
See discussions, stats, and author profiles for this publication at: https://www.researchgate.net/publication/317952443

How Unsafe Contexts and Overlapping Risks Influence Journalism Practice:

Evidence from a Survey of Mexican Journalists

Chapter · May 2017

CITATIONS

2
READS

334

2 authors:

Some of the authors of this publication are also working on these related projects:

Journalistic Role Performance - Ibero-American updates View project

Worlds of Journalism View project

Mireya Márquez Ramírez

Universidad Iberoamericana Ciudad de México

41 PUBLICATIONS   389 CITATIONS   

SEE PROFILE

Sallie Hughes

University of Miami

61 PUBLICATIONS   582 CITATIONS   

SEE PROFILE

All content following this page was uploaded by Mireya Márquez Ramírez on 27 June 2017.

The user has requested enhancement of the downloaded file.

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/317952443_How_Unsafe_Contexts_and_Overlapping_Risks_Influence_Journalism_Practice_Evidence_from_a_Survey_of_Mexican_Journalists?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_2&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/317952443_How_Unsafe_Contexts_and_Overlapping_Risks_Influence_Journalism_Practice_Evidence_from_a_Survey_of_Mexican_Journalists?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_3&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/project/Journalistic-Role-Performance-Ibero-American-updates?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_9&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/project/Worlds-of-Journalism-6?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_9&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_1&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mireya_Marquez_Ramirez?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_4&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mireya_Marquez_Ramirez?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_5&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/institution/Universidad_Iberoamericana_Ciudad_de_Mexico?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_6&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mireya_Marquez_Ramirez?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_7&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sallie_Hughes?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_4&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sallie_Hughes?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_5&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/institution/University_of_Miami?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_6&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Sallie_Hughes?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_7&_esc=publicationCoverPdf
https://www.researchgate.net/profile/Mireya_Marquez_Ramirez?enrichId=rgreq-753beac7e7da5dfd6996761fe1fd5ba1-XXX&enrichSource=Y292ZXJQYWdlOzMxNzk1MjQ0MztBUzo1MDk5NDM5NjcxMjE0MDhAMTQ5ODU5MTUyNDg0MA%3D%3D&el=1_x_10&_esc=publicationCoverPdf


E
dited by U

lla Carlsson and R
eeta Pöyhtäri

The Assault  
on Journalism

Building Knowledge to Protect  

Freedom of Expression

The Assault on Journalism
Edited by Ulla Carlsson and Reeta Pöyhtäri

People who exercise their right to freedom of expression through journalism should 

be able to practice their work without restrictions. They are, nonetheless, the 

constant targets of violence and threats. In an era of globalization and digitization, 

no single party can alone carry the responsibility for protection of journalism and 

freedom of expression. Instead, this responsibility must be assumed jointly by 

the state, the courts, media companies and journalist organizations, as well as by 

NGOs and civil society – on national as well as global levels.

To support joint efforts to protect journalism, there is a growing need for research-

based knowledge. Acknowledging this need, the aim of this publication is to 

highlight and fuel journalist safety as a field of research, to encourage worldwide 

participation, as well as to inspire further dialogues and new research initiatives. 

The contributions represent diverse perspectives on both empirical and theoretical 

research and offer many quantitatively and qualitatively informed insights. The 

articles demonstrate that a new important interdisciplinary research field is in fact 

emerging, and that the fundamental issue remains identical: Violence and threats 

against journalists constitute an attack on freedom of expression. 

The publication is the result of collaboration between the UNESCO Chair at the 

University of Gothenburg, UNESCO, IAMCR and a range of other partners.

JMG – DEPARTMENT OF JOURNALISM,
MEDIA AND COMMUNICATION

United Nations
Educational, Scientific and

Cultural Organization  

UNESCO Chair on Freedom of Expression,
Media Development and Global Policy
Sweden



The Assault on Journalism
Building knowledge to protect freedom of expression

Edited by Ulla Carlsson and Reeta Pöyhtäri

NORDICOM



The Assault on Journalism
Building knowledge to protect freedom of expression

Edited by Ulla Carlsson and Reeta Pöyhtäri

© Editorial matters and selection, the editors; articles, individual contributors; Nordicom 2017 
(with one exception, page 341-362, reprinted by permission of UNESCO)

The designations employed and the presentation of material throughout this publication do 
not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of UNESCO concerning the 
legal status of any country, territory, city or area or of its authorities, or concerning the delimi-
tation of its frontiers or boundaries.
 
The ideas and opinions expressed in this publication are those of the authors; they are not 
necessarily those of UNESCO and do not commit the Organization.

ISBN 978-91-87957-50-5 (printed)
ISBN 978-91-87957-51-2 (web)

Publisher:
Nordicom
University of Gothenburg
Box 713
SE-405 30 Göteborg
Sweden

Cover by: Daniel Zachrisson
Layout by: Henny Östlund

Printed by: Ale Tryckteam AB, Bohus, Sweden, 2017



5

Contents
Acknowledgements 9

Ulla Carlsson and Reeta Pöyhtäri
Words of Introduction 11

THE STATUS OF SAFETY OF JOURNALISTS. KEY ARTICLES

Simon Cottle
Journalist Killings and the Responsibility to Report 21

Guy Berger
Why the World Became Concerned with Journalistic Safety,
and Why the Issue Will Continue to Attract Attention 33

Silvia Chocarro Marcesse
The United Nations’ Role in Promoting the Safety of Journalists from 1945 to 2016 45

Berit von der Lippe and Rune Ottosen
Gendering War and Peace Journalism. New challenges for media research 61

Thomas Hanitzsch
Collaboration Is the Future. Doing research in the network era 71

THE WAY FORWARD

1. Reflection, Reconsideration, Collaboration

Elisabeth Eide
A Country without Mercy. Afghan journalists caught in crossfires 81

Pradip Ninan Thomas
The Cost of Truth Telling in India. Reporting in the context of intolerance 87

Ramon R. Tuazon, Paz H. Diaz and Therese Patricia C. San Diego
Philippine and Global Research on News Media Safety.
Crossing disciplines, bridging gaps 93

Reeta Pöyhtäri
UNESCO’s Research Agenda on the Safety of Journalists.
Call for new academic research initiatives 103

Jackie Harrison
Setting a New Research Agenda.
The establishment of a journalism safety research network 109

Magda Abu-Fadil
Journalism Schools Must Include Safety Courses in Curricula 113

2. How to Measure Safety of Journalists

Katharine Sarikakis
Assaults against Journalists. We see the tip of the iceberg 119

Sara Torsner
Measuring Journalism Safety. Methodological challenges 129



6

RESEARCH ARTICLES

Ari Heinonen
Introduction. Explorations in an Emerging Research Field 141

1. Threats and Violence against Journalists, and Its Effects

Syed Irfan Ashraf and Lisa Brooten
Tribal Journalists under Fire.
Threats, impunity and decision making in reporting on conflict in Pakistan 147

Umaru A. Pate and Hamza Idris
How Journalists Survived to Report.
Professionalism and risk management in the reporting of terror groups 
and violent extremism in North East Nigeria 159

Lilian Ngusuur Unaegbu
Safety Concerns in the Nigerian Media. What gender dynamics? 171

Anthony Feinstein and Bennis Pavisian
The Psychological Wellbeing of Iranian Journalists 185

Roy Krøvel
Violence against Indigenous Journalists in Colombia and Latin America 191

Kirsten Sparre
The Dangers of Sports Journalism 205

CURRENT RESEARCH HIGHLIGHTS

Marilyn Clark and Anna Grech
Unwarranted Interference, Fear and Self-censorship among Journalists 
in Council of Europe Member States 221

Sriram Arulchelvan
Internal Threats and Safety of Journalists. A study from India 227

Fay Anderson
Australian News Photographers, Safety and Trauma 231

Trond Idås and Klas Backholm
Risk and Resilience among Journalists Covering Potentially Traumatic Events 235

2. Protection of Journalists and Sources

Stig A. Nohrstedt and Rune Ottosen
What’s Wrong with War Journalism?
Why and how legal aspects of conflicts need better reporting 241

Leire Iturregui Mardaras, María José Cantalapiedra González and Leire Moure Peñín
Embedded Journalism and Its Implications in the Field. 255

Mariateresa Garrido Villareal
The Protection of Citizen Journalists during Armed Conflicts. A legal approach 267

Bora Ataman and Barış Çoban
How Safe Is It? Being an activist citizen journalist in Turkey 279



7

Judith Lohner and Sandra Banjac
A Story Bigger than Your Life?
The safety challenges of journalists reporting on democratization conflicts 289

Sallie Hughes and Mireya Márquez-Ramírez
How Unsafe Contexts and Overlapping Risks Influence Journalism Practice.
Evidence from a survey of Mexican journalists 303

CURRENT RESEARCH HIGHLIGHTS

Giovanna Dell’Orto
Foreign Correspondents and Local Journalists.
A key newsgathering partnership, for safety and for the global public good 319

Sadia Jamil
Freedom under Pressure. Threats to journalists’ safety in Pakistan 323

Olunifesi Adekunle Suraj and Olawale Olaleye
Digital Safety among Nigerian Journalists. Knowledge, attitudes and practice 329

The Authors 337

REPUBLICATION OF

Time to Break the Cycle of Violence against Journalists. Highlights from  
the UNESCO Director-General’s 2016 Report on the Safety of Journalists  
and the Danger of Impunity
UNESCO, Paris, 2016 341

Appendix 363
1. UN Plan of Action on the Safety of Journalists and the Issue of Impunity
2. UNESCO: Towards a Research Agenda on the Safety of Journalists

mireya.marquez
Resaltado



HOW UNSAFE CONTEXTS AND OVERLAPPING RISKS INFLUENCE JOURNALISM PRACTICE

303

How Unsafe Contexts and Overlapping Risks 
Influence Journalism Practice

Evidence from a survey of Mexican journalists

Sallie Hughes and Mireya Márquez-Ramírez

Abstract
Journalists in many countries work in contexts of continuous risk, but few empirical 
studies identify how these conditions influence practice or measure the relative influ-
ence of different kinds of risk. This study asks a national sample of Mexican journalists 
to report use of several measures to ameliorate risk as violence and anti-press threat 
intensified over the last decade. It then identifies conditions that increased the likeli-
hood of engaging in these practices. Findings reveal diverse tactics to remain safe and 
how those seeking to disseminate news through less-risky channels are less common 
than individual or outlet-based censorship. The study shows that physical insecurity 
overlaps with economic pressures to shut down important public-interest functions 
and that support for change agent roles, youth, ethnic minority status and working 
in smaller cities are important predictors of precautionary practices. The chapter ends 
with policy recommendations for international organizations, the Mexican government 
and press rights activists.
Keywords: Mexico, journalism safety, risk, protective practice

As in numerous countries around the world, journalists in many parts of Mexico work 
in contexts of physical, political and economic risk on a daily basis. Especially after 
Mexico’s president launched a “war on drugs” in 2006, press association reports and 
qualitative studies have denounced pervasive self-censorship and other problematic 
changes in journalists’ reporting routines and publication practices that were under-
taken to reduce risk (Relly and González de Bustamante 2014; González de Busta-
mante and Relly 2014; Lauría and O’Connor 2010; Article 19 2015; Del Palacio 2015). 
To date no study has measured the magnitude of these changes nationally nor identi-
fied predictors of these behaviors. This study begins to fill the gap using a national 
survey of journalists (n=377) working in 136 media outlets randomly selected to reflect 
the national news media landscape. The survey asked whether in the last five years 
respondents had engaged in protective or precautionary practices because of threat or 
to reduce risk. This chapter reports findings about the prevalence of these practices. It 
also identifies the conditions that increase the likelihood of engaging in a precaution-
ary or protective practice through logistic regression analysis.

While survey findings are unique to Mexico, the country is one of several contem-
porary democracies where levels of non-combat violence and anti-press violence are 
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pervasive and unrelenting (Dunham, Nelson and Aghekyan 2015; Waisbord 2002, 
2007; Arias and Goldstein 2010). Most studies on journalism practice in contexts of 
physical insecurity have focused on war correspondents rather than national journal-
ists even though recent studies confirm that local, domestic journalists are most at risk 
(Cottle et al. 2016; Relly et al. 2015 is a rare exception in English). This study thus 
contributes to particular knowledge about the impact of violence on journalism in 
Mexico and contributes to knowledge about the general condition of journalists work-
ing in unsafe contexts globally.

Physical, political and economic risk to Mexico’s journalists
In the past decade, societal and anti-press violence have made Mexico one of the most 
dangerous places in the world to practice journalism. The monitoring program of Arti-
cle 19’s Mexico chapter has documented 92 journalist deaths in possible relation to 
their work between 2000 and March 2016 and 23 disappearances between July 2003 
and January 2016.1 Attacks include not only murders, but less-grave physical assaults, 
threats, intimidation, detentions, abductions, and attacks on media installations. In 
areas with high levels of organized crime or gang turf wars, risk to journalists is related 
to drug cartel violence and the government’s militarized response (Gutiérrez Leyton 
et al. 2014; Relly and González de Bustamante 2014; Salazar 2012; Lemini 2015). 
However, drug violence maximizes journalists’ vulnerability vis-a-vis a wider range of 
political actors and state institutions that not only fail to protect them, but also can 
be actively hostile. Abuses by elements of the state occur in a number of regions where 
governors and local officials use discretionary powers to pressure journalists. Article 
19 reported that 41 per cent of aggressions against journalists in 2015 were perpetrated 
by public officials, a fairly consistent percentage since 2009 that includes attacks from 
police officers, soldiers, and state or local government officials (Article 19 2016:141; 
see also del Palacio 2015).

Violent threats overlay economic vulnerabilities, especially in smaller cities and 
towns. Local advertising markets are small and clientelistic ties between government 
officials and outlets condition media coverage to the needs of politicians who control 
advertising and other perks (Guerrero and Márquez-Ramírez 2014). At the same time, 
pay is precariously low for rank-and-file journalists, especially in smaller cities (De 
León Vázquez 2012; González Macías 2013; Márquez Ramírez 2015; Reyna 2015).

Despite these challenges, majorities of Mexican journalists have expressed strong 
support for positively contributing to a democratic, peaceful and economically devel-
oped society. In our survey of 377 journalists around the country, the percent who 
believed institutional roles associated with these goals were “extremely” or “very” 
important aspects of their work were the following: report “things as they are” (95.5%), 
promote tolerance and cultural diversity (92.8%), advocate for social change (89.7%), 
promote and defend legality and human rights (89.4%), let people “express their views” 
(88.8%), monitor political actors and business owners and businesses (86.9%, 60.2%), 
help maintain peace and stability (84.6%), promote economic development and com-
munity wellbeing (84.5%), provide information so people can make political decisions 
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(84.3%) and motivate people to participate politically (62.9%). However, the survey 
found that to monitor criminal organizations was not considered an extremely or very 
important component of journalists’ work; only 24.3 per cent expressed this goal. 
While journalists appear to highly embrace these roles, there is clearly a political, crim-
inal and social environment that may limit their ability to put such roles into practice.

Because of the intrinsic importance of the subject and gaps in the research litera-
ture, this chapter addresses two questions: 1) How do journalists respond to sometimes 
extreme levels of physical, political and economic risk found in Mexico? 2) Which 
types of risk change the likelihood journalists will engage in these practices? By iden-
tifying conditions that predict a greater likelihood of using these practices, the study 
provides information that national and international actors can use as they seek better 
solutions for safeguarding journalists and the positive contributions of journalism to 
society.

Methodology
To answer these questions, the authors and a team of graduate students surveyed a 
national sample of professional journalists in Mexico between January 24, 2013 and 
March 17, 2015. The survey population was defined as those who have at least some 
editorial responsibility within domestic news organizations (Johnstone et al. 1976; 
Weaver et al. 2007), including daily press, non-daily press, radio, television and online 
news media. Survey participants had to receive at least half their income from journal-
istic work. They were asked them a series of eight yes/no reports on changes in profes-
sional practice to reduce risk as well as an open-ended question about other measures 
they undertook within the last 5 years. The authors ran logistic regressions to identify 
conditions that would increase or decrease the odds of engaging in one of the yes-no 
practices. They also categorized 147 responses to an open-ended question into 12 types 
of risk-reduction practice. The categories were created by the second author using the 
constant comparison method. The first author independently reviewed the practices 
and categorization as a form of peer-checking.

Sample and measures

Due to a lack of a complete list of practicing journalists or news media outlets, the 
authors first created a comprehensive national list of news media organizations and 
secondly drew a simple random sample of outlets stratified by media type and nine 
geo-cultural sub-regions informants identified as clusters of Mexican states where jour-
nalism practices were similar. The third step was to select participants from sampled 
outlets to vary by level of authority and gender taking care to ensure every journalist in 
the outlet had a greater than zero chance of being selected. Journalists came from radio 
outlets (43.2%), television stations (9.5%), daily press outlets (34.5%), non-daily press 
(8.0%) and online outlets (4.8%). Their average age was 38 and about 32 per cent were 
female. Most respondents worked in privately owned media, 87.8 per cent, while 8.5 per 
cent worked in state-owned media, and 3.7 per cent worked in university media outlets.
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Keeping in mind free press advocacy reports and qualitative studies, interviewers 
asked respondents to answer whether they had used each of the following practices in 
the last five years to diminish threat or risk:

• “Self censor potentially sensitive topics or information.”

• “Submit to media organization policies of censorship of potentially sensitive topics 
or information.”

• “Withdraw from a news scene but continue reporting.”

• “Publish anonymously and without credit in own media outlet.”

• “Use social networks to publish information or stories anonymously.”

• “Filter information or ideas for certain stories to international news agencies.”

• “Publish stories abroad.”

• “Hide information from untrustworthy colleagues or suspicious persons in your 
newsroom.”

Predictor variables were created from items developed by an international research 
consortium for the second round of the Worlds of Journalism Study.2 The authors also 
added contextual and direct threat measures that may be important for understanding 
the press environment in Mexico and possibly other countries where journalist safety is 
problematic. Keeping in mind previous research on influences on journalism practice 
(Weaver et al 2007; Hanitzsch et al. 2010; Hanitzsch and Mellado 2011; Hanitzsch 
2011), independent variables in the logistic regressions included personal, work-related, 
organizational and environmental characteristics that may drive journalists to engage 
differently in practices to reduce risk, including:

• personal traits, including age, gender and self-identification as an ethnic minority 
(being indigenous, in Mexico’s case);

• work-related traits, including salary level, newsbeat covered where applicable, and 
rank of authority in the organization;

• level of support for varying occupational roles;3

• level of importance attributed to perceived influences on work from political, eco-
nomic, organizational or reference group origins;

• characteristics of outlets where the journalist works, including media type and 
form of outlet ownership;

• aspects of the environment that are potentially related to physical insecurity, 
including crime levels, anti-press attacks, or city size; and

• having received a direct work-related threat.

Reported changes in practice due to risk were examined using a statistical procedure 
known as logistic regression analysis, which is used to predict an outcome from a set 
of independent variables. The analysis also identifies statistically significant predictors 
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and produces coefficients that when exponentiated are interpreted as changes in the 
odds (or likelihood) that an outcome will occur. Separate regression models were run 
on each of the yes/no behavioral change reports independently since the behaviors were 
not mutually exclusive.

Results and discussion
How do journalists respond to risk?

Table 1 reports responses to whether journalists engaged in a precautionary or pro-
tective practice in the last five years. While almost all journalists reported paying 
greater attention to accuracy when a story was potentially sensitive, about two-thirds 
of journalists (67.4%) reported having engaged in self-censorship as a precaution to 
reduce risk. Retiring from street reporting was the next most prevalent measure (64% 
had engaged in this behavior), followed by adherence to company censorship policies 
(57.3%). Two more precautionary measures followed in frequency: hiding information 
from suspicious or untrustworthy people in the respondent’s own newsroom (50%) and 
publishing without byline or credit in one’s own media outlet (41%). Less frequently, 
journalists reported filtering ideas or information to international media (23%), pub-
lishing stories abroad (22%) or publishing anonymously on social media (19%). The 
results from this battery of questions clearly show that the most-common precaution-
ary practices prevent news stories from being disseminated or even being developed. 
Precautions taken while developing or disseminating stories follow. Least common are 
practices that actively seek to disseminate stories that already exist through alternative, 
less risky channels.

While the aforementioned practices reflect either the avoidance of dangerous 
news topics or efforts to safely develop and disseminate risky news, the open-ended 
responses illuminate precautions journalists take during routine operations in unsafe 
environments, as well as steps to safeguard families. A total of 89 responses mentioning 
126 different practices were categorized in 12 types:
1) Safeguarding technology to avoid being monitored (n=15).

2) Changing work transport routines and being more aware to prevent being followed (n=15).

3) Changing work routines to limit street exposure at night or in dangerous areas (n=9).

4) Establishing communication networks with friends and colleagues to regularly update 
location in case of detention or disappearance (n=8).

5) Reporting in packs or as teams to cover breaking news, instead of working alone (n=8).

6) Removing press IDs to avoid identification (n=7).

7) Seeking legal protections or help from government officials (n=7).

8) Establishing personal security protocols and getting safety training (n=6).

9) Acquiring safety equipment or security personnel (n=4).

10) Changing personal routines and curtailing social life to protect self and families (n=11).

11) Safeguarding personal information (n=4).

12) Leaving the country temporarily or abandoning the area of origin of a threat (n=3).
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Table 1. Measures to ameliorate risk

Yes/no reports %

Pay greater attention to accuracy of facts 91.2

Self-censor 67.4

Follow company censorship policy 57.3

Retire from news scene but keep reporting 64.2

Hide information 50.3

Publish anonymously in media outlet 41

Filter ideas/information to intl. Media 22.8

Publish stories abroad 21.7

Publish anonymously on social media 18.7

Open-ended categories #

Safeguard technology, precaution with digital communication 15.0

Change work transport routines 15.0

Limit, change times in streets or dangerous areas 9.0

Establish communication networks for security 8.0

Work in teams 8.0

Remove, hide press Ids 7.0

Seek government or legal protection 7.0

Safety training or protocols 6.0

Safety equipment 4.0

Change personal routines 11.0

Leave country or area 3.0

Safeguard personal information 4.0

n=377
Closed-ended are affirmative responses to the question: “In the last five years, have you engaged in any of the following 
measures to protect yourself from possible attacks from criminals or mobs?”
Open-ended categories were constructed from qualitative responses to the “other measures - please describe” option.

What changes the likelihood of engaging in a protective or  
precautionary practice?

Table 2 reports odds ratios only for the statistically significant predictors for each logis-
tic regression, as well as the power and level of significance for each regression model. 
Odds ratios are interpreted as changes in the odds (or likelihood) that an outcome will 
occur. Odds above 1.0 are interpreted as increasing the likelihood of having engaged 
in a risk-reduction practice, whereas odds below 1.0 are interpreted as decreasing the 
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likelihood. Odds ratios can also be read as a percentage change in the likelihood of 
engaging in a practice. For the index variables, the odds ratio represents change in the 
likelihood for each step on a five-point scale. For the city population variable, the odds 
ratio represents the change in the likelihood per person difference in the population 
of a city.

Looking across the columns, the odds ratios reveal how different types of risk pre-
dict varying forms of risk reduction. Physical risks, including direct threat, a repres-
sive context or risks associated with working on a dangerous newsbeat, increase the 
likelihood of self-censorship, abandoning a dangerous news scene or hiding informa-
tion from untrustworthy colleagues or suspicious characters in the newsroom. How-
ever, physical risks do not influence the likelihood of adhering to company censorship 
policies, publishing abroad or publishing anonymously on social media. Physical risks 
are thus important predictors of practices constricting the mediated public sphere, 
but they do not explain all risk-reduction practices. In contrast, perceiving economic 
influences on work as more important increases the likelihood of both individual self-
censorship decisions and adhering to outlet censorship policies. The economic influ-
ences index is comprised of the level of importance journalists attribute to company 
profit expectations and advertisers. Self-censorship thus responds to both physical risk 
and economic risk, but adhering to company censorship policies is motivated by risks 
associated with a firm’s financial position.

Political risk becomes important for self-censorship when journalists believe jour-
nalism should be used for social change. The survey items that grouped on the inter-
pretive change agent dimension are related to politics and policy, including: providing 
analysis of current affairs, influencing public opinion, fomenting social change and 
promoting national development. Journalists who support change agent roles at higher 
levels were much more likely to report having self-censored to reduce risk than ones 
who did not support these roles.

On the other hand, viewing influences from politics as more important for work 
predicted journalists typically were less likely to publish abroad as a risk-reduction 
measure. Statistical tests confirm that officials, politicians, business owners and cen-
sorship belong to the same political influences dimension, suggesting all these influ-
ences converge in the minds of journalists. Journalists who feel stronger pressures from 
officials, politicians, business owners and censorship do not seem to consider publish-
ing abroad a safe way to disseminate a sensitive story, in fact stronger political pressures 
seem to inhibit them from using this measure.

City size was also a strong predictor of censorship. The smaller the city, the more 
likely on average the journalist was to report having self-censored or adhered to a 
company censorship policy to reduce risk. This supports ethnographic and qualitative 
evidence that smaller cities beyond state capitals or the Federal District can be espe-
cially difficult places to practice journalism (Del Palacio 2015) because journalists face 
physical, economic and political pressures from unrestrained local officials, usually in 
relative obscurity. This risk may thus originate in the journalist’s relative isolation as 
well as poor checks on local official’s abusive behavior.
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A final source of risk involves the ascriptive characteristics of the journalist. Iden-
tifying as indigenous was the strongest individual predictor of publishing abroad or 
anonymously on social media to reduce risk.4 Both findings provide evidence of the 
solidarity networks that have become important mechanisms of resistance for Mexi-
co’s indigenous groups in recent years, especially since the 1994 Zapatista rebellion 
launched internet social activism (Cleaver 1998). Since Mexican mainstream media 
sparsely cover rural and indigenous affairs, digital platforms and international net-
works seem to offer an especially useful tool for getting sensitive news from indigenous 
communities to the rest of Mexico and the world.

Youth also appears to put journalists at greater risk, above and beyond low wages or 
inexperience, which were controlled for in the regressions. The younger the journalist, 
the more likely to report having self-censored and adhered to a company censorship 
policy to ameliorate risk. However, youth also gives journalists knowledge about digi-
tal tools that are not as widely assessable to older journalists. Youth predicted greater 
likelihood of publishing anonymously on social media or publishing abroad as a way 
to reduce risk.

Regression analysis also revealed traits that may compensate for risk. Senior man-
agers were more likely than rank-and-file journalists to publish abroad to reduce risk, 
suggesting this safer way to disseminate news is more accessible to newsroom leaders. 
Another compensation for risk may be stronger social connections. Journalists who 
perceived colleagues in other media and family, friends and other personal relation-
ships as more important influences on work were less likely to have followed a com-
pany censorship policy to reduce risk. This may be because the outlets where policies 
are needed more, are also more likely to be located in unsafe contexts where violence 
has worn the social fabric. The average homicide rate per 100,000 in states where 
journalists reported adhering to an outlet censorship policy to reduce risk was 22.4, 
compared to 16.7 in states where they did not.5 Finally, on average journalists with less 
than five years on the job reported having self-censored to reduce risk less than those 
with more than 10 years experience. This may occur simply because they have had less 
time to face work-related threats.

Conclusion
Using survey research methodology, this study documents the prevalence of a number 
of practices that journalists in Mexico – a democracy with pockets of extreme violence 
– use to lower the enormous risks they face daily. The most-frequent risk-reduction 
practices remove sensitive news topics from the public sphere. Less-frequent are prac-
tices that help journalists report or distribute risky information more safely. The study 
also found that risks take a personal toll, prompting changes in personal and family 
life.

The study additionally identifies the multi-layered nature of journalistic risk and 
how different forms of risk prompt journalists to employ different kinds of safety 
measures. Physical threat is most closely associated with measures causing the greatest 
harm to democracy. Rather than motivating journalists to seek less-risky ways to dis-
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seminate information, physical risk disrupts or completely shuts down news produc-
tion. The deleterious effects of working in smaller cities, where invisibility and isola-
tion are comparatively higher, were also quite clear in the findings. Above and beyond 
economic, political and physical pressures, journalists working in smaller cities were 
more likely on average to self-censor.

Economic risks stemming from the financial position of the media firm also short-
circuit public-interest journalism by increasing the likelihood of self-censorship and 
adhering to company censorship policies, but in contrast to physical risk economic 
risks leave open enough space for some journalists to distribute sensitive stories anony-
mously on social media. Publishing abroad or anonymously on social media as alterna-
tives to more risky traditional methods of dissemination were disproportionately avail-
able to younger journalists and, in the case of publishing abroad, newsroom leaders. 
Indigenous journalists, who were much more likely on average to use these distribution 
channels, perhaps used digital tools and international solidarity networks to circum-
vent discrimination embedded in newsroom culture.

Policy recommendations
Policy recommendations based on the study’s empirical findings are given in the Mexi-
can context, but could be considered in a wider swath of democracies that suffer from 
high levels of violence, corruption and financial pressure on media and journalists. 
The study empirically demonstrates that physical risk and work-related threats curtail 
the monitoring function of the press, with self-censorship acting as a prior restraint 
on even developing news for dissemination. Findings thus offer empirical support for 
demands for greater protections and an end to the impunity for anti-press crimes based 
on the harm caused to democracy. Beyond routinized self-censorship, silencing those 
journalists who most strongly believe journalism should promote social change is one 
of the most-troubling findings for Mexico’s democratic future. Both in theory and 
empirical study, a freer press supports greater democratic quality (Islam 2003; Norris 
2010).

Few journalists turn to legal protections or state agencies for support, instead pro-
tecting themselves pragmatically in ways that harm the public sphere, the study found. 
Mistrust reported towards key institutions in charge of safeguarding journalists’ safety 
and prosecuting their attackers was very high – only 6 per cent of journalists voiced 
high levels of trust in police and 10 per cent in judiciary. For the Mexican government, 
policy implications are therefore quite clear. Guaranteeing the correct functioning of 
the existing legislation and agencies created in recent years to protect journalists and 
prosecute anti-press crime is crucial to the protection of journalists’ individual human 
rights and additionally for wider free expression to support democracy.

For international organizations and press advocates, another clear implication of 
findings about the impact of physical risk are to increase investment in digital safety 
training, which is a practice open-ended responses suggest should be much more wide-
spread. However, few journalists also reported receiving traditional safety training, 
suggesting the availability of traditional courses also must increase.
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The study also found that economic risk stemming from the financial position of a 
media firm compounds physical risk and promotes censorship. These findings should 
raise the priority of Mexican initiatives to strengthen public and non-profit media and 
make government advertising transactions more transparent. Allocation of govern-
mental advertisement contracts has long been a key instrument for press-state collu-
sion when contracts are of mutual benefit, and of blackmailing and censoring when 
they are not. Additionally, non-profit media have long requested viable legal means 
of financing and state-owned media continue to suffer from political control. A long-
term solution to reduce economic pressures on news is implementation of legislation 
correcting these structural weaknesses.

Political risk did not directly predict increased use of any measures restricting 
coverage. This may be due to two overlapping conditions. First, political and eco-
nomic pressures could merge through state clientelism, and so show up in our findings 
through economic pressures. Secondly, qualitative studies and emerging international 
research have found that state actors have an ambiguous relationship to journalistic 
risk (Hughes et al. 2016). This underscores the recommendation to strengthen protec-
tion of journalists and prosecution of anti-press crimes, but also to strengthen anti-
corruption measures for government.

There are limitations to this study that should be addressed in future research. As 
a pilot study it has shown that journalists’ protective and precautionary measures are 
more diverse than the initial battery of questions contemplated. Future research should 
consider this during questionnaire development and also attempt to gauge the ambigu-
ous relationship of the state to better operationalize political risk. Secondly, the battery 
of risk-reduction items should be incorporated in cross-national surveys so comparison 
to a wider range of contexts may illuminate more general causal mechanisms. Finally, 
the survey method has strengths but also drawbacks. It operates in the realm of percep-
tions and, despite the survey team’s security precautions and trust-building measures, 
it cannot be assured that everyone responded with complete candor. Thus, while quali-
tative research on journalism safety helped enormously with survey development and 
interpretation, systematic mixed method approaches combining surveys, qualitative 
interviews and where possible observation would support better data interpretation 
and overall understanding of a complex and increasingly common phenomenon.
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Notes
1. Data available at http://articulo19.org/category/libertad-bajo-ataque/infografias/. Last accessed April 

16, 2016.

2. More information about the study is available at www.worldsofjournalism.org.

3. The makeup of indexes and how they were created are explained in the Appendix page 316.

4. To identify ethnic identity, respondents were asked if they identified with an ethnic group. If they said 
yes, they were asked which group in an open-ended question. Forty journalists in 18 different states 
identified as indigenous and mentioned more than a dozen different groups. The authors then created 
a dichotomous variable for self-identification as indigenous from this information and used it as a 
predictor in logistic regressions

5. A one-way Anova confirmed differences were due to more than chance. The test confirmed a statisti-
cally significant difference in the mean levels of homicide in states where journalists reported adhering 
to outlet censorship policies to reduce risk and states where they did not (F(2931.2,69309.7) = 15.48, 
p < .01).
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