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PRESS-STATE RELATIONS IN A CAPITALIST SOCIETY



INTRODUCTION

Mediag cuver;gé- imsx becﬁilalls tz}'ria if;ipnrm,nt "aépect of US forsigh
puﬁicy—makiiié in the, pu'ﬂtnéuﬁi War era. Nﬂ recent study addrhssing the
.denision-making process iﬁ_t_he S counld overlook the 'v‘ital power of the
media, either through its ability to shhpe public opinion or its influence
. owver puimy -makers. Throughout the Cold War erg, the influenice of meodia
.'coverage on the making of fnrelgn polm}r was widely recognised in
academic as well as policy circles. The end of the Cold War, and
pamcularly the 1991 Gulf War, pavad the way for the medm to gain

further mﬂu;ance aid, accerdm:g to some c:rmcs, asspme & mlﬁ in the
making of foreign ;mhr.:y

This chapter exmnmes the. rising unp-:rrmnce. of the mecha in the
pﬂﬁt-Cald War era and the role it plays in the making of US foreign
poticy, The exfsanﬂian of media pcw;a'r (& assessed io the light of two
fm:tnrs the .emargenne of 2 new generation ;Jf communication
. technologies and the collapse of tha cﬂd internationa sysbem Bxamining
media power requires looking at ﬂiearies of state-press refations and
foreign policy in the US. The focus is ipon the two dominant approaches:

the autonomous modei {the CNN effeigxtj and the corporate interest model

(Manufacturing Consent- MC) w 2’ -



e

' THX MEDIA AND FOREIGN POLICY -

e

The ‘i.fiatna:; éxgﬁ:{am" foris the bavkdiop of the excessive
seﬁlsmvﬁy of ﬁmariqan pohcﬁ’ makm wards the media. Vietnam left .. |
mLp bitberness and frustration in tha f‘nr:LN policy mtabhahmant, a:rrmng
. tl# public and in academia. The idea that ¢ 1S was defeated by a small
- ﬂnalﬂ poorly equipped 'I‘hlrd “World natinn waa hard tﬂ accapt In political
: c:rcles the medm was biamad fur the mﬂﬁm}r falllll“E whereas some in the
auadﬁmn: mmmumty placed the eriticism on the US. damncraﬂc syatem
' On the political fevel, 'Pmsid?nt Richard,Nimn ﬁxulaimedltu his staff:
“[tihe press.is the 1é:uemy” (cited in Laﬁvis,. 1987; 13). In ‘academis,
_ Gaarge Kennan denounced democraoy and cunsidszjadl it'as n__hindran?e to
. thﬁ? mmduct of & successful foreign polic ..I-Ie believed that preserving
tlie%'nqemtic values and the alghilewmmf: In( & high degree of qffecj:!ivetneas
‘i foreign pﬂl;m].r" wete two incompatible o;ojeutivas and tﬁat one had to be
sacrificed if the other was fo survive (1978: 7-8). Samuel Huintington |
mtgvm 1975: “suma of the proh!ems of guwmanna in tha tnited States .
ay stem from an excess of democracy” - For him lesser perticipation on
j part ‘of domestic actors was necaa%ary to “enable 'demoﬁraay to
fullacﬁun effectively” (1975: 113-114) iMn-st thrcatm;ng fo politicel

airfhority, Huntington foticed, was the national media which had become
' !' 1 ) ' .
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a “new source of pational pnﬁ;a_r in 1970 .(Ibid: 95-99};'1' Jobn Gaddis
cunlaurred and explainad tha SUCCEsE ﬂtm'hﬂl;alin’ﬂ foreign policy during the
early years of the Cuid Wa:r on the gmundﬂ thit “[t}he Ruasian dmtatnr
was immune from pressure nf Lﬂngrass public opinion, or the press”

| {-1?72. 360). | |
| The idea that the media was fespt::nsible for the Vietnamese debacle
- was disputed in more sophisticated studies {Hallin, 1 984. and 1989).
Nevertheless, a wide convietion ﬂ;a% the media t;ould drive foretgn policy
| persisted. Michael WElbmhn m;glled that TV é_n:;.u'verage of the Vietnam
War directly contributed to the loss of the waz (1982: 157). Biil Kovach
alsio believed that me:ﬁa cwaraéé was rea.}.mnsi;t;aleffnf the military fhilare.
He made a mstmctlun between the political and mﬂltal"j’ aspects of the

wer, In the early stages of the conflict, Kovach argues:l the pohtlcal

aspects wers covered by the presg in Washmgtxm whereas ﬂw mlhtary =

aspect was campletaly overlooked. As it television moved in to ciobe

-

theis mliltary activities on the ground,. Jgurnahsts “recognized that- the
po fica) story was not béing told in 'Wa‘éﬁi;ﬁg'mn", tharaf'nm, ‘Wthay'movéd |

in fo ocoupy the tertitory. Shifting their fﬂé:us to the political stoly as seen

I
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' Hunthgtmi advocetnd an opposiilonal media thesis ahd argued thal the madlla m the UiE hed
trarisformed during the 196Gs end [978s from & conservative snd loyal insthtution 1n o b oppositichal
_ mutih.:ﬁun to peliticat sutharlty, Sea Daniel C. Hellin {1984] 2-5). . '

LY

m the battlefield” (1996: 173),




. The ;__rze:_ijia,_.\#ithin_this cn_m'cexf WHE sfitl: seen largely as a potential
Bﬂi-i"fl-étuai;_qunlstralipt on the makipg of forsign policy, rithef: than a.

participant in the deciston-making pmctasa A¥ 8 congequence,: pelicy-

makers emyixas;sedﬂm need "of haviug the média-on the side of the
.govemmmf before Elggagi_ng in any foxaign. .ﬁ,eiﬂ_nre‘ . I his memqi'iﬁ;
Cyrus Vance, former Secretary of "Es‘t,ai?, pointed fo the interplay between
- American domestic politics end- foreign policy: “our foreign policy:

- should be understood atc sﬂppm;téd by the American people”. Without:

that.. -support, he edded, .our policies were  “vilnersble - .to

: nuaunderstandmg, publm disiflusionment and repudmnnn“? (1983: 27-28).

Zhigmew Brzezmskx and Samusl. Hunhnmn [lmth served fater-in the

Carter administration,, the former gy a National Security Adwsnram}' -

and the letter g5 o member. of the National Secarity Council (NSC)]

s demanded. _ﬂl&f:_lfchq: executive __mu_at_._eniighten- the -public at_mutr-éluhﬁl r

cqmplaxiﬁea‘apd generate s_uppnﬁ -for: thelr policies (I'1964:- 380+388). .

N Wit};uut..domegﬁu suppott, foreign po_l-_i;s}f, in their ()Pi;li(m, W‘as- doomed
.tusuﬁersutbacks o — KT

-As tha Cnld War drew to a ¢losg ﬁr;ﬂ madla staried to Imk Tovarole

to play in th¢ foreign .-p@'hey-denasmn-mﬁkmg. Marlin Fitzwater; %11}&-
" House Press Sweta:y in the first Bush admimstratm gave a Iweiy.
Pi‘m‘fﬂ ﬂf thﬁ Pﬂ'ﬁﬁm tﬁ lmposa ﬂanmmis agmnst Ching appheé by T’V_
| Jtmages uf sm:iants hemg smashed by tanks in Tlananmen Square in June
e LR



1989, Fitzwater said: “wie were gotting feporting cables froni Beljing
[meaning the Ehinese gwmme&xt], bui tiiey did not have the aﬁng, the
demand for a gﬂ\-’ﬂ?&iﬂiﬂﬂt rﬂspﬁnaa t!fmt the tﬁlﬂ?iﬁlﬂn picture had™ (cimci
in Hoge, J. {904: 140).

s The sheef forée of thi medis in i;}.ﬂluencing;f_‘nr&'ign- policy was -tﬁ-ﬁe ‘
demonstrated fhnther i the' sftersiath of the Cold War. The 1991 Gulf

- War marked & new éra for média- ambitions, Here; the media started o

Glaim 2 rr.}.Ie- in the making of fure%éfl policy. Th; images transmitted five
f;l;uﬂﬁg.hdad'atmimd the puﬁlic--bw‘ Iaiau drew aignif‘ cant attention in
pnlmy c;mlas. John' Dumbmli wiote: “{u}nce he had gone to war, Bush
was sble to operata Wiﬂz fitete uahnem for Cungreﬂs, but eould not afford
to ignoré thi media ® (1997: 180). The power of the medie’projested

durmg that msis Wway ac{.ompanied. by a keen tﬂndency in policy circles

not 0 allow’ it to dictate the foreign pﬂ]lﬂ}' agﬂnda Partmularly when
mllitary act:on was cunsidered,pohcy—makﬁta were to show thmr.utnmst

_ detenﬁinahun that under whabaver mrcmnstanm nut to lose:d pubim'

= relahmm Battle at hnma bﬁfure wimung 2 War abrnar.i {Taylnr 1&92 24

26; Bennett, 1-994 168—169) Suataming public support through proper’
media cwﬂraga wag cunmderﬁd indzapemahlﬁ if the war objectives were

1o be a_ehiwed. Genkral Nmmn_ Schwarzkopf, Supreme Commander of -
lntﬁnths,upub&ic relations oatpsigs et honie prior to any indlitwy angngummi?nhrmd becane past

and parce] of tib desicfort making process ip thie US, In the wister of 1998, Erle Aiterman argred that
g the US w&ap:ﬁpmngmhunnhaHMMlmqsh&rBaghdadmimedmmthaUm

e



the US-led coalition during the war, pﬂiméd cout that *[n]o one wanis to
go 1o wat, but if you go, you like. to think that your country is behind
year” (cited in P}’lf:;;- 1591.: -’;Il}.

The Gulf War was not mﬁi}r a virtug) declaration of the collapse of
Abe old world system end the advent of a new politlical era, but ﬂ}sﬂ
resulted in the emergence of a new non-state actor that came {0 affect
both LS foreign policy and worid- politics. This actor is widely known as
-the CNN effect. The question here is whether tﬁe UNN effect is myth or

redity 7
THE CNN EFFECT / MC DEBATE. ,

The end of the Cold War triggered a fierce debate in the academic
community over the rele of the media and Us relationship to forﬂigil
pidicy, The new set of conditions established by the shift-in the
international system provided the elements for initiatir;g the debate. The
spectium of opinions ﬂxpreﬂsed_ almnng’schulara ranged_beiween viewing
the media as a principsl actor in poiicywmaki-ng, influencing policy-

making, or still a vehicle for news supplied by policy-makers;

inzpectars carry owt their disarming mission, the Clinion administration “contacted lop oxecutives at
UMM and ananged for a2 world-wide Dbroadeast of a nationa! 'town meeting'™, The meeting was
atiended by top administration officialy, Secretary of State, Secretary of Defence #nd the NSA (1996
L. Although the meeting was perceived to be a public relations disastor, it showed the importatice

attac wd o winnlog the support of me public instead of leaving then an easy target fur alternative
mishis Coverage,



autonumous, relatively autonomons, or extérmnally controlled, This debate
is krowr in acadernic circles as the CNN effect versus M,
THE CNN EFFECT. SCHOOL

The CNN phenorrienon principalty emerged with the eruption of a
vliddle Eastern erisis (the Tragl invasion of Kuwait), where the Cable
News Network (CNN) played a vital part m the war's public diplomacy

‘Bennett, 1994: 168). Philip Taylor wrote:

L was already uppa;rant that, by providing.a% public forum to the
traditionally secretive world of diploraacy, CNN was quite simply
changing the rules of international politics and that, as a consequence, it
was also Hkely 1o alter the way in which modem watfare would be

projected onto the world’s television screens (1992:'7),

The role of the CNN effect in tnfluencing policy-making was
Hnited, howeves, during that war due to ti sht military censorship:’ rather
the phenornenon took shape afier the end of the war, with the media

tmage of fragl Kurds driven out of their hories after rebetling against

’ Acearding to IMers Robinson "Fhe *CNN Effect” iy often used ax shorthand for the media driven
forcign policy toesis fargely becaise ©NN apitoinised the globatized real-time enpvironment and
Gertarly not becase 1 was unly CNN it har sommentators thaught was driving pofiey™ (2000 10

' P the miliary censarshiyy emploved v thy 1J8 govartmer during the Gull War, see Taylor {1992)
Carvuthers {20067 Smuirh {1992 Mac Aty (BS993 and Eablner (1902,
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Saddam’s regime. Martin Shaw beliﬂwd’:thai on bumanitarian grounds
{the ifear of ethnio cleansing and the u;;e of :é:herﬁical wefapﬂrfs 10" suppress
the .Erebeis) arnd :?.»'ﬂh | the;. intﬂ:é;mti;dﬁal céﬁﬂmnﬁy already mobilisad
against S&dc'ls:m, the media m’ée&i the "frec warid to Intervene { 1;93: 7.
88} However, it was Milchaﬂl Mandefbaum who trigg.erﬂd ihe déb&ta in i

an artmla published in Foreign Pofz'cy in 1994 Mandelbaum argued that

w1th tlw Cold War overs

for the Linited Statgs. ..what lies behind interventton, ..is neither guid, not
. glory, nor strategic 'calculatilcm. It is, rle:_zther, symmpathy. The televised
pictures of starying rpn:{:-pla in nt-;rth;:m Ira;q,. S{Iamglia, and Bué{ﬁé created
a political clamor to feed them, which propetied the U.S. military into
t_hessj: three distant parts of the world (1594: 16.}.
Mandﬁli:.:-aum‘s :argumcnt generated more vortroversy at the time thiln
was .expected' pﬂlicy_:n&kers tonk i suppur;,ive gtand tin genersal, whereas
pcrlm{:al scmntxsts and mcdm schnlara Were dlwded over the jdsue.

|Ihe amblgunua motives baitmd.US 111"rewmtu}n in the® pnst—()old

'W.arg era were the key factors be}und the; confusion. US mtf:rvgntmn

niurixfxg the Cold War was driven almost e}éct"usiveiy by the great rivabry
: .

;
:




with the Soviet Union-and invoived i‘ecughisable national interests,” The

motives for intervention in the paqt—[f‘uld .War .era were' particularij'

T . G |

unclear. As 2 ucnaequence, Mam'[ielbaum § utgmnant galned |0mMe

grounds, Intewennmns in nurtlmrn Iraq, Haiti, Bosnia, Kosovo, and

“particularly tn Somalin in 1992, wm Widei? Uﬂd"ﬁm‘“‘i at lesst partl}* 8

being Itfiggered by media fmverage of couniries trapped by ethnic
cleansing, mass kiliing, nppraaﬁmn, m:litary mle, magstve human rights
violations and people torn by cw;:l wat, ali urging the mtematu}nai
community to come to their rescue (Zﬁca Roberts, 1993).

The case of S?malia capiured the attention for three major reasons:
1. US national interests, whether e;arlﬁumic cs;' strategic, were not. v::li:em*.j1

2. The event captured widespread American attention al the time due 1o

extensive media coverage.

3. Principal pohr:y -inakers ciaune:n thai the news media I}rﬂvlded their

sole motive o intervene, basing th¢1r argument on umanitarian ground-’

l’resment Georgu Bush clauned thal it ways television pictures of starving

Somalis that led him to ordar the uﬁe of 1U.S. troops in Sormalia” (¢ited in

o

Livingston and Riley Jr., 1499; 1%}. General Colin Powell (at the time

- JCS Chairman} was quoted as ﬂﬂyilzlg:

" See, for enampic Maorgentim (1967).
T Some suggestad, however, that s ofl mmpanwa hac had large concessions i the country rewartied
by tha Pm 118 gusted dictetor, Muhammed Siad Bame See Fineman {1993},

|
| P10
. [



LT

[t]he w;c:rld had s duzen -othet rﬁﬁt}iﬂlg: sores that fall, i:zi.;ﬁ talaj._rision
hovered over Somalia and wrenched our hearts, night aficF night, with |
images of people *;ta;vling‘to :ie;ﬂx Baf’{:-re ot ‘eyes” {uiteﬁ in Dmﬁbrall,
1997; 187). .. :

i

LS

Marlin Fitzwater, White Hlouse Press Secretary, supported these claims
: andstafed:

'[W]ﬂ_ heard it from every corner that sometiting had to0.be done. Finally the
ﬁres_s_um was 100 great... TV tipped us over the top...] could not stand to

i 1 : - : i ’
eat my dinner watching TV af dight. It made me sick (cited in Gowing, .

1994 68).

THE CNN EFFECT AND THE US INTERVENTION IN SOMALIA

A wmle range of apmmm. Was expreased about the role of the mati:a
b in inrcing the US 1o mtervane in Sumaha In this section, we preaant the
arguments of scholars and media experts.’ We start with those who
oemﬁrrﬁed the existence of the CNN effﬂct and, thus, believed that a
mﬁdia-drhrenlfﬂreign policy model had emerged in the post-Cold War ere

and then move gradually to reach the other end of the specttum o mest

1
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those who denied the existence of the CNN effect and, thus, took us back
to the MC school of the Cold Weir.  ~ -
- Conolusions on ‘thle role playmf by ﬂiﬁlrﬁeﬁia In the decision leading N

to the US in'téw&ntiqn in Sﬂméliﬂ varied according to the methods used to
;,:.stild}r the case. Studies appeared imtﬁedi&t&ly. afier the S decided to
- Intervene in Sgnzalia, and Dbased raerely on scart cbgervat'iﬁn, wete

inckined o socept the officisl story that the nows medie Had emotionally =

influenced policy-makers and forded them to ect. In an article published

~ inthe N¥T, George F. Kennan espoused this idsa wherein he argued that
media coverage of the humanjtarian crigis n*iggared the 'interven.t'iclm'. :
“[The reaction would ha\-:e*'bﬂfan unthi:h';!;tal';]e without™ television -
eXpOSUre of the “suffering of the starving” Sﬁmaliﬁ (1993). Jessice
Mathews {1994)", Adam Roberts (1993: 434 and 4#5}, Bernard Cohen
(1994) and Michael Mandelbawm (1994) have ali ﬂxpfauséed rsimil‘ar _
qpiniims. ' . I _
" Around the'ﬂame time, another line of arguma:m; emerged, based
o Iargeiy on interviews, &ucepﬁné the t::f'ﬁmaist(}ry bt cenditionally. I
argued that the CNN ﬁras lik;eijr to Ipi&y a role in directing WS foreign
pglicy but only if the leadership ﬁaa divided and lacked a clear vision in o

the foreign policy domein (Hoge, 1994: 138; Gowing, 1994: 85-86;

- Minear et al., 1997: 73; Strobel, 1997; 219}, James F: Hoge, Jr. accepted

¥ Jerston Mathews argued that “in the sbience of & post-Cold War doctrine. ... isteviand ovenis that sty
emictions have an unprecadented ability to manipulate palicy™ (1944), :

L3
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b
the story of a media-driven foreign policy only in the case of Somalin
baging his argument on the “absence of arficulated policy” which forced '
George Bush *"[i]r?his .walnjngl'diéys:'ﬁs president” to react “'ﬁ:- televised
picturas of "éé‘min.gfs;nmaﬁsﬁ_ (1994: 139). Nik Gowing (1994) and
Werren Strobel (1997) examined the oificial agoount ﬂf the decision to
imaw:hmﬁ ip Sumﬂha and also ucmptad the argument that media coverage
bad paved t_!w_ way for “intervention “television got the US into
.S-x_:&wrxi:;iia....ami gol the US out? (Gurwing, 1-5}94: £8), MNoveriheless,
wowing and Strobel refected the claim that teievision was the only fores
ehing. the iiorvantion, bt s P EIRDNEST soversl factors thet produced the
OSEARY H!ﬁ\imt"ﬁ; fur.Lk s devistin, Wh ﬁt. the medin could do was
'-:;.‘rtapirsg; Tk slvironment @ which dections wiere tade” (Sdrobel, 1990
1425 Tha {‘.-ff‘:‘r_&:f‘,"éiﬁi{‘sln wirg thal madla soverage !ﬁk:nrﬁ}g pae aspeat of a
sAtrusturs within which polioy-makers work with constuinte '_a.s.td zhoices
2 mind. Among thess consiraing sre _‘il'_'i.'lé.t.‘i'.ﬁ.{i'{iIé,"‘f.}li_f}:it}"-.’l, groun yaemmsts aad
£ s, | : L
Fhie yme o8 cage- sty o ;}j;.trs'_u:,:u;ﬁi'; w é:f"i.i?l velpvant dats dvvalvad fed 1o

T RN o & A argmnet diapil] 5.;;_?_; th asmpnntinn e the news
w&n nad olained g role o frelgn podicy-raak ity (Livisgaion snd
Eachie, 1995 Mesmin, 1907 L a:'a;}ﬂf._'gr;'.':;r;r} wnd Teckig examined m
parate the decisim-mekinn procuss ad media .ct.mr.Psm af tha Somall

GBS A e tWE Sulsees iy viidaiiok W measne the role plaved by



the medid in driving fnrei@ policy. The auﬁnrs discovered that the
decision was the resuit of cgm_r_e_n;infihl .pressure group politics, 1t was
mid-level paiiticai{‘aﬁmrs/.(juﬁi.ﬁl; pqlilcy-mal;aers and congressmen) who *
fed the media with a ponsisten% daily news line and, thus, set its agenda in
_an attempt to influence princ'ipal puiic}'-makerﬂ it i}u&h them fo act
accordingly (1995 422-4263, Jonathan Mermin reached the sarﬁe
conclusion that it was mainly congressmen who drew the attention of the
r 'rnediﬁ to Somalia and for doﬁaesﬁd reasons (éléutim:s) tﬁe administration
decided to take the initiative from its opporents, and head towards
mtervenﬂan (1997: 396). Mermm argued “the framlng of the crisis in
Somalia as & humalmltanan dizaster thet the United Btates could do
something about [did] not appear on television wntil it had appeared in
-Washinﬁtun first” (1@97: 39'}'}

By focusing on news seurces the case-study appmach had in fact
turned the prevalent as-mmptmn up mde down, that is, the agenda was get ~
for the media by polmy-makms (nc matter how }unmr they wam}
Nevertheless, by piacmg the fncus on neWS SOUrCes these studies ignored
the question of news effects and faller.i to provide an answer 10 whether or
not me:dia. coverage had affected tﬁe course .nf policy after. the

intervention in Somalia became o matler of public debate. S

Vi



THE CNN - EFFECT, - SOMALIA, AND. FURTHER

g
IN’I‘ERVENTI(}NS

b , ;
- éFurthe;r, p'nst-Sumaiia; research wag Bn{iartakﬁn t;exm:;im; the mle:
of media coverage in setting the agenda for humanitarian intervention.
_ {)ne appmach examined the role of the news medla in multilateral policy- -
: 'makmg intervention. The focus whs u;oun news affﬂcts rathe:r than news
snuri_::es, and the argum:ant provided that there were threo “pathways™ in
which the news media muld affect polmy-makmg The first was the
“cilrect path of mﬂuence“ in which the news macha could ematmnalijf
affect ‘principsl. policy-makers and urge them to do samething The
secﬂnd was the “mdirect path of influence” in which the news media
mlght generate sympathy among the pubhc whom in furn m:ght place
pras;sura on policy-makers to do :mme&mé Th@ third pathway wag g -
variatian on tha two first”. Here, “poiwy makars mly on madm content-ag
& sutmgate measure of public npmmn, or 1mp11_u1tiy rcgardlmedaa comient
as. aT expression of public ﬂpininﬁ” (Livingston gnd Rliéy Jri- 19991 5),
Puhfm opinion in this case did not mﬁm the genara! public but “the
pubiac-fure;gn policy-making elites” (Thid: 22} After c:areful]y axammmg
| tl}es% three modols and applying them tol the multilsteral decision to

intmive:na. in Eastern Zaire.in 1996, atrt}mx}s of this approach found no

LIS
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-

gvidence that the news 'n;edi&' had pushe:d policy-makers to take that
decision. The conclusioh was that the news media might “have produced
an emotional effect” o pélicyéﬂ*;aka:r'é that sparked “direct inferest in the
erisis” and that the, media r;ﬁght__ “have created 2 perception among
" _policy-makers that the public’s atten;im was on Zaire”. (1959 2.

- The three “vathways™approach triadé.tn_prwidﬂ_an explanation ilf‘ur :
certain aspects of media coverage. (for example, when end how it.

influenced policy-making) but many other aspects were left unanswéréd. "

On one hand, the relationship between media content amd publir:.’

preferences hag never been systematically pmvan.f The first pathway, on
' the other hand, ‘was }insufﬁciant*tu- éxpta_in the selective- pature of media
co'érarage and its influence on policy-makers. For example, why did the
news media force 'péllieyemakarﬂh aot in some cases (the 1991 Kurdish
crisis in northern Irag and the 1992 Sumah civil war) wharaas it ﬁuled b
others (Rwanda in 1994 and Chechnya in 19997 -

To fill the gaps left by the three ‘pathways“ appmach another line
“of argument emerged whereb}* it trmd to ahswq these quesnms b}r means

off five variables belmved 10 -have determmed the US mtemmmmst

' pc:hc_v in the post-Cold War erd. Thm were the clarity uf th{s case for
’ m{tarvention on humaritarian.. gmunds; the availability qf domestic

E' sﬁpport; tha-'{lNN- effect, the national interests ipvolved and, finally, the

A

See, for cxamplo, Ben B, Begdiidan (4585 107~ 7 ¢ 7 .' éfw

i . . ' '
| B
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- .*he “Safe Havens” 2one i northetn Irag and “Operation Restore Hope” in

; _5?

.

___cllanieauf success (Jakobsen, 1596), These variables were then ap;jl:'_lad

to five cases of mte;rwntmn i the post: E‘{zld War e, thtee of which

mvmved mlhtary actmn ot belmif of the 8. These were “Oparatmn_

Desart Storar” tu expel the Irﬂ?;li forces from Kowaslt, the esmblmhment of -

T

Somalia. In the fizet case the conclugion was that the CIN played no role

. in pushing the administration to intervens. Rather, the iiterveniion was

, ‘primarily motivated by strategic and econoric intetesis. The media. in

this particura;-? ﬁvent was nsed to garnor dofnestic and international

5,
b

Mﬂﬁppoi‘t fa’z& this policy.’ En the second caSﬁ; “Safe Havens”, the

cﬂnciuamn Was that “[s]tratagm and e:cmmrmg: interests [could] not

explam thq decigion to intervene”, therefure, “it was the CINN effect that
put the question of iﬁtervam;ian on the agenda”. In the case of Snmalia, it

- was alsu the CNN which dlﬂpfa}'ﬂd the Iunnamtman feme of the crisis antd

the need to intervene, Huwwar, .laknbaeu-mamtﬁmwd “Lher NN effoet
does not pruvicie the full stnry I‘he decision tn} go in was nhtimaiely
decided by good chancﬂs of suqqessi“ (1596 907-209). The fastors

involved in- the five-variable approzch were summarised by Anthony

. L.glga,-ys;’& in the first Clinton administration. Lake stated:

SN

R &4
S
S

. _-._':3_ a E-i_-
’ R T .}ﬁ;ﬂ

Tayior (1992) Bémt and Palotz {1994) &mi Bennett {1994) all huve confirmed fhig ooncinsion,

' \,ﬂ-’:g" “ﬁ-& Kl

". - = . ]T



pubim prossure for our hmnamtarlan mgagemam muresasmgly may be

driven by te'iews-f-d mageaj whwh can depend m tum nn su:.h

consideritiond as whme CN\E sencla ns tamera CrEwWS. Btf We, must brit:lg

other considerations fo bear aﬁ el CO8i; f'ﬂasxbﬂlt}r, the. pemanenca nf .

the imprﬂ?emaht arialstaRgs witkl bring; the.wiliingness of regional and
international bodies to do their part; and the Tikelihood that our actions
will generate broader aecﬁrity benefits for the people of the region in

. question (cited in Hoga, Jr. 1994: 138-139).

'fhc five-variable gpprﬁaﬂb. was usefl; though lacking cm_nplaﬁ

tata to support its c;nc]usiﬂm;- The study clii:.lr nof, for example, follow a

' thomﬁgh examination of media cmr_'e'rage thet accompanied each case i
paxsliel with the . décisim-maldng PrOCESY, - “This was vital in -order 0

assess the effects of the news media on policy-maling hy 1d&nt1fymg the

cstage at whmh this coverage was mnst eﬂ&nmva bﬁinfﬂ dut:mg, or afier __"

the decision to mtﬂwana WS mada

Hence, & pelmy—madm migractmn “mode! emerged, i:r;ed to avold this

" lapse am:l bruught to the fnra one Hote aapect of state-press- relations.

This approach claimed that for a proper undersianding, of these relations
one should focus on the question of cerainty on the part of policy-tiakers
reparding an issue and the lketihood of it leading to different media

effects on policy. Piers Robinson - argued this and relied hea_vily' on

18



‘certain versus uncertain policy’ (Gowing, 1994, S'trabé:“l, 1997 and.
Minear et al, 1.'-}9:}). ‘I~i.¢_a1lso ﬁi;de :eitﬂnsive use of other studies which |
looked at media contgnt analyéiﬂ ‘empathising coverage versus distancing
Boverage’ (Em;mgn, 19:91: Preston, 1996)." Out-of thv;’:s'é different studies,
Robinson developed a mode! with xﬁrhicﬁ o assess media uﬂvafage in
termus of CMN eoffect versus the MC thesis, He concluded that if the |
- government was certain about é"p-::Iiey it wal& likely to influence the
media by feeding jnurﬁaiists with & consistert” daily news line. Media
coversge in this case wés expected to echo the policy of the government
. and, hence, play thv role of MC, \Caﬁvera.ai;}, if the government was -
uncertain about a policy, the NN effisct was likely o | ocear, For .,
Rabinson “[plolicy éf:rtainty [was} measwad i relation to the absence or
presence of ptﬂi{:j.f regarding an issue”. The absence of po}jcy _i:imiuded
“isagreement, i:.u_nfliut of ii_itereét {II'“IUIHFEI'IELI'.Ht}? with-in' aﬁ exgoutive” "’
(1959%: 7, 2600: 3). 1
Tiﬁ relation between c-ertairratjlf ;:alnh'%h"ea part of poiiéy:;nakars and the
content of media coverape was wid{aiyi recognised in academiq‘as' well 89

policy circles, John Drumbreil argued “the uncertain agenda of post-Cold

- ——— -

" Adem F. Simon used this stavegy aluo to sasuss the relationship between medie content snd media
effeot, He studied media effents of imervations! sarthauokon asd nrgued that geographical proximity,
the ssverity of casuniiies, and the number of people affested played a declaive rolo fn deciding the

'+ Intonsity of modid coveragn, Yet the effect of medin intensity on private U8 citizens was fr greater

© than the effoct of the number of peoply kilied in & natural Gisasier, ha argusd {1997: 90-91), He alse
disvovered thet the impuct of medis covarage wes greter on privese US oltizens whereas it was lmited
on 133 policy-makers and latematioral agencies {Ibid: §4-86). A

v



Wa.r forsign policy ancniwages ‘medin ii'réﬂpnnsibility“ (;99?: ISﬁ},
James F. Hoge, Jr. wrote: “[i}n.-m& absence of pe:suffsiwe"gwemment'
strategy the medi;wi'iill bé ca.tﬂ;,r.tlic,“‘(l‘i?%: 1‘38)."Fﬁrmer Secretary of
Defence, James Sch,laamger *statﬂ(i “Ifln the dbsence. of astabhshed

guniﬁposts our pnlmws wzll be determmed by impulse and i 1mage ..the

L

plight of the Kurds, or starvation in Sumalm, as it appears on the screen”.
{1993: t8),"

. The division among the 'tii_fférent branches of powet 1re§ardiﬁg 2

policy and its nnpact on media coverage was dlso mcagmsed {Bennett,
1590: 110 Huge Jr 1994 141 Wﬂhams 1991 313; Hallin, 1984).
Different studies hswe arg,u{,d that journalists axplmted the existence of |

u}nﬂmhng views in pnwer gircles regarding an issne 1o decrease the

restrictions on fres repurtmg This conld lead 1o driving public ptmon '
away from the original policies and result in adnptmg new poimy lines
through pressurmg pohcy-makerq to respﬁnd to publm demands Lance
Bennett argued that “the outbreak of more frcquen‘;;i-lta dabateq and

mngresmmal oppnsumn to premdential foreign policy initiatives

prmrides Jumnahsts w1th g more regular supply of safe, trepurbable

Gppﬁsltmn views fo put in the news” (1994: 171), John Dumbtell advised

™ irhia aualysls helps uxphﬁn media coverage of the- buanomic ‘isnctions &Eﬁ’mut fraq ﬂ"ﬂ“E thi finel
two yeats of the Clipton admintitratlon. The division RmoRg powsr giltas 'n Waghington came as & .
Tesuit of the filed polley of ‘dual ountalnment” against the no-caliod ‘rogue statea’ (Traq and Jran} and
the doubis that were cast opon the ebfiity of sanctions to bring down Saddam's regtme, This was elsc
nocompénisd by critioiam of the unbesrmble humanitatien price paid on the part ‘of the Irag) pepple. All
these factors thade the mediu critical "but of the execution of polloy mors than. the aims" (Hoge, It
1994: 1373 (:\e

L]




us to lm:nk at this aspect of media sctivity in the light of the tmdmonai_
conflict between the dlfferent branches of the executwe the NSC the
State 'Dgpaﬂment, Cthe Penmgan angi- accas:dnaliy the CIA. over foreign
policy orientations gud implénanmticns. These different partics, along
_with. Congress, tend to. jeak inﬁmnati‘on with the aim of unf.iemnining the- :
policy of their oppenents and weaken their position before the publli;{:,
“Toeaks and trial balloons are g%cﬁivﬁ. dwi;ﬁes of elite communication”
(Dumbrell, 1997; 183; Jamieson, 1996: 117-118 and Hallin, 1984: 12-
13). ' -
Futthermore, Piers Rﬂbmaun seemed fo have heneﬁted from the
study of Robert M .EBntman- thh mga:rd fo pedia content analysis
ampathlsmg coverage versus distancing coverage’. Eniman established
his L}neary of "wnaws Erammg“ which, he claimed, could pmwde .

re&sunahle explanation for different asgectq ﬂf media coverage and its

relation fo pohcy—makmg (1991} In- “newa«franung“ Entmmamphasisad U

three main aspecta of his theory. te started by pruwdmg a definition of
what news framing means: “Frames remde in the specjﬂc pmpertms of
the news narrative that encourage those parc&wmg and .thmkmg about
ovents to dwelﬂp particular understandings of them”."”" Second, he

deﬁnecl the elemenis of news faming: “News &amea are uonstmcisd -.

" forman and Farhang defined news fames & “ppngtijetions of soclat raﬁtity that result from
journatistic destsion making about whit nforimation to nclde in a news story, what language to vad,
what pathoritles o -:riw, whith tisance to emphaskze, end ko on® {1987 BY. :

[
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from and embodied in the key words, me‘:‘ﬁplmrs, concepts, symbots, and
Evi,éé.ial images emphasised in a mews h‘ﬁﬂﬂ‘;ﬁtﬁ‘.\.’ﬂ”. 'I‘E'tirr.:l3 he "prm?idéd the
?maé:hanism of how news .ﬁ-amii.zk,g'; -xf{:;rks: é“By“pm:ériding, repaating, and
theteby reinforcing words anid visual images that refersfice sone ideas

but not others, frames work to make some ideas more salient in the text,

LN

Gth{»ers less s0- and other entirely 1nv131bie”| (1991: 7.

i Piers Robinson took all these factors %ﬂtﬂ acc-:}unt and concluded that
i i !

. there was too little media coverage of the Somali case o have béen a

factor in forcing the US administration fo intervéne. The study found that
meédia coverage intensified only after President Bush decided to intervene
&n{i hence the me;ﬁa served ‘fo _maﬁuihc;&e, congent in favour of
intervention {199%: 31-32). When similar factors were applied to US
intervention Int Bosnia and Kﬁswo, Robmscn concluded that in the first

_case the media influenced policy becanse of the lack of cﬂrtmnt:,r Tt talled

'

: to pmduce similar effects {isfluencing puhcj) it the seconcl dase bec,ause o

-

| pahcy -tnakers ciung to their pnl:my line fmd resisted media preqsure to
i:ake mberventmn beyond the mr ca,mpalgn {Zt}ﬂﬂ 8)

M

These later studies cast dnubtﬁ: on the argumént of the CNN effect

established during the Cold War era by a fgroup of scholars, among them

4]

- wepe Herman and Chomsky.,

—— e

ang pmvi&ed substance for the mntiriuiﬁg refevance of the MC school
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The study “of ﬁeﬁmn" I' anc_}' Chomsky (1988) covered the

interventioni%'paliaigs of the WUnited States in Latin and Central America,
-Andochina and elsewhere, Tﬁa aut.hnralcancluded that the overall role of -

the U_S _media was fnjugtji;‘y aud advocate American foreign ;ﬁnli..::y,__andw;m

doing so distprt_'fmts, ignore mruﬂt:ﬁ and .misintm‘*prgt ﬁthafé. In ﬂiﬁ

. ‘absence of state-owned mc‘di_a' and formal censorship, Hennan and

_“_‘_Ehﬁ}ﬂ]ﬁk}[_i@ﬂnﬁﬁﬁd five factors that help discipline the media and render

it & mere propagands tocl in the hands of policf-x@akcrs and the business

elite. They called these factors “News Filters” (1988: 2-31):"

1. Media ownership which falls in the hands of gient mags medis firms, '
2. Advertising as primary income sourse of the mass media.'”
3. Source of information is mainly governmental,:buginess and “experis” =

funded and approved by these primary soucces. . |

-

__f?'_ﬁuqqqz_l Belisved that “[sfelf-censorshly, market forces, and the. norms of news practlone may
roduce and metntaln p particulnr viewpoint s affectively es formal atafe censorship™ (1983 136,
* Ses also Sagdiking (1983: Pact 1) Hetrnan (1993; 26-27) Chomaky (1957 20 atel Parentf (19861 27-
13}, Bdward 5. Henman argued that the “dominant madis ave ineimseives members of the
alite extablishment”, Hetws, tension seldom, arisea between the media and policy-makers (1993: 28},
Bon F. Begdikien argued thet haif of more of all mass media output in the S falls in the haods of .
- some fity giant medis forporations who conleo] ihe while process of production in the marketpiace of
" jdens. Seo his Hat (1983:7-183, - - s T : §
“*Sas also Bagdiklae (1983: Part 1i) and (1985: $07-109} - !
™ Goe alac Bennett (1990} and Hallin (1984: 13-14),.Ben H, Bagdikian argued that “fiJas U.5, mucia
are becoming wore homogenized in content. and: sriciufe Gl the seme time that the popuiation is
becamitg larger and more. diverse and confrontet with rapidly ohanging clroumstances. There i n
 growing gap betwoen the nutsher of voiced i society and-the natnbet haard in the medla™ (1983: 98).
This téndedicy-on the past of the US medis is attrlbnted th concentrhtod patterns of owhersily whereby

Y

ot
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4. “flal” ay' 8 means of disciplining the media, ¢

5. Anti-commustism as & nationalquasi-religign and cottrol mechanisq}.w

—'rl .- £ LY

Arriong:af these ;he third ;md.ﬁfth fliters are more fﬁl;évarit, as ‘both

_seemed to have been greatly affected by the end of the Cold War and the

Taw

introduction of & new sét of communication technologies. Other filters

have beén_ receﬁtiy disputed as “Jilﬁst 'anﬂjrsfs agres that mﬁiémpdrﬂry

o - jorettts Opetate quite autonomicusly from owners and publishers and

that they are primarily attuned to their'pé.ers” (J#.aniaﬁqsx, 1996: 125).

A ':#ide rﬁngé'fzf Qpinions wes expressed a.mqnfg. medig schﬁiaré and
forelgn policy analysts about the éﬁﬁme'-.nf i'ﬁf;{.'mg&-i,iun as & key factar in
restricting the freednm of the media. _t’}mi fire of argwment was
established during tﬁe Coid War and srjhﬂnucd 1o show its i'elevancel in,
the post-Cold War era. It claimed that information sourcés ﬁvgre cr{ﬁﬂal to

the shaping of press-state relations, and that jmnnatiéta a;ad-repurtem

o T

often tumed to official sourcas t mke their storigs, On the other hand,
advocates of this approach cla.im;-.ati, ﬂ'ié"gr.w-r{mhmmt relied heevily on the

media to dissemingic information and present certain views. targeting

Fl

fedin putput i peoduced by < hamdial of glant corporations, Tne sizs and power of these mrﬁuﬁﬁﬂnﬂ.
by their vesy nature, com,pel them o fiave commuh ‘gevle i nerrow outlooks *pacticularly In
sconammics, In politica, i .t i sustwining the smoe quo™ {1955 102), '

v

This argutneist id L7 an Sigab’s. in his vplnion the antonsiy of the tedia was guite intited giving the
fhct that the mediv dopended on officiel souroes to Muke tevs stores. In sddition, the fuek of pubile
Investipation 0f overnment propogands mnd the smploysent of ideologionl weagrany auoh as ant-

OOMBIUMSN O parionsi security threat mede & gifSoult for tho madia fo challenge the officl] agende: .

(973 42460,

. |
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either the dnmeshc pubhc or extemal .sutcrs* l"hls argum: Dt Was basad On
the g Dunch that because the mﬁdw aqcnrdlng 10 Iﬂmas I)a:vid Barber,
Jooks “to .th{: c,a:-fuéil_ mbaawer, lik_e _1[}0 pow&r at ali?, the information l.t
transenits gafns .moregm.:adibili% among thf* public and can eaﬂii'_;f shape
. the 11 opinion (cited in Dnrman and Farbang, 1987 200" Leon Sigai W
a stauncks advucate nf fhis view wharem ho showed thaf almost thr;;—_
quarters of the front-page stories in the WP and the NYT on the thnam
. W depanﬁed on official _scurées h(IE‘f’??:}. Similaﬂy, W. Lance Benoett, in-
a th-ﬁr-«}r.f:m- giudy nf the NYY c:ovefﬁge of til_a LS %‘iﬁa_ncial suppnﬁ to the
Contras, Micaragua’s rnam nppnsrtmn group, found that 83% of relevant
news ‘;‘l{}ﬂﬂs durmg\thls tinae came from uﬂ’imﬁi EGU.I‘GLS despite the
differ pot opininns thf:'y“ e;{p_mﬁsed (1990, 116-11 7 I*uljthammre, Bﬁ_:nntut'_t

arge ed, the media was highly sensitive o éi gnﬂi.ai emhanafting from what he

cal'ied the “gwldeﬂ 1r1angie” the White I-Icnum,, the Pentagon and thﬁ: State

Dre parlment (1994: 178). This deenc.y turned the medm mto ap -

t—

inutrument to disaﬂmmatf- and 1epf:1t -::-fﬁcla} 111f‘nr, nation. Mark F mhman
espolised a similar Brgiunent & md bbllﬂ"y"ﬂd that “oyfficidls have and gwe
the: fas 215, reporters merely get thein""‘ ( 1980: 14_5}.. _ -

Y *The ¢ ffact of medis content on thv&: US public ls wemendons given the fact that media distrbution in
‘the US is smong the highest in tie world, Ben B Bagdiklan arguod that jn the LS Salmaost tho entire
ropulat lon has access to an exiraordinary volwne of wmediz output In “hring, broadoasting, e
cecomdil ige” (1985 98). In addition, recent Jurvey carried out by the Chicago Coonell on Parelgn
Retutlo iy argued this, whersby John Rleily, wiu analysed the resulis, Fousd that Americans, pubfic and
laaﬁe.re hip, retain stroug beflef thit thelr medis is trustworthy (1999),
* Conaporestive simplo cotent analysis of the HYT covereyge of Camibodla snd Bast Timor bedween
19751084 and the 1984 elections in Hi Salvidor and Niearsgue enabled Edward .- -Hermian to
demc nstrate that the coversge Was danciiig to the tune of t‘omign pal{w {1935)

A
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Another Yine of argument spaphasised the importance of information
sources but disputed the claim that sfate-press relations wére based on

mwers manipulation. What governed stale-press relations instead, this

approach argiied, wag mutual 4nterest, Fiernard Cohen in The Press and

Foreign Policy conoluded that a relation of mutual dépendenc}' existed

between the meiiia and policy-makers in wlhiﬂh.l each used the other fo
 proiote their own objectives, These ;'ﬂlati:}ns gnabled (.}‘fﬂcials to send
their message across, while providing jr_tumaiis';lfs with a perfect channel
of information to make their news storiss (1963: 146-168 and 169-206,
Benneit et al,, 1-51'85}.T' .h;fiutual.-:iependisum}e, Herbert Gans argued, was
based on the idea thai!; the US I;ilﬁdiﬂ. had tried ;ia:'éistently to p;aseﬁt itself
as politically neutral between different domestic parties. -I—.‘lex;:ae:, it
accepled fo play a i"'f:-ia.tivel}r phssive mle #5 a ltransmission cha:mwl of

inforsnation frmn cificials 1o the puiﬂm (193[} 116- 145} Damel Halim

rf-amhed the saine conclugion that the U’S nwdia had ct}ﬂﬁnﬂd Atscif 1{} the

“traditional “wha, what, when, where” model of nhjecﬂve jourpalism™
anid, thus, it fargely refrained from exprassing opinion about actual events

(1984: 12). Halfin argued that since (e task of the US media was 10

provide the public with information and not with opision, “the orucial _

. Hoomeil et al. halmvmt that Ehl‘s interpetion between officialy and rap::-rﬁerq Wiy govamad b:-.r
unvaitten sutes, reguintlons, and practices that had devéloped dver time W produce well established
patsing of nertesl reporting providing the ethos to decide on whnt to put ofi thi news, Thess patforn

transformed journaliste Ineo “gatekoopors” or pasgbee trans;mt{ers of news from afﬁcials to the pubHe

{14985 53-58),

A
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he deﬁxﬁnt of objectlvity in itis highly ﬁﬂntm?;ﬁrsial.. Particularly when it

-

jdum-a,*istis choice ecomes the, choice of sqgllrces“ {Ibid: }ﬁ).” Infthiﬂ

o L N | . :
context, policy-makers were pleased to puss.selectod information to the,
media F.nd the medta was pie&saﬁhtﬁgét anl 'reipﬂrt them."

* However strong and parﬁ;aaive the mutval dependency approach s,

LT

: . i . i :
comes fto forelgn news chjectivity besomes legs visible, not least, because

the US media looks et the- éxternal world { raugh the lens of its own.

news Ailcea not need to be direct, It expresges itself, as Entman has

cerérerctily argued, i the “key words, metaphmim, concepts, ﬁymbals, and -

“visual ijmages amph&;siaed in a news hu;u‘t’:ati_wfn"’E fi 991 7

- Afer the end of the Cold War a new approach emarge& and disputed

. the foundations of the MC thesis on the issue of information sousrces. It

- claimed that the post-Cald War environment had given the n}edir't & wider

=
-

.
1

from ideological affitationn. Joutnalists simgly perform the rofe of gatekzapers £1D80: 182-213). _

" Mutont dependency, some esgusd, helps nuriure pevssoud relationships bobween journalists and
poSicy~makers. Soma might allow themaelves to 4 budly used by ihe exccutive, Ted Carpenter elaired
that in 1976, 50 pews persoanct had been on the CiA-payroll. Some writles also claimed that many of

™ Gans eikimod that the vety neture of the proteesion vompela jjmnnlim tu s objeative and detashied:

the US most prominent journalists, editors and pubiishers reveived-gits from foreign heads of states, 3t
" wee teportod that the Sheh of [ran approfched prominent US reportery, through his embassador in

Veashington, and that the Shah's largesse “expleined the LS, media's favorable oovprage” of the
{ranian monarch (Dorman end Farliang, 1987; 24}, ' ' '

" Dormon and Ferhang disputed the shadm of mont Journalists that the behaviour of the US media ta
dstarmnined solsly by materinl yelf-intorent, They argued that “a cpstbenefits analyals of the procesy of
jeurnalun” nbscurs reatity end “einyly ormot expleh why Iranians n revolt wers “religious farstics"™
wnd Afghana were “freedom fighters™ (1987: 188). In sddition, Dorman and Farheng discovered
through mindylng 25 yares of US pross coverage of Iran that the-preas was anything but objestive (Foid:
2033, Mishaol Parentl went farther snd argued that the US media by its very nature, sources, patterns of
reporting snd transmitiing information is ideologivally abfitiated | Whether journstists are aware of tils.
eeality ar ot fa o matter of differenit sfects (1986 $0-53), Gaye Tuchman argudd that the “term
“shigotivity stands os B, balwark betwoen . [Jowmalists]: snd Jritlos. Atlacked for 2 controversiak
pteseniinilon of “facts”, newspapormen invoke their objeativity altost the way n Meditesratean peesent

' imikst (197206607 -

1pniiticai,1 Iand.ancial values. In addition pa;ﬁ;_iéiity in repuﬁing.feraign L

.

L

o
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margin of freedom aa the anti-admﬁurﬁlﬁt éunaer;aua, which had'led to the
©° ereation of an ideclogicel bond betweert policy-makers and jourralist, had

been broken. W. Lance Bennett agfeéd that -relations “between pobicy-

mekers and’ journaligts were ﬂaased on conflict rather than co-operation.
fclmy-makers tried to emp!uy media meanagernent strategms by fe:edmg
the media with daily hews Imes that eﬂve/d their pchc}' interests, whereas
- Jqumalmts triad to rosist these atrﬂg:eg;ﬁs by Innlc_mg fn;" other sources qf
. information (1994: 176)." Some scholars who adopted this argument
went even further and claimed that particularly in the field of foreign
affairs the’ gnverxﬁnent ceased to bo the most important snﬁ_mé of
information. With ﬂ;e hugé a:ivapca&nant in én;hupunifslaﬁnn techmln_giea,
’irl‘V.and the press had the means to report freely from different paris of the
éworid. Henry A. Gﬁmwaid maintained Ithat in the pﬂﬁt»Cu]d War era the

media had retained its Independent sources of information. “Just as the

e

State Department must appaint ambas&adﬂra to mmy uf thﬂs& salf—-crf:ated L'y
- states |referring to the former Sm_riei{ Republics), thehprf;ss st sg:nd
%;mréafnndénts” {19§3: 13}, S‘til‘l, .- u’c{nér criﬁi.cs tried. {o Irewrse the
i'.rgummnt by claimir;g that in ‘ﬁm p{ast—_!Cold Wer era po}f’é&*-rﬁakers had -
| bacome dﬁpendant uﬁun the m&difi repmtmg instanﬂ:;r from difﬁaremt paﬁs |

i .
pf the globe to bacmne: aaqumntﬂd wlth a wide range of rap1dly repurtf:d

bvents, The case beﬂama clear when the gwemmem lacked alternative

Pa!riuk ' Hoffornan advooated & 1mutial explnitnt: wode! in whish both the mndm nud policy.
makera need one anothar each for their own tnde {‘1 094}, . _

1 : 1
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¢ "anne??[é_i_thar forral (embassy) or i_llf{);fi‘l‘iﬂl (inteltigence agents)] o
obtain the necessary mfnmatinm“’ﬁﬁﬂeﬁm M. Jamieson believed that
“Iploticy-makers depend &pan th{'\ na'j;#s for I.;Inderaﬁnding the watld.... in
which they opetate” (1996: 1 1), | |

Not surprisingly, these claims were not left to pass unnoticed but

serutirised and questioped in another. post-Cold War gpproach, It argued

 that.the.end of the Cold War had provided the media with 8 wider margin

of freedom, but the government’ s grip over the flow of information had

... it been lost, For advocates of this approach, the power of government to

restrict the flow of information becams evident during wartime wherein

there wete places jlﬁumalists were . denied a[ccg:ss to {Mermin,’ 1999,

Taylor, 1992; Cartuthers, 2000; Kalb, 1994). Additionaily, information
classified as importand for national security was widely inaccessible and

reliance on official - sources significantiy incrﬂea:imd duting national

security-related crises (Hallip et al., 1090-and Smith, 1992). The 1991 ~3

Gulf Waz, the air strike campaign against Serbia in _1.2)95 / Kosove 1999,

- and recently in Afghanistan and iréq, all dernonstrated how far the media

* ‘was dependent on official sources and how far censorship was a'mployed-.

"In e comment on the 1991 Gulf War, Tonathan Alter of Newsweek

™ gor instance, when the Tranin revoiution broke oul, TS policy-makera bocame ill-nformed about
developments in Tran. In a letter dated July 20, 1979 o Chargé & Affalrs Bruco Laingen in Tehrag,
Iram Desk officer, Henry Precht wrote from Wiskingion: “We simply de not have tha bios, inventory of
politicai groups or current pictare of duily 1 as it wyolvas it various leve!s in Tran. igharance hore of
lran's events is sassive, The 115 prase doed nol do a good jub but in the absence of Embassy reporting,
we have to rely on inoxperisnced newsmen” (cited In Bil], 1988b: 276}

- 3 '

N
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complained that “we ‘covered’ the war, buf we did not ‘mpurt‘_ tha war”
{cited in Getgen, 1992: 187).~Ted Carpenter argued.tiini Américan
journalists had b;‘eﬂ subjéct {0 .'law,w{s' aud practices of ceasorship for so
long that the end of the Cold Wa.r was wmlikely to change this cultural -
_.picture which dumhﬁmd since 1798 {1@95}'):“i . |
| ‘These argrimeﬁts about governmeitt control returned ﬁs 10 the pr:int
where we departed, erﬂlgnaﬁd the pru;spbut for the MC school and gave

. ‘substance for fts continuing relevance in the pﬁél«énld War era. Johanna

I

Neuman summarised what happened in the post-Cold War era. She

argued that the introduction of a niew set of comamunication technologies
did not change the old pﬁl:tm'lﬁa of 'pres:-‘;nstai; relations but consolidated
the ‘exisﬁng ones. The only di-ffﬁzrem:e wag that the advance in
communication teafmnlﬁgi&s- had sped up tﬁe need to react to a wide
range of intemational events (1996). The new tachnolog}r,l as Mii;hﬂ-&i R,
Begchloss put it, appeared to have nar;;nwad the scope t‘nr p@ic&-lnakem,ll' a2
pushing them {o respond to whatever events wete raiged by the; medis
. {cﬁad in Robingon, 199%a: 3.01}1 but 'ﬂie:criﬁcllai factor in pnﬁ-’éf pnlitiéa
was and remaiﬁs the quality nf leadership and iis ability to clearly define

its objectives (Hetcher, 1996; Hoge Jr., 1994: 142; Williarﬁs, 1993: 309

" Carpenter rofora hern o the Allon and Sedition Act, which sliows the governtmant te practics 4 kimd
of censorship {0 restrict the fow of information-at dimes of ntérnational crinia {1995; 13-15),

A
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The arguments presented in this chapter _hﬁ\fe left many questions.

unanswered in the press-state equation ‘and its relationship 10 the making
of US foreign pﬂii;‘jﬁr. As e:;:plﬁinéi'i af_gbve, the CINN etfact school {with it.s
different approaches) claims thiat the media has the ability (great or small
_depending on several factﬁrs) to iﬁflutﬁrmg pclicy-mﬁkars and set the
agenda in the fm:aign policy domain. By contrast, the MC scheol (with s
~ different approaches) clalms ;hat pnlicyﬂmakem‘ and the business elite
‘exploit the media and feed it with, daily news line 2nd express their
opinion thmugh it, ‘iﬁfhen we apply these two approaches to thf: Middle
Eust we find that nmmm one can prawdﬂ sufficient e:xplmmtmn 1w the
positions of eithet the media o;' pohcy—makers on this region. Hence, this
chaptet suggests that there must be more than power and influence in the
press-state equation and that there must be .a.miésing dimension that
needs to be uncovered. This requires going beyond the CNN g:ffe;cts‘MC

debate and explore new domains.

BEYOND THE CNN EFFECT / MC DEBATE

~ US media coverage of Arab and Mustim affairs is generaily
considercd to be negative, The classical arguments“would interpret thia
coverage cithior as a reflection of US policy towards these countries

(Mowlana, 1992; MacArthur, 1992; Chomsky, 1992; and Bennett and

N : ot



Paletz, 1994) or as a result of the ONN &ffact (Jakﬂbsen 1996 Shaw,

£993; Minear et al, 1997) _ . LT
Looking at U& media cm:eragé through a political lens provides
limited explanation, JThere aré' clear shortcomings in the cfassical models
-10 explain, on the one hand, the critical attitude of the media fowards
some of the US’s closest ajlies in the region, such a3 Saudi Arabia, ;d
thus, the MC in this case seems irrelevant. On the other hand, thé CHNN
. ‘effect could not, apaxt from the establishment -ﬁf the ‘Safe Havens’ zone
(still unclear whether it was mers reaction o media coverage or a result
of other fat:tﬂrs} trlggﬂr 3 US fesponse to' some endemm problems in the
region, such as ‘human nghts walatmns Thls fatter model does not
explain, for example why the US had refrained ﬁ~om intervening in the

Alperian civil wa& tﬂ halt atmmtms committed in the name of democracy

despite wide coverage in the -US deia It H.I‘i{} stﬂnds shnrt from

explaining why the Us kept strong EIL-S with Turk&y despite: masqrve_“ -

hurman rights violations reported constantly in the ﬁ.merman press,” It is
- also significant to note that Whﬁ;'l NATD deci_@ed to itervene in Kosovo
n 1999, under ‘the tight -;Jfl .the Kosovar to self determinatiﬂn* many
l‘"v’[zu:lc:lhr: Eastern countries, namely Turkey and IsraeI dld not worry about
similar interventions on hehalf of the Kurds and the Palestzmans In brief,

the CNN effect and MC models are not sufficient to explaln US media

" See, for example, Nezan (1993,




.. coverage and its relaﬁcn'tﬂ foreign pnl_icy' in tfm Mi;ddie EBast. The two
appmac:hés wheu- applied tn.thg'qngibn, ag is the case. glanem_liy, are
applied -aelectival}_fr“.aﬁd dc;.not_ 'niévi{ﬁtw from the classical arguments, as
~ Bill Kovach put it, that “the l;xadialr:ither take foreign policy out of the -

bands of thc;-elitﬂ and open the pruéaéé to go ill-foformed public or they

i.g-_

are indentured servants of fhe foreign polm}f elft:a” {1996: 171).
Obvioualy, the question of power. 19 highly refavant fo thc study of
. state-press relations in the United St_;abeﬂ. The issue _.qf power and
influence in.-the. relatiovghip heﬁv&en policy-mekers and the press is
‘neither to be ignored _110r_mrg,ix_mlisad. The point is that power and
influence, the core aiements m the CNN eﬁ‘aalfM? debate, do not explain
. the aﬁ:imc_ia of the US media towards the Middie Bast. Henoo, there must
be another comp:}néﬁt' of m::dia caverage that needs to be éxplnrﬂd. This

chpanant invalves cultural per:..eptmm the rote of which scmld enhame

our vnderstanding of US policy tuwarci:; the regiom &nd mf:dm caverage 8y ~

well as astabiishmg a more comprehensive ﬁarﬂEWurk far the study of

pres:mtaw relationy in the US,

| In the post-Cold War et thm cultural component of ‘media coverage

| -

: hasbeen _a.lmcst completely ignored. The cultural dimension of state-
- _ e % .

-pkaﬂs relations has enjoyed only lmited .interest in “the academic

c%mmunity becavse. the focus was almuost always upon examining these

rnLlationships in the Hght of the interaction between dqme_stic forces and

bt
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the different branches of 'pdﬁgr' in a refatively homogeneous eultursl

environment- the U8 political system. As w.consequence, the impact of

the external world 'on the 1S mediaand its relatiof to foreign policy was

neglected. $dme of, the fewtstidies thet took culture “seriously when

_invesitigating the relationship bétween the US media and foreign policy

were Said (1981, Dorman and Fathang (1987), Hetss (1996) and Foran

(20!)0')* The foous of all these studibs was US-Tranian relations during the

_Cold War era.

Sgid’s study, an immediate reaction to media coverage of the Iranian
revolution and fhﬁl taking of the hostages in the Ametican embassy in
Teﬁr&n, tried to shc?d' 'ii'ght'c;;rli the US mediiﬁ;é tendency o bias against

Islam and Muslims. Said could not, however, draw 2 ling be:twa&ﬁ what

was political and what was culturel in US media coverage of the Iranian

revolution. Seid believed that the cultusal lens which western medis

employed to viéw the Tranian events was areflection of &' political stand

defined by economic and strategic interests. Yet, he failed o copture the
whole pi&Tﬂﬂ that while the media® was  fiercely oriticising the
revoluttonary regime in Te:hran,'_.j_the 1S government was fying, in words

and actions, to play dovim the tone énf confrontation and establich channels

o

with the Islamic govermment of Ira,n Said'y failure to spot this point

' suggests that he was Tiot intéré'stef_;i in studyitig the US media in #s dwn

|
|
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right, mther attcmptmg at enhancing hiﬂ durtior thesis, Or:‘enfa!iﬁm " I
Dn'entafism, Said laid out a culmral framawnrk baaed un“tha*pahtmai

and gconomic dlmensmns of pmwe.r, for umierstandmg the reiaﬂumhlp

hetwaen tha ‘Ormnt’ and the ‘“Ocmderrt" Said’s 1981 amdy ort the oﬁmr )

-

}:mnd tende.d towarda desmptmn with the author mmmentmg Ot NOWS

texts and rafut_mg their cnntenta; in Fred Halliday’s words it was “a naive

 critique of press coverage of the Imanian revolution” (1996, note {4: 246).
By contrast, the study of Dorman and Farhang was much more

-~informative and illummatmg, ever though Said"a notion of Onentalimn

ncﬂuplad & cenire stage in the:r thesis. The authors studied UB prass
cwaraga of Iru;u between 1951 apid 19?3. 'Ihey divided their study into
five major phases in secordance with 'ﬁlajqr developments in recent Iran

histc-ry simting with the ascondance of Mua'aédaq {o pﬂWEI‘ in 1951 and

ending with the cnrerthmw of the Shah in- 19‘?3 After examuung the

content of some majnr US newapapﬁrs, the aut}mrs cmncluded that Us

praaa unvurage of fran shifted ac};aqrﬂ_:mg to the shift m' Washington s
polmy towards Iran, I

Hnwevar strong and venﬁad Derma:x and Farhang’s atudy Was, it

e,

mlﬁ‘arad two major weaknesses, F1rs1;, its conclusion cumdmted the .

authm's 1mt1a1 assmnphon that “if the prea& di:naa rmt make foreign or

dafeme policy, ir some 1mportzmt ways it helns et the houndanes w:ﬂuﬂ

** For critica] analysis of Sgid's 1981 study, m’m Habliduy (1996: | 95-_21 7 and 1993 E50)
y Lo : .
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whm]l pulmy can ha madra“ {1987 2) In explmmng what thay meent b}f
sattlng the bnmda;rlea, the authars grg_:_ued that “[t]h& plvﬂh% sets th_le broad
limits of our thinilc-i’iig 8..];)0_.1-1?,.1:1'}.13 uthar” It i.*;i’;&ﬂ‘tﬂﬁ i general mond among
tha pﬁblic tfl'fit Iconsists t}t e ;ra;gue;. gmaralized set of beliefs and hazy o
underatandmgs and prcdubas A vruﬁﬂ- context. mtn whn.h even cruder
stereotypes are Gften fit” (1987: 19} Thﬂ educative function of the medla
in i:lm_ﬁeld of fﬂrmgn affairs could affe:ct the general public, who might

-prﬂssm'e the executive to follow dai**ain policy iines, as well as the public-

&= ~ -foreign pnhw-makmg ehtﬂ th& autlwra argied {12-13). Hare lies the

! contradiction in the thesis of Dﬁrman and Fathang, It US praaa COVErage
of Tran was shaped by ‘hazy’ sta;smﬂtypes_j a8 the aythors argurad,, and if the
press did ilaﬂr;x'enne: both the public m&d'tﬁa elite in the case of Iran, the

- reader finds himaelf it midﬂ with. {hoir c-:}ncluamn that media coverage

followed the Iead of fﬂrmgn pelicy. and not v:ea versa. Sﬂmnd, if one

.
T =

follows thmr .:Lrgmnﬂnt he would di‘}l:.-ﬂ;\.-’@.t £o0n that ﬂnﬂ &uthﬂrs belwved e
these atereutypea partiaulaﬂ}f duriﬁg the Mussadig araﬁ ‘were shamd by
both the press and the f‘orengn palmy slfte | in Waﬁ;hmgtnn (1987; 13).

| “Joumallats followed. the 1&3& of aff;cmi Waslnngmn and npted for
Slmple fhemes thet marched Western conceptions ef Middle Eastern
paﬁples” (3. Demred fmm th:a assumptmn is the view that some v&gue
sterectypes had deiven 1S fm*exgn pnimy |tﬂwards Iran during this permd

~ If this ciaim ‘was true end could explain US poficy towards Yran &ur:i_ng

% |
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 the later Mussadaq era, it could hardly explain the pullicy during the. carly
Mussadaq era when the US politically supporied and ﬁnfan;:ia‘ﬂy aided thé
[ranian lead: {aeﬂ.th\apt& 5" I
{he other two studies tﬁat copsidered culture as a factor in the
making of US-Cold War foreign policy and its impact oo the media were
Maty Ann Helss (1996 and John Foran '(.Z_Gﬂ{)}* Heiss was not intf.restﬁ:d
in the p-r&ssnstaté debate in ifs own t‘ié;ht and, henéﬁ, the issue of power
-and influence in the interaction between the twﬁ establishments (foreign.
policy snd the presy) was not a mattsy ol SOULSL She focused, instead,
on: the underlying .factqr-s of Us policy towards Iran under Mugsadaq.
Heiss examined US :and Britisiz ~dipfnniaﬁu réé'nrn;fla during the Mussadag
era and concluded very much in line with _Said’a thesis. She argued that
the opinjon of Ameficml and British officials of Mussadag was cunsistenf
with the widely prevalent p_eréeptions in the US press about the iranian
leader, “Influenced by long-standing I:;W'ﬂsiﬂ.l'n Stﬂre;ﬁiﬂ):’ﬁpem_mzﬂﬂﬁﬁh and -
American policy-makers consistently _empié-yad what Edward S';id has
tecaed ‘Orfentalism’ when claafiﬂg ﬁi'th-Mquadeq“ 11996: 1). Heiss,
however, could not draw :a.. ciaar. conclusion about whether these

stereofypes had affected or not the cotrse of US policy towards the

Iranian leader. To find way out of this impasse, she conctuded:

" The argument of the authers could have been there convineing had they argued thar US policy and .
préss coverage of frat during the perlod of the stady {1951-1978) wois driven solely and exclusively
by Colt War considerations and-that cullure wes employed only as u supplerentary fuctor when 1t
sulled foreipn policy objectives. '
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We cannat say, or example, that Wesfern stereotypes led Bnearly fo the

coup that removed Mossadeq...But this does hot mean that these
sterecqypes were unigportant, On the contrary, by shaping the mindset of
Anglo-Awerican offtcialy, they were part of the context within which

L

thosé officials formulated policy (1996: 11),

Having agreed that theso stefeotypes did exist in policy as welt as®
press clrcles, Helsa failed 1o ansvr: two key questions. First, where were

these sterectypes during the early Mussedag era? And second, why they -

were not employed ;.mtik fate 1952, when thé PI'.TS“ admicistration came 1q
the conclusion that Mussadag was no longer an asset, but a tiability for
138 policy in the rogion?

fohn Foran differed from all previous siudie:a_ when éijdreséir’ig (3
policy to Mussadaq's Iran in his clair:that.{ha pt'eqsshaped US policy
lowasds Jran and helped shift it fom pro-Musgnadaq t‘n';nﬁd-Mussaﬁaq.r'
The press “helped make U.S. f{lrréi'gﬁ"_pﬁ!icy‘i on fran and that it “had
more influence over the pﬂiié&%—m&k&l‘s than most people think” (2000: -
162-163). To pmfide substance to his claim, Foran focused on the

soverage of Time magazine which he believed™“stood outside the

'Washingtan foreign policy oonsensus” and opposed the TUS

" Foram's eashy was published in & volomb enifted by Christian O, Appy and dedicuted “to sddrese the
sumnections botwesn domestic politics!l culture and 17.8. Cold War forelgn patiny” (Appy, 2000: 4).

i
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sosordingly. Binaily, Foran left ua windethg i€ Tean was really an issue in
thepm:dmtmlelemonnfwﬂw o : S

© As can bo sden from the discudsion above, all tho studies . which
Mned 10 have boen aware ofthe existence of cultural perveptions in US !
pmaﬁ coveraga of the Middle East, have failad m draw clear hnrders
betweim polm}' issuaa and culh.nml peweptims Scholars have fallen into
‘ tHlS trap because ﬂ}a}' cﬂtﬂd not make B dlsﬁndiun betwesn the
, idanlog:csl bond, which had held tugether the tvo establishments (forsigh
| pulwy and the presa} for over forty years. and the issue of culture, which

wag ﬁrmiy ambhahad it the prl:as I)uring the Cold War the ideological
‘bond- was the mdepemem vmabia pnr a:;:ceﬂme and cultural
pmﬂm Wre-ﬂhu’bnrtimatmd to 1LIThe struggle with the Soviet Union »-
: ﬁm the modus vaerifdi of the state and t!w press during the Cold War and |
cultural pamepﬁnna were employed :mly when' they saemed to ﬂ.:rther
stm‘.agm interests. This cauld pmv.tda anmxpiamtmnh;n wihy. Iranima -
durmg the course of the ravolutmn, wm ahasnae& 71-1 the modm BE
fanatics whmas the anu-Saviat A'f'gh&n f}ghte:s Were depmted as
Tedom ighters. When the ideanlogical bond of the Cold War was broken
letar the mllnpse of the Soviet Umon, the agenda of the media and that of

_ the siate, at least in the Middla East wére divorced; ‘orsltural paampttoml

Lcame the religion of the media where rea!poﬁtﬂ.‘ temained the Jmaa‘us '
_ " perandi of the state. This is premaI:y what this thésis intaﬁda. 1o
: : 407 .
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demonstrate and. this - -also what makes. fi- different. from all preﬂﬂus

- :n:l_ fﬁ'm—u——— T T

- gtixdiey and lies in itS intention io m:hmm.. thrcp ey, ﬂbjﬁﬁtﬁef‘{ Firat, draw

a line between s"»‘;’hﬁliﬁ.ﬁﬂl isouey and cultural peroeptions. Samr_id, |

demonstrate that. culiurel pﬁrﬁ;ﬁpﬁ(}nﬂ are the driving force of US prféﬂﬁ i

Roverage of the Middle Bast. And mixdiiw‘-pnliﬁcal'issuaﬁ (sconomie
and sn-a'tegié interests) are the driving foi'ca of US foreign policy to the
 ‘Middle East.

The US meodia finds it much eugier o support the government’s

" foreign policy when the ideals of American culfure, that is, seculatism

- .,__.q__aﬁd..liberaiism, overlap with national interests. In this case, the meﬂia
plays thé rofe of MEZ ralyinglun the moral E;éaig nf conducting fc;rﬂign
polioy.. Dming the Cold War, with the existetice of the anti- nnmmumst
mmansus ‘there was no such difficulty in playing th;s wle Foreign pulmy

-was assassed by domashc &IOS, sur.,h as the me.dias. in. terms of. 11:5

~

~ suocess i ae}uawng the highest.. putnﬂ;y of “rhe natwn:' defe:atmg

communisiy, Afler the end of the Cold War and with the collapss qf the
: ﬁnﬂ-qnmmuniét cnnsenlﬂus this mlle;_: hﬁs‘%é{mmg difficuls to shoulder, The
dramatic and-rapi'dfmllapuse of the IEastern Bloc overwheimed the very
' .""ihi_mr circles of power in the US as well .:.ﬂi:{ the media. US foreilgn_lpglip}*
has been in-a state of disarray as policy-radkers stood incapable of
establishing a tew poﬁc}; agends that .we;u,ld define once and fﬁrﬁﬂ:l_;}m

new role and objectives of the United States in the post-Cold War, ers.

)
H
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;mu- meihe vague “New World Order”, annouused by President Bush afier the

1991 Gulf War cauld not provide thu-a gmund as it hecamﬂ obsolete with

the sequﬁnce"of régiotial and mte’:maimnal gvents, Both the media and

. pnl:cy -makets have Ioat the solid common foundation they had had for 40 .

_years, The end of the Cold War helped divorce the aganda of the mcdm

from that of ﬂlﬁ'ﬂstﬁiﬁ. The modia vevived some images defined largely by

~ cultwpl perceptions whereaslpuligy-mlakars rotained their agenda defined
by economic, strategic ong pc;::iiticial considerations.

 As this chapter comes 0 an end, it is important to re-emphasiso two

cmnmhn e =

major points:

1. & should not be assumed that the role of auhuge in shaping US media

soverage of the Middle East was completely absent before the fall of.

gommunism: it axmi;eti, but was overwhehmed by the gmat 1dmlogma]

struggle of the Cold War. As soon ay that atruggle Was declamd over,

oliltural determinants retsined a ;ea;img role and~ camr o dommta the -

e A

US media -:werage of the Middle East.

Z. It shbl;ild ot be mﬁirght-tﬁa{ betullse this study argaes that the
_undeﬂyiﬁg factors of the I.JS"]\;Iiddle Eastern policy a:::a'.ammmic and
a"hrai:e'gic-’ti:at it denics the axi.a;.tenm ot culturst perceptions in policy
cireles, Cultural perceptions exist in all jevels.and penetrate all circles of

any piven society. Policy-makers operato in a soclad system and - are

subjéot to-its prevalent politival, social end cultural values. Yet, whereas:

k3
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cultural percentions could form the bagis of media coverage, policy-
makers, by enrirast, fend to minimise the impimt af uultura’f differences
on their foreig: rr.,latmns i srdﬂr tﬂ protect key s qimte:gm and econatnic

I'i

interests. . %

et -

CONCLUSION

‘Scholars have been trying to solve the puzﬂe of prés#-stata redations
tfor many years, at laast gince the Vietnam Wer, vet the answer hardly
seens cloget to resolution, (e fault doos not stem, as argued above, tmm

a Inck of insight 'or effhrt'nn the part nf 'angaiysts. 1t is rether the
béwildeﬂng aatuee of tﬁe subject, Prﬁssuatate relations are a phenamgi;én
which involves £ muitiplmlty of domestic and f-*xtarnai fuctors snd, hence,

it i3 hard to explain by invoking a single theorecma.i a;ppmanh By
focusing on the CNN effect / MC de:bate this chapter hﬂﬁ sh»:mm that the. e
| powes- dnmm ated theories are 1‘63&1&&;& tv domestic fjetlc:tl;irs (relations of

| pUxm and in'ﬂuf:ﬁce:) and are 'iﬂﬁufﬁﬁiéﬁf to explain miedia mvarage and
its relation & US policy to thcl Mid:ﬁlé Fast, hence, the need to examine &
culture-driven dimension. The culture-dominated approach {nvolves
dirmestic as well as external factors and by-widﬂniné 4Ahe argurﬁeﬁt to

inclwie slements from without, it is likely to bridge the gﬁp in the state-

%



preas relations and expend our uhderstapding of US media coverage ot

.,

the Middle Hast. e ) P

{ndesd, fhiere has been suf[;miﬁ{at avidence to ‘support the claim that
the: 178 media was Jved duﬁng the Cold War as & tool to maintein
_Homestic and international support in the siruggle ﬁgﬁinst COMMUTIESIIL
However, in tile post-Cold war era, with the vanishing _Gf the al‘l;l“
. communist consensus, the grip of poli;:yumalcers over the modia started to
loosen. Here, culture; advanced to fill the vacuuﬁ and ."&Lkez the Iéad a4 the

now determinant, This, however, does not mean that the media 18 fo

assume the tole of pokicy-Taaker or to direct the decision-making process,

as the proponents of the CNN effect would like ty argue. All this chapter

‘has to say is that the media has r¢ta.ined relative .autmmmy' with an
~outlook deterrmned mainly by cultursl parmpm}m inatead of pahtmal

considerations. The broad cmmlusmn in that. the ﬂledla nercher legﬁ;mme

.....

US policy to the Middle East nor ahape Us pulmwmakaﬂ att:tude tuwardm

n 'ty

thiv regiom, ﬁy this_ the debate on media coverags,of international efTairs
it the post-Cold War era is muved be;?}bncl the power-driven models and
its focus became cultural perceptions, which play secondary role in the

making of US Middie Hustern policy.
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