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INTERNATIONAL NEWS IN THE CANADIA nnnlAMERICAN PRESS:

) Y COMPARATIVE NEWS FLOW STUDY .

L)
]

" The study of dnternational news: flow is relatively young and, inlike most

! L J . / S
communication analysis, has been largely undertaken outside of the North American
—_ . . - .. . . % . , \ ) .
«continent. As a result, many American investigators are“unaware of recent

*

Scandinavian work, for example, which has developed and tested ¥ variety ofhypoth-
—~ . ? - N *
\ ~ eses about international news flow. The stt:dy here reported is an at,t\empgﬁo

I's
v

P extend the-Scandinavian work into the Nortﬁ 5meiican continent’. The two objec-

tives of the study are first ?o present basic'descript%ye'data about the current

-t ; 't the

level of internatibnal news 1n the Canadiagn and American pres$; and second, to

- -

, test the pred1ct1ve power for North America of news flow—theory developed ovtr-
I ‘

i " -seas. SpeC1al attent1on shall be pajid to the ever perplex1ng problem of the d1f—

-

v - ferential news fiow between the'Un1ted States and Canada. As, both Hart and

Scanlon have documented the gap appearsf@1de. There is nuch more coverage of

. thé U.S. in Canadian nquspapers than of Canada'in U.S. papers. This paper will
i N . N, - ¢ ' ’ > ‘ -

‘seek to further 1llum1nacf 'this exchange by test1ng it aga1nst emerging news
-

. flow theory. . Yy ) . )
. » In?ernationalAnews glow‘first generated attention-in the early fifties,
. when two European studies formulated the themes which were to preoccupy, analysts

1]

v for the following decade\ In the wake of crumbl1ng colonial. ties aﬁd u.s. pol1-

-

tical ascendancy, UNESCO, How Nations See Each 0ther-(1954) began a long trad1-

K 4 * .
tion of descriptive '"image" stud1es.5 These* probed nat1onal steredtypes and the
. [ " .
L : . ’ A . . N
. .generalized ‘picture of America in,the press of other countries. )
H . :\\d’
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C oy ' - The Internat10nal Press Institute's Flow of News (1953), anothex ge:c.m;na.lw..mmm;“i

]
3t ove ‘ * L

' sta@y, for the f1rst time ralsed issues about the way 1n which' international

¢

‘. ) “information was -reported and dlsu_'lbuted. It noted that -international flow is
K . ~ * ) » ..' 4 . ,
-, . uneven and that the global agencies tend to focus on hard news and on "elite , /_‘

- ¢ .

f nations." Most accounts, it found, were devoted to war, politics and foreign

* " ) * Ld ¥ ‘
relations, ignoring cultural and other human activities as well as ‘the doings
- ’ ) ) 4 " . '
of smallermations.S This-tradition which spawned a series of~studies comparing

- s *

the flow from highly té less deveIoped copntrles in Latin Amer1c¥ Africa and

-

Asla aiso led to the ,1nvest1gat10n Qf the news selectlon process erm global \'

. -
- . « . - ) u
P .

: ’ agencies to 1écal newspapet's‘.'6 e, 7 .
Ten year? later, in the mid-sixties, Scandipavian scholars utilized this
. .., * ! : - . . e . ‘.’L
A foundation of descriptive studiés to develop the flﬁét theoretical perspectives

o 3 N -
for the explanation of intei‘natiom news flow. Ostgaard in 1965 pointed out

v . 42

‘ that ngws is produced in a pOllthO‘-eCOﬂOﬂll(‘/ c'ontext &nd is addifionally affected

s n " N 7
by *'charnel” dlscrepanc1es, while Galtung and Ruge tl‘led} to spe\<:1fy what theSe
- t. A . —~

"chanr‘el" characteristics pere. Accordmg to Galtung' é psychologmal t_heory,

T

-

an event 1s ma& likely to be chosen to beéque "news'" if it has Certam fre-

'

- quency, -clarity, .consonance and continuity chayacteristics and if it concerns .

» N - .

"ekite" 'ha'tions of 'people and con'tains personification and negativism. ot
. - L IS \’ A ’

/Subséquent scholars have tr 1ed to unamblguously operat1onal1ze and test

©

-

¢
<y
Galtung and Ruge S news factors ‘as weil as their @dditivity and compllmentary /

- B £l

.}ypot_heSes. These state that the more news factors an gvent has, the greater

< i its likelihood of selection into the international- news strean},aﬁd the more the . R

. N . . ¢ .

/ 1

. i} . ) 1 ¥
o news concerns an elife nation;, the less negatively it will be reported. The (* -

~ .
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sis s not. Rospngren in a-number pf papers notes that 'extra-media Standardx -
' 10

f are requ1red for evaluatlng media’ performance and that"questions of r sonable
‘ -
geographlcal covefhge cannot be ansyered without some standardzzatxon of the data.}l‘

. . a
. -

RN . . N ./

s, . N ® : . ’ - . i
“The Factors Which--Affect Inte;national News$ Flowr . _
‘ = . . S . . .

On the bgsis of the above cited work, factors affect1ng the 1nternat1ona1

. h1storrca1, ed1tor1a1 we1ght1ng, and what might be cdlled marketplace or-

.
-.‘-J
b
o * N

* fictors. The first two cap be Seen as boundary factory, setting limits on the _ #
. v - 1 1

. " .
- 3 AN R

, :
availability of foreign news. The second two relate more to theseditorial pro-

cess, influenging the allotment-bf.&he foreign newshole space. ,
. N € p

R . ‘ ) , . . . 8.

°t A - ' o ' )w‘/ t . v : B . . N v

1., Technical- Economlq Facﬂors- s s R
g ', -t

To understand the structure and contegt of 1nternat1ona1 news according to

. :

O3tgaard, various ''givens" must be kept in m1nd A country's news vafuesf which *

L A ]

\

determine the focus and ¢Ontent o7 its world picture are not cteated 1n a vacuum

- ‘. @

Tﬂey depend on the aJarlablllty of communlcatlons technology, historigal precedentq,

as welL as economic and_polltlcal relations and editorial Judgmentéﬁz
. * ‘, - ) - ¢ s
" The technical facilities fjf international communication, as is well known, .

N ) ) [ . ~ .\- ) . Ve
‘are not evenly distributpﬂ around the world. They are more available in the

h1gh1¥ than the.'less develgped rrations. In the age of saﬁellites, UNESCO finds Y

o~
* \
°that as many as 339 ofe the world s populatlon st111 lack the mOSt elementary R
means of-1nform1ng themselvesrabout 1nternat1ona4 ements. About e third (45) , )
'( f L e [ ’o -
of all states and terrltorlas in Africa, Asian and Latin Amer1ca Wwith over 200 .‘Q

.’




b3

]

on«?eople -l»aekuaatmaa-r Wgenc;e&and the. mmmmxe,quements of ten

~
neWSpapers, f1ve -radios, two telev1s1on sets and two c1nema seats per 109 popula-

12 R 13

<ion, causes ‘inter-

Unequal ‘distribution of fac111t1es, accordmg to Schamm,

.
“t

nat1onal news to row from higher ‘to the less developed cosntries. . ’
'Y '(

“In spnee of the fact that no sugh technologlcal barriers ex1st bet&leen th;.

LN

|
United States and Canada because both have hlghly developed commumcatlons tech-
’ .

knolog.xes, €conom1c factors have yet -created a one-d1rectlon news flow from the , '~ <
c——«'/ﬂ;:;'h

u.s. to.Canada. The organ1zatlon of 4the 1ntematfonal newsh magket Jbs;_,tyg:t—xered
oo e - I .

_The global AP, UPI Agence France-Presse, Reuters, and TASS dom}nate thxs .market

as whole&alers, se111’ng their prodUct to 90 nat1onal agenc1es. * These agénc1es in

turn, retail foreign news,to the1r own press‘and ‘broadcadt’ outlets arid return

natlonal coveragmto the globals. In the U. S Canad1an example thlS mearns the )
.Asso.c1ated Press, Reuters and Agence’ France-Presse funnel some 250, 000 words dal.iy
. +
in{o the CP's New York offiw.' while the return-flow from CP's Toronto office '

-

1:
const1tutes oﬂy about 35 000 words of Canadian. and. 1nternat1onal news dally.'

That is to say, the {low of 1ntematlonal news into Canada is much greater than
: ‘ . \
the outflow of Canadian \ews to other countries. ; - .
P . . . ) ’ ,’ . . 3
" The problem’ for Tanada by this imbalance, of cours\e, is that the' economic
¢ : \

benef1ts of drawing upon ‘large fore1gn's\sources are offset by the poss1ble

cultm‘al 1mpact of this heavy. fore1£n presence 1n their domestic' news media.*

.

I »

¢ [ ' X \

'.. - - _“ L .
.. , - . .

*Itx should be noted however, that the data of the present study does not support
" this fear of " ltural ,1mper1a1;sm" As Canadian press reliance on U.S. sources
for foreigmn, ne increases, the character of ‘the .Canadian foreign news should more
closely approximate .that of -the U.S. Ppress., "To test this expectation, percentage
breakdown of foreign news by sto® type 'in the Canadian press was correlated with
that id the U.S. press. Story types. /categor1zat1on follbwed the IPI subJect T

- . - »

‘

)
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" When treatment of selected
indivlduai couﬂtnles was tested . for, the fGllOWlng results were found.

Country U,S.-Cnd. * ‘Percent of - °*
' . Covered Treathent Cnd. News from
. ' Lorrelation " U.S. ‘Sglirces .
L . : B
. United\ ¢ yo &
Kingdom 72 .t 29% ’
- . North B - N ! \ -~
v Africa- .90 “21% )
* ) 3 , - ’ R J
] Central ‘1.4 S . e
' " Africa, .66 o 24%
" ' ~ - A N ! N
' : ,/ South'% , ™~ .
' . Anerica .36 64%
. Germkny : T3 N 65y .
) - Japan - - .59 70% .
2. Political, Higtorical and Cﬁltural Factors

Doe s - LI .. .
Political factors aften reinforce economic 1m§9lances.

The)getekeeping

. fonction of TASS and other socialist country news agenciess which drastically

.

.
/

"national news flow.

.
«

A L]

Jeduces the disseminatﬁ:n of Western produced international infbgmation‘in the

« .

commnist world,

worlg” perspective.16

[

national transmission points and headquarters "of the original colonial powers.

JIn Canada, according_to Hardin, colonialism prejudiced the search for viable

.

is well documented%s

, as is Yugoslavia's search for a "third

Hachten mentlons that

*

t ch&s more " to’ sénd messages between

Cedd

solutions so some of the country's economic. and brogdcasting problems.

.

18

variou§ African states, than to route them m;a London or Par1s, which are inter-

Less well known ‘is ZZe effecg of colon1al ties on inter-

17

3

-

‘o
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r needs, Canad1ans coupled th1s solut1on w1th a free~ent rpr:!h ideology wh1ch/£!\4 -
. v
sparsely populated continent could not afford Thougthrown'corporat1ons paid °*

3 4 ‘ )
off handsomely in ra1lroad bu1ld1ng,,a1r travel and broadcast llnks, the ma;5r1ty S

of radio and telev151on stat1ons are today'pr1vately owned -and the counfry s .-'
forelgn news is produced by a‘pmﬂ1a-owned cooperat1ve The Canadian Press (CP),
like many of 1ts newspaper members, hts accordrnt to Senator Keith DaVey, fa1led
- to support the development of an adequate fore1gn cgrrespondent corps to serve

,natlonal needs. 19 .Further, the immediate ava1laB1l1ty of well developed fore1gn .
- [ 4

* sources, as ‘noted above,'has probably’aggravated th1s préJud1ce by providing a

means of sat1sfy1ng the public 1nterest in news of foreign affa1rs

- , ¢ ,
The deployment of the !orrespondent corps is another factorfaffect1ng world .

) ﬁews attenti0n. According to. a recent‘study by Kl1esch the 676 U.S. foreign
correspondents are not.eqﬂally distributed around the globe. More than halﬁ (51%)

! B N R * ;
-, are located in Europe, where England and France claim 179 members of the force. s

L4 IR

Another 23% are in Asia, while the f1nal 26% provide token coverage of South ’

-

¥ v American and Af'r1ca.20 Canada's deployment of its net shows similar 1mbalances,
o

One third each of the 28 corps membexs are stationed in Washington and London

‘ N

s respectively, with,the final.tpird'located in Paris (4), Peking/Hong Kong (4)]

Moscow (1), and Brussels (1. 21 Doubtles'sly this dispositiqn will lead to.a

. \ . had
> ) highex news coverage. of "the U.S. and Britain thaf other.parts of the world.
3. Editorial Weightihg Factors - - .
, While technological, ecpnomic, and. pol1t1cal factors m1ght determine the
)/r. boundary ‘conditions within: wh1ch international news selection occurs, th£§ cannot*’(f
it ‘ . ' «“ ' ‘
- ] ‘ .
_— .8 y




r-€Xplain, the editor1a1 sefbct10n process 1tse1f 22 In the U.SZ-Cahadian exahple,

) )
£ the fact thag the former has a global and the lattér a national news source sug-

. \ )
* * fests there will be proport1ona11y more stor1es about the U. S avaxlable to

Canad1an ed1tors than u1ce versa. Yet such_gxgss ava11ab111ty does not in it: .
., . / s

self exp1a1n how American and Canad1an ed1iors will ut£11ze the1r scarce news- "

b
. . ’
[

paper space. ' e e T

,o . . L, ' . . -
b .

Lo ¥ Galtung and Ruge explored the idea of the "e11te" nations, suggesting ‘that

-

4
- . v .

¢

such will receive more editorial attention than w{ll the so-called”"non-e11te { -
] s R AN
nations. However, deta11ed test1ng indtcates ‘that their psycholog1ca1 1nterpre- /

tatiompof "e11te" must be dropped because of the h1gh level of . amb1gurﬁy 1nv01Ved,

'ﬁosengreh on~the other hand;”sugéiits that the nelite" nat1on cpncept is best
1 -# -

] ' operat1ona11ze,d in.such terms as a country's relat1ve population s1ze, \ross
.

-

National Product, and trade with the report1ng country. 33 In evaluat1ng u.S. k

and Canadian coverage of one another,lffr example, we might proJect that-the U.ST§¥

with ten t1mes the populat1on o£ Canada and the heaV11y domifant trading partnex

3 in Canad1an foreign trade, will rece1ve about_ten’ t1mes as much coverage by -

v

Canada as that country receives by the United States. >,

b2 v L] / . . - . ~ ) .
: 4. Pressures of the Marketplace * "

- -

*> ! ., . N e
P ) . ! . . M . . . . .
This final factor is one -which the press 1in flany socialist’ countries would

npt usually have to worry about. While the'Western world coﬁmonly denegrates e

(RN

' the "freedom" of the press in commlinist block countr1es, these countr1es ineturn

. > 2
“uesuon the reality of freedom claimed by a_gress which must be tpular Wlth the ‘
24 ‘
, mass ‘public, in order to survive. In a commerdially sponsored system, "news" i$§

— .
L ’ -
. . .

a commodity which has to be freshly packaged eyery twenty:four houfs.: "Newswo}thi-

- . - . 0‘0 ‘ 0. ”\
ness," consequently, becomes associated with "perishability” and '"reader interest.
- . - / . - . .
] . .. w . ) .
' , 0 L . -
DA : J§




) ’ o : . .
¢

Reader interest 1ngturn, is defined in terms of what w1€l "sell." Thus it is .,

< -

the editor s perception bf what the .publéc wan{s, and not:any theory of/what the /"

y

publrc néeds that determines which news gets into print and whrch does not’. .
. *
- M \ . Y. 3 . 4
: Expectations and protheses L ) . r )
v . " ' \ K .

- Each of the four types of news factors discussed abave will affect the amount

3 .
.

and kind of foreigh coverage national news media will finally. preseht to their
. ’ r~ ’

publics. Mhile evoking all fog{ types to help explain the distribution of foreig:i

H

’

“news .found in this study, only the "elite nation'" factors and the cultural factor

~ .

are here directly tested. The three "elite nation" variables usea in these tests

are Trade, Pd%ulation, apd_Gross National Product. {Trade was meaSured in terms .
-~ L]

of the summed impor;'and export flow between.the reporting and reported country,

¢

and expressed in terms of percentage of the total dollar value of either Canadian
- 7 -
4 American 1mports aqp exports. Population and Gross'Naeeonal Product are ex- |

’ pressed in terms of percentage of world, population and world GNP respectively

- B

Considering the American'and Canadjan press in light of these elitism-mea-
N '

. - . *
I' =

sures, it was generally‘gipected that coverage‘of "elite" nations'would_be more

A L

pronouncea in‘Canadian papers than American, but that the elite factors would ~°
still be significant predictors fot the American. press. Spec1f1ca11y to the

question of how well Canada and the United States cover one another, the relative
L 4 :
D“iﬁ;;? of the two countries with regard to variables defining elitehess would - °
e . 4 .t '
)
find proportional expre551on in the flow of news between the two countrips. '

[}

. "More precisely stated, thg.hypothetical expectations of this study were as
o

ellows. . . ®
- - R




- Hypothesis }: For both the Canadian and American press, thé percent-’ofr
. . .

L4

. . ‘® .. .
"total foreign news devoted to specificL countries-or geor -

- ' graphic' areas will ovelfali be positively cdrrelated with J -
. 8 e . . ¢

¢ ¥
¢ . . ~— e . - .
- S the three measures of eljtisms; level of trade;"pqpulat~ion, .
’ - and Gross National Product (GNP). ¢

<
.

-
- o
. .

S . H'ypothesis II: . Fér both Canada an(i the 'ﬁnited States, "the~cu1tura1 and . "
[ . .
h ‘ h1stor1(:a1 t1es with the Un1ted Ku?dom should combme ) CL
® {1 < . ! ~ -
- i 2 <
yuth boundary facto;s (Reuters) to 1ncrease co,verage of 4 .
- . . ‘ that country over ‘witat would be expected from values of the ’
* ~\ " three e11t15m measureg ' ‘ A A
. ‘l ‘ .. . @ ' { » ' ) "/ ."
: , - Hy1’o‘thesis 111: News of 'Canada in thé 0.8. press, and news of the United i N
L3 . . - . N s ‘ : . . ’ N "’ f
Do ' . ", States in tfle Canadian press will be directly pfoportional® 1
L ! . '\ ’ ® l . to \‘l: . ;
. o " to each country's stand:ing in ‘the "elite nation" measures. ’

~ L . ’ . . - . ) ¢ N
o Method and Procedures ., . . > ’
. ) . . oy, ‘ N . s
: -~ A total of thirty-nine 'newspai)ers' from Canada and the United Stites were
‘ ) selected for a y:{s. The papers were chosen on the baS1s of cir ulat1on ‘size
. 4 R . > .

rather than s a—-sa.mpleéof a11 newspapers in Canad,a and the United States, and 8 .

ﬁare therefore to be treated as a populat1on é the Canadian side, tempapers

. N - . ¢
were selected,trepresentmg all prOV1nces with the exceptron of New Brunswick ~* .
' " ' ) ' ‘ s
"and an overall c1rcu1at1on of approxlmately two million. On the American,s'i‘de x

- twenty-nine papers were chosen, again pr1mar11y on the basis of ci‘fculation S1ze “
) " .. y

but with some add1t10ns to prov1de better geograph1c representation. Total cir- '

culation of these papers is over thirteen million.
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PSR ‘ ) » o et LN . -
T The sample frame for the project was the first quartek of 1975 (Jarfuary-*
2 . o . - LT . . .
* A M_;irch}_f “-Ear this period a ‘compo'si‘te week was drawm, .giving a‘randomly selected -
- ‘ ' T : .o - ; ’
. Sunday, Monday, Tyesday, etc., for.the ‘thtee mogth~period. The.total sample, then,
: was to inclu&e 263 indivu'clua:l newspaper i_s'sues. of this"263,ofor‘ty-fpur issues
Y “

A

-

,1_'\/ for example). All told, close to 18,000 stories were .coded.‘ . '
‘ v > & A - ) - s

_were missed,; provid'ipg a "return" of 83 percent on’-the original sample.
* ) ' . ¥ . . O, -
/ . N ri R , B - " . N .
All news items in the newspdpers: were .c‘oded,accordmg to dateline, suPJegt, \

.

\ ‘smirce, ,columgeinches, aiid placement within the papeT. News items were defingd .-

) b ’ . . A L.
_ as everything'excluding the following: ocommercial messages, special audience sec-
“« . PO SN T T o ' - - .

A . ¢ - ’ . [ . .. '.
tions such as a "women's f)'age'_',_, the "sports settion', and.the comics: @;Jecml
weekend magazine supplement§ were also excluded.

- ¢ ¥ .
>

Care was taken, however, to. .

.- determine when a section mpved away from sspegial audience features "(local sparts

. - - . .
- ~scores} to general news (a world rec:,ord or feature Story on’ a sports personality, !

/ . . .
L

. v

The analysis T@ported in this paper is hased on a summatiom of "column inche:s

+ - . . - .

z . v oo .
ros€ all newspapers coded .from Canada and across all newspapers coded from.the -
. » Pid '. N - - . ' . "

United Stdtes.* Standardization of figures was thén achieved through eonversion
- R . - L - : ' ©o
- ’ . S RN . :

. LT . . . . x-’ . ' . .

. fj ’-’\" < - '3 ’ » ! : - ‘ * d

»
. . . .

: . “ : . . v ) ) g .
/71t is worth noting th_at,stbxy counts produced different results than.did a gunt'
of column inches. With a stdry count thé foreign newshole for U®S: and Cana¥fian
. pregrfé respectively were 15.3 percent M 19.1 -percent (33.8 percent with U:S. news
included). Compare th'i_g‘:,wi_th_ figures -of 11,8, -14.0, and 27,6 dg¢rived .from a count’
J of;}nches. Story coupts S therefore, appear to, inflate the measure of foreign
newshole size. . ". - : 4 N

*
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to perc’entiles. Coverage by the Amencan press of (jermany, for example, is ex- |,

- i

N - ’ > -

.

pressed in terms of the summed inches of German news as a percentage*oi g\e summed

’ ‘ 4 . .. . /\\i/

-

inches of all_foreign. news across all American newspapers. T . [
'I‘he one&ajor point of potent1al b1as which did occur. m the sa’ has to ¢

e

'da with missipg weekend papers. For the American Sample, 10 out of - 29 Sunday

L3

~» . P
) papers. weye not p cong,,whrle for the Canadian sample only 2 outbof

10 Saturday apeés anad’an equfvalen} of Sunday ed1t10ns) were m1ssed It -

be

- is mot clear from analy51s whether 1ncreasmg the number of Sunday ed1t1ons on “r

. -

! ‘the. Anwrican side would have 51gn1f1cantly affected the percentages of fore1gn

v
0 ' -

* news. It shB'uld be ren(mbered however, that the. analys1s« is ,bade across papers

-

and- between countr1es, and hat between papers. oo ‘-} R

»

" Res ‘lt’ ‘ | : ‘ ‘ L ‘
Resu . .
' /

.

"The, f1rst obs‘er’vauons to be made are bas1ca11y desor1pt1ve. It was found N

¥
thag the newshole for fore1gn news .in the- Ca:nachan press is 27.56 percent, ‘while

’ « .

u\m the Amerlcan presQ 1t 1s 11.87 percent _ At f1rst glance there appears to be

A PUSN
° -

." . i . . . . ’ % \‘

- .
s

v L . .

[T

R - - ,Table II about here 3

) - IS
L . e N . ,
“ - " Y % 3 .. -
w? ' . v . 2. .

- N » . - ﬂs“ 3
d rather large dlscrepancy, bu., the true d1fference l1es in the amo&nt# Canadlan “

fq.r.e;gn news which is abolit tﬂépﬂnlted S'tates, 13.52 percent of aj.l news . Removrng\

this rathe‘ large block the Canadmn*foreign newshole flgure falls more im 'llne

- - I3

with ,t'hat for - the Un1ted States, becommg 14. 04 percent. If ye siwilarly remove o
' o v q' ¢ “‘;ﬁ

the Canadlan news - from Amer1can papers Zwe have comparatn/e percentage figures of

4. 04 for Canada-and 10 57 for the Un1 d States a’z’ercentages ‘of -total news




o
v ) * ’ 12.
. ’ .
‘:' . . . ] , '

n deVoted to forelgn coverage apart from Canada and the Un1ted States. This compares

to averages of 10.38 for Ganada and 13.43 for the United States found by Hart 'in ;
g '

1963 on the basis of a much narrower sample of newspapers from both countries.
. * r - s - . L i

It was found)that the geogrdphic distribution of foreign news by the two presses

correlated hignly (r = ,56). ) B , [ .
. Before proceedirig to evaluate the data w1th regard to the stated hypotheses,
. ‘" 2 .

several other general obServat1ons are in order. First, the discrepancy between

L4

. Canadian coverage of the Un1ted States and American coverage of Canada isjlarge |

. - indeed: 13.52 percent of total news as compared to .20 percent, and 49.06 percent

L]
3

' . . . v '
of foretgn news compared to 1.72 percent. In pointing'out this discrepancy, how-

“eyer, we arevyet left with the questlon proposed by Rosengren regardlng extra media
"

standatds by whlch to evaluate such dlffereqces 26 Such an evalua&ion 1s‘the es-

sence of the test of Hypothesls‘III.

- ° v w
- - 3

. " Table IIIabout here ) o .

._4_ ‘ = -

! lih # Another general observat1on has to do with the very limited attention paid
L - ? »
¥§4* the th1rd 1arge country of the North American cgntinent, Merico. On the basis of

‘an eyeball compar1son)/Mex1co certainly does not seem to qua11fy, at least as fa®

-

. aithe press is eoneernuf; as l; important neighbor. .This fdnding is contrary to .

Rasengren's observation that."compared to‘the proportion of popu1ation, the pro- ‘.

portion of news: frpom tiose neighbor eountries tend to_be overrepresented." a
Iurn1ng>now to our hypotheses, HypotheSis I, the prdmary question of this .

s

. studyg was part1a11y supported for the Canad&an press, but decidedly not suppor d

* for the American pres? For Canada, the percentage of foretgn news  is moderately

/
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T y « . . .,
— -+ correlated with level of trade; For the United States press,°no such correlations .
\ ' - ~ .

)

°

.'seem to exist. Neither popu?gt'ion nor GNP $how up as predictors in gither -tss. ,
. - . N [‘

It is interesting to note how dramatically the correlhtionmgasur% for Canada

ES » 5
. " Table IV about here. \
t ';ai. ) B L i »_. .

. v

- ~- -

‘

"~ change given the presence or absence of American ngws. Even without the American: .

’

N ‘ . s
news block, however, the Canadilm‘correlation of,37 for trade figures is notable. /

N It is also ipteresting to observe that the Canadian press was able to a,chieve‘ R W

S both this .correlation and the high corr{elaﬁon with the Americdn covérage pattern

»

- T .(@= .{6).,'suggesting that Amépican coerage of, \:rorld events fits betté} with the
L . - / - . - .

L s . . v . < . L
economic realities “of Canadign foreign relations tham with American. (The corre-
~ ) : 7 (SR s ¢ . .
ld@tion between Ameriggn fiews percentiles and Canadian foreign trade is ..18.) .
. * . , \ © . «
o The causes .qf the very low U.S. correlations .are not hard to find. Three
- . A B o '

< .

countries with which the U.S. has major trade ai*ra@nts-—Canada, Mexico, and °

- 4

Japan--receive minimﬂ. attention in th'e“préss,‘, wvhile areas with which t[ne u.s.

4

-

has lesser,economi,évties--ﬁrance, North Africa, and Israel--afe proporti:oﬁally
' ] - . , \ Lo ¥ ’
given a great deal of,attention. If Canadian coverage is at least partially .

,~

predictable from tr? relations, what can we'say about th[ A@ericaﬁ coverage?

“ .

Iferhaps only that the editorial selection process in the United States simply

“; “‘) . ! . - $ ) ‘
does not take sn&h relational matters into account, but rather defers to the

v . . - . - ’ . “
news values of the marketplace.

- : '3 -
. . . L A ‘
. * A rather important methodelogical note to be made at this point has to do

r

with, the level of %easurement’ used ‘for dateliﬁe’. To facilitate coding and analy- ,

- - .

* .. . - .

sis, the prfsent stnfy measured for individual countries wherever possible, and

2
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'grouped others according to logi¥al relationships./ The resulting breakdown is con-

LS

. . . b / . ? *
. . siderably more.refined than the regional groupings used by Rosengren in his 1974

v . ) - , - . . R

SR 'study of news flew in the Swedish press.2® When the breakdown of thi.s study was LT

"", collapsed into regio?s the news factor correlatlons 1nc;reased rather dramatzcally

o’ -~ S

. - &
[ . ¢ . e

T ' Table V about‘hene . v 4 ) /' ‘

s . -, ‘ ~{ R - - ' - N )

A ‘

b Y
) - ,* . [ .
L This poses a dilemma for)Lth;researcher.' If he gollapses too far, cases of -y
- . ,

“ seriqus over and under reporting can be disguijed. If more precise breakdown ‘.

¢ ~
1s used,. then ,.hlstor1cal 1dlosyncrac1es of the* 'study's time framefan be a sourceiv
~

. ‘of d1stort10n. ) L T ' . C e

“ . ° . L o . ‘ . -

. ’ Hypothesis II rece1ved support on both the Canadian and American sides. Py
* * . l )
Coverage of Un1ted K1ngdom .as prev1ously rﬂyeq, is quite above what we would

% . .
expect from such pred1ctors as trade re1at1ons, population or GNP.' On the b351s

m #“”
R of trade relatmns we would p‘g}eet‘am’u't’g—;w\rcem\and 13 percenty the fore1gn

e news in the Amer1can and Canadian presses pect1ve1y to be devoted to the United .

] 2 ; E ,
- L. . ’ N .
)' " » - ’ * , / i 4 . .
- P - . -
N LA ’ .

- - E " Table VI about here . .
- b ° T . - ' ' \

>
hd . > .
N\ - * P 4 . ot

- [ \ ‘ »

" E “" (':\. ~ N [] 2 - »

P Kingdom. Instead we find }).51 g'd' 29.40 percent for the United States and Canada. )
As tvted in the -statement -of hy'pcfﬁ'}psm, however, we would expect this skewmg OR ‘A

v . the bas1s of both the cuItural—h1stor1ca1 ‘ties and the ava1lab111ty 'of Reuters as

[} ."' . . ., ¥ 3

a well developed outflow news ‘source. The d ployment of correspondence corps :

¥ L

wOuId -also contrlbute to this skewirg, but gne would not expect th].s alone to | ®

. result in such a difference from‘ the othexf-West European countr1es. - :

o I PN v . ~ .
Lo !, . [ .
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: Hypothesm I11 stated that Amencan and Canadian press coverage of one anot}{°
» . \ L)
would be in 11ne with pred1ct1ons we would make from comparatlve trade, populat1on,
RS

" and GNP fxgures. That is to(say, the rat1o of Canad1an coverage to all fore1gn

*

ne\vs in the U S. press would be roughly equlvalentio the' ratio o.f u.s. Canadlan

tradE to the total. U S.. fofeign trade with the countr1es 1nc1uded in the .press .

R ( . P 2 d
- coverage of the composite we,ek,"and so forth. \ . t
- . ) ] . .
. ¢ - - - ) . i - ' ' .
. N . T - . N N : & A
o . T ‘ Table VII about here L ¢ . ‘
) 4 . » ) -
? . y v . . ‘f'“'. ‘.
. » ,': N N ’ o o : R . ! ‘ &4 .
g — i - .. - i e L . o
T The results here™axe rather uneven, but as with the general factar correla}et\ﬁ .
. 7

»
[

et

tions, Canadian toverage: of the u.s., (49. 06 percent) ap‘pears commensurate w1th -
T the coverage prOJQted from trade (64.37 percent) and GNP- (29.82 percent) In' e

light of these projections, the 49 06 percent igure for the U S néws in Canad1an

! ‘ - .

‘ ° . newspapers does not seem as out of line as m1ght at first appear. In con51der1ng
7 . / - . :
actual andjrojected U.S..press coverage of Canada the Trade proJect1&1s con-

.

‘o sider‘ably h1gher than the actual coverage, Suggestmg some room for improvement.

The compar1son ‘with Populat1on and’ GNP, however, are, not far. off ) -t

v
- . . . N

- K .
. . . ) .- ( : * .. . R ‘/ ’-- *A . . ' l ~ .
~ Discussion and Conclusions : C e - . .

; ® . - L r :

- The f1nd1ngs ahout 1nternat1ona1 ‘news f{ow in the Canad1an and Arherrcam press!

prov1de answers to both emp1r1ca1 and theoret1ca1 quest1ons n the ma‘tter qf

] u.s. (!Enadmn news exchange, the data show that. the d1fferen’f‘!q 1nt<ernat1'onhl

3
, news flow between the countries is ne1ther surpr1s1ng nor ‘1ncomp}ehen51b1e./
‘ Canada in contrast to Un1ted States 1s not an "e‘11te" natson e1ther 1n terms/
- . . «»
' of world trade.or power. It therefo,l_'e does not mer1jicept1ona(global attendm‘n
7 P . ’
- .. ! * -
. . - M 174 . L . - . '.a ) . s I




Q~""“tﬁtt.eVen w1th an.average of 49 .06 percent-of the fore1gn newshole, Amerlca is

'Nor does the country own one of the wholesale produéets of world news. Its.pews- R

) - . « - . -l % —‘2 ,
papers must consequently purchase most of thelr world coverage krom out51de sources.
As we have seen, the CP produces and return§‘on1y about one-seventh da11y num-, hé%;
. -7 - ’ .-
ber ‘of 1nternat10na1 news words flowlng into its'.Toronto office from A& New York. ' ..
t“. (’ h . . . ln

These'generally concern Canad1an affa1rs for the pool of global 1nfornat1on

.To’ the suggestion that tbo much attentdon is paid to the’Un1ted States in N
J
. - ‘s, .
Canadj!n/papers, the study responds by suggestlng _that thls 13 perhaps not the: case.,.

.
»

If one standardlzes a country s news' attdhtlon w1th respect to trade,alt appears .

»
)

[} - x
underrepresented in the_pages of most Canadian newspapers- . (An even greater‘
underrepresentq§1on oceurs *in the French press of QueU@c where Scanlon found only .

Ay

IS 1 percent of all. stories deal1ng with the United States 29)-

—~ . t

The study.s finding$ with regard to news flow theory are’ more controver51a}..

Contrary to d1scover1es by Rosengren and R1kardsson in Sweden, the findings w1th \‘

&
respect to Hypothesis.I 1nd1cate that though trade is in general a stronger pre- .

d1ctor than populatzon of the amdunt of coverage a nation or world reglon will
rece1ve>ieven th1s pred1ctor does not work part1cu1ar1y well for all nations. ) ,
The correlatlons between trade and fore1gn news coverage in Canad1an papers E

(.-37. and 92) as aga1nst correlations of only .03 and -.01 for’ populatlon agrees ,
—— , '
in d1rectlon with a similar f1nd}ni Rpsengren.30 He too found 1mports more

4 J

strangly correlated ( 77)Jwath Swedlsh coveragﬁd?f the world regions than popu-

lation ( 48)*  Yet, thlS predictor unfprtunately is ndt very accurate, 'The data T
» . . . !
*ﬁiscrepéncies in magnitude of correlatlon arg affected by 1eve1 of measurement,
and are therefore difficult to analyze. It should also be noted that Rosengren
hsed‘o while the present study uses T.
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. suggest that wh1le' 1t m}ght pred1ct the coverage. of the non-glite Canad1an press

-
-
-~

does not work for the elite l‘nlted States. Here Trade and Population and GNI> S
a M e . ¢ ) . ’ . ‘*‘ ° ) L3
are negative and shd\g no correlat1on wha.tsoever."'I'he prediction, power of Rosen-' . . .

"

.

-

A\
s‘ , A .

gre'n' '\eh‘t‘e natlon!'y factors, then, is’ far from clear. ~Fur't'her studies are needed , -

. ,.. ‘ f, a2’ .

' wluch employ both. refﬁxed geographlc categones and)longltudmal daga

8

. 7 .
ot o S N .
Do v Anoz,her thepret-1czﬂ 1mp11cat10n also requires further 1nvest1gat10n This. :
- ' .4“_‘ . - ¢, e & ‘ .

T eue'i'ges from resulvs derived from H)'pothes1s 11, wh1c'h pred1c‘ts that cultural

’.".. - ’“*." '&‘

" '1‘,. ‘\|aff«mit1es"vrll“aftfe'ct
. between’ gatron-«grotege co

S . “" N .

_ "!° adequate operatloh ITS of th1s concept¢x1st as yet, our stud), suggests
iy :

« L]

ternatxonal news flow - Hester suggests that 1nformatlon

. v

3
y t’r1es shar1ng cult_ural tra1ts will be gwater Though

A
- ' ‘

Vo ~n‘thg some aspep’ts of th tron- protege reIat1onsh1p may be accountable by houn-

%
A - - -
‘W‘ﬁ “ ? h ‘ A

”

e

oy dary conalf:.lons In the caSe ‘of &reat “Britain, Canada and nhe n1ted StatW
L - s . ) ’
;e _“ o, 'two (actors seem ‘to be. m‘pst relevant? the d1spoS1t1on of the countries' fore1gn
' ’y O X ' . , ‘ & L e . e,
e . corresporrdent corps and the avaﬂabfh;xty of international news §rom the English
v . - - . o e, . - N . . - )
"N -/global .a&e‘ncy? o 7 ',-‘3 . L. , ' < /
& i N , e X < F3E) < N 3 -#
\:.JQ',;?;" "/",' - Both Cahada and the Upited States stat1on a very large proportion.of ‘their
{ A ,\ Co “2 /‘ ' “ .
‘--'.*’:, ﬁm‘e1gn correSpbnd‘en.ts“m England fA third (3395) ‘of all Canad1an and near&y a
. ‘.“. . B - , .' . -t . ’#i
vt quarter 523’5) o‘f all Amerlcans work in London. This represents a large 1nvestment
., , n P - [ A

>

"o J,n manpower when qne con51ders that Parns, the 3econd most 1mportarit c1ty, attracts
. ‘ . '

- \

. ,lh porcent and’ 14 percent respeot1ve~1y and all Latin Amerlca together has only 0 1!
v percent and 12 percent of the total Ganad;fand Unﬁd States reporting force. £

\ S More ‘d1ff1cu1t ,to, a55ess is the 1u;p/ct of a1ternat1ve globay sources, An -
- -« 9 . ‘ LI \

.. early UNESCO study of news agencies ment1ons the "nat10na11st1c" b1as of the f1ve
. ' ~0 7
o globals’ bqth.m terms of interpreéation as well as in the numhf} of items devoted "

’ - .
. .

. . .- . . 32 . '
to nelis about their -respective home countries. This means, that, the European

, . - ‘ ‘ . - "

. .
- “' e ’ . . ' ’ - . / . °
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ware of AP carries more, stor1es about thé Un1ted States than about other countries, .

just-as Reuters cqvers Br1ta1n 1n greater deta11 than the rest bf the world .The ( .

. e
> ; ry

v .

v 'r
Ve 3

easy awa11ab111ty-of Reuters via the Canad1an Press and Associated Press wites
RN

S e , J
contrlbutes‘to the heavy coverage of Great Br1ta1n 1ngﬁhe Canad1an and ‘American "

. . - - 2 / o
¢ ‘ ". - : -
. - P s ' . . o
] " ) ~

. cpress;- ' . i :
.- . ‘ _ : .
- . Yet,~neither.the correlations between the di?;ribution'of the foreign corre-.
spondent 'net and coverage,, nor those between available countty inpht and actual
. e S | .y - .

editorial election haxf‘been systematicallf developed ‘

o

-
1

Certainly the relation-

>
ships are not linear as Rosengren and R1kardsson illuminate when they note that

. o0

Swedén's national and regional newspapers utilize differential as well as a wide
| Teg pap S
bl . 33 [

variety of interngtional news sources,

« ¢ .
T N ’
go 4o .

A final_factor, affecting international'news flow which needs additional

’

¢ .

.
- f

*
K4

definition and scrut1ny coneerns what we have loosely called 'pressures ‘of the .
newsw e

market- place" or a North Amer1can editor's c?nceptlon of "newsworth1nes’ " : .
:

e L4 0

fact that Hypothe51s II was not born out and that coyerage ‘of world reg1ons 1n

4 U,

.

the United States press followed no\predictable.pattern;.suggests that."ellte

-,

nations may v1ew the wog&a from a different perspective than non-e11te nat1ons

In spite of th1s,,the results of Table III indicate that the pr0port1onii G#hadian -

. \.
and'United States news attention as measured by the. percedt of foreign news, devoqu e

. A Y
to d1fferenp countr1es and- reg1ons, does show strong ge graphﬁEal szm1Lar1t1es.

In addition to Great Br1ta1n wh1ch is first im attent10 , the two-countr1es" ) .
\-. c

newspapers devoted 26 percent and 33 percent respect1ve1y of their coverage to
Italyv

-three regiOns: Australia and New Zealand Southern. Europe (Spa1n, Ponxugal
4

/ -
o -<

' and Greece) and Israel L, : <
. - ¢,




L. ' . R S
. - © ) .
This colmon ordering of geographical priorities is derived not only from

S actual happeniﬁgs like the change of regime and electlons in Spain and Portugal

-~

during the spring of 1976 and the Lebanon CriSIS 1nvolv1ng Israel, but frongthe

‘fact‘that ‘both systems ‘are privately owned and therefore must produce news of

. be

. interest toa var1ety of audlences and advertlsers Other press systzms an .
earller study by Roblnson shows, neg,onfy deve{op different geographic pr10r1t1es ) .

.but balance hqnan 1nterest storles agalnst economlc and p011t1ca1 -dccounts helpful )
T 34 - 4 .
. ) in predicting the future. : - ‘ . , N .
[} > ' ’
- " luch still remains ,to. b.e done to derive a more deta1'1ed deflnltron of

.y,

. "newsworthiness" as it pertains to the business financed press of North America.

S OStgaard suggests that in"such a system "newsworthlness“ based o reader interest
vy -
is generated throu¢h<“slmp11f1cat10n" -and "1dent1f1cat10n,“ "Simplification"

‘favors ‘the.selection of events frem -familiar parts of thg}worl& and makes des-*
. ‘ . L Y
' :criptiohs less complex. -ﬁeader "jdentification" is achieved through "personifi-

s Y ' 3

. " cation" and "sensationalizing" the news.. ‘ ' ,

Partial evidenip for these tendenc1es in U.S. international report1ng come

from a conparative sxudy of headllnes in the New York Times and ‘the Hungarian

party daily Negszabadsag. Greater Ame;;can "person1f1cat10n" of a United Nations

v P

debate was evident in the® 1arge numbef of names “593r1“ the United States, but

-

not in the Hungama‘n head11nes (36 versus 3) "Sensationalism" in reportifnani-
e . . - |
fested 1tse1f in a stress on con1f1ct father than agreement in the disarmament 1

- —_ |
.

. debate headlines. Gerbner notes that the Times tended to highlight procedural

moves, gains and threats rather than the substantive issues. He concludes '"this
vt ¢ e L N " bl ’
: perspective serves needs for producing and selling news and other copmédities on
Y ) ~ . i e .
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. American
New York Times.
New York News .
Los Angeles Times
Chicago Tribunc
Detroit News
New York Post .
Philadelphia Bulletin
Washington Post -
San’ Francisco Chronicle
Miami Herald’

_Billings Gazette

Boston Herald-American,
Milwaukee Journal
Kansas City Star )
St.Louis Post-Dispatch
Houston Chronicle
Buffalo News -

Dallas Times-Herald «
Minneapolis Star

Atlanta COﬂStltl’thﬂ :
Dehver Post . ‘ ~—
Des Moines Reg1ster . i

Seattle Ppst-Intelligencer
Indianapolis Star
Louisville Courier-Journal

- &
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. *
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Salt Lake City Tribune
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»  Canadian
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.

Vancouver Sun

qu ary Herald . . . CT
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.Ottawa Citizen .
Toronto Globe and Ma11
Toronto Star
Montreal Star °

Halifax Mail-Star, :
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, . . . B M .
t ‘ i . > - [ . ‘. .
- d . Domestic. and Foreign , . . ) . :
14 '- 3 ' £ -
T e _ News in Canadian and U.S..Press - |
. ‘ ’ ¥4 . . .'~.
. - -t - v
, . - . ’ .
' - v Canadian Press "U.S. Press -
. . ' . ’ , ’ o
L v ralkl i . K ! ’
- — X8
. LN ! . R . . 4 .
Total Columw Inches - : 82,563+ . 243,593
. . . £ ‘ M A P -
. ) . . . -
Total Foreign Inches - - . 22,7582 . . . 28,917
, . . . ) \'\ s "%

vaéiage of Other Country. TR 1@,162 . . 497 )

o AQfusted Foreign Newshole* * « ~ 14,04% . 10.57%
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R - -’ . . ' " - ) ‘o
e ’ y . . -
- * M . ’ o
. * Actoss 49 newspaper issues s
** Across 170 newspaper igsues . .. , .
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Table 111 » . :

. Summed Column Inches and Percentage Figures for-Foreign News in the Canadian and §.S. Press :
-, S . ) "y .
’ Canada United States
- ; Inches, | Percent of Inches ’ Percent of
! ¢ " Foreign News ;3 Foreign Ne
. . . L - Minus Uu.s. . .
g - ® - ) -
A ’ - *
omestic N 59,811 - 214,676 . ----
Canada . L . -—-- - e 8 497 1.72
United States =~ - . 11, 162 e % ——-- ----
Mexico L. T 200° 1.73 . 144 L
Carribean ¢ ' 178 ., 1.54 64 2,22
Central § Seuth America 228 1,9 1, 5.63
Europe - - 170 » o "1.47 - 376 1.30
6reat Britain 3,408 29 0 4,195 14.51
France _ 565 . 4.87 1,424 4.92
Germany 286 ~ * ’ 2.47 646 2.23
Scahdinavia . - RaRY: 16 122 * .42
Holland, Belglum, Sw1t’rland . 176 1.32 320
Spain, Portugal, Italy, Greece . . 1,096 9.46 . 2,532
East Europe .o - L 70 .60° ©7269
Russia . . : 394 3.40 » ¢ 1,088 - - ’
North Africa . * - 467 4.02 . 1,332 - «4.
Central Africa =~ ’ - 420 3.62 < 694 :
South Africa 158 1.36 275 ., ..
Middie Eas't: 237 2.04 &y 432 1.
Istael ., 626 .50 2,087 .
Arab’ 0i1 Countries , 242 . 2.09 £% 1,003 ©3.47
Arab (other) 335 2.89 - 1,200 -4.15
Asia : . 66 57. . 232 . 80~
India § PakiStan . < 398 57 400 - 1.38
China o ey <221~ e 1.91 (‘ "+ 721 2.49 i
Japan ! . e 102 - .88 -t 409 1.41
S.E. Asia = ® S 1,315 o 11.35 C 4,40 16.98
Australja § New Zealand =~ . 239 \ 2.06 » 369 1.28
Pacific 1sTands S v.22 S - .- 329 1.14
World "(general) . , - L - s " .46 641 ©2.22
fotal Forelgn (\ 28,917 100.00
‘q .
Total Ne\gs* . 243,593
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4 Table IV

- 3% - R [
- ¢ - N », - 2 ’ ‘ s a
. . Correlations of, Foreign Coverage o -
. . ] . % W N »
e . ) With "Llite Nation'" Factors* .
» . 's - Ld
. ;5 . * ) - . ) .
- - & ettt —————— e —— . / —_—
- - * K * /
. - . y L oo . -
: . Trade *+ Population = G.N.P
: - i ¢ [d
, ' . A -+ . s
Canadian Press, ) _ 4

Without U.S! News N .3706 .. . +=.0578 . L0262 ) .

- . .
v - Canadijan- Press : - .
' 4 "~ With U.S. .News , . .9598 ' 0162, .8400
» - R ‘ : , i
.. U.Sa Press - .- - /0347 -.0133" -.0431 ™ A
- . . . ¢ 1 i : $ . ’\ t

s : A » ‘ ' s . ] -
& * For base of correlation, see list in'Table III. e
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” ’ Table VI . ¢
. . . , . » : ° 9 . N B
. b o b
S .- Comparison :)f Canadian and U.S. Coverage of .
y ) L. TIe v ¢ . RIS
,' the United Kingdom wit{-n Coverage ‘Projected from ""Elite Nation' Measures |
-’ - e ’ ! . °
S <. - ) . ' .

\ ) i . Actual Coverage v ) ..
- . _in Percent of Trade Population G.N.P. .
5 ‘ Foreign News - . Projection Projection Projection

AN ) : . . .
J , \ . . ' >
' § ’-’ * b (." k , i
Canadian ' e - . - .
C. Coverage - of U.K. 29.40% 13.06% ° 1.71% 5.71% ‘
”fé‘ , ‘ v ._ F .
1 U.S. Coverage _ ) B , ) ,
: ©of U.K. & 14.51% 4.53% - 1.71% '5.71%
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