Dealing with Mainstream Media:
Perceptions and Principles
By David Robertson
One of the good things about writing is when people react in
a constructive and helpful way which takes the dialogue on
further. Which is why I am thankful (and honoured) that such
an experienced journalist (45 years in the business) as Barney
Zwartz has responded to my piece on Newspapers and Bias
in The Australian Presbyterian. Since I first came to Australia, I
have enjoyed Barney’s writings (his musical pieces in particular).
The fact that he is a Presbyterian is an added bonus!

thinking which is so prevalent on social media, and sadly has
now seeped into mainstream media, is precisely what I was
writing against. For what it’s worth my nickname was ‘Red
Robbo’! I was politically active and went on demonstrations, sitins etc – firstly as an office bearer in the Labour party, then a
founding member of the Social Democratic Party – and then
as a supporter of the Scottish National Party. None of this fits
Barney’s judgement of my politics – but it does enable him to
dismiss my view as ‘he would say that wouldn’t he’ because of
a false understanding of my politics. Perhaps it’s better to let
people speak for themselves.

Barney’s response is helpful in that it allows me to explain
further the concerns I think we should have, as we deal with
the secular media, and I hope enables us to apply some more
biblical principles. Barney thinks that I am ‘off the point’ and
he may well be right – but let me try and make the point in a
different way – to ensure that we are at least singing from the
same hymn sheet – even if we may be slightly out of tune with
one another!

I love the CS Lewis quote – although I note that in today’s
world CS Lewis would be considered ‘Far Right’ and would be
cancelled because of his social views.
PRINCIPLE 3 – WE SHOULD QUESTION EVERYTHING. Barney is
concerned about the distrust in mainstream media which he
feels is having a negative effect upon society – encouraging
disharmony and causing people to turn instead to their own
echo chambers. I share that concern. But I don’t agree that this
is primarily the fault of politically motivated commentators who
are seeking to discredit what is good. The point of my original
article was to show that the mainstream media have often
themselves been the source of their own degradation. The SMH
is a prime example. It was once a quality newspaper which had
a degree of serious writing and a variety of views, but sadly it
has been greatly diminished into a kind of progressive tabloid,
which is essentially an echo chamber for the liberal progressives.
You will struggle to find any alternative views in the SMH on
the Woke issues of the day. Which is why I think we should
question everything (whether right or left) and learn to think for
ourselves. I agree with Barney that we should avoid the tribalism
that is so endemic in both social and mainstream media. But if
the MSM are themselves an echo chamber is it any wonder that
those who don’t share that echo look elsewhere?

PRINCIPLE 1 – WE SHOULD NOT JUDGE A WRITER BY WHAT HE
DOES NOT SAY. The reason I did not censure the ‘right wing
media’ who repeated Trump’s claims about the falsified election
is because I was writing in Australia about the Sydney Morning
Herald and pointing out that the SMH, in its own way is just as
bad as the ‘right wing’ media it was attacking. My article was
about the hypocrisy of those who claim to be speaking unbiased
truth when they themselves do exactly the thing they are
complaining about. In complaining about bias on the one side, I
was not justifying it on the other! I also assumed that the readers
of AP are intelligent enough for me not to have to add numerous
caveats and let everyone know that I am opposed to sin and for
motherhood and apple pie!
PRINCIPLE 2 – WE SHOULD NOT MAKE JUDGEMENTS ABOUT A
WRITER’S POLITICS BASED ON OUR OWN PERCEPTIONS AND
PREJUDICES. Barney assumes that he knows my politics from
my article and indicates that I must be ‘right wing’. After all, why
criticise the SMH and say nothing about the right-wing media,
unless you are right wing? I’m afraid that this kind of binary

PRINCIPLE 4 – IN SUCH AN ENVIRONMENT IT IS GOOD FOR US
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– even the Chinese Communists. You can be a billionaire and
claim to be left wing without it affecting any of your billions.
You can be a working-class trade unionist and yet be called a
Far Right fascist because you support coal mining and believe
in biblical marriage. Which is why increasingly in the West it
is the middle classes and wealthy who are claiming to be left
wing (and for the poor!) whilst the poor are moving towards a
more conservative position. It is worth noting that at the last UK
general election the majority of working-class people in the UK
voted Conservative for the first time.

TO READ WIDELY FROM A VARIETY OF DIFFERENT SOURCES. I
read the SMH, the Australian, the Spectator, the China Post, the
Guardian, the New York Times, the Scotsman and The Times. I
also use the BBC, ABC, Al Jazeera and, like Barney, get a variety
of news updates from Marxist to the real Far Right.
PRINCIPLE 5 – WE NEED TO RECOGNISE THAT THE TIMES THEY
ARE A CHANGING! In my work I sometimes come across senior
lawyers who are partners in legal firms who state that they have
no problem with their Christianity at work. But the younger
ones often tell me a different story. The older, senior men are left
in post and don’t have to worry. But the younger guys have to be
careful to celebrate ‘purple’ day and do nothing to question the
‘values’ of their company (which are often more political than
legal) – or they won’t be able to climb the corporate ladder.

It is important for us to realise that the distinction now is largely
between those who are socially ‘progressive’ (in reality regressive)
and those who are socially conservative. The governing elites
in our society (whether right or left) tend towards the socially
progressive and that creates an enormous problem and area of
conflict for the Church. The new ‘morality’ is fundamentally
anti-Christian. I have no hesitation in saying that the SMH is
anti-Christian – attacking consistently, whether by innuendo or
outright accusation, basic Christian teachings.

Likewise with journalism. I have no doubt that Barney has never
been asked to write against his conscience or slant news. But I
have spoken to younger journalists who have. But more than
that – they don’t have to be asked. They know what the ethos
is. They know what they cannot write. And they would not
dare. If you want to know where this leads just look at the once
great New York Times which has seen a number of journalists
compelled to resign because they dared to question the current
Woke zeitgeist.

The Church should not take a political stance on traditional left/
right issues – but we cannot be neutral on those social issues
which directly go against the teaching of Jesus Christ. Our
young people are being indoctrinated into these anti-Christian
views, and our media largely support that indoctrination. I am
enormously thankful for those like Barney who have fought the
good fight for many years. But now we are in a different battle.
Its time for us to re-form and re-think..

PRINCIPLE 6 – WE NEED TO GRASP THAT THE OLD PARADIGM OF
‘LEFT/RIGHT’ POLITICS NO LONGER APPLIES. In the old days a left
winger like me was a socialist who believed in the redistribution
of wealth and the provision of government services especially
for the poor. Today the distinction between capitalist and
socialist as largely gone. We are all corporate capitalists now

David Robertson.
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