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- The Origins of Borrowed News
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Introduction \ ., T
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2 . . ' e L o
Media Asia recently devoted modt of .an entire is§ue to a forum for
scholars to discuss the need for national news agencies in deve]oping
countries (1) By serv1ng as resod/pes for the 1nternat1ona1 agenc1es

and as 1nterna1 news gatherers and d1ssem1nators, the agenc1es would

‘he1p alleviate b1ased or overly negative coverage of affa1rs within

the developing nat1ons, and promote deve]opmenta1 goals and progress

w1th1n and among those nations.

.

™

Imp11c1t]y, these nat1ona1 news agencies would be’acceptab]e sourc-

3
es for.Western news organ1za ons and, part1cu1ar]y, their correspon—

4
dents "Yet some events in ‘recent history. suggest that Nestern re-

porters m1ght be wary of foreign news organ1zat1ons

e (3

Soon after the 1979 revo]ut1on in Iran, for examp]e w1re service
correspondents in Tehran reported that Iran s state new§)organizat1ons
had c1a1med an Iraq1 invasion of Iran. The story f]ashed wor]dw1de
before- the state med1a qu1et1y withdrew the story 1ater ghat even1ng

Then, after Western correspondentSlwere expe]]ed in ear]y 1980 for

what Iranian officials called "fa]se and inaccurate" reporting, NBC

¢

- News' R1chard Salant (2§, the AP's Lou.Boccardi (3), and UPI s Roder-

ick Beaton expressed belated concern about\how the West wou1d obtain

"accurate" information. Accord1ng to Beaton‘ Nestern news organ1za—

i.t1ons would be "forced to re]y on second hand reports—from Iran, and

i
|

.\’l




* this could resu]t in confusing\and conflicting dispatches" (4). UPI's

A}

H.L. Stevenson spec1f1ed further that UPI would rely even more heav11y

on Radio Tehran broadcasts as a source of news (5).

’

: Less than a week ]ater 60 Americans were among 200 Western corre-
_spondents ordered to ]eave Afghan1stan Nestern newsmen set up "lis-
ten1ng posts” in New Delhi and at other sites to‘90n1tor the govern-

ment-contro]led radio for deta11s af"ap upr1s1ng against the

.

Soviet-backed regime.* Not surpr1s1ng]y, on -scene obseruers 1ater ac—

counts differed from the reports broadcast by the government

<

These two episodes demonstrate what Westerners m1ght v1ew as dys-

functional aspects of "second-hand news," or “hews- borrow1ng."

e

v\ <
Borrowed news 1tems are reports published in Ameritan medida, in

¢

which news.accounts are "borrowed?.or.taken-from other reports disse-

“minated previous]y by foreign news media or agenctes:(G). The prac-

tice is not limited to foreign newsgathering; American news media .and

7
public affairs programs-- Meet the’Press— the New York Times., Nash1ng-

ton Post, T1me Newsweek etc. -—often cite each other as sources of

news (7). And of cdurse, other nations"correspondents utilize these

media, as well as the major American agencies, when reporting from the

. . , .
U.S., often because the reporters are'restricted to the Washington,
> N - ’f‘ R [y
D.C., area (8). f oA . ,

o

There, is, however, a qua}itative difference between domestic news-
- TR - ) 5

2N [ [y

borrowing and- the phenomenon as it,occurs:in some foreign nations. In
: kR i}
many fQreign countries governments ytilize (at least more -openly!)
‘% ‘ .

state media and news agene1es as outlets for d1spEns1ng only cont-

ro]led 1nformation or propaganda

a
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Nor is the practice of newi—borrowing»entiYe]y new: 'Ivacic, gener-

al director of Tanjug, descr1bed it as one of h1s correspondents most

re11ed upon means of newsgather&ng (9); Cherny noted the frgquent re- .

v

port1ng of "overheard“ radio transmissions in Europe (10), in the earL

| ly 60s, Cohen remarked upon wide- spread use of host- nat1on newspapers
as correspondents' “f1rst and most 1mportant source" (11); the 1.P.I.
in 1952 estimated that three-fourths of a]] news filed from Moscow by

Westerners' came from official newspapers and per1od1ca1s (12); use of

agency Ta;s output is, of course, a "given" 1n report1ng the. U.s.S. R.;

Hohenberg in 1964 wrote of\frustrated U.S. correspondents, unable to ] .
enter Ch1na who were forced to rely on reports monitored in Hong Kong ' e

(13); and Isaacs had ear]1er reported that American media repopts on
\ ; ‘ :
China were based ™almost entirely" on cullings from Chinese media“... .

(14). More recent1y,-Rosenb1um described the use by u.s. correspon-

"dents in Lat1n America of both government controlled and "independent"

1ocaT newspapers and radio stations as sources (15) In each case,
\ 1 -
accounts are processed by gatekeepers before they reach U S corre-

spondents Many professionals, citing, for example, cond1t1ons in. ‘ O

L

Moscow 1abe1 the pract1ce necessary and "1nev1tab1e“ (16) ‘one as-
sumes readers have“alsp become. somewhat accustomed to read1ng borrowed .
reports .(e. g., "the official news agency Xinhua said thay...E) and o
hopes those readers, evaluate carefully the or1g<na] sources

SeveraT‘§1tuat1ona] and struct\ra] cond1t1ons might be crucial to
¢
the necessity for news borrowing. Most obv1ous{ from*thJs brief dis-
i e . .
cuss1on, are restr1ct1:‘on the mobility, of reporters,and the ac-

cessibility of alternat! ources. While state agencies and media .

1 . :
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on]y sources. _ .

o

tions. . ] L.

‘r' t. - 4
might be consu]ted rout1ne]y as the official outlets’ fOr government

lnformat1on, 1f access 'to other, 1ndependent sources .is limited, West-

g ern reporters may be forced to re]y upon gévernment organs as their

-
.

v ! L :
Second, the AmePocan contingent of neWSpaper correspondents overJ
seas has dw1nd]ed during the past decade (17). If th1s reduction has
served to constr1ct the newsgathering‘network, the remaining corre-
spondents-- forced to cover even greater areas (18)--might opt,-as'
some have suggested (19), to're]j upon others' accolnts to extend
their own reporting range. : ' - //T

. 7 ’ -

Tﬁ%s~study was designed to. assess the in-print indications of

¢

news-borrowing.during the.70s, and, where possib?e; to seek a rela-

tionshipabetmeen the setond-hang news phenomenon and.these two condi-

-
-

® o

Y Of course there are myr1ad other poss1b]e variables that this std%y

l

does, not attempt to explore. Reporters may ﬂ!tognlze the legitimacy

>y

of overseas news organizations or the spec1a] competence ‘those sources

.~ -

"offer (20). Amer1can med1a may rea]1ze that not a]l,worth reporting

"is reported f1rst hand by the "B1g Four" wire agenc1es (21)~ However,

in a p1]ot survey of - 1nternat1ona] commun1cat1on scholars and fonpmer

or current correspondents, 17 _af 27 responding~mentioned manpower cuts

as a 1ikely key factor in news- -be row1ng, wh1]e 21 cited )imited‘ac-

-

cess or official status of fore1gn neWs organlzat1ons (22)

The per1od 1969 I979 1nc1 s1ve was selected for study whi]e«§ec-

“ond Nbr]d {(World Bank des1gn tions, are employed heré. See Note 23)

"o

press systems have trad1taona]]y been viewed as closed and F1rst Nor]d

S

>
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systems as open (with some exeepti%ns to both genera]izationsi' this
"~ 1l-year per1od encompassed a decade ;} growing Th1rd World compla:\t&“
" that the Western press presented unfavorab]e 1mages of those nations
and actually impeded progress in natTona] deve]opment (24). Increas-

-ingly, spokesmen’ for those nations ca]]ed for a New Nor]d Informat1on

Order, including national autonomy in levying sanctions to prevent ex- -

cesses by Western news agencies (25). These sanctions might have in- -

+ .

+ cluded stricter control of internal media outlets and reportérs' move-
< .

menfs within borders, as well as those reporters' access to indjvidual
sources. : ' ‘ .

Concom1tant]y, ‘the decade u1tnessed a growth in the numbers of na-

-

t1ona1 news agenc1es part1cu]ar1y in the deveTop1ng countries (26),
awas part of the "restructuring” of the ex1st1ng-1nformation order.

Further, the 1ll-year period a%so w1tnessed the decline of the Amer-
s ‘ican newspaper fore1gn correspondence corps overseas
3 ‘ . * *
Spec1f1c research obJect1ves, therefore, 1nc]uded 1dent1f1cat1on'

offany "trends" <in published borrowed news; expl o‘rat1on of the rela-

tionship of overseas staff cuts to publication of‘borrowed news? and

assessment of any relationship bethen pub]1shed news- borrow1ng and

- geopo]1t1ca] focus" (F1rst Second or Third Nor]d)z .

LY
. -
. - . t e 4
. -
v

Method

. -

The New York Times and the-Chicago Tribune were sefected for use in

the study for two reasons. First, both are leaders in foreign news
coverage prov1de more extensive world coverage- than most other Ameri-

can dailies (27), and likely represent the widest poss1b1e variety of

?

foreign news 1tems in American da1]1es

2

4

’ 3 -
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Second, the Tripline’s widely documented reductions (28) in ifs .
‘overseas staff during the 7Q§,prov1ded‘a direct basis for exploring, ‘
through compar1son w1th the Ilmes_ stab]e staff of 33 correspondents
an; relationship between a ‘paper's level of overseas staff1ng and its.
use4of‘correspondentJorigfnated, second-hand news copy.. A longitudi;
lna] sampling p]an,used the passage of time-to "]ocate“ reductions in
Tr1bune foreign staff1ng, from 13 in 1969 to 11 1n 1975 to on]y 6 by
198Q (29) : .

Two constructed weeks (30) of 14 randomly sampled issues per'year
were se]ected y1e]d1ng a tota] samp]e of 154 jssues from the 11l-year
perlod All foretgn items for each paper on these dates were coded
for several variab]es: geopo]ftgca] focus (First‘ Second or Third
Hor]d?) to locate what at least in convent1ona] schemes, are three
genera] categorles of press systems, or1g1nat1ng agent (newspaper 3
own correspondent or. w1re serv1ce7), and media attr1but1on (was a news’
med?um or organization c1ted as a source of in rmatlon7) Two—coder‘
re]1ab1]1ty coeff1c1ents for these varaab]es were 97.4, 99.0,° and 97.1
(31). - ¢

Despite- limitations in the comparfson of only two newspapers and
the samp]1ng method employed, the number’ of items obtained by sampling
154 issue dates or "c]usters" (n=6, 070 items for: ‘the T1mes and 2,756
for the .Tribune) does make poss1b]e some,earefu]]y cons1dered and‘ten{
tat1ve inferences ahout news borrowing in fore1gn news, above and be-.
yond the ]ong1tud1na$ and comparat1ve objectives.

‘ The 1n1t1a] plarined method of ana]ys1s was. to use a test for sig-

a ~
n1f1cant d1fferences in’ success1ve years' prbport1ons of news 1tems

— -
s .

§ °




" . meeting the definition of borrowed news. Although' these significant

differences (at .05 1&veT, by the z-test) are indicated in tabular ma- o
> terial, the maJor tool for analysis was a non parametrlc test for - h

trendwadapted from econometr1cs (32). The décision to utilize a tag“ S
! . value, or trend score, was based on early perusa] of the data, whiéh

A

b . réxea]ed'that non-significant, incrementa1 . year-to-year changes in

4
- s

oo ews- borrow1ng might cumu]at1ve]y const1tute aitrend
In the trend test, each year is ass1gned a rank (196914 1970=2,"

_etc. ) A second rank is assigned on the basis of the year's score on-
~ ~ '

a pertinent variab]e In this case, this second rank m1ght be based

on the re]at1ve percentage (of a ‘year's total 1tems) that were bor-
rowed (a rank of 1 1s ass1gned the year with the ]argest proport1on of
borrowed,1tems, etc.). A gomputed va]ue of tau ref]ects the d%sarray

N . between the two, ranks.. | f. o . . |

Just as non-significant between-years z-scores disguise overall ,

< . trends, the caveat must be offered that of course, the rabking proce-

dure tends to overemphas1ze minimal between years d1fferences and to

[

m1n1m1ze ]arge between-years/fjuctuat1ons . - -

-

L. . Findings . .
. __'—K .

- I “ - v
, , Data pertfnent to the f1rst researah obJect1ve (to identify any .

. trends in pub]1shed borrowed news for the two papers dur1ng the .

1l-year per1od) are\prov1ded in Table 1. gecaJl that relative per- e

PN —— ,'centages (borrowed Ptems/total items) are used in combuting tau, thus
. * M : 5 _- ' \’ ¢
_providing a "control" for overall newshole reduction. . :
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Although rough]y one in_fivé foreign items in bothcpapers contained

[4

$econd-hand 1nformataon the annual pertentages ere ﬁess than antici- '

*
L]

pated (33). When these percentages of borrowed news Pre ass1gned

o~

- ranks (1= most borroé!d news) and compared to yea ranks (1969 1 .F ‘2
1970 2, etc.y in a non- parametri test for trend. (34)~ each score, is_

.negative, the s1gn suggesting growth of news- borrow1ng (a]though as »

~

stated, "seldom topping 20 percent). However, tay is 1 .56 for the

) . <« < . f
Tribune (significant at p=.008) but non-signifj cant - 37 for the
~T 1DUNE 1S 2? i

' . )
v~ - I

13 kd

Times.

Thus, for the Tribund the overa]] trend score 121cates a’ pattern
—e=

of growth in pub@ﬁcat)on bf borrowed news,’ desp1te overa]] reductlons
o

Ain interpational item publication, and hints, at- the 1mpact of the Chi-  ~

T4 : b . °
bR .. .
: .
r £

cago paper's overseas staff cuts.

hd -

i . .- .S -7
_ (Alterngtively, of course, the data might be discussed in _percent- . o
. F i K ’

agé of change-over the ll-year period; i e., for the Times, there was

A2

@ 20 percent drop in the raw frequency of borrowed neWS 1tems, but a .

T 26 percent drop in total 1tems pub]1shed S1m1]ar1y, Tribune. data
show a 26 percent drop in number of borrcwed newsiitems, but within a ¢ ‘
49.9 percent drop in the number of fore1gn itemé in the newsho]e.)~’
Data for ‘the second research ebjective (to eplpre directly the.re-
< “ \/ ..—*‘_
]ationship of staff cuts oversea’s to the piblication of borrowed news)

. follow in Table 2 deta1]1ng the percertage of each originating - ‘
'3 .
agent's 1tems that are borrowed items.

Nhen Tr1bune percentages of correspondent or1g1nated borrowed news

- . are tested for>trend the value of tau becomes a, non- s19n1f1cant -.11,

M

- a major departure from the original news-borrow1ng trend score of

> . + : .
: | , . 5




* R oy .
. , ’ : . "
: -.56.f For the. T1mes, the value of tau.is «,16 aga1n non- s1gnif1cant
but aga1n a. rad1ca1 change fron the overaTl news=- borrow1ng trend score - ..;~\
of-37~“ S

While correspondent news borrow1ng thus contr1buted very Tistle to
« the overa]l ‘borrowing trend scores, pub]1cat1on of Wire-servicé bor—‘
! '
rowed news, at 1east \n the T1mes, grew s1gn1f1cant1y dur1ng thé study

per1od Tau for wire borrowed news was -.45 (s1gn1f1cant at p=.03),

L 3 - S~

desp1te the overall non—s1gn1f1cant tau value. The wire trend score

for the Tribune is a noh- s1gn1f1cant -.35. - .
- ’ ’ LI

The present research thus fa1]ed to identify a re]at1onsh1p between

staffing levelyand overall 1nc1dence of borrowed news pub]ished 2In N

.

fact, for the Chicago paper there was no clear ev1dence that the Tr1b-

’

une une's pub11cat1on of borrowed ;news was related to its cho1ce of either

‘or1g1nat1ng agent.

.
. I . ' ~

The third research obJect1ve sought a re]at1onsh1p between geopo]1-
‘tical focus and the’ pub]1cat1on of borrowed news. ' =

As a preface to examination of the percentages of items from'each - °

R
. )

reg1on conta1n1ng second-hand news, Table 3 prov1des percentages of

from each geopo]1t1ca1 region.

c1a11st nat1ons--a conf1rmat1on perhaps, of the. conventional wisdom
i

about those nat;ons firm gr1p on internal channels and sources of in-

format1on and the ]1m1ted mob1]1ty of Nestern correspondents—— on]y
the Times prov1ded cons1stent1y what may be’ termed at least a "quanti-
tative" ba]ance between the First and Third Nor]ds (35). Not until

1979 did the fr1bune approach balance in treatment of these two re-




0
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gions. The va]ue ‘of tau for T1mes coverage of Th1rd Worid nations, Tn. .

. v

dicated ‘i creas1ng coVenage (tau = - 48, s1gn1f1canf at .02 }eve])

The Tribune, on the other hand’ showed ‘no trend toward more coVerage
—_— -«

of the emerg1ng and deve]op1ng nat1on§ of the Third Nor]d during the-
ll-year period,; desp;te the reputed]y greater éﬁonom1c cu]tura] and

po11t1ca1 1mportance'bf’that reg1on. .

The data in Tab]e A pg9v1de the percentage of fore1gn 1tems from

" ‘each geopo]1t1ca] reg1on wh1ch fit the definition of_ second hand

b =~ -
news. Despite the sma]] "n? of some Tr1bune ce]]s——notab]y those for

v :

Second World ﬂtems--severa] 1nterest1ng f1nd1ngs emerge a

A ]

Neither paper exh1b1ted a trend toward 1ncreased pub]1cat1on of

second hand news from the Second World, desp1te that region's trad1-
f
tionad pos1t1on as the most c]osed or restr1ct1ve of environments for
. 4 . . .
press act1v1ty (36) ..t ‘ ..

O

Somewhat surpr1s1ng]y, the New York paper exh1b1ted a trend toward

t

increased pub]1catﬂon of second hand news or1g1nated in Nestern\or

First World nat1ons (taus . - . ‘ S e °

- 71 p=.001)}), a. phenomenon perhaps best exp]a1ned not by: restr1ctrons

.

on Amer1can correspondents but by 1ncreas1ng cooperat1ve agreements "“:et'

[ 4

among Nesterh media (37), as we]] perhaps, as by that paper s use of
w1re copy (as the Table 2 d1scuss1on m1ght suggest) when 1ts corre- .

’pondents were e]sewhere What is most interesting about this trend

(n ®

toward “increased publication by the ?1mes of second- hand F1rst Nor]d

Ll

news is that- thé‘paper had not, in Tab]e 3, d1sp]ayéd any 1ncreased

L

. overall comm1tment to coverage of F1rst World nat1ons . f«.ﬁ




Finally, even though in Tab1e 3 on]y the T1mes had shown an in-

creased commitment to eover1ng/the Third- Nor]d during the ll-year

“ period, both papers exh1b1ted distinct and significant patterns of - t -

greater pub]1cat1on of second- hand news (Table 4) from the emerging

}'. -
and deve]opwng nations of the Th1;d Wor]d (tau for the Times = - 4§ p )

s

‘= .02; for the Tribune, tau = -.73, p -'.001) : 0 ‘
‘ As a final step in the anaiys1s, the relationship of or1g1nat1nl
i agent and geopo]1t1ca] reg1on was exam1ned us1ng @ non-trend tau coef-
f1c1ent. Times” wire news- borrow1ng corre]ates .53 (p=.01) and .56
(p~.008) with First and Third wor]d borrowed news. Times correspon—
dent news borrow1ng corre]ates s1gn1f1cant1y only with Third World *
news- borrow1ng (.42, p—.037) For the Tr1bune, the only significant
re]at1onsh1p between correspondent news- borrowing and region is witb
the Second wor]d (- 46 p~.02), and is negative, ;;ggest1ng in this '
case that Tr1bune correspondents had very ]1tt1e to do with any fluc-
tuations 1n Second Vor]d borrowed*news. And, in fact, for the-Chicdgo
paper the corre]ation between*wire news- borrowﬁng and First World &
news-borrowing is .45 (pgfﬁh?, 1s .40 (p—.04) for the Second- Noer
and 1s .55 (p=.01) for Third World news borrowlng The key role of

Tribune wire ‘services in its pubiished news-borrowing becomes appar-

ent, despite -a non-significant_overall (non-regiog@lly specific)

wire-borrowing value of tau. %
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Discussibn o o .
< Dur1ng the past decade commentators have decried the fact that the

Amerﬁcan press corps overseas has dwindled. Because of tremendous
costs entailed in ma1nta1n1ng a staff abroad, many American newspapers

have curtailed the1r fore1gn operat1ons {38). Most papers have a]so

reduced the newsho]e a]]ocated to inter

national news (39)

A

4

" see new growth bf the Amer1can overseas press corps (40), at least

There has emerged recent]y the sent1ment that" the coming years w1]]

~

. bpartially in response to what 15 v1ewed by observers as a new saliencel ~

Q.
of 1nternatJona] affairs. for American readers However the cost of

maintaining a single correspondent overseas already proh1b1t1ve for

.many papers, aggsoon expected to exceed $200, 000 annua]]y (4I)

Whether Amer1can news organ1zat1ons will actua]]y\be willing to spend

AN ..
\ . ' 5?‘_&!\

such amounts remains to be seen.
- Despite what may have been perceived “in“the 70s as a wanwng appe—

tite among the Amer1can readersh1p for fore1gn news, newspapers\ddd\ .

make efforts to furnish readers news of 1mportant 1nternat1ona] ’ \ .

events. This study pred1cted.that, given the‘narrowing of the Ameri- °

' ¢an newsgathering network abroad, the remaining American newspaper -

.correspondents would expand their own caJabi]ities to cover news

events by uti]izing the output'of foreign media or news a encﬁes;

1.e., by gett1ng information second hand While the study found only

limited in- -print ev1dence that overall newstorrow1ng increased dur1ng .

the 70s, it fa11ed to relate-directly this phenomenon to reductions 1n

-

the number of American foreign correspondents, at least on ‘the basis

- of a‘comparison of one newspaper's diminished Overseas operation with

N n
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another's stable staff size. Instead, it was u]timate]y the.papers’
use of wire- serv1ce borrowed news wh1ch was most often corre]ated with

fach paper 3 pub11cat1on of borrowed news from“the nhaor geopo]1t1ca1
N - » ‘ . CoC
Given the growing. number of national news organvzat1 ns and the

regions.

fact that many doubt]ess have arranged exchange agreemen s with the
major 1nternat1ona] agencies,*one m1ght expect the wire services 1n—

creasingly to carry items attributed, with typ1ca] wire serv1ce care,

H

to these’ agenc1es “
A 3

But cutt1ng across the distinction between originating agents of

borrowed news was a more profphnd pattern of news-borrowing in Third

Ll

World 1tems, suggest1ng that the growth of news- borrow1ng may indicate

a changing newsgather1ng c11mate faced by overseas reporters. Wire
serv1ce journalists abroad, espec1a]]y, may be responding to a gradua]
reduct1on in the ava1]ab]e news sounces and may be choos1ng, or

-~ ‘q

forced, to rely on official or partisan host-nation news organiza-
tions, part1cu]ar]y in that region of the world where government con-
trol of press act1v1ty is allegedly increasing: in thesThird World
nations (42). . ' _J
Many oiﬁthese nations have raised their voices in recent years to
condemn the western—dominated flow of information as unsuitab]e for
those nations' needs or images in the world. Western critics of Third
World or socidlist propasa]s for a New‘wor]d Information Order have,
in turn, argued that the new order's-proviso-that governments or in-

ternational governing bodies enter into the regulation of information

dissemination will result in a ]imitinp of world access to information
/ .

A}

4
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(43). Cr1t1cs are alarmed’ by the spectre of the new order which, they

c]a1m enta11s not on]y the transnat1ona] exchange of communication

t

techno]ogy and training, but also EFZCERfTon of what Tunisian UNESCO -

./ . .
delegate Mustapha Masmoudi called "abusive uses of the right of access -
. .
to information" (44).

»

This fatter aspect:of the new order, some Nesterners c]a1m cou]d

- <:"ge..a-m:erp.reted as countenanc1ng the limitation of Nestern Jjournalists'
access to news sour§2%§(45), despite proponents protestations to the

’ contrg;yw\\western media nould be confined to disseminating the'output ~
of government-approred orhcontrolf!d agencfes or media (46). News, .
wou]d be screened before release and .only that 1nformat1on deemed "ac-

. ceptab]e" would be permitted to enter the wor]d—w1de flow of informa-

tion (47). -

With the #iformation order issue still unresolved after the recent

Be]grade and Talloirss conferences, the proposed restructur1ng and the”

, media” and agencies relmains in the debate and proposal stages.

S A N ‘

presumed concom1tant\;ontrolled'status of many nations' internal news

~

Or are’thex?

Rosenblum has argued that, "The 1ncreas1ng tendency to control for-
e1gn news is already d1stort1ng our know]edge of events that are vital
to us“ (48). R1ffe has argued that news- borrow1ng may be a symptom of
this contro] (49) . ‘

The news- borrow1ng pcenomenon discerned in th1s study hints that
the potential far the regulation and.control of 1nformat1on called for

.

i the new order may already be ref]ected in coverage of certain na-

-3

t1ons News- borrow1ng is c]ear]y 1ncreas1ng in pub11shed coverage of

\

Th1rd World natiths.
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x ' . I * - S i ) i
7 \ : , AR ?
'If Hestern;newsgather1ng organizations are 1ncreas1ng1y re]y1ng on

host nation and often government- control]ed news organizat1ons, 1S‘the . o

K

\{ " “Western press not 1n practice accomp11sh1ng partially the goals of the
- . New World Informat1on Order? Would not UNESCO® s endorsement of the

. new order merely sanct1on what has a]ready become rout1ne in some na-

-

tions? Are not in- place internal commun1c§tlon structures in many

-

fore1gn nations such that it is necessxry and "inevitable" for V. S

correspondents to turn to national, news organ12at1ons7 '

k.

upﬂqe\wt is po§s1h1e on the basis of this study to conclude tenta- -

t1 e1y that reporters chose, or werg forced, to news-borrow more in

f

he 1ate 70s than in the early years of that decade, partlcu1ar1y in’ -

Third World nations, other conclusions may a]so be drawn from the data

reported here. . A . - .

Ny > = Lo
For example, the study s effort to uncover evidence of increased EXEN

N g
news- borrow1ng shou]d not ‘obscure the fact that overall, second hanﬁ
t news is an infrequent phenomenon. That phenomenon occurred more_fre-

quently in recent years--yes; but it occurred in less than a fifth of -

all the foreign news items samp]ed Jn most years. When one cons1ders

"""’*ﬂ"

o~

how many nations of the wor]d are not free- -press states, th?s sma]1
percentage botrders on the remarkab]e.
Nonetheless, one might speculate about the ultimate impact\of
news-borrowing. f
" Thé network of correspondénts and wire services indiréct]y and po-
tent1a11y;serv1ng the American newspaper, reader is awesome in size.
The daily flow of information through that network is vo]umlnous. The\

potential exists for an American readgrship we]1-1nformed on interna-

\ A

[ XY
-3
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16
tional events which, some argue, are of expanding importance'hecause

of the growing 1nterdependency.of the world's economic and po]1t1ca]

~ R »

reg1ons

-
By

Yet from the f]ow of 1nternat1ona] news are se]ected daily only a

-

few morsels. Year by year, the number of items selected decreases.
And while the Americah reader's Hiet of fore1gn news is shr1nk1ng,

grow1ng amount of the fare is pre-processed before it even reaches the -

d1stant correspondent or wire service reporter. Can the reader inde-

‘ pendent]y Jjudge and/or va]1date the assert1ons of fore1gn news organi-

/

zations? P .

Igfsuch a context, wherein readers must rely upon the reporter's

judgment of a‘source’s re]iaot]ity, the developing nations are propos-

ing to estab]ish even more official or national agencies and media.

How reporters assess and ut1]1ze those "second hand" sources may, in

the future, have an- 1mportant impact upon reader views of the wor]d

: As I Ve concIuded elsewhere regard1ng borrowed news and part1cu1ar]y,

the case of m1sca1cu]ated Western borrowing in the a]]eged Iraq1 inva-
sion of Iran, if borrowed news “turns out to be misinfogmation, as 1t
did when someone in Iran cried 'Wolf,' how many more phony invasions ,

will be fought in the media before peop]e cease- to pay atténtion?"

(50). .

[ TS
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- N TABLE 1 ‘ ) P PR ,,‘“' - -
. EOREIGN NEWS ITEMS CONTAINING BORROWED NEWS IN - . . o
- THE NEW YORK TIMES AND CHICAGO TRIBUNE BY YEAR a . "
m‘ i 4 - . ) .. )
. 3 . = [$ . f
—ew York TiOtnesb .. Chicago Tribune® !
. . T . Y -
Z n R % n * , - o
- Year , . i , o s .
h .t - ’ . ! ’ - . . . . .
1969. 18.0 685 13.9 409 . PR
: - ey R \ .
> 1970 13.3 675 14.0 - 358 . . 2
1971 - 19,59 563 ‘ 12.2 286 !
1972 15,7 530 13.8 7 246 * .o . - .
( " . ~$ ° St LN \
1973 13.6 529 - . . 12,4 - 202
. 1974 18.79 540 ‘ 144 216 ’
1975 ° - 20.1 546 . - 18.4  _196 ° E -
1976 © o %20.0 591" \ .. 19.1 230 ~
s - coe ! . . t
1977 18.0 433 < .. 0 22.7. . 203
217 ] 3‘ . \\\ O 3 _ . X
.~ 1978 19.2- 474 . o 1619 205 ' .
1979 " 19.5 504 © . .20.5 205 .
L .o ‘ T, : Bl
L 4 ' . .
. tau= -.37  p= ,06° . tau= -.56 p= .008 . -
o s v . .
” Totals 17?‘ . 6070 ° © 15.86 2756 " ..
2 As per text, "borrowed news'i-refe/ps to attribution to both foreign news media
and rews agencies. ’
" b Chimsquare for, Times distribution is 24.33 with 10 d.f.; signiflcant at .007.
Chi-Square for Tribune distriﬁxtion is 21, 569 w1th 10 d.f.; significant at .018.
N d’ Significantly different ?rom p;eceding year's pewcentage (proportion), by the
Z-test,  at .05 1eve1 .. . .
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. - ' L TABLE 2.
s - FOREIGN NEWS ITEMS CONTAINING BORROWED NEWS IN -
IN THE NEW YORK TIMES AND CHICAGO. TRIBUNE -
, BY ORIGINATING AGENT AND BY “YEAR S v
i - k = j‘; 2 ~ .
New Yprk Times R Chicago Tribune
\,_,../ .Coxrespondent ° Wire Corfespondgnt Wire - , ¢ ,
Year Z . n % n Ty n % n
1969% 222 351 13.8 »° 319 16.7 48 14.12)24
1970“ 15.5% 348,  10.9 311 12.7 79, ‘14.6 242
T M . ! L s o !
1971  25.2% 317 12,0 234 16.7/ 78 11.6-" 189 T
1972 17.1% 280 13.9° 238 "19.7 " 61 -13.6 162,
1973 15.6 250 11.4 - "271. ‘17.0 53 11.1 13§ - .
1974 26.1% 276 11.6. 233 W 14.6 48 13,4 134
1975 22.4 246 * 19.5° 289 14.3  35..22.4 134
1976  23.3* 287 17.0 264 11.1 27 20.4 *. 191 “
N . } g EY :
~1977 1935 200 18.7 198 .. 15.4 26 23.3 *.159 :
- —— . oL Q@M . . . -
1978  23.7 '237 16.7 198, }7.1- 41 " 13,8 152 . .
1979  22.1 253 17.1 217 17.6 34 22.8 \158 .
S - , ./ . ’
taus  -.16 45 * -.11 . -.35 4 ‘ K
p= .24 .03 .3 . .07 : '
Tofals 21.2 3044 14.6 2745 5.9 529 15}2 1984 )
r . .
a’ Signiflcantly different from preceding year's percentage ‘(proportion), by "
the Z-test, at .05 level. , oo
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.- . - _TABLE 3
. ' -o
’ .7 COMPARISON OF THE TWO PAPERS' FOREIGN ITEMS,
‘ - BY GEOPOLITICAL FOCUS AND BY YEAR
K New Yark Times | Chicago’' Tribyne e 0
o (st 2nd 3rd 1st . 2nd 3rd ;o
"world world world n e world ° world  world - n
) hd : ' ] - . -
~  ° Year. % A 7 Ce % - % A
. . v o o,
. v e N g < T R "vg,&"\
w0 T 1969 45.4 18.8 35.8 685 50.4 - - 12.8 36.9  409. ,
- . Y ) ) N , R - ‘I: '
1970 46.2 13.0 40.7 675, 1530 9.3 37.7 ~ 358
, o : — . . '
1971 - 41.4 15.8 42.8 * 563 58.9  .1l.6 29.5 286
S 4 ) " N ' ) - e | -
1972 45.3 14,0 - 40.7 530 55.7 ~. 9.3 35.0 246
. . ~ O . # ~ . . . -
. ©1973 463 11M 42.3 529 57.5 *8.0 34.5 202
1974 . - 44.3. 12,6  +43.1 540 ~"53.0 9.3 37.7 216 .
1975 47.3 9.3 - 43.4 546 53.6 6.6 39.8* 196
. I ¢ ) * " - . ,
. 1976 45.7 434 - 309 so1 55.1. % T1.9 33.0 230 . -
, 71977 48.3 11.8 . 40.0 . 433 57.5 12.0 30.5 - 203
. . . S * -, .
. 1978 43.0 13.7 43,2 474777 5230 .13.7 < 34.3 205 .
~ -1979 4.2 119 433 s04 . 400 J16.6 454 7 205,
- ’ : € . P ’ =
Tt tau= -.02 35 - =¥ Co 13 -.30 7 -.04. .
‘ p=: " .47 07 02 ., .29 10 44 " T
© = \<' e ‘ ) ¢
“ . / f -
‘ ——
\ - . > .
N . . . ’ ” s
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. o, - TABLE 4 . . .
COMPARISON OF\ THE TWO PAPERS' PERCENTAGES OF FOREIGN ITEMS LT E
. CONTAINING BORROWED NEWS, BY GEOPOLITFCAL FOCUS | -
. . ., AND BY YEAR .“f \' - <
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Year 7% n Z «n .%. n ot %2 n Z™'n % n.
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1969 5.8 311 55.8 129 13.5 245 " - 6.3 205 '57:4 54 8.7 150
1970 4.5°312 48.9 88 11.3 275 D 8 188 1611 36 14.2 134
. BN ) L . _ .
1971 7.3 233.50.0 89 19.9% 241 » 7 6.0 168 41.2 34 13.1 84 .
. ,:" L) ‘ ' . ) \.
1972 6.2 240 44.6 74 16.2 216 fi%} 7.3 137 30.4 23198 86
1973 "5.3 245 38.3 60 16.1 " 224 7.0 115- 33.3 18 17:4 69 o
§ ~ . P
. . - -@‘:Y:J* . .
1974 10.0° 239 47.1 68 19.3 233 o L8.101147 35.00 21°19.8 81 e
1975°10.1 258 58.8 51 22.8 237 ° 11,4 105 53.8 13 21:8 78° -
. . . ¥ .
1976 11.5 270.49.4 79 19.8 242 10.4 125 43.3° 30 24.0. 75
1977 10.5 209 41.2 51 20.2 173. © 12,2 115 518 27 29.5 61 " =’
1978 10.8 204 40.0 65 21.0 205 . " 4.77 106 345 , 29 20.0° 70 - - -
. ’ v

1979. 11.2 .223 59.3% 60 17.2 221

8.5 82 43.3

30 2327 93 - |
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tau= -.71 .09 -.45 -.31- A1 -,73 b
> - « B ! “'\
p= .001 .35 .02 ’ ., .09: .32 001 s
a Significantly differ§nt from precedifilg year's p‘e;centage _,.(proporzion)-! by
the Z-test, at .05 level. - 0 » : ) : )
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