the Obama White House in 2013.6

Instead, the extent of President Obama’s official concern for a free 
press this year consisted of two sentences spoken during a media 
briefing in San José, just across town from the concurrent UN-spon-
sored World Press Freedom Day conference. “I’m proud to be here 
as you host World Press Freedom Day,” President Obama stated, and 
then, pointing to members of the US media elites traveling with him: 
“So, everybody from the American press corps, you should thank the 
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people of Costa Rica for celebrating free speech and an independent 
press as essential pillars of our democracy.”7

Just how “thankful” the American news media back home should 
be became clear exactly one week later on May 10: the US Depart-
ment of Justice under President Obama notified the Associated Press 
news agency that day that it had been spying on the company in a 
national security investigation, secretly seizing the company’s phone 
records as well as the work and personal phone records of individual 
AP reporters. The AP called it a “massive and unprecedented intru-
sion” into a company’s newsgathering operations, and a firestorm of 
protest ignited across the spectrum of mainstream and independent/
alternative news media in the US.8

The following group of stories on the issue of “censoring the news 
about censorship,” highlighted this year by Project Censored, could not 
come at a more critical time. We are seeing a war on truth on all fronts 
in the US—against journalists and media companies, against those 
who would blow the whistle on government and military corruption, 
and against truth-tellers in general—with the Obama administration’s 
heavy-handed actions against the Associated Press and others in the 
media being just a part of a much larger international trend.

But is this critical message about the war on truth in all its mani-
festations reaching the public? The censored stories presented here 
indicate that, by and large, the message is not making it past the self-
censoring filters of the US corporate-dominated news media. This is 
alarming indeed for a nation professing to be the world’s most open, 
democratic society and home to the freest press on the planet.

Censored #1: Bradley Manning and the Failure of Corporate Media

Nowhere is the war on truth more clearly seen than in the case of 
Bradley Manning, an intelligence analyst with the United States 
Army who is at the center of the largest leak of classified documents 
in US history. The Manning case shows in stark relief both the US 
government’s relentless pursuit of a legitimate whistleblower and the 
US corporate media’s relentless retreat from the story.

Private First Class Manning, at age twenty-two, was arrested in 
May 2010 at the US military base in Iraq where he was stationed, on 
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suspicion of leaking of about 700,000 pages of confidential docu-
ments and video footage of US military helicopter attacks to the 
WikiLeaks whistleblower organization. The leaking had helped to 
shine a much-needed international spotlight on the US wars in Af-
ghanistan and Iraq—especially on the killing of civilians by US sol-
diers—and on how the US government conducts its foreign policy 
behind the scenes.

In February 2012, Manning was ordered to stand trial in a US mili-
tary court on twenty-two charges of leaking confidential government 
documents; the most serious charge, “aiding the enemy,” carried a 
possible sentence of life in prison.9 The US Army had also charged 
Manning on multiple counts of violating the 1917 US Espionage Act, 
a World War I–era law that carries very stiff punishment—including a 
possible death penalty—for exposing “national defense” information.10

A sign of how the US corporate media would treat Manning’s court 
martial came some months later in November 2012, when Manning, 
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then held prisoner for more than 900 days without trial, spoke pub-
licly for the first time since his arrest.11

In a pretrial hearing at Fort Meade, Maryland, he detailed the phys-
ical and psychological trauma he had suffered due to inhumane treat-
ment by the US military while in detention. But these newsworthy 
developments in Manning’s case were unreported for the most part 
by major US news companies, according to the New York–based me-
dia watch group Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting (FAIR). FAIR 
found that the New York Times published just a brief Associated Press 
wire story on Manning’s testimony, and that only one of the big three 
corporate television networks, CBS, reported the Manning trial at 
all. PBS mentioned it in passing.12 “[T]he minimal attention to Man-
ning’s trial last week tells us how little corporate media care about 
the mistreatment of a government whistleblower,” concluded FAIR.13

In February 2013, Manning pled guilty to ten of the twenty-two 
charges he faced of releasing secret government documents to 
WikiLeaks, but not to the charge of aiding the enemy.

In his statement to the court, Manning said he was motivated 
by his conscience to blow the whistle: “I believed that if the general 
public, especially the American public, had access to the informa-
tion . . . this could spark a domestic debate on the role of the military 
and our foreign policy in general as well as it related to Iraq and Af-
ghanistan,” he said. “No one associated with [WikiLeaks] pressured 
me into giving any more information. . . . I take full responsibility 
for my actions.”14

Manning denied in his testimony that anything damaging to US 
government interests was released in the US State Department cables 
he leaked, though he conceded they “might be embarrassing.”15 But 
the bigger embarrassment may have been for the US corporate press.

Manning testified that before leaking documents to WikiLeaks, he 
had tried going through the proper news company channels:

I then decided to contact the largest and most popular news-
paper, the New York Times. I called the public editor number 
on the New York Times website. The phone rang and was an-
swered by a machine. I went through the menu to the sec-
tion for news tips. I was routed to an answering machine. I 



censored 2014	 71

left a message stating I had access to information about Iraq 
and Afghanistan that I believed was very important. However, 
despite leaving my Skype phone number and personal e-mail 
address, I never received a reply from the New York Times.

I attached a text file I drafted while preparing to provide the 
documents to the Washington Post. It provided rough guide-
lines saying “It’s already been sanitized of any source identify-
ing information. You might need to sit on this information—
perhaps 90 to 100 days to figure out how best to release such a 
large amount of data and to protect its source. This is possibly 
one of the more significant documents of our time removing 
the fog of war and revealing the true nature of twenty-first cen-
tury asymmetric warfare. Have a good day.”16

Manning never heard back from them, later sent the information 
he had on to WikiLeaks, and the rest is history. 

As the pretrial phase of Manning’s court martial is headed toward 
the scheduled June 2013 start of the main trial proceedings (as we go 
to press on this book), the big question, especially for US independent 
journalists and reporters from other countries who covered the trial 
regularly, was: Where is the American press?17 The big media compa-
nies were noticeably absent from or negligent in covering what was 
surely one of the most important legal cases in United States history.

One of those companies, the New York Times—which had actually 
cooperated with WikiLeaks and Julian Assange in 2010 by publishing 
thousands of documents originally leaked by Manning—now found 
no stomach to stand by Manning in court, or even to be bothered at 
one point with covering the whistleblower’s legal proceedings at all. 
The Times had to be shamed into covering the Manning trial more 
consistently by its own public editor, who wrote: “In failing to send 
its own reporter to cover the fascinating and important pretrial testi-
mony of Bradley Manning, the New York Times missed the boat. . . . 
The Times should be there.”18

Other corporate news media did not fare much better. Kevin Gosztola, 
a Chicago-based writer for the progressive news website FireDogLake, 
was one of a handful of independent journalists and activists who turned 
up day after day at the Manning hearings to record every development 
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of the trial. At the same time, Gosztola was also monitoring the US so-
called mainstream print and broadcast media’s attendance at the trial, 
which he found to be nonexistent at worst and spotty at best.19

Gosztola spoke for many in and outside the media field when he 
said that as an institution, “the US press failed Bradley Manning” 
from the very beginning of the whole whistleblowing affair for which 
he now stood trial.20 Many contend that Manning’s status as a mod-
ern-day folk hero is well deserved, and that, far from being treated 
like a criminal, he should be credited with having done a great public 
service as a whistleblower in what is proving to be an increasingly 
dangerous environment to report the truth.21

Censored #4: Obama’s War on Whistleblowers

The Bradley Manning case stands out as a prime example of official 
persecution of a legitimate whistleblower, but it is by no means the 
only one.

During his first election campaign, Barack Obama promised more 
protection for whistleblowers—those within government who would 
take risks to make unauthorized leaks of information. Obama as can-
didate promised to “strengthen whistleblower laws to protect federal 
workers who expose waste, fraud, and abuse of authority in govern-
ment [and] ensure that federal agencies expedite the process for re-
viewing whistleblower claims and whistleblowers have full access to 
courts and due process.”22

The Government Accountability Project, a Washington DC–based 
nonprofit organization that promotes and defends whistleblower pro-
tections, credits Obama as president with mostly keeping his cam-
paign promises to protect whistleblowers. But in one area—national 
security—the Obama administration is seen as being “dangerously 
contradictory” by aggressively prosecuting leakers of classified infor-
mation and going after the journalists to whom they leak.23

The Obama administration has far surpassed what past US ad-
ministrations have done by presiding over the prosecution of seven 
persons for whistleblowing and other offenses under the Espionage 
Act. As of this writing (May 2013), the seven persons are:
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�� Thomas Drake: Former senior executive at the National Se-
curity Agency (NSA), the US government’s electronic-spying 
agency. Indicted in 2010 in connection with the leaking of top-
secret documents about an NSA program, which he felt violated 
citizens’ privacy rights, to a newspaper reporter at the Baltimore 
Sun.24 Felony charges were dropped in 2011 in exchange for a 
misdemeanor plea by Drake.
�� Shamai Leibowitz: Israeli lawyer/activist in the US working 
secretly under contract for the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
(FBI) as a Hebrew-language translator. Concerned about possi-
ble plans for a military attack on Iran, he leaked FBI transcripts 
of wiretapped conversations of diplomats at the Israeli embassy 
in Washington DC to the blog Tikun Olam.25 Sentenced in 2010 
to twenty months in federal prison. He served out his sentence 
and was released in 2011.
�� Bradley Manning: Charged by the US Army for whistleblowing 
offenses (see Censored story #1, above).
�� Stephen Kim: South Korean–born and US Ivy League–educated 
analyst who worked on a contract basis with the US State Depart-
ment. Indicted in 2010 for having passed nonclassified informa-
tion concerning North Korea to a Fox News correspondent, who 
later reported it on television, citing an anonymous source. Kim 
faces a sentence of up to fifteen years in prison; he has pled not 
guilty to the charges and his court case continues.26 (Following 
the AP phone records firestorm in May 2013, it was revealed that 
the Fox News reporter, James Rosen, had had his movements at 
the State Department, as well as his phone and e-mail records, 
monitored by government investigators at the time in 2009.)27

�� Jeffrey Sterling: Former Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) case 
officer. Indicted in 2010 for having leaked information on Ira-
nian nuclear research to New York Times reporter James Risen 
for a chapter in Risen’s book State of War.28 Facing a sentence of 
up to 120 years, Sterling pled not guilty. Risen was subpoenaed 
three times to force him to testify as to whether or not Sterling 
was his source; Risen has refused to comply. Pretrial rulings 
by the judge on evidentiary issues have posed a major setback 
for the Justice Department in the case. The go ment is report-
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edly appealing the rulings as it moves ahead with prosecuting 
Sterling.29

�� John Kiriakou: Former CIA case officer and analyst. Well known as 
the first US government official who, in 2007, exposed to the media 
the CIA’s “waterboarding” interrogation technique on al-Qaeda pris-
oners as a form of torture.30 Kiriakou was initially charged in 2012 
under the Espionage Act for leaking the names of CIA colleagues to 
journalists, including a New York Times reporter, for which he faced 
up to fifty years in prison. Kiriakou pled guilty to a lesser charge and 
was sentenced in January 2013 to thirty months in prison. He is cur-
rently an inmate at a federal prison in Pennsylvania.31

�� James Hitselberger: Former Arabic-language specialist who 
worked for a private company on contract to the US Navy. 
Though not technically a whistleblower, he was “quietly indict-
ed” under the Espionage Act in late 2012 for taking classified 
documents from a US naval base in Bahrain where he worked, 
including some documents that ended up in a collection of his 
papers at Stanford University.32 He was reported to be under 
house arrest in Virginia in 2013 as his trial proceeds.33

To be sure, the big corporate media companies have published news 
reports on these and other whistleblower cases as the lawsuits have 
come up. But what have been missing from the US press overall are 
context and consistency: the much wider context of a systematic war 
on whistleblowers and truth-tellers with the aim of silencing them, and 
consistency in reporting that wider context over time.

And the war looks to get worse before it gets better. In January 2013, 
President Obama issued a memorandum, barely reported by the US 
corporate media, that seeks new rules to allow federal agencies to fire 
employees without appeal if their work is deemed to be “national secu-
rity sensitive.”34 This could affect thousands of US government work-
ers, and there are concerns that it would also give the Obama adminis-
tration yet another weapon in its war on whistleblowers.35

If the final goal of the US government has been to put a “chilling 
effect” on the press to keep the truth unreported and to deter poten-
tial whistleblowers from coming forward, then it has succeeded in at 
least one noteworthy case.
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“I heard from various news sources that the FBI [under George W. 
Bush] had been monitoring my phone and Internet communications 
with certain people as part of its leak investigation into our [2005] 
NSA story,” says Eric Lichtblau, Pulitzer Prize–winning reporter for 
the New York Times. A fear of getting subpoenaed led Lichtblau to quit 
writing national security stories for the Times and move on to another 
beat before the Obama administration took over in 2009. “While the 
Justice Department never made good on the threat, it certainly made 
it more difficult to do my job in dealing with confidential sources 
when you realize you may be forced to testify before a grand jury or 
risk going to jail to protect a source.”36

Censored #16: Journalism Under Attack Around the Globe

The domestic war on whistleblowers in the United States is, in turn, 
part of a much broader pattern of increasing repression of the news 
media and freedom of expression internationally.

In this digital age, the world has indeed become a smaller place yet 
at the same time a more dangerous one, if we are to believe the lat-
est reports from press-support organizations and news media around 
the globe. Are those dangers to journalists in doing their work con-
sistently reflected in news reporting by the US establishment media 
with the proper context, as they appear to be in other countries? Once 
again, we see a huge gap between the reality and the reporting in the 
United States. 

Across the board, 2012 was reported by several organizations and 
institutions to be the deadliest year yet for journalists in various parts 
of the world, a sign of increasing danger to media workers and ulti-
mately of a growing trend of censoring and gagging of news report-
ers. The Austria-based International Press Institute documented a 
record-high killing of 132 journalists worldwide in 2012 in the line of 
work, with the rate showing no sign of slowing down as of mid-2013 
(forty-eight journalists killed).37 Similar results were found by the 
France-based organization Reporters Without Borders in its “World 
Press Freedom Index” for 2013.38

The United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organiza-
tion (UNESCO) also documented a rise in the number of media pro-
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fessionals killed on a global scale, along with an increase in “nonfatal 
attacks” such as journalists being injured, raped, kidnapped, intimi-
dated, harassed, or illegally arrested in the course of their work.39

Like other parties, UNESCO attributed these rising numbers in 
large part to the growing problem of impunity—that is, when no one 
is brought to justice for crimes against journalists. Most of the report-
ers, UNESCO noted, were not killed while covering war zones but rather 
while reporting on corruption or illegal activities at the local level. In-
creasingly, covering human rights issues and even environmental issues 
are proving to be more fatal for journalists than before, UNESCO found.

The US-based Committee to Protect Journalists (CPJ) issued its own 
report in February 2013, “Attacks on the Press.”40 It documented sev-
enty journalists killed in 2012 in the course of their work, a jump of al-
most 50 percent over the year before.41 CPJ also identified a record-high 
232 journalists imprisoned around the world in 2012, a climbing figure 
“driven in part by the widespread use of charges of terrorism and other 
anti-state offenses against critical reporters and editors.”42

The New York Times followed up by publishing an article on the 
release of the CPJ report.43 But the Times’ reporting was all too typical 
of the poor US corporate media coverage of this important issue, lack-
ing in quantity (at a mere 440 words) as well as in quality (the deeper 
implications for press freedom of more journalists getting killed). 
Most noticeably absent from the Times story was any mention at all of 
the landmark United Nations resolution on journalists’ safety passed 
just a few months before, which recognized the severity of the crisis 
in journalism and which was heralded by media workers and press-
support organizations around the world.

In September 2012, the forty-seven–member United Nations Hu-
man Rights Council passed a resolution that for the first time called 
on nations to “promote a safe and enabling environment for journal-
ists to perform their work independently and without undue interfer-
ence.” It also called on countries to fight impunity in cases of attacks 
against journalists, by “ensur[ing] accountability through the conduct 
of impartial, speedy and effective investigations” into such attacks 
and “bring[ing] to justice those responsible.”44

The New York Times and the US corporate press failed to give this 
important development the prominent coverage it deserved. But if 
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US establishment media reporting of the important UN resolution 
on journalists’ safety was sparse in 2012, acknowledgment of Article 
19 of the UN Universal Declaration of Human Rights—upon which 
this and other resolutions and press freedom principles are based—
has been nearly nonexistent.

Article 19 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, passed 
by the United Nations in 1948, reads:

Everyone has the right to freedom of opinion and expres-
sion; this right includes freedom to hold opinions without 
interference and to seek, receive and impart information and 
ideas through any media and regardless of frontiers.45

Article 19 is worth noting here because it affirms freedom of the 
press as a basic human right, not just the civil right of a nation. Sev-
eral UN press freedom–related resolutions of the past are based on 
Article 19, as is the groundbreaking Windhoek Declaration of 1991 
by African journalists, which evolved into World Press Freedom Day.

Inspired by the Windhoek Declaration, journalists in other regions 
of the world—Europe, Asia, the Middle East, and Latin America and 
the Caribbean—also have drawn up similarly strong statements of 
press principles.46 Conspicuously missing from that list of regions 
is North America, where a kind of Windhoek Declaration is arguably 
most needed in the world today.

When more news reporters and other media professionals in the Unit-
ed States see themselves and their important public service role as one vital 
part of the larger international picture, and can stand side by side with their 
colleagues around the world in times of danger, then we may finally begin 
to see US news reporting that truly informs the public whenever journal-
ism comes under threat of attack anywhere on the globe.

Censored #22: Pennsylvania Law Gags Doctors to Protect Big Oil’s 
“Proprietary Secrets”

Attacking or killing journalists after they report the truth is one way to 
censor news; another is to use “prior restraints” under the law before 
the truth is reported. Those in the media profession are no strangers 
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to legal restraints being used to bind and gag them beforehand, based 
on what they might report. Now, however, that kind of gag is being 
extended in the US to persons in the medical profession.

Under a controversial new law that went into effect in 2012 in the 
state of Pennsylvania, doctors must sign a confidentiality agreement be-
fore a corporation will release any information to the doctors concerning 
the chemicals used in deep underground drilling of oil and natural gas, 
a practice known as hydraulic fracturing or “fracking”—even when that 
information directly affects the health of the doctors’ patients.

The text of the law, Act 13, stipulates that a fracking company must 
“identify the specific identity and amount of any chemicals claimed to 
be a trade secret or confidential proprietary information to any health 
professional who requests the information in writing,” but only “if the 
health professional executes a confidentiality agreement and provides 
a written statement of need for the information” for treating patients.47

Like other states, Pennsylvania is undergoing a virtual gold rush 
of fracking by oil and gas companies. There are an estimated 5,000 
oil and gas drilling wells located around the state, and the number 
of sites continues to grow.48 The drilling, which is done with toxic 
chemicals, has led medical professionals, local residents, and activists 
alike to raise serious environmental concerns about contaminated 
groundwater and about the resulting outbreaks of health problems 
among people living near the drilling sites.49

This puts medical professionals in a bind: doctors in Pennsylvania 
can be sued by patients for not informing them of the health risks 
of fracking, which may involve naming the actual “secret” chemicals 
used at local fracking sites. As one Pennsylvania doctor put it: “What 
is the big secret here that they [fracking companies] are unwilling to 
tell people, unless they know that if people found out what’s really in 
these chemicals, they would be outraged?”50

There has been some decent reporting of this “doctor gag rule” 
in the US corporate press, including, for example, by the New York-
based website International Business Times51 as well as by the Los Angeles 
Times.52 But by and large, considering the huge implications this case 
has for the wider issue of creeping corporate control over public health 
matters, the doctor gag rule has not garnered nearly the amount of sus-
tained, consistent coverage in the corporate media that it deserves.
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This is especially true of one related aspect that appears to have 
gone unreported in the national media: the possible linking of the 
doctor gag rule on fracking with the gagging of whistleblowers and 
activists in Pennsylvania’s agricultural industry.53

Pennsylvania is one of several US states that in the past few years has 
moved to pass agricultural gag laws—so-called “ag-gag laws”—at the 
behest of the powerful industrial agricultural lobby. These are laws that 
would make it a crime for anyone to expose conditions at factory farms 
where animals are killed and processed for human consumption.

Under House Bill 683, introduced into the Pennsylvania state legisla-
ture in February 2013, it would be a felony offense for anyone who “re-
cords an image of, or sound from, the agricultural operation by leaving a 
recording device on the agricultural operation,” or anyone who “uploads, 
downloads, transfers or otherwise sends recorded images of, or sound 
from, the agricultural operations over the Internet in any medium.”54

Public concerns are now being raised about such factory farms that 
are located in the same rural areas of Pennsylvania where fracking 
operations are also being carried out by oil and natural gas drilling 
companies. HB 683 deals specifically with gags on exposing indus-
trial farming practices. But there are concerns that if this ag-gag bill is 
passed into law, it could someday be expanded in scope to include the 
legal gagging of activists and whistleblowers who expose operations 
at rural oil and gas fracking sites in Pennsylvania as well. 

This is an important case worth keeping an eye on for the future, as a 
sign of where the ongoing war on truth in the United States is taking us.

Related Validated Independent News Story 

Prominent Establishment Journalists Turn Whistleblowers  

over News Censorship

What happens when journalists themselves blow the whistle on cen-
sorship within their own ranks? Ask two such journalists who worked 
for some of the biggest names in American news.

Amber Lyon, a reporter for CNN, produced a one-hour documen-
tary in 2011 titled iRevolution: Online Warriors of the Arab Spring, on 
how social media were playing a part in the then-unfolding Arab 
Spring uprisings in the Middle East. It included a thirteen-minute 
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segment shot in Bahrain featuring dramatic footage and interviews.55

Lyon said she was later pressured by CNN during the editing pro-
cess to include Bahraini government denials and untruths about the 
Arab Spring uprising in that country.56

The documentary aired once that summer on the US domestic edi-
tion of CNN, but not on the network’s overseas arm, CNN Interna-
tional (CNNi), which is widely watched in the Middle East.57 When 
she raised questions about it, Lyon said, she was warned by the presi-
dent of CNNi to drop the subject and not talk about it publicly;58 she 
later received a similar threat from CNN’s business department.59

US journalist Glenn Greenwald has suggested that it had some-
thing to do with pressure put on CNN by the government of Bahrain, 
a close United States ally, in conjunction with a high-priced US public 
relations firm, in an effort to nip Bahrain’s Arab Spring in the bud.60

In response, CNN admitted that it has carried advertising by a 
Bahraini government agency but strongly denied any connection be-
tween that and Lyon’s report not airing.61 Lyon was later laid off from 
CNN and has been reporting independently since then.

The second journalist, Daniel Simpson, was a British writer based 
in Serbia who worked as the Balkans correspondent for the New York 
Times for about a year starting in 2002, reporting mostly on political 
developments.62

But Simpson would later recall how Times editors leaned on him to 
slant his stories more in line with the Times’ conventional wisdom of 
geopolitics in the Balkan region and in keeping with Bush adminis-
tration positions in its newly declared war on terror.

This included at one point, he said, being urged by the US embassy in 
the Serbian capital of Belgrade, as well as by a Times colleague in New York, 
reporter Judith Miller, to dig up evidence that would link the Bosnian Serb 
Republic to suspected weapons of mass destruction in Iraq.63 Simpson 
said that Miller (who would later be discredited for her reporting on Iraq) 
“wanted me to say [in an article] that Serbs were selling Saddam Hussein 
‘weapons of mass destruction’ delivery systems. Now, it turned out that 
what they were actually selling was spare parts for planes . . .”64

Fed up, he says, with what he called the “propaganda” and spin 
being put out by the US government in the war on terror and the sup-
portive role played by the Times and other corporate media, he left the 
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Times and the news business entirely.
Simpson today is quite open about once having fabricated part of a 

story that was published on the front page of the Times, and about having 
used a fake identity in a letter to the editor that he sent to the Times, later 
published by the paper while he was still working there.65 These actions 
strain Simpson’s journalistic credibility and cannot be defended.

But at the very least, the claim of self-censorship and institutional 
bias at the New York Times, and the credible evidence of news censor-
ship at CNN, both deserve to be covered and debated widely in the 
US establishment press, not dismissed or ignored as they have been.

brian covert is an independent journalist and author based in Kawanishi, western 
Japan. He has worked for United Press International news service in Japan, as staff 
reporter for three of Japan’s English-language daily newspapers, and as contributor to 
Japanese and overseas newspapers and magazines. He contributed a chapter to Cen-
sored 2013 on the Fukushima nuclear disaster and news censorship in Japan. He is 
currently a lecturer in the Department of Media, Journalism, and Communications at 
Doshisha University in Kyoto. 
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