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ABSTRACT

Press freedom means absol ute freedom of journalist and media houses to report
news to the general public without any form of resistance or hostility from the
government and general public,” this study seeks to find out if press freedomis
achievable or not. The study adopts survey research method. Interview schedule
isthe instrument used to gather data for this study. Participants for this study are
selected from Osun and Oyo Sates through convenient sampling method. This
study concludes that press freedomis achievablein Nigeria and the whole world
at large, provided that the government will enforce the* Freedom of Information
(FOI) Law” and also respect the same, moreover, security measures should be
put in place to ensure the protection of lives of the journalists in the line of the
duties.
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INTRODUCTION

Freedom of the pressisusually defined astheright to communicateidess, opinionsand
information without government restraint. A deeply held valuein Americaand most of the
worldthesedays, pressfreedomisalso guaranteed by law inthefree press clause of the
First Amendment to the Congtitution of the United Stateswhi ch statesthat Congressshdll
makeno law respecting an establishment of religion, or prohibiting thefreeexercisethereof;
or abridging thefreedom of speech, or of the press; or theright of the peopl e peaceably to
assemble, and to petition the government for redress of grievances. A central purpose of
freedom of the pressisto encourage the existence of an educated and informed electorate
that can make decisionsabout public affairs. From early timesforward, freedom of the
presss mply meant the absence of government licensing of printing and publishing. Later it
cameto mean no prior restraint of publication. Thisistheideathat publication censorship
isout of bounds. But freedom of the pressisreally amuch broader construction that it
immediately appearsto be. Itistruly Freedom of Expression more broadly thanthe First
Amendment guarantees and this amazes and perpl exes peopl e in other countrieswho
have no such explicit law. The First Amendment has protected unpopul ar speech and

Awofadeju, P. O., Adeyemo, A. L. and Kwembili Christian are Lecturersin Mass Communication
Department, Oduduwa University, Ipetumodu, Osun Sate, Nigeria. They may be reached
via e-mail: awofadejuolayinka@yahoo.com. lecturerolayinka@gmail.com,
adeadegboye?2011@yahoo.com, christ90@gmail.com.

Journal of Communication and Culturee, Volume 6, Number 2, August 2015 48
ISSN: 2141-2758



communi cation such ascrossburning and other hate messages, unfair political statements,
some pornography, libel that isnot malicious, and the publication of stolen government
documents. Thetest isalways one of whether thereis public benefit or aclear public
interestinthefreeflow of information, regardlessof whether it isnecessarily accurate, fair
or sensible. In no other country isthere such adramatic mandate of freedom, though
citizensin other countriesoften grestly admirethisaspect of theAmerican system, whereas
their leaders often assuredly do not.

The United States assuresfreedom of expressionisnot vague or overload so that
government cannot act arbitrarily or capricioudly. Thisisan old doctrinewith modern
applicationsaswas demonstrated when the Congress acted to prevent indecent material
onthelnternet, only to seethat |egidation struck down by the Supreme Court which saw
amore generdized danger to freedom of speech and pressintheserestrictions. Freedom
of thepressissaid to assure satisfaction of society’ sneed for amaximum flow of information
and opinion and theindividual’sright for self-fulfillment. Freedom of thepressisalsoa
promoter of other rights. InAmerica, afreepressisregarded ascentra to thefunctioning
of democratic government and afreecitizenry. Of course, freedom of the pressalso means
protection from arbitrary and despotic control.

Thereismuch continuing debate about the essential nature of this concept of
freedom, what it actualy means, towhomit extends, whether itisanindividud or inditutiondl
right-that is, doesfreedom of the pressbelong to every citizen or only to those organizations
that congtitute the press, such as newspapers, television stations, and even internet web
site?Inlarge part, the contemporary interpretation of freedom of the pressdependson
legally sanctioned definitions of such termsas congress, no law, and press. Pressonce
meant only the print media, but in an age of broadcast and computer technology, the
concept of the presshasbeen grestly expanded to includevarious el ectronic media, motion
pictures, recorded music, and of course, theinternet (Everetteand Merrill, 2002).

At one university, a campus newspaper censors controversial and opposing
reparationsfor davery and shutsdown astudent newspaper’ sweb site. At another, students
areunder firefor printing an alegedly racist column. Passionsrun highinboth cases, with
profound disagreements on both sides. Words like censorship and freedom fly back and
forth, yet everyoneinvolvedinthese controversieswill say they are staunch advocates of
freedom of speech and press, anideathat surfacesdaily in many communitiesand nations
theworld over. Thisiswhy thisstudy setsto discover if thefreedom of thepressisrea or
itisjust afantasy. Thefollowing questionswere posed to guide the study.

[ Ispressfreedomredlly achievablein Nigeriaand theworld at large?

i Can pressfreedom beabsol utely freefor the pressto publish information without
any form of acrimony from the government?

i Can pressfreedom haveany positiveimpact on democratic system of government?

v Should there be pressfreedom; can the safety of journaists be guaranteed?

Y How can government check the unethical journalism practicesand abuse of press
freedomrights?
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Freedom of I nfor mation Defined

Freedom of information can bedefined astheright to accessinformation and freeexpression
of opinion. It meanshaving accesstofiles, or toinformationinany formin order to know
what governmentisupto (Ademola, 2003). Freedom of information entailsnot only dlowing
accessto government documentsin whatever form they happen to exist but a so opening
up themeetingsof governments, their advisory bodiesand client groupsto public scrutiny.
United Nationsuniversal Declaration of humanrightsof 1948 gave credencetothisinits
article19 whereit statesemphatically that everyone hastheright to freedom of opinion
and expression to include freedom to hold opinionswithout i nterference and to seek,
receiveandimpart ideasthrough any mediaand regardlessof frontiers. Section 39 of the
1999 Condgtitution providesthat every person shall beentitled to freedom of expression,
including freedom to hold opinionsand to receive and impart ideas and information without
interference. Without prejudiceto the generality of subsection (1) of thissection, every
person shall be entitled to establish and operate any medium for the dissemination of
information, ideasand opinions. Asapractical reality, communication must takeplaceon
the basisthat the conditions constituting communicative competence aretrue. If not,
communicationinany meaningful senseof theword would beimpossible (Federd Republic
of Nigeria, 1999). The‘ideal speech situation’ isonewhereby all participants must be
given the same opportunity to debate and justify according to reasoned argument without
external pressure and domination (Ademola, 2000).

Thelmperativesof Freedom of I nfor mation

Inthisageof globalization, thereishardly anything asinfluential asinformation (Akanni,
2006). Hence, thereisneed for freeflow of information. There can belittle doubt that our
cagpacity ashuman beingsto acquire, useand storeinformationisessentia for our survival.
Atapractical level, disastersare avoided, accidents prevented and sustenance provided
by our use of information. We have reached apoint inthe country’ shistory wherewe need
and deserve to have a freedom of information act so as to expand public access to
information of publicinterest. Nigerianshave been denied accesstoinformationfor avery
long time. Thiswasoccas oned by theyearsof military dictatorships. Thepress, believed
to beaharbinger of information wasnot given thefree hand to operate. Information needs
to bereadily availableand not subject to rules, obstaclesand obstruction that hinder its
flow becauseitisaprerequisiteto the satisfaction of socia needslikeliberty, democracy
and egdlitarianism, and of personal needsranging from physica safety and well-beingto
Af-fulfillment.

Inthebidto il carry out their legitimatefunctionsasthe watchdogsof thesociety;
many journaistsresulted to guerrillajournalism. Thiswasanotabledepartureinthe state
-mediarelationsand involved ahit and run operative style, inwhich journaists, operating
from hide outs continued to publish critical journalsin defianceto the state (Olukotun,
2000). Asaresult, lotsof them paid dearly for it. Somewerekilled, jailed, brutalized and
variousmediahousesclosed down. Theprincipal mediaingtitutioninvolved onasustained
basisinthisstrategy were Tell magazine, News magazine (which al so published Tempo
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magazine, atabloid) aswell asapirate Radio, at first called, The freedom Frequency
Radio, later renamed Radio Kudirat. The background phase of the mediabeganinthe
terminal year of president Babangidain office, and became pronounced during theyears
when it becameimpossiblefor opposition mediato operatein aconventiona way. The
then military government headed by Major General Muhammadu Buhari deliberately
promulgated Degree 2 of 1982 which saysin part that, ‘if the Chief of Staff supreme
headquartersissatisfied that any personisor has contributed to the economic adversity of
thenation, or inthe preparation or instigation of such acts,and that by reason thereforeit
isnecessary to exercise control over him, hemay by order inwriting direct that person be
detainedin civil prison or police station or such other place specified by him' (Olukotun,
2000). The Decreewithitsominoudy vague definition of what constitutesan offencewas
backed up by yet another decree entitled public officers (protection against false
publications) DecreeNo. 4 of 1984. Thisdecree makesit an offencefor mediatoair or
publish any report which embarrassesthe government or any of itsofficials. For instance,
two journalists, Tunde Thompson and Nduka Irabor of the Guardian under thisdecree
werearrested, jailed and their newspaper heavily fined because of areport on diplomatic
postingswhich government cons dered embarrassing but which waslater found to betrue
(Olukotun, 2000).

Thisstudy islending avoiceto that of the advocatesof FOI that thismust change
for the country to moveforward. Information isnecessary to make sensible choicesor
wisejudgments. Thisisbecause moral and ethical evaluation dependsuponinformation
acquired through our own and our predecessors experience. Itisbelieved that thetest of
ademocracy isthe degree of liberty, the people have to expressthemselvesfreely in
speaking, writing and publishing. The 17th and 18th centuries|eaders of thoughtsin both
Americaand Europeare of the opinion that for aman to makeright decisions, he needed
to have accessto afreeflow of information. Thisconditionwas considered agood basis
for making informed decisions (Egbon, 1995). Besides, it was cons dered that freedomis
essentid toanindividud’ ssdlf-realization and devel opment.

Thus, freedom hasbeen considered anatura right, they arethemost basic form of
information. Without the gpplication of these categoriesand intuition, wewould beincapable
of achieving judgment or making decisions. Freedom of information will increasethe
availahility of publicrecordsof thecountry inorder for citizensto participatemoreeffectivey
inthe making and administration of lawsand policiesand to promote accountability in
government. Economicaly, freedom of information will enableeven ordinary citizenswith
sufficient interestsin any given economicissueto get information without hindrance, such
information could go along way to assi sting the economy to grow and develop whilethe
non-availability of same could alsofrusirateinvestors. Asearlier noted, for democracy to
thrive, theremust befreedom of information, people, citizensand non-citizensalikemust
befreeto request any information at any timewithout hindrance. With this, the pressa so
would be ableto perform itsfunctions asthe watch dog of the society more effectively.
Also, corruption would be reduced toitsbarest minimum if not totally. Thisisbecause
therewould beno secrecy of whatsoever sort, Snceit encourages corruption. Though, the
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freedom of information bill has been enacted into law, thereality of good governanceis
beginning to be evident in public domain. For instance, Lagos State Government led by
Mr. Babatunde Rgji Fashola, SAN, recently published alist of telephone numbersof the
State sfunctionaries. Inthe same spirit, the government al so madethe tel ephone numbers
of the senior officersof the State’s police Command availableto the public. The officers
includethe Commissioner of Police, AreaCommandersaswell asthe Divisiona Police
Officers, DPOs. This, it published on page 58 of the Guardian on M onday, September
15th, 2008. According to the L agos State government, therationale behind thisactionis
to promote security of livesand property aswell as give members of the public easy
accessto security personnel inthe State. This, to thisstudy underscoresthe huge benefits
that Nigerian citizenry standsto benefit from freedom of information whenitsis passed
and enacted into law. Thisisbecause, freeexpressoniscrucia to actualizing the goasof
sound public policies, human beingsfulfillment of their potentid sand maintaining thekind
of community where peopledo not need to livein suspicion and distrust of one anothe.

Freedom of I nformation (FOI) and Demacr acy
Nigeria'sdemocratic dispensation began in May, 1999 with the successful inauguration of
acivilian administration headed by Chief Olusegun Obasanjo. One of theremarkable
characterigticsof thedemocratization on Nigerian wasitstotd indifferencestothecharacter
of the State (Olaitan, 2006). Thisisbecause democracy affords peoplethe opportunity to
exercise, to alargeextent, certain fundamental rightsand freedom especially theright to
freedom of expression and accessto information on how societal resources, both material
and immaterial are being managed. Robert and Tufte (1973) opinesthat the people have
theright to ask questionsabout policy initiatives and actionsof their leadersto obligethe
peopleinformation on how and why such policy initiatives and action cameabout.
Inadvanced democratic countrieslike United State of America, Germany, Britain,
France and the likes, government try as much as possible to make information on
fundamentd political, socid, scientific, economic and eventechnol ogical decisonsavailable
tothecitizenry. Theessence of thisisto keep thecitizen abreast with thebeneficia effects
of such decisionsaswell aspreparetheir mindsof thelikely negativeimplicationsof the
decisions. However, democracy ismorethan theingtitution of an el ectoral umpireandthe
formulation of palitica parties. Itisequaly morethan politiciansassuming officeand running
theaffairsof the State. Democracy isavisibleexerciseand aform of government suitable
for ensuring the protection of the basic rights. No other form of government hasproved
moreresilient and suitablefor the protection of theserights. Theworld havetried dictatorships
indifferent coloration and discovered that the management of the people could not be
adequately done unlessthe people themselveswere part and parcel of the management.

TheQuestion of Freedom and Fundamental Human Rightsin Nigeria

The concept of freedom has becomewidely used and misused among individualsand
groupsin Nigeria. While some concernsfor freedom are expressed in private spheres,
other interestsinit are publicly expressed. Themovement for pressfreedominNigerialies
inthelatter and such movement istheoreticaly geared towards protection of fundamental
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human rights. In hisremarkson adecade of democratizationin Nigeria, Charles (2007)
mentionsthereevanceand restrictionsof freedom thus: * human freedom could nolonger
betaken for granted. Thosewho have, at onetime or the other, lost their freedom or have
been in bondage would better appreciate the indispensabl e character of freedom. As
desirableasfreedomis, it hasto beregulated. The doctrine of the separation of power
wasdesigned to enhance human freedom by regul ating rel ati onships between the different
departmentsof government —thelegidature, theexecutiveand thejudiciary (Charles, 2007).

The power to ensure human freedom extends beyond the above mentioned
indtitutionsof governance. Inaliberal democraticideology, itisbelieved that power belongs
tothe people, usudly theeectorates, and thispremisejustifiesthe quest for pressfreedom
through which individual’sright to self-expression can berecognized. The mgjority of
Nigerians can express their satisfaction or dissatisfaction about a number of issues,
particularly awide gap between the ditesand thegenera public. In hisobservation of this
situation, Henry (2005) specul atesthat in the next decade, democratic resourceswill be
deployed to avert the phenomenon of rising social discontent whichisbeing fuelled by
unjustifiableremuneration of politica office holders. Thefreedom of the presscannot be
ignored inthiscontext. In hisobservation of therelevance of the pressto socio-political
history of Nigeria. Robert, Edward and Charles(2005) submit that Nigeria svibrant culture,
itsoutspoken intellectuds, bravelabour unions, civil society and mediaactivistishavegiven
riseto hopes about adifferent Nigeriaand abetter Africa, newspapers and numerous
publications decry corruption and bad |eadership, and articulate the desire for abetter
State”. Theabove submissionimpliesthat the Nigerian society would improve under a
regimethat toleratesindividua’ sright to self-expression and by extension freedom of the
press. Unfortunately, successive Nigerian governments have not lived up to expectations
inthisregard (Oyebode, 2010). Lack of public accessto vital information can endanger
democratization of society viacorruption.

Gerhard (2006) cites several examplesof how atiny proportion of theNigerian
popul ation has continued to benefit from the opagueness and corruption that lack of public
accesstoinformation engenders. Heargueshow only afew derive maximum benefitsfrom
the abundant resourcesof the Statewoul d remain unknown without freedom of information.
Gerhard (2006) callsfor afundamental changein the Nigerian society through thefull
exerciseof thecivil and political rightssuch aspressfreedom, akey promiseof liberal
democracy, isin consonancewith the Theory of Sociologica |magination. Many reasons
andjustificationsproffered for thehostility of theruling eiteto the Freedom of Information
Act can beamended. The main argument against theAct wasthat granting public access
toinformation would jeopardize national security. In contrast, restriction of public access
to information constitutes human rightsabuse. Cons stent with Birch and Wilson (1999)
observation of marginalization of the massesin the distribution of national wealth, the
Nigerian greedy politiciansand their cronies opposed the Freedom of Information Act for
over adecade, while socio-economic conditionsof themgjority of Nigerianshave continued
to deteriorate. A major outcome of thiseventuality isexpansion of the gap between the
rich and the poor. Therate of wealth accumulation of the minority and the rate of mass
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unemployment havereached astronomical proportionsin Nigeria Likewise, thegainsof
privati zation have been concentrated in the hands of the privileged Nigerians, whereasthe
underprivileged Nigerianscontinueto wallow in abject poverty. Thus, adequate protection
of thefreedom of the pressisurgently required to empower the Nigerian public towards
participationin formulation and implementation of public policies. Adequate freedom of
the presscan guarantee peopl € sinvolvement in government and such freedom can stimulate
democratization of Nigeria. A number of controversiesraised on the question of press
freedom have been addressed in the passage of the Freedom of Information Bill (FOIB),
which has becomethe Freedom of Information Law (FOIL)

Nigeria’'s1999 Constitution

TheNigerial999 constitution isan improvement of that of 1979. Chapter 4, section 39
which bordersonfundamentd rightsprovidesthat every personsshd| beentitled tofreedom
of expression, including freedom to hold expression and to receive and impart ideasand
information without interference; without prejudiceto the generdity of subsection (1) of
thissection, every person shall be entitled to own, establish and operate any mediumfrom
thedissemination of information ,ideasand opinions, among others. Section 22 of it Sates
that: the press, radio, television and other agenciesof themassmediashall at all timesbe
free to uphold the fundamental objectives contained in this chapter and uphold the
respong bility and accountability of the Government to the people. Theimplication of thisis
that true freedom of expression isseen asafundamental right, the experiencesover the
yearsisthat Nigerianshave not redlly enjoyed thisright toitsfullest. This, however, may
not be unconnected to thefact that alot of people are not aware of the existence of such
right let  one knowing how to go about enjoying it (Arogundade (2012).

Freedom of Information Actin Nigeria

With themilitary system of government becoming unpopular throughout theworld and
democracy becoming the order of the day, there has been increasing acceptance of the
importance of human rightsand in particular of freedom of expression. For acountry like
Nigeriathat had witnessed decadesof military rulewherepressfreedomwasrestricted, it
cameasarelief when the Freedom of Information Bill wassignedinto law. Virtualy all
government informationin Nigeriaisclassified astop secret. LongeAyodeof MediaRights
Agenda(MRA), aL agos-based Non-Governmental Organization (NGO), saysthisvell
of secrecy makesit difficult to get information from any State agency (Ayode, 2011).
Plethoraof lawsprevent civil servantsfrom divulging officid factsand figures, notably the
Official SecretsAct which makesit an offence not only for civil servantsto give out
government information but also for anyoneto receive or reproduce such information.
Further redtrictionsare contained in the EvidenceAcct, the Public ComplaintsCommisson
Act, the SatisticsAct and the Criminal Code—amongst others. Adeleke (2011) saysthe
ideabehind theselawsisto protect vital government information, but thelevel of secrecy
issoridiculousthat some classified government filescontain ordinary information like
newspaper cuttingswhich areaready inthe public domain, soimpenetrableistheveil of
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secrecy that government departmentswithhold information from each other under the
guiseof officia secretslegidation. Therearea so instanceswherecivil servantsrefuseto
givetheNational Assembly documentation after being asked to do so. Theresult of thisis
that journalistsare denied accessto informationthat iscritical for accuratereporting, and
unraveling theweb of corruptionin Nigeria. Theseissuesmotivated Edetaen Ojo along
with other relevant NGOstoinitiatethebill that hasbecome Freedom of information Act.

Historically, the Freedom of Information Bill in Nigeriacould betraced back to
1993 during theregimeof General Sani Abachain which transparent government was not
theorder of theday. Edetaen Ojo, head MediaRightsAgenda(MRA), ayoung organization
for the defense of free expression rights, Civil Liberties Organization (CLO), and the
Nigerian Union of Journdists(NUJ), Lagosbranch spearheaded the drafting of Freedom
of Information Bill (FIB). Thedraft went through severd reviewsbeforeit was presented
to Former President Olusegun Obasanjo in early June 1999, with the hopethat the FIB
would be forwarded to the National Assembly as an executive measure. He declined,
advisng MRA instead to do soiif they wished. Thebill wasthen submitted to the National
Assembly in 1999, asadvised by Olusegun Obasanjo but thelegid ature sfour-year term
passed without the bill being voted on.

Thebill wasre-submitted after the present National Assembly wasinaugurated a
few yearsago, it scaed through both thelower and upper chamber of the Nationa Assembly
and the harmonized version was passed by both Chambers on May 26, 2011. It was
conveyed to former President Goodluck Jonathan on May 27, 2011 and hesignedit on
May 28, sameyear. Sofar only two Statesin Nigeria(namely Ekiti and Lagos States)
have adopted the Freedom of Information Actsat State level but they have extended the
responsedateat Statelevel from 7 daysto 14 days(Ayode, 2011). Prior to signing thishill
tolaw, accessto information especially of Hybrid Public Authoritieswasno go areasfor
thejournalists. Peopleview someinformation asbeing sacred with thebelief that it wasnot
meant for public consumption. Journdistsor mediahousesthat haveat onepointintime
exercisether rightsonissuesbordering on* sacred information” have dearly paid for it.
There have been casesof assault onjournaidts, arbitrary detention and mass confiscation
of newspapers. It ishoped that adequate and correct information will start to be made
public with the passage of FIB.

The newly enacted Freedom of Information Act according to Ene (2012):

[ Guaranteestheright of accesstoinformation held by publicingitutions, irrespective
of theforminwhichitiskept andisapplicableto privateinstitutionswherethey
utilize publicfunds, perform public functionsor provide public services.

i Requiresdl indtitutionsto proactively disclosebas cinformation about their structure
and processes and mandates them to build the capacity of their staff to effectively
implement and comply withthe provisionsof theAct,

i Provides protection for whistle blowers.

Y M akes adequate provision for theinformation needs of illiterate and disabled
gpplicants.
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% Recognizesarangeof legitimate exemptionsand limitationsto the public’sright to
know, but it makestheseexemptionssubject toapublicinterest tet thet, in deserving
cases, may override such exemptions.

Y Crestesreporting obligationson compliancewiththelaw for dl ingtitutionsaffected
by it. Thesereportsareto be provided annually to the Federal Attorney Generd’s
office, whichwill inturn makethem availableto both the National Assembly and
thepublic.

Vil Requiresthe Federd Attorney-Genera to overseetheeffectiveimplementation of
theAct and report on execution of thisduty to Parliament annually.

Withthe new law, Enefurther remarksthat “Nigeriansfinaly havevita toolsto
uncover facts, fight corruption and hold officialsand ingtitutions accountable” (Enonche,

2012). Thenew law will profoundly change how government worksin Nigeria

METHOD

Survey research method was adopted for thisstudy. Participantswere sel ected from some
mediahousesin two States, Osun and Oyo through convenience sampling method. These
media houses are NTA Ibadan, BCOS, Galaxy T.V, NTA Osogbo, OSBC, and Gold
FM. Survey research method was adapted becauseit will give opportunity for sampling
large numbers of peoplein which, their responses can be generalized. A total of 200
journalistswasrandomly selected from the aforementioned media. Thesamplesizewas
also dratified to accommodate both mal e and femalein those chosen media Theresearch
instrument wasacomprehensiveinterview schedule. It consisted of both open and close
ended questionsrel ated to the obj ectives of the study. The questionselicited information
on press freedom and the media owner. Frequency table was used to present the data
collected while simple percentage was used to analysethe data.

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Table 1indicatesthat 110 respondentsagreed that pressfreedomisachievablein Nigeria
and the whole world at large, 80 respondents disagreed with the notion, while 10
respondentswere uncertain about whether it isachievable or not. Table 2 indicatesthat 75
respondents agreed that pressfreedom can truly give absol ute freedom of information
publication to journalists without any form of resistance from the government, 122
respondents disagreed with the notion, while 3 respondentswere uncertain about whether
it can or not. Thetable 3 indicatesthat 152 respondents agreed that pressfreedom can
have positiveimpact on democratic system of government, 44 respondentsdisagreed with
thenotion, while4 respondentswere uncertain about whether it can or not. Table4 indicates
that 85 respondents agreed that if thereis pressfreedom, the safety of journalistscan be
guaranteed, 62 respondents di sagreed with the notion, while 53 respondentswereuncertain
about whether it can or not. The table 5 indicates that 112 respondents agreed that
government can check the unethica journalist practiceand abuse of pressfreedomrights
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by creating alaw that forbids the abuse of press rights, 53 respondents agreed that
government can check the unethical journalism practice and abuse of pressfreedomrights
by making an official agreement with mediahousesto curb the abuse of pressfreedom
right, 35 respondents agreed that government can check the unethical journaism practice
and abuse of pressfreedomrightsby giving operationsof mediahouses close monitoring,
while 8 respondents gave no comment.

The principa finding of thisstudy isthat pressfreedomwill givejournalistsand
mediahousestheright to publishinformation without restrictions, however, thisdoes not
givetota assurancethat therewill benoform of any resistanceor interferencefromthe
government; evenif pressfreedomisachieved, journalist are expected to operateinan
ethica manner withinthe confinement of their rights, e se, government will havetheright to
takelega proceedingsagaingt suchindividua or mediahouses. Newsthat exposessendtive
information especidly thewrong deedsof thegovernment will surely trigger Strongresstance
from the government; in such asituation pressfreedom may experience somelevelsof
resiriction, government may impose somelimitationson thefreedom of publication of such
information on theground that it will underminethe administration of thegovernment in
power.

Democratic system of government alows peopleto choosetheir leadersby vote;
pressfreedom will enable peopleto have accessto information about their elected leaders
andtheir administrations. Theresponsbility of ajournalististo provide peoplewith news
concerning the occurrencesintheir environmentsand around theworld, to enablethem
have accessto timely and updated information, but when journalistsare nolonger safeby
virtueof their profession then ispressfreedom not really afreedom. Risk of resistance
from the government and hostility from thegenera public congtitutethemgjor chalenges
being faced by thejournalists, atypical example of such isthe case of Dele Giwa; a
renown Nigerian journalist who was murdered on October 19, 1986.

Table1: Ispressfreedom achievablein Nigeria?

Responses No of Respondents Per centage
Agree 110 55

Disagree 80 40
Undecided 10 5

Total 200 100

Source: Survey, 2014

Table 2: Can pressfreedom truly give absol ute freedom of information publication to
journalistswithout any form of resi stance from the government?

Responses No of Respondents Per centage
Agree 75 37.5
Disagree 122 61
Undecided 3 15

Total 200 100

Source: Survey, 2014
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Table3: Canpressfreedom haveany positiveimpact on democratic system of government?

Responses  No of Respondents Per centage
Agree 152 76

Disagree 44 22
Undecided 4 2

Total 200 100

Source: Survey, 2014

Table 4: Should there be pressfreedom; can the safety of journalists be guaranteed?

Responses  No of Respondents Per centage
Agree 85 42.5
Disagree 62 31
Undecided 53 26.5

Total 200 100

Source: Survey, 2014

Table5: How can government check the unethical journalism practice and abuse of press
freedomrights?

Responses No of Respondents Percentage
Createalaw that forbidsthe

abuseof pressrights 112 56

Makean officia agreement with media

housesto curb the abuse of pressfreedomright 53 26.5
giveoperationsof mediahousesclosemonitoring 35 175

Total 200 100

Source: Survey, 2014
CONCLUDING REMARKS

Thisstudy examinesthelntrigueof PressFreedomand JourndigticApprehensoninNigeria,
with aview to ascertain whether pressfreedom can be absolutely freefor the pressto
publishinformation without any form of acrimony from thegovernment. Thereismuch
continuing debate about the essentia nature of thisconcept of freedom, what it actually
means, towhom it extends, whether itisanindividua or institutional right-that is, does
freedom of the pressbelong to every citizen or only to those organizationsthat constitute
the press, such as newspapers, tel evision stations, and even internet web site. Inlarge
part, the contemporary interpretation of freedom of the pressdependson legdly sanctioned
definitions of such termsas congress, no law, and press. Based on thefindings of this
study, pressfreedomisachievablein Nigeriaand thewholeworld at |large. However,
freedom of presscan beachieved if only the government can enforced the Freedom of
Information (FOI) Act and a so respect the same. Security measuresshould alsobeputin
placeto ensurethe maximum protection of journalists’ lives.
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