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ABSTRACT 

The study examined the similarities and differences in the news coverage of 

conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya by the Russian newspaper Izvestia and the New 

York Times. It was expected that the news coverage of Afghan conflict by both 

newspapers would be consistent with the Cold War ideology ahd present a one-sided, 

biased picture of the conflict. The news coverage of Chechen conflict was expected to 
7 

differ due to dramatic changes that have occurred in the world since the demise of the 

Cold War ideology, collapse of the Soviet Union, and the consequent shift in the 

mechanisms of control 'over the media in Russia. Izvestia's coverage of Afghan and 

Chechen conflicts varied significantly in its position on the roles of the major parties in 

the conflicts, support for the intervention among other factors. There were few disparities 

in the New York Times coverage of the two conflicts. Comparison of Izvestia's and the 

New York Times coverage of Chechen conflict revealed more resemblances than 

discrepancies on.the roles of the major parties involved, position towards Russian 

intervention, and coverage of principal topics. These findings serve as a manifestation of 

the impact that the demise of the Cold War ideology and systematic changes in the 

structures of control have had in Russia. 



Chapter 1 

INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Statementof Problem 

Fqr forty years, the'Soviet Union and the United States looked at each other 

through the prism of the Cold War ideology. The world was divided into the Eastern and 

Western spheres of influence. But when Michail Gorbachev came to power in 1985, he 

helped to usher in the radical changes in the Soviet political, economic, and ideological 

systems that affected all aspects of the relations between the two superpowers. After the 

collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991;the direction of foreign policy between the United 

States and Russia shifted dramatically. The policy of alienation, propaganda, and 

animosity has changed into that of political, economic, and cultural cooperation and 

exchange. The news media, an important and influential p v  of the political and 

economic systems, reflected the course of reforms in their coverage of events in the 

United States and Russia. 

The purpose of this study was to compare the coverage of two international 

conflicts by the media of two different systems in two radically different time periods. A 

case study of the Afghanistan and Chechnya conflicts as reported by the New York Times 

and the Russian newspaper Izvestia was conducted in order to examine how the 



systematic changes in international relations between Russia and the United States.and 

the change in the Cold W,ar ideology were manifested in the content of these newspapers. 

1.2 Description of the Case Study 

During the forty long years of animosity between the United States and the Soviet 

Union, the Cold War paradigm was the dominant one with its bipolar division of the 

world into the spheres of influence and continuous rivalry in every possible area from 

' nuclear proliferation to scientific inquiry (Dennis, 1991; Hoge, 1993). Objectivity was 
-I 

not an :issue for the news media while covering the events- involving the enemy camp 

(Heuvel, 1993). Ideology prevailed in the news coverage of the countries under the 

Soviet or the U.S. influence (Herman & Chomsky, 1988). The Soviet media portrayed 
nr-. 

the U.S. as the place where "money rules," where the average workers were exploited by 

their employers and the place that lacked equality in opportunities in education, 

employment, and housing. The U.S. was depicted as a country plotting against the Soviet 

Union on the political, economic, and cultural stage of the world. TheU.S. was accused 

of sponsoring the powers behind the resistance to the revolutions that took place in the 

South East Asia, Africa, Latin and Central America. 

The United States charged the Soviet Union of neglecting the human rights of 

freedom of speech, freedom of association, and freedom of religion. The Soviet Union 

was also blamed for the intensification of the arms race, sponsorship of the newly 

emerging revolutionary governments around the world, and Communist propaganda. 

Almost everything done or said by the Soviets was perceived and interpreted negatively 



- 
by the American news media that echoed the foreign policy interests ofthe United States. 

A similar situation existed for the Soviet coverage of the events in the U.S. and the 

countries under its influence. Ln other words, news media coverage of the U.S. and the 

Soviet Union was consistent with a home country ideology driven by the Cold War 

(Dennis, 1991; Herman & Chomsky, 1988). 

The mass media system in the Soviet Union was. in poor condition. Freedom of 

press in the. Soviet Union existed only on paper. There were no publications, radio, or 

television programs that could voice an opinion different from that of the Communist 

Party (Androunas, 1991; Androunas, 1993; Shalnev; 1993). The policy of propaganda 

permeated the news coverage of both domestic and international'affairs. An objective 

picture of the world was almost completely unknown to the Soviet public that perceived 

the world through the prism of the Soviet news media. Criticism of the official policy 

was equal to public suicide, and any sign of disagreement was interpreted as a lack of 

loyalty to the Communist Party's principles and a desire to destroy the system 

(Androunas, 1993). Therefore, anyone who attempted to criticize the Party's policy line 

was ostracized. In this harsh political and social climate, almost everything Western was 

considered "evil," and everything done by the Soviet Union or its allies was completely 

justified. 

The invasion of Afghanistan is one of the examples of such justification. The 

Soviet Unionclaimed that the Afghan government had requested Soviet military, 

political, and diplomatic assistance in the conflict that the rest of the world had 

considered to be an internal matter of Afghanistan. The Soviet Union also attempted to 



present its involvement in Afghanistan as an issue of national security for the Soviet 

Union. 

1.3 Significance of the Topic .. . 

One can ask why it  is important to compare the two international conflicts and the 

way two newspapers of radically different political and ideological systems covered them. 

\ What is it about those conflicts that make them especially interesting and comparable? 

The invasibn of Afghanistan occurred in 1979 when several ,members of the Afghan 

government were supposedly unhappy withthe policies of the country's leader, and had 

allegedly asked the Soviet Union to intervene. The disagreement among politicians in 

Afghanistan was treated by most of the Western countries as a purely internal affair of 

Afghanistan. The Soviet Union .attempted to justify its military intervention by 

presenting various reasons ranging from a threat to its national boundaries, to the U.S. 

conspiracy for a military presence in Afghanistan. The U.S. and the majority of the 

.Western countries were firmly against the Soviet intervention. - 

The Chechen conflict appears different at first glance. It was an apparent domestic 

issue for the young Russian Federation. Chechnya, although it had declared its 

independence almost three years prior to the outbreak of the war, was still officially a part 

of Russia, and was supposed to oblige by Russian laws. The government of Chechnya 

was determined to pursue the policy of complete political and economic independence 

from Russia, in spite of overt indications of discontent displayed by Russian officials. 

Some elements of the Chechen political scene were also dissatisfied with the policies of 



the elected Chechen government and its popular charismatic leader Johar Dudaev, and 

therefore, supported and even instigated Russian military interference in Chechnya. 

By the time of the Chechen conflict in 1994, the relationship between the 

government and press had radically changed. The breakup of the Soviet Union resulted 

in change of the mechanisms of control over the media, giving more latitude for the 

criticism of the official policy. The media in the former Soviet Union were completely 

government owned, and thus financed, supplied, and distributed by the Communist Party.( 

Each news story had to be approved by a Communist Party official before it reached the 

page of a newspaper or television screen.. Currently, the news media are sponsored by 

several large banks and corporations supporting them in addition to substantial funding 

from Russian government. 

The policy of glasnost, which includes the expressionof one's opinions, diversity 

of political movements on Russian political stage, democratization of Russian society, 

and dramatic changes in the political and economic mechanisms of control over media, 

has produced the fundamental changes in the news media coverage of both domestic and 

international events. Instead of one official version of the events dictated by Communist 

party officials, news stories offer more controversial content often challenging the. official 

policy line. Under glasnost the news stories became more dynamic, graphic, and 

entertaining due to the emergence of new newspape'rs, magazines and TV channels and 

programs competing for their audiences. The media began to attract advertisers in order 

to obtain revenues and simply to survive in a new economic environment. The news 



coverage of the conflict in Chechnya might illustrate the changes that occurred in the 

Russian media system. 

Coverage of the events during the Russian intervention into Chechnya's allegedly 

independent territory might be a good example for the examination of similarities and 

differences in the coverage of American and Russian newspapers, especially in 

comparison with their coverage of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan. Although, almost 

ten years apart and occurring in fundamentally different political and economical 

situations, the comparison of the coverage of the conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya 

by the New York Times and Izvestia might offer an interesting insight into the actual 

changes in the political, economic, and ideological arena of the world as reflected in the 

news media of the Cold War adversaries. 

Since the end of. the Cold War, the foreign policy interests of the United States 

and Russia have transformed immensely. Instead of an enemy, Russia has become the 

US'S partner in many political,.econornic, and cultural projects from the exchange of 

scholars and students, to space exploration, disarmament and high-tech research. In 

recent years, the United States invested heavily in many Russian industries, assisted in 

Russia's obtaining of financial aid from the International Monetary Fund, the World Bank 

and other international organizations. With the radical change in international relations 
.- 

including the dissolution of the Soviet Union and the resultant decay of the Cold War 

ideology, one would expect that the nature of the news coverage of the events involving 

Russia would change enormously. 



The nature of media control structures has changed in both the U.S. and Russia. 

The media system in Russia became more autonomous from government control. In the 

United States the change was largely ideological. The shift in the U.S foreign policy 

toward ~ussia,'wa.bnhg of the political climate between the two countries, and economic 

assistance for the crippled Russian economy was founded in the downfall of the 

Communist ideology. The ideological blinders of the Cold War no longer prevail in 

either country. 

Thls gives media in both countries more latitude to criticize their country's 

foreign and domestic policies. Instead of the plain accusations against the actions of the 

ideological opponent, common duringthe Cold War years, one would expect analysis of . 

the events and more accurate and,diverse commentary on Russian policies. To understand 

the actual changes in the news coverage by both American and Russian news media, this ' 

study examines Russian and Amekan newspaper coverage of the Soviet involvement in 

the conflicts in ~ f ~ h a n i s t a n  in 1979 and in Chechnya in 1994. 

The important questions are whether'the news coverage by the U.S. press 

represented by the New. York Times changed due to the shift on the political stage and the 

demise of the Soviet Union and whether the news coverage of the two conflicts by the 

Russian newspaper Izvestia changed with the collapse of the Soviet Union and the 

introduction of the new policies of glasnost and perestroika, weakening of the 

government control over the news media and dismissal of the Communist ideology. 



1.4 Description of the  heo ore tical Model 

Media coverage in any system is shaped by the unique combination of features 

operating at avariety of levels. These features include: 

(a) individual influences on media content such as the education, ethnicity, 

personal values and beliefs, and political orientation of individual media workers; 

(b) media routines that constrain the individual media workers and affect "what 

gets defined as news" (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996) and portrayed associal reality; 

(c) organizational influences that include differences in the organization's internal 

structure, policies, goals, and projected markets (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996), which in its 

turn affect the media content as determined by the policies set by the owners of the media 

organization; 

(d) extra-media forces such as sources of the information and revenues, various 

social institutions, access to and utilization of technology, and the economic environment. 

Shoemaker and Reese (1996) believed that sources with political and economic power are 

I 

more likely to influence neys content than sources lacking that power. ,Among the most 

influential extra-media sources are major corporations and media giants, and 

governments. If media are privately owned, the government imposes its control over the 

: media through regulations, licenses, and taxes; whereas if the media are state owned, 

government financing of the media is the principal mechanism of control over news 

content (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

(e) ideology, which is defined as a symbolic mechanism that serves as a cohesive 

and integrating force in a society (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

8 



According to Samuel Becker (1984), ideology "governs the way'we perceive our 

world and ourselves, it controls what we see as natural and obvious" (p. 69). Ideology 

frames the world around us, makes it easier for us to understand by simplifying often 

complicated and controversial issues, by providing us with thesystem of opinions on 

various subjects, meanings, beliefs, and values that form our world view (Williams, 

1977). Ideology assumes a special importance as a symbolic mechanism through which 

interests of diverse social strata may be integrated (~oulclner, 1976). On the level of 

ideology, one's concern is the nature of power in society and the extent to which media 

content systematically serves to further the interests and power of certaiK groups 

(Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

Thompson (1990) referred to ideology as a meaning in the service of power by 

ways of establishing and sustaining the relations of power or what he called "relations of 

domination." Ownership is the primary means through which the ruling class exerts its 

control.over the media. The class that has the means of the material production atits 

disposal has control over the means of mental production as well (Marx & Engels, 1970). 

News stories are constructed so that events are interpreted from the perspective of 

powerful interests. Media's ability to define the situation gives them considerable 

ideological power (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

Being a part of the ruling class, governmental and corporate elites are given 

privileged access to the news channels (Herman & Chomsky, 1988) not only as the 

sources of information, issuing regulations controlling the media, and establishing 

policies, but also providing the media with the interpretation, analysis, and set of 



references on almost all major domestic and international issues. Herman and Chomsky 

(1988) perceived the media as serving the dominant role in this process of the 

dissemination of the ideology of the ruling class whether in privately owned or state 

controlled media systems. Researchers strongly believed that carrying out this function of 

what they called "manufacturing consent" requires systematic propaganda. 

\ 
1.5 Propaganda Model 

Ln some countries where the mechanism of control is relatively direct such as in 

the Soviet Union, it is easy to recognize propaganda in practice. Ln the U.S., on the other 

hand, seeing the propaganda functions of the media requires a closer analysis. Herman . 

and Chomsky's (1988) propaganda model was an attempt to show how the content of 

news is produced or "manufactured" and by whom. 

Media, according to Herman and Chomsky, serve to mobilize support for the 

special interests of the state and major corporations. Those who are powerful enough are 

able to decide what the public is allowed to see, hear, and think about, and to "manage" 

public opinion by the use of a propaganda campaign. Thus, a propaganda model implies 

intentional, long-term, and obviously planned effects of the media content on audiences 

that are looked upon as powerless and incapable of opposing or changing the existing 

situation. 

One of the major premises of the propaganda model is that the patterns of shading 

and emphasis in the coverage of ,the news, selection of context, and general agenda are 

functional for the established power base and thus "responsive to the needs of the 



government and major power groups"(Herman & Chomsky, 1988, p. xv). There is a 

"guided market system" with the guidance provided by. the government, leaders of 

corporations, and top media owners such as Hearst, Murdoch, Knight and Ridder families 

to name a few, who set the agenda, make the decisions as to what is important for the 

public, and give the approving meaning to the media covered events. Views that 

challenge the fundamental premises of the system will be excluded from.the mass media. 

The propaganda model focuses on "inequality of wealth and power and its 

multilevel effects on mass media interests and choices" (Herman & Chomsky, 1988, p. 

2). It implies that money and power are able to filter out the news to allow government 

and dominant private interests to get their messages across to the public. The 
i 

assumptions of the propaganda model are similar to those of Marxist theory of media that 

claim that media disseminate the ideas and "world views of the ruling class, deny access 

to alternative ideas which might lead to change" (McQuail, 1994, p. 76) and disapprove 

the creation of a political opposition. Herman and Chomsky (1988) support this view and 

base their propaganda model on the five filters that .narrow the range of the news that 

passes through the filtering gates, and has a potential of becoming public knowledge. 

Those filters are the size and concentratedownership of the media, advertising, 

reliance on the official sources of information, "flak" and anticommunism. 

Approximately ten largest media systems account for over half of the output of 

newspapers, and most of the sales and audiences in magazines, broadcasting, tiooks and 

movies (Bagdikian, 1997, p. xiii). Banks and institutional investors are large owners of 

media stock, and their investments force the media to pursue the objectivesof strict 



profitability. Another structurally important relationship is the media's dependence on 

and connection with the government, whether through licenses, taxes, interests rates, or as 

a source of the raw material for the news. Thus, dominant media companies have 

common interests with major corporations, banks, and the government, which are 

reflected in the content of the news stories. 
,, 

The second filter is advertising, which serves as the primary income source for the 

mass media. With rising production costs, media have to rely on advertising as a source 

of their financial performance and even their survival in the market; this makes media 

dependent not only on advertiser's sponsorship but also the advertiser's preferences in the 
'.. 

selection of programs. Herman and Chomsky (1988) claim that the selection of programs 

based on. the advertisers' preferences.,would tend to be politically and culturally 

conservative as the dominant lineof powerful policy itself, and thus excluding marginal 

or liberal programs, and controversial news stories. 

The third filter is the reliance of the media on information provided by 

government, corporate leaders, and "experts" funded and approved by these primary 

powerful sources. As a rule, media concentrate their resources in a few places where news 

is most likely to. occur and that provide reliable and scheduled information: the White 

House, Pentagon, police stations, large business corporations, etc. By taking information, 

from official "dispensers" of news such as government and leading corporations, media 

not only reduce the costs of acquiring information, but also develop "routine" news 

sources, and consequently have "privileged access to the gates" of information that makes 

news. Herman and Chomsky (1988) argue that the media feel obligated to their sources 



for the providedinformation, and in order to keep the relationship they may cany 

obviously incredulous stories and suppress criticism. 

The fourth filter is "flak" as a means of disciplining the media. Flak refers to the 

negative responses to media statements or programs in form of letters, speeches in 

different societal levels, or petitions. Media recognize that flak production on a h g e  

scale can be both costly and uncomfortable for the media. So, as Herman and Chomsky 

(1988) claim, the ability to produce flak is both threatening and expensive to the media, 

and therefore, related to the power in the system. As a result, corporate institutions 

decide on sponsoring organizations that produce right-wing flak that is preferred and 

treated well by the media, with no direct links between the flak producers and their 

corporate sponsors ever being mentioned. - 

The fifth filter in the propaganda model is anticommunism as a "national religion 

and control mechanism"(Herman & Chomsky, 1988, p. 2). The issues presented in the 

media are framed in terms of a "dichotomized world of Communist and anti-Communist 

powers," by using the principle of double standard, emphasis on negative aspects of the 

Communist system while diminishing or totally ignoring the positive sides. This 

ideology helps to mobilize the population against the enemy, but because the concept of 

enemy is blurred, it could be used against any opposing or radical movement such as 

labor and social democratic movements, and thus, serves as a mechanism of political 

control. The five filters limit information that passes through the gates, and especially 

information that can become "big news." 
\ 



The financial integration of the media with the rest of the economy, its 

dependence on advertising as a means of survival in the market, its reliance on official 

sources for the information on the majority of important events is corporately conceived. 
- .  . 

The five filters mentioned above produce disinformation as a means of " ~ ~ ~ o s i t i o n "  to 

the mainstream media combined with the dominant ideology that filters the incoming 

information, provides the interpretation and meaning of the situation, or totally ignores it. 

In the last decade, communism has collapsed both as an ideology and as a world 

power causing dramatic changes in economic, political, and ideological infrastructure of 

the West, and especially the U.S. as a former adversary of the Soviet Union in the world 

arena. In view of the revolutionary changes in the world, it will be fascinating to assess 

the application of the propaganda model to the present situation, and particularly the 

coverage of Russian intervention in Chechnya as compared to the Soviet invasion of , 

Afghanistan. 

\ 

1.6 Research Questions and Hypotheses 

This study assesses the similarities and differences in the news coverage of the 

conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya as presented in the New York Times and Russian 

newspaper Izvestia. The roles of the Soviet and Russian government, Soviet and Russian 

military, Afghan and Chechen government, Afghan and Chechen rebels, U.S. 

government, and Western organizations are investigated. The study also explores the 

differences in topics covered by. two newspapers in two conflicts. Sources of the articles 

and photographs, size of the articles, number of photographs and number of front-page 



articles is expected to vary in Izvestia and the New York Times-coverage. Sources cited in 

the articles were also compared. The changes in the content.of the news stories were 

expected to occur from Time 1 (Afghan conflict) to Time 2 (Chechen conflict) in both 

American and Russian news coverage. Exploring the possible similarities and differences 

in the content of the news articles, especially the presentation of one-sided or 

multifaceted picture of events by American and Russian news media, is of paramount 

interest. 

The roles of the Soviet government and the military are expected to be favorably 

depicted by the Russian press, while criticized by the American press. The role of the 

rebels in Afghanistan is expected to be underplayed by the Soviet news coverage and 

supported by the U.S. news media. The news coverage of the events in Afghanistan by 

the Soviet press is expected to be more upbeat, lacking graphic depiction of the 

casualties, undermining the role of the resistance to the regime supported by the Soviet 

Union. In contrast, the U.S. coverage of Afghanistan will be critical of the Soviet 

involvement, full of graphic depiction of casualties and atrocities. 

The news coverage of the events in Chechnya is expected to offer multiple 

opinions on the covered events, although Russian coverage is expected to be less critical 

of the policies of the Russian government as compared to the American coverage based 

on the assumptions of the theory of the social conflict, propaganda model, and model of 

the influence on the media content. The underlying support for interventions in 

Afghanistan and Chechnya as expressed in the general tone of the articles is also expected 

to differ in Russian and the U.S. coverage of the conflicts. Izvestia's coverage will be 



more positive towards intervention in both Afghanistan and Chechnya than the. New York 

,Times coverage. 

-. ... . 

1.7 Method of Analysis 

To answer the above questions, a content analysis of the articles published by the 

New York Times and -1zvestia was conducted. The time periods for the selected samples 

were December 1979 - April 1985 (the advent of Michail dorbachev to power) for 

Afghanistan, and November 1994 - August 1996 for Chechnya (signing of the peace 
! 

accord). 

The articles from Izvestia regarding Chechnya and Afghanistan conflicts were 

counted using back issues of the newspapers available on microfilm. Izvestia's coverage 

consisted of 485 articles, which discussed Afghan conflict and 584 articles devoted to 

Chechen conflict. The New York Times articles regarding Afghanistan were obtained 

using the New York Times index and amounted to 7 12, while articles about Chechnya 

were extracted from the New York Times CD-ROM database and totaled 68 1. 

The sample consisting of 60 articles for each time period was randomly selected. 

Two trained coders coded each of the four samples. The reliability of the coding was 

assessed after the coding was complete. The unit of the analysis in the study was the 

newspaper article. The results of the study revealed significant differences in news 

coverage of conflicts in Afghanistan and Checnya by Izvestia and the New York Times. 



Chapter 2 

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW 

The advent of Michael Gorbachev to power in the Soviet Union in 1985 and his 

promotion-of reforms ushered revolutionary changes in all aspects of life in the Soviet 

Union, the liberation of Eastern Europe from the Soviet influence, and the demolition of 

the Berlin wall, which symbolized the end of the Cold War. The new Gorbachev policies 

of perestroika and glasnost affected economic, political, social, and cultural spheres of 

life in the Soviet Union, and signaled the end,of 40 years of confrontation between the 

East and the West. The era of the Cold War was over. The irreversible nature of the 

reforms resulted in the demise of the Soviet Union itself, the collapse of the Communist 

Party and communist ideology with its rigid mechanisms of control. Mass media are one 

of the areas where the system of control has been changed. This chapter examines the 

changes in the economy, foreign and domestic policies of the Soviet Union and the 

subsequent effects of those changes on the media and news coverage. The conflicts in 

Afghanistan and Chechnya present a cBmparative framework~that reflects the changes of 

the mechanisms of control in the Soviet Union. The position and brief history of the 



Russian newspaper Izvesriaand the New York Times along withthe U.S. media in a 

comparative context to Russian media are discussed. 

2.1 Change in Russia 

Someone who had visited the Soviet Union in the 1960s, 1970s, and even 1980s, 

would have difficulty recognizing modem Russia by the end of this century. One would 

remember dilapidated buildings, gloomy faces of people in the streets, empty store 

shelves, gigantic billboards with Communist slogans placed, and an overall atmosphere 

of depression, stagnation and despair underneath the veneer of prosperity, happiness and 

carefree society. Russia in the 1990s is a country with an enormous economic potential, a 

developing market economy, and changing social, political, and cultural scenes. Once 

dingy streets are now full of bright lights, colorful Western advertisements, and well- 

dressed people. And although the newly adopted capitalism has brought about some 

negative consequences such as a widening gap between rich and poor and the elimination 

of state guaranteed wages, not many Russians would want to go back to the years of the 

Communist Party's totalitarian rule (Shalnev,, 1993). 

It is well known that the changes in Russia started in April 1995 with the coming 

of Mikhail Gorbachev to the post of the Secretary General of the Communist Party. 

Gorbachev's reforms put an end to 40 years of the Cold War, mufual mistrust and 

animosity between the Soviet Union and United States, and initiated the policies of 

disarmament, negotiation and openness to the discussion of major international and 

domestic problems. 



The cumulative economic, political and international decline of the role of the 

Soviet Union under Brezhnev, combined with the lack of technological progress and the 

stagnation in ecqnomic and political spheres, led to a reassessment of the major 

assumptions on which the policies of the Soviet Union were based. This resulted in 
'* 

Gorbachev's introduction of a range of policies, principal of which was perestroika. 

Perestroika was the term used to describe the process of change. It might be 

translated as restructuring, radical reform, or revolutionary transition. Lane (1992) called 

perestroika a comprehensive and theoretically based theory of change. Perestroika 

included several mobilizing strategies: stimulation of individual and group self-interest, 

glasnost and public criticism, democratiiation, law and control. 

2.1.1 Economic Reforms 

Uskorenie (which means rapid growth), Gorbachev's'policy of economic reform, 

included modernization of industries by accelerated investment in new technology and 

the introduction of new techniques from the defenselindustrial sector (Jones, 1989), and 

increased resources devoted to consumer production so as to provide a higher standard of 

living. The transformation of the planned economy into a more efficient one, by 

decentralizing its planning and administrative structures, introducing market mechanisms 

and encouraging private enterprises, were .among major goals of the economic reform. 

The key difference between capitalist and socialist societies is that under 

socialism, most of economic activity (production, distribution and exchange) is under 

state ownership and control (Jones, 1989). This system'of state ownership and control is 
! 



rooted on Marxism, which claims that "political power and controi and exploitation" are 

founded in private ownership of the means of production (Lane, 1992, p. 16). 

Under communism there was no competition for profit, no risk of going out of 

business. Wages, benefits and social security were guaranteed by the state (Lane, 1992; 

Jones, 1989). Productivity levels as well as employment rates were the responsibility of 

the state (Jones, 1989). Gorbachev intended to give more power to individuals and 

groups, establish and support private enterprises (cooperatives and joint ventures with 

foreign companies), encourage small businesses and decentralize the economy in general. 

The reforms have brought the desired results to some degree. The rate of foreign 

investment in Russia is rising. There are hundreds of foreign companies operating in the 
I 

Soviet Union. The elimination of the mechanism of the state control and ownership of 

the majority of the enterprises continues to bring about positive outcomes,such as greater 

availability of con'sumer products and services, and flourishing small business. But the 

success of economic reforms would not be possible without radical changes in the 

political and social spheres. 

2.1.2 Democratization and Pluralism 

The policy of democratization as adopted as a transitionary stage to democracy 

and intended to involve the masses in public affairs and restrict the government's power. 

The objective of the policy was to place more authority into the hands of citizens and 

local organizations (Lane, 1992). Pluralism of opinion was a new concept for the Soviet 

Union, which was accustomed to the domination of Party dogma and decrees. Pluralism 



of opinion is the "essence of civil society with itsright for free associationof individuals" 

(Lane, 1992, p. 22); it also includes toleration of dissent and the creation of independent 

political parties that may compete for power (Lane, 1992). 
I 

The right of association, the rlght-of free speech, the right to campaign and the 

responsiveness of government to the needs of the people are essential components of a 

democratic society. Gorbachev's reforms intended to implement those rights in practice 

rather than just on paper as it had been during the 70 years of the Soviet Union. To 

promote the pluralism of ideas, some new and foreign for the Soviet society concepts 

needed to be taken into account; .One of those concepts was individual responsibility for 

one's actions. Contrary to the West, Russian and Soviet ideals emphasized the collective: 

Individual rights and freedoms along with responsibilities were not an important value 

either in pre-Revolutionary Russia or the Soviet Union (Lane, 1992). The state claimed 

ultimate authority in many areas of life that are considered private domain in the West 

such as practice of religion, national traditionsand customs (Lane, 1992). Any 

opposition to the Communist Party and its policies was "considered harrnful to the 

general interest of working class and to the triumph of world communism" (Lane, 1992). 

Gorbachev's policies of democratization and pluralism of opinions intended to eradicate 

the notion of infallibility of the Communist Party, to move democracy forward and to 

create tolerance for opposition. Glasnost was a cornerstone in the implementation of 

democratization and pluralism. 



2.1.3 Glasnost 

Glasnost, means openness, public criticism and access to information. It 

"legitimates the articulation of individual group interests and the answerability of 

decision makers to criticism" (Lane, 1992, p. 14). Inthe Soviet Union social regulation 

was exercised through the biased selection and presentation of information, suppression 

of opposing facts and opinions, therefore exposing the population to a "constant stream of 

politically approved messages" and prohibiting other views and opinions (Lane, 1992, p. 

3 15). Mass media, being an important source for the distribution of Party-approved 

information, were under strict state control, and were incapable of presenting views 

contrary to official opinion. In Gorbachev's opinion, the mass media "rather than being 

merely a conduit for the transmission of government policies, have the responsibility to 

articulate a spontaneously expressed range of views" '(Lane, 1992, p. 14). Thus, glasnost 

entails a pluralism of points of views rather than centralized and controlled media. 

Lane (1992) suggested that the Soviet system of media control had three major 

constraints that determined the content of the mass media; First, mass media messages 

ideologically .had to reflect the socialist values of the Soviet society. Second, ideological 

correctness of messages was exercised through government censorship. Third, 

originators of media messages were restricted to organs having the approval of the 

government. These and other constraints will be explained in more detail later in the 

\I 
chapter. 

Glasnost along with democratization and pluralism played a key role in the 

process of radical change of the control system over the media, as well as in emergence of 
I 



new independent media outlets, and expression of opposing views in the media content. 

This thesis addresses some of the changes in its investigation of the coverage of two 

international conflicts. The assumption is that the eradication of the strict control system 

over media's daily operations will be manifested in news coverage. News coverage of 

conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya may also reflect changes made in foreign policy 

and relations between the Soviet Union and United States. 

2.2 Change in U.S. - Russian Relations and Foreign Policy 

One of the main changes that occurred under Gorbachev was a shift in priority 

away from foreign policy toward domestic concerns (Lane, 1992). This change in 

priorities not only brought about the structural transformation of governmental 

organizations and the allocation of resources, but also had a major effect on perception of 

the Soviet Union as a fierce enemy ready to strike the West. Gorbachev stressed the 

necessity of discarding old approachesin favor of new policies more appropriate "to the 

urgent realities of our time" (Hough, 1989, p. 10). Gorbachev proposed a policy of "new 

thinking" that became a centebiece of Soviet foreign policy program (Marantz, 1989); 

Five major elements constitute the core of "new thinking" policy about East-West 

relations. 

(1) A new to,ne and orientation in discussion of foreign policy in the Soviet Union. 

Gorbachev intentionally avoided talking about the "unchanging truths of Marxism- 

Leninism" (Marantz, 1989, p. 19). To the contrary, he encouraged the search for 

innovative and constructive approaches that were aimed at finding "equitable solutions to 



the world problems" (Gorbachev, 1988) and proclaimed that "profound changes must 

take place in the political thinlung of mankind." 

(2) A new sense of urgency about the nature of the nuclear threat hanging over 

'humanity. Gorbachev emphasized that no country would be able toescape the disastrous 

consequences of the nuclear explosion therefore, the efforts of countries all over the 

world should be directed toward prevention of use of nuclear weapons. 

(3) An emphasis ori the impbrtance of international interdependence. Gorbachev 

argued that global problems such as environmental degradation and resource scarcity 

threaten "the very foundations of the existence of civilization" (Gorbachev, 1988). 

(4) A new conception of international security. Gorbachev emphasized 

multilateral cooperation and reliance upon the political process instead of by means of a 

military build-up of political practice, or what he called "ensuring security by political 

means." The recognition of the need for mutual security and acknowledgment of the 

existence of a connection between Soviet and American security interests such as the 

mutual fight against terrorism, drug trafficlung,.and weapon control. Gorbachev had 

articulated that it is in the Soviet Union's own interest to gain a deeper understanding of 

the West's security needs and refrain from policies that other countries find threatening to 

their sovereignty (Gorbachev, 1988). 

(5) The adoption of a new verbal formulation to characterize Soviet military 

doctrine. Gorbachev used the concept of "reasonable sufficiency" to describe that 

strategy. In his view the Soviet Union should not aspire to military superiority over the 



West as it had for many decades before Gorbachev. Moreover, he emphasized that what 

was needed was sufficient military strength in case of an attack against the Soviet Union. 

The idea of "non-offensive defense" was also proposed. It suggested that countries 

should restructure their armed forces so that their own territory can be defended without 

posing a threat to other nations (Hough, 1989). Gorbachev was concerned with the 

possible spread of national conflicts to the territories of neighboring countries, and 
/ 

therefore involuntary involvement into a military conflict. The changes in the outlooks 

and Soviet military doctrine brought some positive outcomes such as the following: 

(a) pulling all Soviet troops out o'f Eastern Europe; . 

(b) the destruction of the Berlin Wall; 

(c) permission of travel and unrestricted emigration (Lane, 1992); 

(d) abandonment of the costly investment in SS-20 missiles; 

(e) a treaty agreement on an intermediate-range nuclear forces (INF) which required the 

Soviet Union to give up many more missiles than the U.S.; 
,-- 

(f) allowing an on-site verification as part of the INF treaty; 

(g) official acknowledgment that the ~ovie ' t  intervention in ~ f ~ h a n i s t a n  was a costly error 

and the consequent withdrawal of the troops; 

(h) becoming a more constructive member of the international community by assuming a? 

more efficient role in the United Nations, improving ties with the European Economic 

Community, seeking association with major economic organizations such as the 

International Monetary Fund and the World Bank (Hough, 1989; Lane, 1992). 



Instead of stressing struggle against imperialism, Gorbachev emphasized the need for 

cooperation with other nations. The confrontational "us-versus-them" imagery was 

superseded by a new vision where the "civilization is viewed as equally menaced by the 
- .  - 

danger of accidental nuclear wars, by an arms race and environmental disasters" (Lane, 

The shift of priorities in the Soviet foreign policy, the acceptance of the new vision of 

the role of the Soviet Union in the world after the Cold War were reflected in the mass 

media. It was an important development for the mass media to be able to express public 

criticism of the Soviet foreign policy. Among the criticisms of the past were issues of the 

Soviet missiles in Cuba, intervention in Afghanistan, interference in the domestic policies 

in Czechoslovakia and Hungary, conflicts with Communist China, participation in the 

Korean War in thel950s. 

The access to previously classified information combined with the ability of the 

media to express a variety of opinions on different foreign and domestic policies issues 

provides an opportunity to test the hypotheses of this study regarding the comparison of 
. 

the news coverage of the conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya. But first, the brief 

description of the conflicts is needed. 

2.3 The Conflict in Afghanistan 

During the last week of December 1979, the Soviet Union began an intervention 

in Afghanistan that lasted almost ten years. It was the first time that the soviet Union had 

intervened militarily outside the Eastern bloc since World War II. The goal of the 



(. intervention was a replacement of the Afghan President Amin with a communist leader, 

Babrak Karmal. Soviet leaders claimed that the Soviet troops were invited by the Afghan 

president Arnin because of the supposed danger to the Afghan revolution from the U.S., 

whichiLallegedly planned the assault of the Persian ~ u l f ;  (Kakar, 1995). It was argued 

that this alleged danger prompted Arnin to request Soviet military weapons on- a large 

scale. In reality, neither Amin nor his Revolutionary Council had invited Soviet troops 

into Afghanistan (Kakar, 1995). 

Along with weapons, Soviet military experts had been sent to assist in training the 

Afghan army. Both the experts and the weapons were just preparative steps for the 

intervention. Afghan president Amin failed to understand that the Soviet leaders 

preferred compliant Afghanistan, and not a country that attempted to make contacts with 

neighboring Palustan, which was supported by the United States (Kakar, 1995). Amin 

had tried to conduct "balance" politics by having good relations with both the Soviet 

Union and Pakistan. Soviet leaders assumed that because of the disarray in the official 

party in Afghanistan, which had been split into many fractions, their presidential 

candidate Karmal would easily win popularity. On the contrary, the Soviet invasion 

ignited the joint opposition of the Islamic parties that were previously d,ormant (Kakar, 

,1995). 

The hopes of the Soviet government for a short intervention and establishment of 

a new compliant and popular government were not realized. Instead, the Soviets met 
./- 

extreme resistance from Afghan rebels who were supported by Pakistan, the U.S.,. China 

and other countries. The war lasted for almost ten years with thousands of killed and 



2.4 The Conflict in Chechnya i 

This part of the chapter presents the historical background of the Caucasus region 
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(Chechnya is a part of Caucasus), the history of the centuries-long confrontation between 

chechnyi and Russia (both Tzarist and Soviet). It also provides information about the 

development of and reasons behind the conflict between. Russian and Chechnya that had 
, 

evolved into a two-year war. 

The Caucasus region is probably the most v&ed area in the world with regard to 

ethnic and linguistic composition of its population (Gad& De Wad, 1997; Gammer, 

1995). In total, about seventy aboriginal ethnic groups are to be found in the Caucasus 

speaking languages belonging to three different linguistic families (Turkic, Iranian, Ibero- 

. 
. 

. wounded on both sides. The Soviet invasion had major international repercussions in 

< 

relations with the United States. The U.S. boycotted the Moscow Summer Olympics in 
, 

i 
1980 and initiated grain embargo as retribution. 

. .  . ' -1 .  Dece-mber of 1989, the Soviet Supreme Council declared the dispatch of troops 

to Afghanistah unconstitutional. The decision to invade Afghanistan "was made by a - 

small circle of people in violation of the Soviet constitution, according to which such 

matters belong to the jurisdiction of the higher state bodies" (Kakar, 1995, p. 74). With 

this statement, the Soviet Union officially admitted that the invasion of Afghanistan was a 

po1itic.d and military mistake. 

News coverage of the events in Afghanistan under investigation in this study is . 

compared to news coverage of Russian intervention into Chechnya a decade later. 



Caucasian). This diversity was clearly reflected in the political and administrative 

division of the Caucasus during Soviet rule. The area was distributed among four union 

republics: Armenia, Georgia, Azerbaijan, and the Russian Federation. Azerbaijan is the 

. .. . 

only ~ u i i i m  republic in.the region and the 'first to be-involved ln an ethnic war for the 

small territory of Nagorny Karabakh with Armenia. Many current interethnic problems in 

the Caucasus region were originated by the Russian authoritarian policy of separation 

nations into different republics and denying their right for autonomy. Abkhazia, North 

Ossetia, and Chechnya are among the regions that were rife with conflict. 

The common culture of the Caucasus nations has been classified as belonging to 

the nomadic-patriarchal type (Gammer, 1995). This type of society entails the division of 

thepopulation along patrilineal lines into extended families, clans, and tribes (Gaal & De 

Wad, 1997). Those divi'sions lie at the foundation of the political, social, and economic 

structure of the region. Elders are treated with utmost respect, consulted on various 

issues, traditionally elected into local ind federal government, and havea decision 
. - 

making'role in the North Caucasus society (Gaal & De Wad, 1997; Gammer, 1995; 

Lieven, 1998); Family and family pride are vital for Caucasus people, and some of the 

family or clan feuds can last for centuries (Gad & De Wad, 1997). At the same time, 

this type of society and culture has three major characteristics that operate in the direction 

'of extreme fragmentation (Gammer, 1995): (a) the Caucasus people exercise zealous 

vigilance over personal and group freedoms and exhibit strong rejection of any authority 

external to kin-group, 



(b) men are raised to be warriors, and (c) vicious blood feuds may go on for generations 

and ruin entire communities. 

There are some unifying factors as well. The first unifying factor is Islam. The 
i 

majority of the mountaineers, as they call themselves, are Sunni Muslims. The history of 

common struggle against Russian conquest. and rule is another unifying factor. Russian 

imperlal and Soviet rule strengthened and added to both diversity and unity among the 

Caucasus nations (Gad & De Waal, 1997; Gokay, 1998). During the Soviet rule, the 

national identities of numerous nations within the Soviet Union had been ignored; 

national problems and conflicts were silenced, concealed, and suppressed. 

The shared suffering at the hands of both the Russian imperial and the Soviet 

authorities brought most of the Northern Caucasus nations together. On the other hand, 

the "divide and rule" policies of the both Russian and Soviet authorities induced divisions 

and frictions among the.nations (Gokay, 1998). Stalin's policy divided the nations into 

artificially created nationalities by establishing separate autonomies with only vertical ties 

to Moscow and no, local connection. This meant that any connection on the ofhcial level 

between two local autonomies could only be made through Moscow (Gammer, 1995). 

The borders of the different autonomies were delineated in such a way as to prevent the 

dominant nationality from being concentrated on their homeland. In order to do so, 

ethnic groups were divided between different autonomous units and the "quota" of 

minorities, especially Russian, was maintained (Gammer, 1995; Flernrning, 1998). 

Consequently, the Northem Caucasus is rife with conflict, some long-standing and some 

developed more recently. 



Conflicts in the Caucasus region fall into two categories between ethnic groups, 

between central authorities and the ethnic groups. The disintegration of the Soviet Union 
\ 

resulted in the intensification of conflicts. In the Northern Caucasus, Moscow is still 

regarded by the locals as an "old empire in a new guise" (Gammer, 1995). Russian 

intervention in recent local conflicts only supported its traditional imperial role in the 

.region. Moscow was not ready-to disengage from the larger Caucasus region for strategic 

.and economic reasons. Moreover, any concession of the Northern Caucasus might create 

a "domino effect" in other areas of the former Soviet Union. Before the Russian-Chechen 

war, there were three major conflicts in the Northern Caucasus: in North Ossetia, in 

Dagestan and in Georgia. The Chechens were involved in all three conflicts alongside 

their neighbors as volunteer fighters. 

Chechens are believed to be the .most combative and easy to ignite among the 

Caucasus peoples (Gad & De Waal, 1997; Lieven, 1998). Chechens play a major part in 

nearly every resistance movement between mountaineers and Russia since the beginning 
i 

of Russian expansion into the Northern Caucasus in 1785 (Gokay, 1998). The struggle 

was particularly intense in the uprisings of 1863; 1877-78, and the establishment of the 

short-lived independent "Mountain Republic" in 1918. Local uprisings against the Soviet 

authorities recurred in Chechnya in the 1930s and 1940s, and even in the late 1970s (Gad 

rC 
& De Waal, 1997; Gammer, 1995; Lieven, 1998). Following Stalin's orders, almost 

400,000 Chechens were deported from their land to barren steps of Kazakhstan with no 

hope of return (Hemming, 1998). Their houses and land were given to Russian families. 

Only thirteen years later and with one-third ofthe Chechen population dead from cold, 



hunger, and diseases, Chechens were allowed to return to their homeland (Gaal & De 

Wad, 1997; Lieven, 1998). The painful memory of the deportation of the entire 'Chechen 

population is still alive in every Chechen family (Flemming, 1998). 

The most recent confrontation that eventually evolved into the two-year war under 

study in this investigation started with the declaration of the independence of the Chechen 

republic from Russian influence in 199 1, after the failed putsch in Moscow on August 1% 

21. Boris Yeltsin, who before the elections supported Jokhar Dudaev, the newly elected 

Chechen president, decreed the referendum of independence by the Chechen people 

illegal, and launched an economic blockade (which was never fully implemented) and a 

media campaign against Chechnya (Gammer, 1995). For three years (1991-1994), Russia 

pretended that Chechnya did not exist by not recognizing the Chechen parliament's 
, 

declaration ofindependence. In December of 1994, after several weeks of intensive 

1; debates in the Russian parliament that mainly protested military involvement in 

1 Chechnya, .Russian troops entered Grozny, the Chechen capital. President Yeltsin had 
! 

promised that the Chechens would surrender in a few hours without major casualties 

(Gaal & De Wad, 1997; Lieven, 1998). It did not happen; The Russian-Chechen war 

lasted almost two years and cost more than 30,000 Chechen and Russian lives (Gaal & 

De Wad, 1997; Lieven, '1998). Both parties signed a peace agreement in summer of 

1996. Chechnya is believed by.journalists and observers of the war to be deeply 

tormented by the war (Gad & De7Waal, 1997; Nikolaev, 1996; Lieven, 1998). 

However, as a result of the war, Chechnya has to rebuild most of its cities, towns, 

and industries. Russia is left with tremendous financial expenses for the reconstructi0.n of 
I 
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the destroyed republic, a tainted international reputation for the military intervention, and 

a spiritually demoralized army. This study examines media coverage of the Russian 

intervention into Chechnya, and compares coverage of the events in Chechnya to events 

in Afghanistan during the Soviet invasion. 

2.5 History of Media in Russia 

This section of the.chapter discusses the history of the mass media in the Soviet 

Union and changes in the media system made during the years of the Gorbachev reforms 

(1985-1991). The effects the reforms had on media coverage and the media system as a 

whole are also addressed. 

2.5.1 Media Research in the Soviet Union 

The prohibition of discussion and research on the mass media was imposed by the 

Communist system and its propaganda machine as early as the 1920s. The lack of 

research in all humanities and social science was a problem, though the situation in 

journalism might be worse because of the ideological supervision of the. Communist Party 

(Androunas, 1991; Androunas, 1993). All research in Soviet society was framed and 

\ 

limited in such a way that it could not deal with the basic principles of the system. The " 

major scholarly-efforts were directed to prove. the veracity of Marxist dogma. As an 
I 

integral part of the system, the media played an important role in the dissemination of the 
- 

propaganda. Soviet people were as much victims of the Soviet disinformation as were 

foreign governments and citizens. Internal disinformation was used chiefly to protect and 
I 



heighten the image of the leadership, to cover up errors of the leaders, and to discredit 

and humiliate those who disagreed too openly with Soviet policies. 

2.5.2 Mechanisms of Control 
\ 

In the totalitarian Soviet economy, dl production was centrally planned and all 

products were centrally distributed. The media were among them. The media were 

centrally supplied, financed, and distributed among the regions of the Soviet Union. The 

ideological purity of'published material was strictly controlled on all levels by the 

Communist party and its physical existence was supported by the government budgets 

and supplies. The party was an absolute ideological monopoly in the Soviet Union. It 

was the largest owner of printing plants and the largest publisher. The profits from 

publishing were among the major revenue sources in the Communist Party budget 

(Androunas, 1993).. 

The Communist party exercised diversified means of control over the mass media 

system. In the hierarchical Soviet system, party committees and their newspapers had not 

only the right but also the obligation to supervise all other publications at the same or 

lower level. The press was entirely subordinated to the party (Shalnev, 1993). The 

foremost obligation of the media was to defend the interests of the Communist Party and 

support its policies. 

The media system served party-government elite rather than the audience. The 

Communist Party determined the media's well being and prosperity. ,The major function 

of the media was the promotion of ideological uniformity asdictated by official doctrine. 



All editors-in-chief were selected and appointed by the party committees and were 

subordinated to them. Personnel policy was the cornerstone of the system; it kept 

everything under control, from the very top to the very bottom (Androunas, 1993). The 
I 

~ovietmedia- were a party-state monopoly, that influenced all aspects of their activities: 

(a)-financial monopoly -- centralized allocation of resources from the top to the bottom; 

' (b) personnel monopoly -- centralized appointment of higher-ranking officers and editors; 

(c) administrative monopoly -- centralized distribution of power, equipment and other 

resources; (d) ideological monopoly; and (e) political monopoly. 

2.5.3 Censorship 
... 

One of the principal instruments of control was censorship. In the Soviet Union, 

taboo information was not .limited to state and military issues. It included criticism of 

ideological dogma such as Leninist and Marxist theories (Androunas, 1993). In the West, 

most information is available to society as mandated by the Freedom of Information Act. 

Only a small portion is classified. In the Soviet Union, the proportion was just the 

opposite. In most cases, information was classified to conceal inefficiency and misdeeds. 

Strict information control was designed to guarantee that in the mass media, the Soviet 

Union. would appear to be a prosperous society with popular leadership, an efficient 

economy, a high standard of living, a low level of crime, a flourishing culture, and 
.-. 

interethnic harmony (Ganley, 1996). 
I- 

Among the facts kept secret were animals stricken with an exotic strain of foot- 

and-mouth disease and sheep stricken with Nairobi disease (Androunas, 1993). Military 



officials concealed,information about the violent incidents (murder, suicide, maiming). 

After the Chernobyl disaster, the statistics and all data about. the incident, and its 

consequences were classified. Russian media were also reluctant to cover the domestic 

natural disasters, accidents, crime, and similar events. The rationale for not covering 

these events was that it might suggest the wrong kind of behavior and would undermine 

the positive role models the media must portray (Ganley, 1996; Mickiewicz, 1988). 

During the years of the Gorbachev reforms, ideological censorship was lifted; 

however, elements of political censorship related to the publication of sensitive 
I, 

information that the authorities would like to conceal continued in the official media, 

although the diversity of media voices made censorship more difficult (Androunas, 1993). 

Now, censorship is not allowed by the law, but practiced by mutual agreement between 

censors and editors (Androunas, 1993). Nevertheless, the reforms of glasnost and 

pluralism brought about diversity of opinions on different issues, criticism of the state 

policies and debates on important issues such as military intervention of Chechnya. 

2.5.4 Media System- and Journalistic Values 

Before perestroika the entire media system was under control of the Communist .- 

party. Journalists and editors were defenseless against the establishment because nothing 

pronounced by the voice of the highest communist party authorities could be criticized or 

disputed. The media system stayed basically unchanged for decades (Androunas, 199 1 ; 

Androunas, 1993; Ganley, 1996). Journalism ethics were unknown. Party-mindedness 

and interests were the chief principles that guided everyday work in journalism. 
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Journalists had been taught to promote support for the government. It was not a question 

of ideological conviction or moral principles, rather a question of survival (Androunas, 

1993). 

Information was viewed as propaganda that needed to be properly interpreted in 

order for the public to understand it correctly. Ideology was a sacred Party domain. 

Students in journalism schools were supposed to say and write what was expected from 

them. Those who dared to violate the rule were immediately expelled. Consequently, the 

main le$son that students of journalism learned was one of cynicism. Independence, 
I 

opposing views and a critical approach were not viewed as professional values. On the 

contrary, conformity and loyalty provided the most reliable foundation for a successful 

career. The journalist's role was to be a mouthpiece of the Communist Party (Androunas, 

1993) and not the independent provider of information. 

2.5.5 The Effect of the.Communist Party Control on Media and Beyond 

Several generations of people were raised under the pressure of Communist 

dogma. According to them, party decrees and resolutions determined social and political 

development. A party decree could initiate or terminate major construction projects such 

as BAM, a railroad crossing Siberia. Thousands of people can receive or lose jobs 

because of the caprice of Party officials. The Soviet people got accustomed to being told 

what to do and what to avoid. 

Ideology was the main criterion that determined the acceptability of industrial, 

social and political projects. Media were no exception. The Soviet public was 



accustomed to reading biased, one-sided.infomation, rather than facts they could 

interpret for themselves (Androunas, 1993). Diversity of views and opinions in the mass 

media came as a shock to people who had lived in. a one-dimensional news world and did 

not have the habit of independent thinking (Izyumov, 1993). - - .- .. - 

2.5.6 Change in the Media 

The totalitarian system could exist only within rigid structures that bounded all 

spheres of life with no exceptions. Once these structures weakened, the whole media 

system collapsed. It is an illusion, however, to expect that media designed to serve a 

totalitarian regime could become democratic information outlets overnight. The new 

political situation ushered in tremendous pressures on the print media. Neither editors,- 

nor journalists were ready to face the new realities that liberation from ideological control 

brought. 

The mass media of the Soviet Union were instrumental in the radical changes that 
/ 

reconfigured the country. Gorbachev's live interviews that encouraged the discussibn of 

problems faced by average people, tele-bridges between the Soviet Union and the United 

States, and live broadcasts of Communist Party conferences, all affectedthe change in the 

control mechanisms over the mass media. New programs generated wide popular support 

for the democratic movement that overpowered the ruling mechanism of the Communist 

system. It was a dialectic process: by liberating themselves, the mass media were 

bringing about the liberation of the people and the people in turn demanded freedom of 

the press and supported independent media voices (Androunas, 1993). Glasnost formed a 



new social climate by allowing people to say what they believe. At a junction of 

ideological, political and economic issues, the mass media present a unique reflection of 

Soviet society in transition (Androunas, 1993). 
. . 

2.5.7 Media System during Perestroika 

The Russian government during perestroika inherited authority over the entire 

mass media system from the Communist party. & the absence of strong democratic 

traditions, the level of press freedom and degree of state interference in the mass media 

are fully determined by political forces. Media tend to subsume to the government. 

Media that were formerly controlled by an ideological monopoly, are now affected by the 

government structures that still have a monopoly in newsprint production, printing plant 

ownership and distribution (Androunas, 1993). 

The relationship between the Russian government and the major media outlets has 

changed. Once having full control over the media, the government is now forced to resort 

to various tactics of persuasion and pressure (Jensen, 1993). Nevertheless, the situation is 

beneficial for the mass media. There is private investment into newly established radio 

stations, newspapers, magazines and TV channels. There are a number of joint ventures 

between foreign and Russian compa&es that produce music, film, and TV programs. In 

the print media, the exchange of information became relatively common. 



2.5.8 Lawofthepress 

The law of the press and other mass media adopted by the Soviet legislature in 

June of 1990 was the first legal document in the history of the Soviet Union to regulate 
.. . .  . 

mass media. The proclamation by the law that "the press and other mass media are free" . 

did not guarantee freedom of the press, but indicated that the monopoly of Communist 

ideology was over. It acknowledged the fact that legal mechanisms and not, Party decrees 

and resolutions would regulate mass media management. The compromising nature of 

the law could not help but provoke d,isagreements and conflicts in the process of its 

implementation. 

All media were supposed to be registered by their founders (owners or controlling 

structures). There were no problems with new publications, but the registration of 

existing publications provoked quite a number of conflicts. Conflicts emerged because of 

the ambiguity in the precise location of the owner in a country where almost everything 

belonged to the party-state symbiosis. 

The staff of many long existing newspapers and magazines, especially the most 

popular and profitable, applied for the registration as their "founders" (Androunas, 1993). 

Although, there was not an exact legal definition of a founder, the founder has important 

rights such as: determining the political line of a publication and appointing or dismissing 

the editor-in-chief, and suspending publication. 



2.5.9 Economic Changes 

Wi'th the disintegration of the Communist Party, financial support for the press 

disappeared. The critical factor was rising production and distribution. Editors and . . 

journalists appealed to the government to subsidizetheir newspapers not realizing the ' 

vulnerability of t h s  situation and the risk of losing independence. President Yeltsin. 

issued a decree that subsidized newsprint and delivery. 

In the new economic situation, managers of the state-owned enterprises, especially 

if they have the support of the government, can easily become actual owners of real 

estate, news media, or printing plants at a symbolic price. While in the West control of 

money sertes as a basis of political power, now in Russia, political connections and 

access to state ownership are easily converted into private ownership (Androunas, 1993). 

The process of restructuring of ownership' of media outlets is far from being complete. 

Izvestia's conflict with the Supreme Soviet over the ownership of the newspaper is an 

example of a dispute between the state and the mass media. This conflict will be 

discussed later. 

Overall, there have been tremendous changes in the media system in Russia. 

From the government-sponsored, ideology-based. and Communist Party-controlled, 

Russian media are now as diverse as the major Western European countries (Shalnev, 

,1993).   here are publications for all sorts of interests from golf to country music. The 

media are not afraid to voice their opinion and criticize government policies. There is 

open public debate about most important issues in Russian society such as social security, 

wages in arrears, rnehical insurance and ethnic conflicts. Media are searching for new 



sources of income such as the publication of Sunday issues, publications for young 

people, specialized publications (e.g. travel, cooking),and the attraction of advertisers. 

The investigation of news coverage of the Russian military intervention in 

Chechnya is a good test of the changes that occurred in the mass media. The assumption 

is that political, social and economic changes in the country and in the media system 

affect the news coverage of the events in Chechnya. The news coverage by Izvestia is 

expected to differ from comparative coverage of the events in Afghanistan and from news 

coverage by the New York Times. 

2.6 Izvestia 

Izvestia was founded in 1917 as the newspaper of the Petrograd Council of 

Workers, soldiers i d  Peasants. One of its first editors was Lenin's sister Maria 

Ulyanova. Under Stalin, the newspaper was dull like all other Soviet publications 

(Vachnadze, 1992). In the end of the 1950s, Izvestia had its renaissance when Alexey 

Adjubei, Khrushchev's son-in-law was appointed editor-in-chief. Under him, Izvestia 

became the Soviet Union's most powerful newspaper. In 1964, when Khrushchev was 

dismissed, Adjubei was also dismissed, but Izvestia conthued the pattern of excellence 

and technical proficiency. Izvestia was the organ of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet, 

a pinnacle of a system of municipalities, districts and republics that send deputies to 

represent them in Moscow. Because low levels of government are-interested in the 

matters that touch daily lives of people, Izvestia's editors devoted most of their reports to 

such matters as housing, leisure, culture, and not international affairs, defense, or national 



policies as emphasized by Pravda (Vachnadze, 1992). Izvestia was liked for its lighter 

content with articles about family life, sport, and entertainment news. 

A major conflict occurred in January of 1991, caused by the authorities' attempt to 

fire the first deputy editor-&-chief Igor ~ o l ~ m b i o v s k ~ .  This situation might.serve as in 

example of censorship exercised under glasnost after the Law on the Press was in force. 

The Supreme Soviet (publisher of Izvestia) suggested moving Igor ~ o l e m b i o v s k ~  to 

Spain. The journalists of Izvestia protested and demanded a meeting with Gorbachev. 

They said that the public would view. the replacement as the persecution of the 

independent media by the president (Vachnadze, 1992). A majority of staff members 

voted to keep Igor Golembiovsky in office (Vachnadze, 1992). 

A most bitter post-coup controversy developed between the Supreme Soviet and 

Izvestia. Immediately after the coup in August of 199 1, Izvestia's journalists requested 

the registration of the newspaper as an independent joint-stock company freeing it from 

its long-time tie tothe Supreme Soviet. Although the Supreme Soviet granted the 

registration, the speaker of the parliament never recognized the decision. This resulted in 

a lawsuit between the newspaper and the speaker. The newspaper was registered as both 

an entity of the Supreme Soviet, and as a private company, the assets of which belonged 

to its founding members. The struggle increased the difficulty for Izvestia's journalists in 

maintaining an objective line in relation to parliament members. 

Izvestia's editorial position was always more diverse in its opinions on political, 

social and cultural issues than was Pravda. Izvestia has been chosen for the study of the 



news coverage of the conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya due to its availability in the 

University of Delaware library. 

2.7 The U.S. Media as Comparative Context 
, 

According to the traditional' view, the mass media in the United States are 
I-. 

relatively free from government controls. Controls can be classified as government-press 

relationship factors, the organization of the media, professional ideology, marketplace 

and ownership. The fact that media in the United States are private enterprises that must 

make profit in order to survive in the market has consequences on the information that the 

media produce. 

2.8 The New York Times 
I 

The New York Times is the obvious choice for the study of the news coverage of 

two international conflicts. The New York Times is a routine channel for governmental 

leads and the.revelations "released by one agency or another looking for outside support 

(Gitlin, 1980). The New York Times plays a variety of key roles in national decision 

making and influences the perception of the events worldwide. 

The New York Times channels information directly to many other daily 

newspapers around the country. Journalists throughout the country "believe the Times 

and believe in it" (Gitlin, 1980, p. 299). The content of the New York Times influences 

the content of wire service stories, TV and radio news, and newsmagazines (Gitlin, 



In international affairs, the New York Times has a unique role "as a premier 

member of the elite press and plays an influential role in informing American leaders and 

interested members of citizenry on international affairsm(Malek, 1997, p. 228). 

- - .  
A; one'of the first researchers of presb and. foreign po 
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Chapter 3 

REVIEW OF RELEVANT RESEARCH 

I 

The news coverage of international conflicts differs from the news coverage of 

cultural, political and economic events in foreign countries. In time of a conflict, media 

have to confront government and military reservations regardingthe access to 

information about the conflict, which might be potentially damaging to the successful 

development of military operations. Media often depend on the military for the means of 

transportation and communication and have to comply with direct or indirect censorship 

of the available information by the military. Lack of reliable information from the 

location of the conflict might also create an inaccurate picture of the events. Countries' 

political, economic, and ideological interests also affect the news coverage of the 

international conflicts. This chapter examines the research on the news coverageof 

international conflicts and the relationship between military and the media. Research on 

news coverage of the intervention in Afghanistan and Chechnya is also discussed. 



3.1 News Coverage of International Conflicts 

As Winston Churchill said, "in a wartime truth is so precious that she should be 

always accompanied by a bodyguard of lies" (Cave-Brown, 1975, p. 10). For war 

reporting, the standard problem is in establishing the ratio between "news suppression, 

news inflection, and news invention" (Cooper, 1986, p. 8). Not only battles and military 

maneuvers but also political and economic issues are at stake. Not surprisingly in war 

reporting, often "truth is the first casualty" (Knightley, 1975). War reporting becomes a 

concern to the government and the military because it raises different questions in public 

agenda setting in protecting the national interests of the countries by gathering public 

support (Chrisco, 1995). 

News values of the domestic audiences often determined the international events 

that would be covered and the ones that would be ignored. Based on the analysis of 

news reports and editorials in nine U.S. newspapers for the pre-World-War period of 

1912- 1914, Brown (1937) concluded that the press failed to explain events sufficiently. 

He thought that the indifference of the American public to foreign affairs might be the 

reason for such inadequate news coverage. Canham (1943) criticized wartime reportage 

in connection with newspapers' "obligation to get the facts." Military and government 

sources were seen as the primary problems in restricting information. Canham (1943) felt 

that denying easy access to the sources of information and downplaying casualties were 

propaganda techniques used by the military. This situation illustrated the dilemma 

between the military need for secrecy and media's need to inform the public. As Canham 



(1943) put it, ".the military man properly must press on the side of suppression, the 

newspaper man properly must press on the side of the public's need to know" (p. 3 15). 

In his study of the editorials in the New York Times, Dewey (1967) provided an 
. .  - .  

assessment of American attitudes toward the Soviet Union during the beginning of the 

World War T[. His analysis uncovered that the New York Times, which has a reputation 

of the most "internationally-minded newspaper," which "historically created and reflected 

public opinion," (p. 65) failed to be consistent in its assessment of the events. 

Shipman (1983) described the situation when president Reagan criticized the 

media for "downbeat reporting" on U.S. policy in El Salvador prompting major 

newspapers to respond editorially, and the New York Times executive editor A. M. 

Rossenthal wentto El Salvador to assure unbiased reporting. U.S. media coverage of 

political situations in the Third World has been highly selective with Indonesia and El 

Salvador given little criticism on their human rights records because of their alliance with 

the U.S. (Downing, 1988; Herman, 1985). 

3.1.1 Comparative Newspaper Coverage of International Conflicts 

Numerous comparative studies of press coverage of international conflicts reveal 

that newspapers cover events differently based on their political affiliations, economic 

interests, ideological alliances, and editorial stance. Zaremba (1988) examined press 

reaction of six newspapers around the world to the 1973 Arab-Israeli War. The six 

newspapers in the study were: the Daily Graphic of Ghana, the Times of London of Great 

Britain, the Asahi Evening News of Japan, the Straits Times of Singapore, the Moscow 
r 



News of the Soviet Union, and the New York Times of the United States; Perceptual - 

divergences in the news coverage of the conflict based on the political and ideological 

alliances became apparent in Zaremba's content analysis of the media content. Arabs 

were-considered the-aggressors by the New York Times, Straits Times, Asahi Evening . . 

News, and London Times, while the Israelis were seen as the aggressor by the Moscow 

News and the Daily Graphic. zare&ba7s (1988) research stresses the importance of 

difference in perception and interpretation of specific events by countries that belong to 

different political and ideological camps based on the Cold War dichotomy of world 

influence. 

Chrisco's (1995) examination of six Middle Eastern newspapers demonstrated 

similar results pertaining to international reactions to the Gulf War. She analyzed Arab 

News of Saudi Arabia, Emirates News of United Arab Emirates, Jerusalem Post of 

Israel, Jordan Times of Jordan, Kayhan International of Iran, and Syria Times of Syria. 

Differences found in the news coverage of the Persian Gulf War might be attributed not 

only to religious, geopolitical, and governmental differences, but also to each 

newspaper's role and vision of their respective country in the context of the conflict. 

Jordan Times and Syria Times considered Iraq's invasion of Kuwait an inter-Arab 

problem that should be solved through Arab dialogue, and saw the United States as the 

aggressor by trying to further its interests in the region through intervention and sanctions 

policies. The Arab News and the Emirates News perceived themselves as potential 

victims of Saddam Hussien, and considered the U.S. as the defender and enforcer of the 

"world consensus." Kayhan International saw Iran as a potential mediator in the crisis, 



with the United States presented as an aggressor upon the entire region. Iraq was seen not 

only as an aggressor, but also as a victim of the U.S. manipulation. The Jerusalem Post 

approached the invasion of Kuwait by Iraq as a direct threat to Israel. The . Arab News, 

Emirates News and the Jerusalem Post represented nations that were considered allies of 

the United States and demonized Saddam, while the Jordan Times, Kayhan International 

and the Syria Times thought that Saddam Hussein was misguided, but did not demonize 

him overtly. 

Paletz and Vinson (1994) exarninedinternational news coverage.of the KAL 

Flight 007 incident. The newspapers in the study were the Durham Morning Herald 

(North Carolina), the Daily Times (Lagos, Nigeria), Dawn (Pakistan), the Times of India, 

Nuevo Diario (Nicaragua), and Pravda (the Soviet Union). The researchers suggested 

that by careful selection and interpretation of subjects and facts, and use of headlines to 

frame information, newspapers are capable of shaping their content to suit their own 

objectives according to their political and economic 'alliances. Even when newspapers 

had-to rely on the same agencies (Associated Press, Reuters, Agense France Presse) for 

information, newspaper editors were able to edit, combine and change stories that they 

received from providers to fit their own needs. The Durham Morning Herald and the 

Daily Time reported the U.S. explanation of the events of KAL Flight 007. Dawn was 

less trusting of the U.S. version, while Nuevo Diario and Pravda without a doubt ' 

believed that the Soviet explanation was accurate and the U.S. was falsifying information. 

The Times of lndia presented the most objective picture of the events by providing its 

readers with both the Soviet and Americah versions of the incident. - 



3.2 The News Coverage of the Post-Cold War World 

The collapse of Communism in Eastern Europe in 1989 and the breakup of the 

Soviet Union in 199 1 represented a dramatic change in the world's global structure and 
~.. . 

"shifted the power balance in international relations and coverage of the key players in 

foreign and domestic news around the world" (Chang, Wang & Chen, 1998, p. 277). 

Editors of a -1993 issue on "Global News after the Cold War9'.in the Media Studies 

Journal accentuated that the media's goal is to develop "a new overarching structure for 

covering news after the Cold War" (Vol. 7, p. xii). Scholars speak of a "so-called 

paradigm shift" wherein the "power of the press is being reconsidered" (Dennis, 199 1, p. 

47). Among other things, media need to "broaden coverage" (Graham-Yooll, 1993), to 

question "assumptions about coverage" (Gwertzman, 1993), and to create "new ways of 

reporting" the post-Cold War reality (Boccardi, 1993). For the U.S. media, the absence 

of specific cues from Washington makes the news media's repoking task more difficult 

(Hoge, 1993). 

The Cold War provided "benchmarks and navigation points" (Matlock, 1993), or 

what Hoge Jr. (1993) called "a predictable way of viewing the world for news coverage 

of international and domestic events. The end of the Cold War provides an excellent 

opportunity to pay more attention to such vctal international issues as environmental 

degradation, population explosion (Hoge Jr., 1993), and economic development of the 

Third World. Heuvel (1993) thought that by focusing on particular crises around the 

world, the media "pressure the government to act, and in this way, the end of the Cold 

War may have increased the media's ability to influence the national foreign policy 



agenda" (p. 16). The end of the Cold War also provides an opportunity to determine how 

different media systems represent both domestic and international news amidst the c 

structural changes on the global scale (Grosswiler, 1997; Chang, Wang & Chen, 1998). 

There are several stkdies that compared domestic and international news coverage 

after the Cold War (Lukosiunas, 199 1; Richter, 199 1 ; Chang, Wang & Chen, 1998). 

Lukosiunas (1991) found that the Christian Science Monitor and Izvestia looked their 

respective countries (the U.S. and the Soviet Union) with "mutual concern and goodwill 

instead of suspicion and fear" (p. 110). The neutral style of coverage by both newspapers 

became the dominant one. Chang, Wang and Chen (1998) discovered that American and 

Chinese national TV news networks have broadened their reports through a variety of . 

images within and across national borders. 
1 

3.2.1 The News Coverage of the International Conflicts in the Post-Cold World 

In spite of the end of the Cold War and the disintegration of the Soviet bloc, the 

world is riven by more'conflicts than it was during the forty years.of the Cold War. There 

are 48 ethnic conflicts simmering around the world according to Freedom Forumreport 

published in 1993. Most of these conflicts can be attributed to the forces that were 

unleashed when the balance between the Soviet Union and the United States dissolved, 

ending the confrontation between the two superpowers. 

Absence of an appropriate framework for news coverage in the post-Cold War 

world, and lack of cues from the government and foreign policy makers put reporters and 

editors in a situation where they are faced with the problem of deciding what is worth 
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covering and'why. The Republic of Georgia in the former Soviet Union had two rnini- 

Balkan conflicts in Abkhazia and Ossetia that received almost no media attention. At the 
\ 

same time the violence in the former Yugoslavia is minor in comparison with more than 
. . 

one million dead in the Iran-Iraq war, yet the media coverage of the former Yugoslavia 

has been significantly more extensive. The suffering in Sudan has been as horrifying as 

that in Somalia, yet Sudan has received little media attention (Freedom Forum Report, 

1993). In the world without confrontation of two major superpowers, the news coverage 

of the international conflicts changed as well. 

The world no longer can be looked upon as a bipdlar place divided into the 

spheres of influence of either the United States or the Soviet Union, and therefore the 

news coverage of the international events cannot be attributed to the legacy of the Cold 

War news coverage with its presentation of one-sided stories based on propaganda and 

accusations about the other side's wrong doings (Grosswiler, 1997). Nevertheless, the 

selectivity of the events to be covered along with the placement of the articles, space 

allocated in the newspaper and an emphasis on the particular issues, is a measure of 

influence of the audience in a desired direction (Hudson & Stanier, 1998). 

For forty years after the end of the World War 11, the balance between two 

superpowers, the U.S. and the Soviet Union, prevented the outbreak of hostilities among 

lesser nations under their influence. With the breakup of the Soviet Union, nations under 

its influence no longer felt controlled by Moscow;while those that "had been restrained 

by Washington now doubted the ability or the willingness of the United States to follow 

up their words with action" (Hudson & Stanier, 1998, p. 208). The rapid emergence of 
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ethnic conflicts in Central Asia, the Caucasus region, and former Yugoslavia 

demonstrates an unfortunate and dangerous international development. In this newly 

evolving situation, "the media potentially become a free and independent player with the 

capacity to influence both the conduct of hostilities and, particularly through its impact on 

popular sentiment, the direction of government policy." (Woodward, 1991, p. 278) 

3.3 Media Coverage of the International Conflicts with-extensive U.S. 
Involvement 

Vietnam (1964-1975) was the first conflict in which the media played such an 

important role. It became a turning point in the establishing relationship between the 

media and the military. Young and Jesser (1997) classified Vietnam as an "open" 

conflicdwith the U.S. government having almost no way of controlling media coverage 

when the goal of the war was the restoration of the democratic society, and there was a 

constitutionally guaranteed freedom of speech in the U.S. The situation was exacerbated 
I 

by the "near-saturation" penetration of television in the United States (Young & Jesser, 

1997). It resulted in the first "television war" in which graphic and dramatic realities of 

the war were brought into American homes. Although the United States went into the 

Vietnam war with a hope for public and media support, it soon found that without the 

ability to censor the media during a protracted war with no sign of a victory, pubiic 

dissent was soon to come. 

Herman and Chomsky (1988) thought that media "lost the war" in Vietnam by 

exposing the general public to the horrors of the war and by biased coverage reflective of 



the "adversary culture" of the 1960s. The authors believed that for the first time in 

history, the outcome of the war was determined not in the battlefield but on ,the printed 

page and televis'ion screen. The researchers thought that media kept the official 

washington perspective as a f r d e w o r k  thatthe media had to accept, later on the 

situation changed. By the end of the war, the U.S. intervention was presented as a 

"disastrous mistake." Some researchers even said that American decision to intervene in 

Indochina was predicated on the American view that the U.S. has a duty to look beyond 

its national boundaries (Frornkin & Chase, 1985). 

Young and Jesser (1997) considered the coverage of events in Grenada in October 
', 

1983 the ultimate example of a "closed operation, which gives the military a monopoly . 

over information. The military had absolute control over the handling of the media. The 

media were refused access, transportation, and necessary communication to the major 

locations in Grenada. Media were also given photographs and pre-edited footage, 

carefully selected by the military. In the absence of the independent coverage, American 

and international media had to use the material prepared by the military, thus furthering 

military success and presenting the audience with carefully constructed media messages 

that failed to reflect the development of the conflict accurately. Media were deliberately 
L. ' 

excluded from the coverage of the initial stages of the military operations. The events in 

Grenada led to the Sidle Report produced by government and military investigators, 

which leaned toward media privilege and the public's right to know (Yong & Jesser, 

1997). It recommended a closer link between the media and the military. Unfortunately, 



the events in Panama demonstrated that politicians and the military were still determined 

to exploit their need for secrecy. 

In Panama in 1989, the military maintained its "secret agenda" to ensure, the 

inaximum exclusion and containment of the media, while providing the international 

media with pre-edited and censored source material and personal briefings. There was 
/ 

also well publicized deployment of relief teams and assistance to 'twelcoming" 

Panamanian population that expressed theii relief at the removal of the totalitarian and 

corrupted leaders. In both Grenada and Panama, censorship by delay and restriction of 

access, and'for the first time, electronic jamming of alternative channels of 

communication were employed. The military adopted the measures of exclusion of the 

media,from the operations in order to preserve security and a professed inability to 

guarantee the safety of journalists (Yong & Jesser, 1997). 

In the Gulf conflict i n  1991, the military followed a pattern of deliberately denying 

media access to the earliest phase 'of -operations and limiting media in their obtaining 

information. During the expeditionary campaign, the military exploited the remote and 

inhospitable terrain, which prevented effective media operations. The media's 

dependence on the military for transport, communications, maintenance, and access was 
\ 

even more evident during'the Gulf.War than in previous conflicts (Young & Jesser, 

1997). 

Military handling of the media in the Gulf War was called by some analysts 

"media management," which seems to be an adequate term for the military's 

manipulation of the media in the Persian Gulf (Young & Jesser, 1997). Because of their 



monopoly over communications, the military was able to delay the transmission of 

information. As in previous conflicts, the military provided pre-edited positive material 

to control the first images of the conflict. In spite of the deployment of the latest 

.. . .. 
communications technology, major battles were unreported (Young & Jesser, 1997). The 
. . . -- .- .. . . . . . . -  . . 

situation in the Persian Gulf was presented in favor of politically acceptable, "sanitized" 

war, which showed mostly successful military operations and political actions. The main 

i 
censorship technique used by the military was the limitation of access to information with 

purpose of minimizing the impact of the media on public perceptions of the war (DeParle, 

Conflict in Somalia is another example of the biased media coverage and the 

dreadful consequences it might bring. Both theU.S. and the Soviet Union supplied 

Somalia with the arms, which only exacerbated the situation of constant competition 

between the local clans in time of the conflict in 1993. Media images depicting the 

severe drought and famine triggered the humanitarian effort of the United Nations., In 

1995, when the United Nations forces withdrew from Somalia, the country reverted to a 

civil war once again. But the media were not interested in the "story" after the 

withdrawal of Western troops (Young & Jesser, 1997). 

The limited content analysis of the media coverage of the Haiti intervention in 

1994 reveals the exploitation of local and international news media in 'support of U.S. 

objectives. The United States was searching for legitimate reasons to undertake the 

military operation. During the early stages of the operation, the media were used to signal 

intentions and as "an insurance policy to emphasize possible difficulties" (young & 
, 



Jesser, 1997, p. 269) in the realization of the operation. The media were also usedto 

emphasize the inevitability of the threat that the Haitian regime posed to the United 

Nations. Some researchers criticized the United States for highlighting "humanitarian" 

issues and the need for proactive resolution in Haiti, and ignoring for a long time a far 
. - 

more demanding humanitarian aid in Yugoslavia (Young & Jesser, 1997). 

Previous research demonstrates that governments and the military are trying to use 
i 

media for propaganda'purposes. Propaganda being "a constant weapon of war" is used in 

the "sense of highlighting some events or views favorable to one side with deliberate 

object of inducing a desired state of mind" (Hudson & Stanier, 1998). For instance, in 

Northern Ireland and in the Falklands, the media were deliberately used as a part of the 
r 

1 deception plan (Hudson & Stanier, 1998). h Northern Ireland, the British were 

attempting to control the media's right to report what was happening in the country. 

Surprisingly for both the British government and the military, the British and Irish press 

refused to support the official line of the events. At last, the issue was addressed in 

Northern Ireland with a policy of denial and deceit, and lastly, legal sanction (Young & 

Jesser, 1997). 

h the Falklands in 1982, the military used disinfoxmation and misinformation, as 

well as direct and indirect censorship. There was a clear evidence of political support for i 
these measures, as well as the priority given to retailing information aimed at maintaining 

national and international support. The Falklands, being a "closed" conflict, enabled the 

58 



military to maximize media dependence on the military for transport and communications 

along with an access to the information (Young & Jesser, 1997). 

In his content analysis of the foreign correspondent reports from Nicaragua and El 

Salvador, Kelly (1985) investigated the New York Times and the Los Angeles Times 

monthly coverage of the events in El Salvador and Nicaragua. He discovered that El 

. Salvador was presented more favorably due to the U.S. support of the Salvadorian 

government, while Nicaragua was presented in more negative way because of the Soviet 

support to that country. 

The Gulf War, which was called a "complete media management," might present. 

a primary example of government and military manipulation of the media, achieved . 

through' the control over the means of communication, transport and access. Censorship 

was done through the delay in transmission, and denying media access to any event that 

was not completely controlled by the military. The control over the media in the Gulf 

War once more proves that governments are aware of the military and political 

advantages that stem from current media management policies. 

Young and Jesser (1997) proposed a pattern of conduct of military operations and 

the subsequent control of the media. Thls pattern applies to both peacekeeping operations 

and limited conflicts involving United Nations, and primarily the U.S. military 

contingent. The following factors characterize the pattern: 

(1) Secrecy of planning. 



(2 )  Demonization of the opposing leadership. The deployment of the troops in 

this case is presented as benefiting an oppressed population, the demonizat~on of the' 

leaders occur like it happened in the Gulf War with Saddam Hussein, Haiti and Panama. 

(3) Destabilization of the target regime by economic, political or diplomatic 

means. Strategies include economic sanctions and isolation, trade embargo, blockades 

and possible preparatory insertion of the intelligence and military personnel. 

(4) Search for legitimacy. The search for public approval will be accompanied by 

efforts to secure declarations of support from major political groups or from the United 

Nations. The international media are expected to apply some pressure on some 

governments. 

( 5 )  The buildup and deployment. The military and the government will attempt to 

come up with a reason for the exclusion of the media in the first few hours of deployment 

when the operation is most vulnerable. The restriction of access might be also matched 

with an increase of pre-edited coverage presenting the picture of success and cooperation. 

(6) The aftermath. The military will move to distance themselves from any 

comment on the operation. Any claims of mismanagement, unlawful acts along with any 

proven exaggerations will be disclaimed. The media will be blamed for laclung 

patriotism and criticism of the effort instead of emphasizing the national success. And 

although, the issues of concern will be analyzed in intellectual circles, they are not likely 

to be an issue for popular media and attract the attention of the general public. 

In summary, the government and the military try to control the media in times of 

international conflict. The reasons for such control might include political vulnerability 



of the decision to deploy the troops, economic issues such as oil resources in the Persian 

Gulf, and ideological reasons like in El Salvador and Nicaragua. The military explains 

the denial of access to the information about the conflict by the safety concerns and 

importance of the maintaining the positive public image about the operation. The 

political, economic and ideological alliances also play an important role in the news 

coverage of the international conflicts. During the Cold War, the conflicts in which the 

Soviet Union was involved were highly criticized by the Western and especially 

American media. A similar pattern is true for the Soviet coverage of the conflicts 

involving the United States as a major actor or sponsor. The political and ideological 

dichotomy of the world into the spheres of the Soviet or American influence has affected 

the news coverage of the international conflicts. This paper attempts to compare the news 

coverage of the conflict in Afghanistan and a Post-Cold War coverage of the conflict in 

Chechnya in 1994. 

3.5 Research on the News Coverage of Afghanistan and Chechnya 

Herman and Chomsky (1988) noted that the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan and 

interventions in Czechoslovakia and Hungary were condemned as aggression by the 
) 

Western countries. Western reporters covered those events from the standpoint of rebels 

'or opposing forces defending their country from foreign attack. Official Soviet 

pronouncements' were treated with skepticism. It was' a regular practice for American 

reporters to rely on the Washington statements as a fact. Very rarely did U.S. reporters 

attempt to see the war from the point of view of the "enemy." And usually such evidence 



was ignored or dismissed. The U.S. demonstrated a double standard in the news coverage 

of the events in Afghanistan and in wars that involved the U.S. military by condemning 

the Soviet Union for its "genocide" policies in Afghanistan, and using "humanitarian" 

issues as a reason of the intervention in Vietnam, Grenada, Panama and Haiti. Some 

critics argue that the U.S. justifications about its military involvement in the South East 

Asia, Latin and Central America, and the Persian. Gulf, or so-called areas of vital interest 

to the U.S., do not convince the educated public that the U.S. has the right to be military 

involved in the international conflicts around the world, while the U.S. was accusing the 

Soviet Union for the involvement in the life of the neighboring country (Downing, 1988). 

For the Soviet Union, the invasion of Afghanistan represented the deepest active . 

military involvement in the Third World. The Soviet Union found itself defined by 

Western media as a "quasi-colonial power suppressing a national. revolt" (Downing, 

1988, p. 7). In 1980, the United Nations voted 104-18 against the entry of Soviet troops 

in Afghanistan. By interfering in Afghanistan, the U.S.S.R. faced the accusation of being 

anti-Islamic, which might have proven to be problematic for its external and internal 

relations. The Soviet Union also faced continuous critical coverage by the Western radio 

stations broadcasting to the Soviet public; By 1986, the situation with' the Soviet 

intervention had changed dramatically. Gorbachev referred to Afghanistan conflict as a 

"bleeding wound and the withdrawal of the Soviet troops was announced in 1988. 

Some commentators suggest that Soviet people generally truste,d their media on 

foreign.affairs (Downing, 1988). But even the Soviet media by 1988 considered the entry 

to Afghanistan a mistake. For instance, the invasion of Afghanistan was defined on the 



first page of the Soviet weekly newspaper Literaturnaya Gazeta as based on the errors of 

Soviet diplomats, politicians, and the military (Downing, 1988). As the information 

presented above indicates, wars are popular only if they are quickly over and end in 

victory. 

Downing (1988) conducted a qualitative thematic analysis of the Soviet media 

coverage of Afghan conflict using the transcripts of the Foreign Broadcast Information 

Service (FBIS) Daily Reports on the Soviet Union and the BBC World Service English 

translations of the Soviet media. Both sources depended heavily on TASS reports, which 

tended to establish guidelines for Soviet reporting on Afghanistan throughout the country. 

According to the Soviet coverage, the Soviet Union became involved in , 

Afghanistan because of the request of the Afghan government that was threatened by the 

"provocation of the country's external enemies" (Downing, 1988, p. 13). The "limited 

Soviet military contingent" was supposed to be used for "assistance in rebuffing the 

armed military interference from the outside," and to be pulled out of Afghanistan when 

the reason that necessitated the military presence no longer exists. Nothing was said 

about Afghan realities until the very last minute, so the whole situation with the Amin 

crisis and the entry of the Soviet troops was a revelation for the Soviet public (Sherwin, 

1980). 

In the Soviet coverage of the Afghan conflict, the theme of the ferocity of the 

Soviet military tactics was absent. The United States was presented as orchestrating 

subversion using Pakistan and China as its agents. Resistance to the new Afghan regime 

was depicted as solely external, and the regime was portrayed as widely accepted and 



popular. Afghan guerrillas were always portrayed as entering Afghanistan from the 

outside, havingno base in the general population. Guerrilla atrocities were often 

described although atrocity stories are a comrhon component of war reporting (Downing, 
.. . . 

1988). The internal resistance to a new regime was portrayed as a shallow, politically 

unstable movement dependent upon few individuals, none of them credible as resistance 
\ 

leaders. 

Soviet media claimed overwhelming popular support for the regime. The 

takeover of'power by Babrak Karmal was reported to have "an unanimous support of 

Afghanistan's working people" (Downing, 1988, p. 16). Refugees were described as 

having to leave solely because of the guerrilla activity. In the 1985, for the first time, 

combat footage was shown on Soviet television, which brought human interest into the 

media stories. Over the years, the tone of the Soviet coverage became more cautious. 

The articles addressing morale problems among the Soviet troops began to appear. 
I 

Downing (1988) compared the Soviet coverage of the intervention in Afghanistan 

with the U.S. coverage of the events in El Salvador. For both countries, Afghanistan and 

El Salvador, the survival of the new revolutionary regime was dependent on the support 

of their superpower patron, the Soviet Union in case of Afghanistan and the U.S. for El 

Salvador. In each case, the superpower patron accused its rival in making the internal 

resistance viable through the proxy nations (Pakistan and China, or Cuba and Nicaragua). 

The Afghan guerrillas were supported by the U.S. and condemned by the Soviet 

Union. The guerrillas in El Salvador were accused by the U.S. of atrocities against the 

civilian population, while the Soviet Union viewed their resistance as a struggle for 



independence (Downing, 1988). The Soviet coverage avoided completely mentioning 

destruction and casualties of the armed forces. There was no hint in the Soviet media of 

"terror-bombing of rebel-held areas, of indiscriminate firing in villages, of torture and 

barbarism in packed jails, of antipersonnel devices that maimed and killed, of frequent 

destruction,of water-courses and crops" (Downing, 1988, p. 25). Ln El Salvador, deaths 

from aerial bombing in rebel areas were occasionally recorded in the U.S. media but 

never followed up in detail (Downing, 1988). In both Afghanistan and Salvador, not 

much attention was given to the issues ofirefugees. The media failed to give adequate 

attention to the displacement of the civilian population. 

Downing (1988) thought that neither the U.S. nor the Soviet media offered an 

adequate account of the wars in the Afghanistan and El Salvador in which- both 

superpowers were deeply embroiled. Some researchers think the U.S. media were more 
I 

professionally skillful than their Soviet counterparts and thus better able.to provide 

informational clarity than the Soviet media. 

In sum, the Soviet media failed to provide an accurate coverage of the 

development of the conflict in Afghanistan. Media coverage wasideologically biased 

and tended to present the events in alight favorable to the Soviet Union and its allies. 

The information about the Soviet casualties, problems with morale in the Soviet army, 

Afghan resistance to the new regime, and the hardship of the refugees was withheld'from 

the Soviet public. With the changes that began to occur in-the Soviet Union in 1985 

when Michail Gorbachev came to power, news coverage of the Afghan conflict has 

changed as well. The invasion of Afghanistan was acknowledged to be a political and 



diplomatic mistake. The news stories about the life of the soldiers, Afghan villagers 

began to appea. By the late 1980s, the Soviet government has widely accepted the 

political mistake of the dispatch of the Soviet military contingent in Afghanistan and 

worked on the complete withdrawal of troops from Afghan territory. In this light the 

comparative study of the news coverage of the conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya 

seems to be an interesting undertaking especially considering that there is no published 

research on the news coverage of the. Russian intervention in Chechnya. 



Chapter 4 . 

THEORETICAL MODEL 

This chapter provides the theoretica1,frarnework for this study. Social conflict 

theory, the influences on the media content, and Chomsky and Herman (1988) 

propaganda models are discussed. The presentation of the theoretical models leads to the 

research questions and hypotheses proposed in this study. 

4.1 Social Conflict 

The American press seems to be relatively free from direct government control 

and interference compared to most other media systems. By contrast, the media in the 

former Sovietunion had relatively little freedom from direct government control and the 

Communist Party. Examined on this level, the two systems are significantly different. 

The functionalist perspective sees th,e media.= operating to legitimate and 

reinforce the social system in which they exist, and therefore, the differences in the media 

coverage are based on the legitimation and reinforcement of the existing system 

(Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). Especially during times of international conflicts, media 

function on behalf of the national interest of their social system (Coser, 1956). Whether 



', 
overt or covert, media messages tend to support the policies of the internal authority, as 

the BBC did diiring the Falklands crisis, and American media did during World War II 

and at the initial stages of the American involvement in Vietnam. Coser (1956) believed 

that information, being a part of the process in which conflict with an external group 

increases the cohesion and Solidarity of the internal grou~j. The closer an issue is to the 

core interests of national political elites, the less likely news will challenge those interests 

(Gitlin, 1980). 

Several studies examined the question of whether'the coverage of international 

conflicts by the media of capitalist nations is fundamentally different from that of media 

in the communist countries. The differences have been found in comparative research of 

the news coverage of the events in Afghanistan and El Salvador (Downing, 1988) and an 

investigation of foreign corresponderi?reports from Nicaragua and El Salvador (Kelly, 

1985). This paper raises the question of whether the coverage of the international 

conflicts by two former adversaries, the United States and the Soviet Union, will be 

different when those countries become allies in many aspects of international 
/ 

development. I 

4.2 Influences on the Media Content 

According to the traditional view, the mass media in the United States are 

relatively free from government controls. This view overlooks the controls that are more 

subtle in the United States t h k  in most other countries. Shoemaker and Reese (1996) 



proposed five-level hierarchical model of influence on media content. The hierarchy 

consists of individual, media routines, organizational, extra-media, and ideological levels. 

The first level in this model is individual. Individual influences on media content 

include the journalist's education, ethnicity, personal values, beliefs, political attitudes, 

and religious orientation. The researchers suggest that although there are no direct 

influences of journalist's characteristics, backgrounds, and experiences on media content, 

media content may be affected to the extent that such factors influence both personal and 

professional attitudes and the roles of journalists (Paletz & Entman, 1981). Some critics 

suggest that journalists consciously bias their news reports in line with their personal 

attitudes, but most of the time professional roles and ethics are more influential and 

determine what is "worth transmitting to the audience, and how the story should be 

developed" (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996, p. 103). 

Media routines are the second level in the hierarchy of influences on media 

content. Shoemaker and Reese (1996) define routines as "patterned, repeated practices 

and forms that media workers use to do their jobs" (p. 105). Among the media routines 

are coverage of government agencies, gathering information from official "legitimized 

sources," and paying attention largely to the agenda of those in power (Herman, 1986; 

Paletz & Entman, 1981). 

Media routines tend,to set constraints on individual media workers, and affect the 

social reality portrayed by the media. Media organizations adapt to the limitations of \ 

their practices, and learn what they can and cannot do. Hallin (1992) thought that 

journalists are more committed to the norms of the profession than to their political ideas. 



Objectivity is an important journalistic value. Objective style of presentatioh of 

information is one of media routines that allows journalists to put personal values aside 

and at the same time permits autonomy in "chasing" the news (Gans, 1979). News 

routines provide a perspective explaining what gets defined as news in the first place. A 

content analysis of the New York Times and the Washington Post by Sigal (1973) 

discovered some interesting insights into the "channels" through which information 

reaches print. Routine channels provided 58.2% of the information, which is consistent 

with the observations of Tuchman (1978) and Fishman (1980). Theseofficial routine 

channels consist of official proceedings (12%), press releases'(l7.5%), press conferences 

(17.5%), and non-spontaneous events such as speeches and demonstrations (4.5 9%). 

Business sources provide 25.8% of the information and personal interviews (23.7%). The 

actual witnessing of events (1.2%) and the reporter's own input- (0.9%) were practically 

negligible. Sigal (1973) found no information that can be traced to background research. 

Shoemaker and Reese (1996) suggested that media rely so heavily on their 

external suppliers of information as a means of adaptation to constraints impo'sed by these 

very sources. By relying on official sources for information, media achieve convenience 

and regularity in obtaining the information. Functional routines such as scheduling news 
i 

during press conferences used by external sources for their own advantage. More 

powerful sources like the White House and Pentagon can lead press to adapt to their own 

bureaucratic structure in order to obtain information (Herman, 1986; Herman, 1993; 

Paletz & Entman, 198 1; Parenti, 1986). 



Overall, media routines form the immediate environment within which individual 

media workers carry out their jobs. Media routines simplify the daily working of the 

media by providing knowledge of how things are done, how information is-obtained, and 

often what is going to be the front-page story. . .. . . . . . . . .. . 

The third level in the model of influences on the media content is organizational. 

Differences in organizations' internal structures, goals, available technology and 

accessible markets play an important role in the media coverage. Differences in the 

patterns of ownership, owner's goals and policies also affect the ways in which media 

cover the events (Herman, 1986; Herman, 1996). Owners of media enterprises set the 

goals and policies of the business and enforce it in order to obtain profits (Shoemaker & . 

Reese, 1996). Thus, the economic objective is prevalent in the functioning of media 

enterprises. The "bias" of news media content in favor of large-scale corporate interests 

is invisible for a majority of the audience (Liebling, 1961; Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

Media researchers think that by establishing organizational policy, media owners 

have an "unmistakable impact on media content" (Bagdikian, 1997; Shoemaker & Reese, 

1996, p. 143). The structure of organizations influences content by "affecting 

occupational culture and by determining the degree of independence media organizations 

have from the larger corporate enterprises" (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996, p. 173). 

The fourth level in the model of the influence on media content is the extra-media 

level. Extra-media influences include (a) sources of the information, (b) revenue sources, 

(c) other social institutions, (d) economic environment, and (e) technology. 



Sources often provide context within which all other information is evaluated, 

monopolizing journalists' time and preventing them. from looking for alternative sources 

of information (Herrhan, 1986; Paletz & Entman, 1981; Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 
. - 

Sources with.politica1 and economic power ire more likely to influence riews reports. 

Through their arrangements of reportorial staff in time and space, - the 
physical location of beats and bureaus - the media favor coverage of legitimized 
institutions. Reporters are assigned to centralized agencies where "facts" may 
most easily be collected, and those locations, whether police headquarters, the 
Congress, or City Hall, tend to be legkimized political institutions. In part, less 
complete coverage occurs becausethe rhythm of the news media is not attuned 
to the rhythm of social movements that schedule their events after normal 
working hours. (Tuchman, 1978, p. 109) 

Sigal(1973) found that the New York Times and the Washington Post used 

public officials as sources for 78% of their stones, while non-governmental 

sources and other news organizations were used 17% and 3% respectively. Even 

when stories originate in foreign countries American official sources are relied on 

(Sigal, 1973). 

A major revenue source for media is advertising Advertisers play an 

important role in shaping what gets into the news and how some of the events are 

covered. The role of advertising in influencing media content will be discussed in \ 

further sections of this chapter. 

Other social institutions such as government control of the media through 

laws, regulations, licenses and taxes. If media are government-owned like in the 

Soviet Union, control is exercised through the financing of the media. Currently, 



in the former Soviet Union laws were drafted to change the government monopoly 

over media into a market driven and freer media (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). 

General U.S. policy can affect U.S. media content as well. Chang (1989) 

reported that government favoring of the U.S. - China relations resulted in a,more 

positive coverage of the relations between the two countries. Therefore, 

newspaper coverage changed in response to government policy shifts. Cranberg , 

(1989) suggested that government outlines a relationship with a particular country 

in which the government decides what is beneficial for the news coverage. 

The fifth level in the hierarchical model of influences on media content is 

,ideological. This level is a cornerstone of this study. Ideology can be defined as a 

"symbolic mechanism that serves as a cohesive and integrating force in the 

society" (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996, p. 221), as a "relatively formal and 
, 

articulated system of meanings, values and beliefs, of a kind that can be abstracted 

as 'worldview'" (Williams, 1977, p. 109). Ideology is a set of frames of 

reference that govern the way weperceive the world and ourselves (Becker, 

1984). Ideology assumes a special importance as a symbolic mechanism through 

which interests of "diverse social strata may be integrated," (Gouldner, 1976, p. 

230) and focuses attention on the symbolic influence of media on audiences 

"definition that prevails the legitimation and exercise of symbolic power"' 

(Shoemaker & Reese, 1996, p. 309). 

Ideology of different countries depends on the particular values and beliefs 

the countries hold. The ideology of the United States, for example, includes the 



values of the capitalist economic system: private ownership, pursuit of profit by 

self-interested entrepreneuk, free market, the Protestant ethic, and the value of 

I 

individual achievement (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). The ideology of the Soviet 

Union encompasses the value of the socialist economic system, collective or 

I government ownership, the pursuit of the collective interests, planned economy, 

condemnation of religion, value of collective achievement. 

Ideology is a societal-level phenomenon. It embraces the other .levels of 

influence on media content. A Marxist approach is often used when studying 

ideology. In the Marxist tradition, no aspect of society can be understood apart 

from social and historical context (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). In ideological 

level, researchers.ask questions of values, beliefs and ultimately power in whose 

interest7s.media routines and media organizations work. As a result, an 

investigation of influence of ideology provides an important overarching context 

for studying the effect of lower levels in the hierarchy of influence on media 

content. 

Ideas have links to interests and power, and therefore, power to create 

symbols is not a neutral force. Mass media are a significant social force in the 

forming and delimiting public attitudes, aisumptions, or in short ideology (Gitlin, 

1980). Media structure stories so that events are interpreted from the perspective 

of those in power. This precise ability of media to define.the situation gives them 

an ideological power (Shoemaker & Reese, 1996). Ideology comes as a 



potentially cohesive force particularly in a society segmented in various realms of 

life (Gitlin, 1980). 

Mass media content is a socially created product and not just a reflection 

of an objectivereality. Understanding the nature-of media content-iscrucial in - ,  
.... ... . 

understandingthe nature and importance of media content effects on the society. - 

News is "among other things that exercise power over the interpretation of reality" 

(Gans: 1979). In the following section of the chapter, the particular model of the 

media influence on the society is discussed. 

4.3 Mechanisms of Control over the Media - the Propaganda Model 

As Walter Lippmann wrote in 1922, the "manufacture of consent is capable of 

great refinements.. .and the opportunities for manipulation open to anyone who 

understands the processes are plain enough" (p. 158). A propaganda model proposed by 

Herman and Chomsky (1988) is an attempt to demonstrate how the content of news is 

manufactured and by whom. Media, according to Herman and Chomsky, serve to 

mobilize support for the special interests of the state and major corporations. Those who 

are powerful enough are able to decide. what the general population is allowed to see, 

hear, and think about and to "manage" public opinion by the use of a propaganda 

campaign. Thus, a propaganda model implies intentional, long-term planned effects of 

media content on audiences. The model takes a left-swing stance opposing the status quo 

and focuses on the political interpretation of news coverage of international affairs. 



One of the major premises of the propaganda model is that the patterns of shading 

and emphasis in the coverage of news, selection of context, and general agenda are 

functional for the ectablished power base and thus "responsive to the needs of the 

government and major power groups" (Herman & chomsky, 1988; p. xv). There is a .. . ,  . 

"guided market system" with guidance provided by the government, leaders of 

corporations, and top media owners that sets the agenda, makes the decisions as to what 

is important for the public, and gives approving meaning to the media covered events. 

Views that challenge the fundamental premises of the system will be excluded from the 

mass media, ignored or fabricated. 

The assumptions of the propaganda model are similar to those of Marxist media 

theory that claim that media disseminate the ideas and "world views of the ruling class, 

denying access to alternative ideas which might lead to change" (McQuail, 1994, p. 76) 

and disapproving the creation of a political opposition. Marxist theory 'asserts a link 

between economic ownership and thedissemination of the messages that affirm the 

legitimacy and the values of the ruling class (McQuial, 1994). Herman and Chomsky 

(1988) support this view and base their propaganda model on the five filters that narrow 

the range of the news that passes through the filtering gates, and have potential of 

becoming public knowledge. 

The first filter is the size, concentrated ownership, and profit orientation of the 

mass media. About ten largest media organizations such as Gannett, Knight-Ridder, 

Time-Warner, Hearst account for over half of the output of newspapers, most of the sales 

and audiences in magazines, broadcasting, books and movies (Bagdikian, 1997). The 



controlling families of the top media firms possess enormous wealth, and at least by 

virtue of their wealth and "strategic po'sition" of media owners, they have an obviously 

special .. . stake in the status quo. At the same time, the groups controlling those media 
. . . . . . . . .. . , . . . .  . 

giants have a close relationship with the corporate community through' interlocking board 

of directors, not to mention that industrial giants like General Electric own some of the 

media firms such as NBC. Banks and institutional investors are large owners of media 

stock, and those investments force the media to pursue the objectives of strict 

profitability. Another structurally important relationship is the media's dependence on 

and connection with government, whether through licenses, taxes, interest rates, or as a 

source of the raw material for the news. Thus, dominant media companies have common 

interests with major corporations, bariks and government. In most case media leaders "do 

similar things" because "they see the world through the same lenses," and thus they 

feature the same stories and maintain silence together (Herman & Chomsky, 1988). 

The second filter in the propaganda model is advertising, which serves as the 

primary income source of the mass media. With the rising production costs media have 

to rely on advertising as a source of their financial performance and even survival but also 

the advertiser's preferences in the selection of the programs. Media driven by the 

profitability goals, and competing patronage of the advertisers whose requirements and 

demands they have to accommodate, are interested not in the audiences per se but in 

audiences with the most buying power. Consequently, media, at request of their 

advertisers, reduce or eliminate programming that has a significant public-affairs content 



that interferes with the "buying mood"; so programs that contain serious controversial 

issues are more likely to be avoided by the media. 

Herman and Chomsky (1988) claim.that the selection of the programs based on 
- . . . .. . . . - .  

the advertisers' preferences would tend to be politically and culturally conservative as the 

dominant line of powerful policy itself and thus excluding marginal liberal programs. In 

order to maintain the financial status, media will increase advertising time, expand the 

entertainmerit programming that suit the purposes of the advertisers to sell the message. 

By accommodating the demands of the advertisers, media thus help them to become a so 

called "normative reference organizations" whose opinion has to be taken into account 

while selecting the material for coverage in the news. 

The third filter is the reliance on the media on information provided by 

government, corporate leaders, and "experts" funded and approved by these primary 

powerful sources. As a rule, media concentrate their resources in a few places where 

news most often occur and that provide reliable and scheduled information: the White 

House, Pentagon, police stations, large business corporations (Gitlin, 1980; Herman, 

1993; Herman, 1996; Tuchman, 1978). By taking information from official "dispensers" 

of'news such as government, media not only reduce the costs of acquiring information, 

but also develop "routine" news sources, and consequently have "privileged access to the 

gates" of information that make news (Chomsky, 1989). 

Herman and Chomsky (1988) believed that'media feel obligated.to their sources 

for information. In order to keep the relationship they may carry incredulous stories and 

suppress criticism. Moreover, critical sources will be avoided so as to not offend the 

7 8 



primary sources of news. Those powerful sources take advantage of the media by 

manipulating them into a special framework by overflowing the media with stories that 
L 

bring a particular agenda to the front pages of newspapers and TV news programs. 

The process of providing the information in a direction demanded-by the powerful 

sources of the original material, has been carried out deliberately and on a massive scale 

for many years with the help of the funded research of "experts" who most of the time 

supply the powerful sources with the informyation they expect, and thus support the views 

of the media with independent and "reliable" information. Themes and facts that are 

incompatible with the official line are suppressed, covered up, or ignored; and if the 

information had been shown tobe fabricated, the media would quietly move to.another 

topic. 

The fourth filter is "flak as a'means of disciplining'the media. Flak refers to the 

negative responses.to a media. statements or programs, and may be in a form of letters, 

petitions, speeches in different societal levels from local community to the Congress. 

Media recognize that if flak is produced on a large scale it can be both costly and 

uncomfortable to the media. So, as Herman and Chomsky (1988) claim, the ability to 

produce flak is both threatening and expensive to the media, and therefore, related to the 

power in the system. As a result, corporate institutions sponsor organizations that 

produce right-wing flak that is preferred and treated well by the media, with no direct 

links between the flak producers and their corporate sponsors. Among the organizations 

producing flak, Herman and Chomsky (1988) name American Legal Foundation, the 

Media Institute, the Center for Media and Public Affairs, and the Accuracy in Media 
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(AIM), which have been putting pressure on media to "follow the corporate agenda and a 

right-wing policy." The mere existence and corporate sponsorship of the ~opposing" 

media implies a threat and likely damage to the principles of democracy proclaimed by 
.. . . - . . .. . - -. . - 

the U.S. policy and ideology. 
P 

The fifth filter in the propaganda model is anticommunism as a "national religion 

and control mechanism" (Herman & Chomsky. 1988). ~ommunism's ideology as the 

ultimate evil has been opposed by the Western policy and ideology since the first period 

of the Red scare in 1919-1920. The ideology helps to mobilize the population against the 

enemy, but because the concept of enemy is blurred it could be used against any opposing 

or radical movements such as social democratic movements, and thus, serves as a 

mechanism of political control. 

The issues presented in the media are framed in terms ofa  "dichotomized world 

i of Communist and anti-Communist powers" (Herman & Chomsky, 1988) by using a 

principle of double standard, emphasizing only the negative aspects of the Communist ..: 

system while diminishing or totally avoiding the positive sides. For instance, the stories 

about worthy victims in communist countries such Poland and Nicaragua and unworthy 

victims in the U.S. "client" countries, El Salvador and Guatemala will vary in quality, 

along with the media coverage of the state approved terror policy in Central America, the 
L. 

war in Vietnam and Cambodia, and many other occasions (Chomsky, 1989; Herman, 

1986; He,rman, 1993; Herman, 1996). What is evaluated as villainy in "enemy" states, is 

presented as an "incidental background fact" in the case of the U.S. friendly countries. A 



propaganda model implies a systematic and highly political. dichotomy in news coverage 

based upon the importance of the issues to domestic interests of the power structure. 

The five. filters limit the information that passes through the gates, especially what 
. . .. . -. . . 

becomes "big news." The financial integration of the media with the rest of the economy, 

its dependence on advertising is means of survival in the market, its reliance on official 

sources for the information on the majority of important events is corporately conceived. 

The above produces disinforrhation as a means of "opposition" to the mainstream media 

combined with the dominant -ideology that filters incoming information and provides 

interpretation, and meaning of the situation, or totally ignores it. 

The mere fact that the media provide some information about disputed issues does 

not refute the claim that the coverage of the controversial information is far from 

adequate. The placement of the article, its tone, and framework analysis within which the 

disputable and possible.detrimental news to the policies are presented, correlate to the 

meaning of the events given by the media and highlight the bias of the media coverage of 

the news. Herman and Chomsky (1988) emphasized that the media are free for those 

who adapt to its continuous systemic demands, and who internalized the required values 

of the "societal purpose." 

The propaganda model applies to the Soviet media as well. In their coverage of 

the events in Afghanistan Soviet media presented only officially approved information to 

'their audiences. Having total control over financing and distribution of the media, as well 

as being sole supplier of pertinent to the conflict information to the media outlets, the 

Soviet government elites ensured the dominance of the Communist Party opinion in the 



media. The real nature of the Soviet invasion was disguised by the claims of the Soviet 
L 

government of the foreseeable threat to the Afghan Revolution from the neighboring 

i 

countries and the United States. The ideology of the Cold War dominated the media 

coverage of that time. 
I 

Based on social conflict theory, media coverage of the'chechen conflict by the 

Russian media will be supportive of the actions undertaken by the Russian government. 

With the changes that occurred in the former Soviet Union, however, one-sided state 

propaganda in the news coverage.of the Russian intervention in Chechnya will not prevail 

as in the Soviet coverage of the invasion of ~ f ~ h a n i s t a n .  

The news coverage by the New York Times of the events in Chechnya is also 

expected to differ from that of the Soviet invasion of Afghanistan due to changes in 

political and economic aspects of the relationship between the U.S. and Russia, and 

,collapse of the Cold War ideology. 

The following section of the chapter presents the proposed research questions and 

hypotheses that are based on the assumptions of social conflict theory, influences on 
\ 

media content and propaganda model. The conjecture that the news coverage by the two 

newspapers of two conflicts will differ in various dimensions from conflict to conflict is 

founded in the nature of the changes that occurred in the relationship between the former 

Soviet Union and the U.S. within the last decade. 



4.4 Research Questions and Hypotheses 

RQ1: Is there a difference in Izvestia's coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts in 
regard to support for intervention and roles of the major parties in the conflicts? 

Based on-the social conflict theory, influences onthe media content, and 

ideological, political and economic changes that have occurred in Russia and Russian 

media, Izvestia's coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts is expected to differ 

HI: Articles published in Izvestia will be more supportive of the Soviet 
intervention in Afghanistan than of Russian intervention in Chechnya. 

H2a: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of the Soviet 
government in Afghanistan 'than towards the role of Russian government 
in Chechnya: 

H2b: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of the Soviet 
military in Afghanistan than towards Russian military in Chechnya. 

H2c: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive toward the role of Afghan 
government compared to the newspaper treatment of Chechen government 
in Chechnya. 

H2d: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of Afghan rebels 
in Afghanistan than towards the role of Chechen rebels during Chechen 
conflict. 

H2e: Izvestia's treatment of the role of the U.S. go.vernment in Afghanistan will 
be more critical than that of in Chechnya. 

H2f: Izvestia's coverage of the role of the non-U.S. governments and 
organizations will be less positive in Afghanistan than in Chechnya. 

RQ2: Is there a differencein the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen 
conflicts in regard to support for intervention and roles of the major parties in the 
conflicts? 

Based on the premises of the propaganda model, model of influences on the media 

content, and fundamental changes that have occurred in the foreign policy between the 



U.S. and Russia, the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts is 

expected to vary. 

H3: Articles published in the New York Times will be more critical toward the 
conflict in Afghanistan than toward Chechnya. 

. . -  

~ 4 a :  ~ h e  New York Times coverage will be less positive toward the role of the 
Soviet government in Afghan conflict than towards the role of Russian 
government in Chechnya. 

H4b: The New York Tirries coverage will be less positive toward the role of the 
Soviet military in Afghanistan than towards the role of Russian military in 
Chechnya. 

H4c: The New York Times coverage will be less positive toward the role of 
Afghan government in Afghanistan than towards the role of Chechen 
government in Chechen conflict. 

7 
H4d: The New York Times coverage will be more positive toward the role of the 

Afghan rebels in Afghan conflict than towards the role of Chechen rebels 
in Chechnya. 

H4e: The New,York Times coverage. will' be more positive toward the role of the 
United States government in Afghanistan than in Chechnya. 

H4f: The New York Times coverage will be more positive towards the role of 
the non-U.S. governments and organizations in Afghanistan than in 
Chechnya. 

RQ3: Is there a;difference between Izvestia's and the New York Times coverage of 
Afghan conflicts in regard to support for intervention and roles of the major 
parties in the conflicts? 

The following hypotheses are based on the cardinal ideological and political 

differences between the Soviet Union and the U.S. in views on the Soviet intervention in 

Afghanistan, and premises of the propaganda model. 

H5: Articles published by Izvestia will be more supportive of the Soviet 
intervention in Afghanistan than the articles published by the New York 
Times. 



H6a: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of the Soviet 
-government in Afghanistan than the coverage of the New York Times will 
be. 

H6b: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of the Soviet 
military in Afghanistan than the coverage of the New York Times will be. 

H6c: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of Afghan 
government than the New York Times' will be. 

H6d: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of Afghan rebels 
than the coverage of the New York Times will be. 

H6e: Izvestia's coverage willbe less positive towards the role of the U.S. 
- -  government in Afghanistan than the coverage the New York Times will be. 

H6f: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of non-US 
governments and organizations in Afghanistan than the coverage the New 
York Times will be. 

RQ4: 1s.there a difference in between Izvestia and the New York Times in their coverage 
of Chechen conflict in regard to support for intervention and roles of the major 
parties in the conflicts? 

The following hypotheses are based on the premises of the propaganda model, 

assumptions of the theory of social conflict; and revolutionary ideological, political and 

economic changes, which have occurred in relationship between Russia and the U.S., as 
7 

well as the change in the mechanisms of control of media in Russia. 

H7: Articles published by Izvestia will be more supportive of ~ u s s i a n  
intervention in Chechnya than the articles published by the New York 
Times. 

H8a: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of Russian 
government in Chechnya than the New York Times will be. 

H8b: Izvestia's coverage will be more positive towards the role of Russian 
military in Chechnya than the New York Times' will be. 



H8c: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of Chechen 
government than the New York Times' will be. 

H8d: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of Chechen rebels 
than the New York Times' will be. 

H8e: Izvestia's coverage will be 1ess.positive towards the role of the U.S. 
government in Chechnya than the New York Times' will be. 

H8f: Izvestia's coverage will be less positive towards the role of the non-U.S. 
' governments and organizations than the New York Times'. 

RQ5: Is there a difference in the number of sources used by Izvestia in its coverage of 
Afghan and Chechen conflicts? 

The following hypotheses are based on the model of influences on media content, 

and the changes that have occurred in the media system in Russia since.the collapse of the 

Communist ideology and eradication of the Communist Party control over the media 
1 

content. 

H9a: Izvestia will use fewer Soviet government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than Russian government sources in the coverage of 
Chechen conflict. 

H9b: Izvestia will use fewer Soviet non-government sources in its coverage of 
' Afghan conflict than Russian non-government sources in the coverage of 

Chechen conflict. 

H9c: Izvestia will use fewer U.S. government sources in its coverage of Afghan 
conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

H9d: Izvestia will use fewer U.S. non-government sources in its coverage of 
Afghanconflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

H9e: Izvestia will use more Afghan government sources in its coverage of 
, Afghan conflict'than ~ h e c h e n  government sources in the coverage of 

~ h e c h e n  conflict. 



H9f: Izvestia will use fewer Afghan non-government sources'in its coverage of 
.Afghan conflict than Chechen non-government sources in the coverage of 
Chec hen conflict. 

H9g: Izvestia will use fewer other government sources in its coverage of Afghan 
conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

H9h: Izvestia will use fewer other non-government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

RQ6: Is there a difference in the number .of sources used by the New York Times in its 
coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts? 

The following hypotheses are based on the model of influences on the media 

content, and the changes in foreign policy, ideology and economic relations between 

Russia and, the U.S., and the consequent access to previously unavailable sources of 

information. 

HlOa: The New York Times will use fewer Soviet government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than Russian government sources in the 
coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOb: The New York Times will use fewer Soviet non-government sources in 
its coverage of Afghan conflict than Russian non-government sources in 
the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOc: The New York Times will use more U.S. government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOd: The New York Times will use fewer U.S. non-gove,rnment sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOe: The New York Times will use fewer'Afghan government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than Chechen government sources in the 
coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOf: The New York Times will use fewer Afghan non-government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than Chechen non-government sources in the 
coverage of Chechen conflict. 



Hl Og: The New York Times will use more other government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

HlOh: The New York Times will use. more other non-government sources in its 
coverage of Afghan conflict than in the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

RQ7: Is there a difference in the number of sources used by Izvestia and the New York 
Times in their coverage of the conflict in Afghanistan? 

-. 

The following hypotheses are based on the propaganda model with its bipolar 

view of the world, justifications of the actions taken by either the Soviet Union or the 

United States, one-sided information, and ideological propaganda professed by both 

political opponents. 

Hl la: Izvestia will use more Soviet government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than the New York Times. 

Hl lb: Izvestia will use more Soviet non-government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than the New York Times. 

Hl lc: Izvestia-will use fewer U.S. government s'ources in its coverage of Afghan 
conflict than the New York Times. 

Hl Id: Izvestiawill use fewer U.S. non-government sources in its coverage of 
Afghanconflict than the New York Times. 

Hl  le: Izvestia will use more Afghan government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than the New York Times. 

HI If: Izvestia will use more Afghan non-government. sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than the New York Times. 

Hl  lg: Izvestia will use fewer other government sources in its coverage of Afghan 
conflict than the New York Times. 

Hl lh: Izvestia will use fewer other non-government sources in its coverage of 
Afghan conflict than the New York Times. 

RQ8: Is there a difference in the number of sources used by Izvestia and the New York 
Times in their coverage of the conflict in Chechnya? 



The following hypotheses are based on the model of influences on the media 

content, and the changes that have occurred in the relationship between Russia and the 

U.S. ,  as well as transformation of the media system in Russia. 

H12a: Izvestia will use more Russian government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12b: Izvestia will use more Russian non-government sources in its coverage of ,- - 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12c: Izvestia will use fewer U.S.  government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12d: Izvestia will use fewer U.S. non-government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12e: Izvestia will use more Chechen government sources in its coverage of 
. Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12f: Izvestia will use more Chechen non-government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

H12g: Izvestia will use fewer other government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. c 

H12h: Izvesti'a will use fewer other non-government sources in its coverage of 
Chechen conflict than the New York Times. 

RQ9: Is there'a difference in the ways in which Izvestia and the New York Times, report 
on various topics in their news coverage on Afghan and Chechen conflicts? 

H13a: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer articles devoted 
to military operations than respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H13b: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict'will contain fewer articles dedicated 
to the topic of devastation than in respective coverage of Chechnya. 

i 

H 13c: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will co2ain more articles about 
refugees compared to Chechen conflict. 



H 13d: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain more articles 
describing civilian life than the respective coverage of Chechen conflict. 

H13e: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer articles ' 

discussing the topic of peace negotiations compared to coverage of 
. Chechnya. - . - - .. - - . . . . . 

H13f: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer articles 
describing hostage situations than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H13g:. Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain more articles dedicated 
to government officials compared to coverage of events in Chechnya. 

H13h: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles devoted to 
the analysis of situation in Afghanistan than the respective coverage of 
Chechen conflict. 

H13i: Izvestia's cove;age of Afghanistan will contain more articles discussing , 

d,. 
reasons of war in Afghanistan than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H14a: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain more articles 
discussing military operations than the coverage of ~ h e c h e n  conflict. 

(, 

H14b: The New York Times coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer 
articles dedicated to the topic of devastation than in the coverage of 
Chechnya. 

H14c: The New York Times coverage of Afghan conflict will contain more 
articles about refugees than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H14d: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles 
discussing civilian life than the respective coverage of events in Chechnya. 

H14e: The New York Times coverage of ~ f ~ h a n  conflict will contain fewer 
articles dedicated to peace negotiations than in respective coverage of 
Chechnya. 

H14f: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles 
devoted to topic of hostages than the coverage of Chechen conflict. 

H14g: The New York Times coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer 
articles discussing government officials than the respectivedcoverage of 
c hec hnya. 



H14h: The-New York Times coverage of Afghan conflict will contain more 
articles analyzing the situation in Afghanistan than the respective coverage 
of Chechen conflict. 

H 14i: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain more, articles 
discussing reasons of war than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H15a:- Izvestia's-coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles discussing 
military operations than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H 15b: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain fe'wer articles discussing 
topic of devastation than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15c: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles discussing 
topic of refugees than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15d: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain more articles dedicated to 
civilian life than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15e: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain more articles discussing 
peace negotiations than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15f: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain more articles hostages than 
the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15g: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain more articles discussing 
government officials than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H15h: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer articles analyzing 
the situation in Afghanistan than the respective coverage by the New York 
Times. 

H15i: Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer articles discussing 
reasons of war than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H16a: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain fewer articles discussing 
military operations than the respective coverage by the New York Times 

H16b: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles dedicated to the 
topic of devastation than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 



H16c: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles discussing topic 
of refugees than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H16d: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles devoted to 
civilian life than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

.. -- - 

H16e: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles discussing 
peace negotiations than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H16f: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles discussing the 
topic of hostages than the respective coverage by the New York ~ i k e s .  

H16g: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain more articles discussing 
government officials than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H16h: Izvestia's. coverage of Chechnya will contain fewer articles analyzing the 
situation in Chechnya than the respective'coverage by the New York 
Times. 

H16i: Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya will contain fewer articles discussing 
reasons of war than the respective coverage by the New York Times.; 

RQIO: Is there a difference in the number of photographs, article size, number of front 
page articles, article and photograph sources used by Izvestia and the New York 
Times in their coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts? 

.a 

The following hypotheses are rooted in the propaganda model, model of 

influences on the mediacontent, and the changes that have occurred in the media system 

in Russia, reforms in foreign policy, ideology and economy, which made access and 

exchange of information possible, and inspired the emergence of new ways of reporting 

in both Russian,;and American media. 

H17: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer photographs than 
the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H18: Izvestia aiticles size will be smaller in coverage of Afghanistan compared 
to coverage of Chechnya. 



H19: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer front page 
'articles than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H20: I zv~s t i a ' s  coverage of Afghan conflict will use more internal article 
sources than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H2 1: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will use more internal photograph 
sources than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H22: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer 
photographs than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H23: The New York Times articles size will be smaller in coverage of Afghan 
conflict compared to coverage of Chechnya. 

H24: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain more front 
page articlesthan the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H25: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will use more internal 
article sources than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H26: The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan will contain fewer 
photograph sources than the respective coverage of Chechnya. 

H27: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer photographs than 
the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H28: Article size will be smaller in Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan than in 
the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H29: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will contain fewer front page 
articles than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H30: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will use more internal article 
sources than the respective coyerage by the New York Times. 

H3 1: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will use more internal photograph 
sources than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H32: Izvestia's coverage of Chechen conflict will contain fewer photographs 
than the respective coverage by the New York Times.. 



H33: Article size will be smaller in Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya than in the 
respective coverage by the New York Times.. 

H34: Izvestia's coverage of Chechen conflict will contain more front page 
articles than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H35: Izvestia's coverage of Chechen conflict will use more internal article 
sources than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 

H36: Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will use more internal photograph 
sources than the respective coverage by the New York Times. 



Chapter 5 

METHODS 

5.1 Sample Information 

,The ar\ticles for the analysis were selected from December of 1979 until April of 

1985 (Gorbachev's appointment to the Secretary General of the Communist Party) for the 

Afghan conflict, and from November of 1994 until August of 1996 (official signing of 

peace agreement) for the Chechen conflict. Izvestia's articles in Russian for Chechen and 

Afghan conflicts were individually located from microfiche copies of the newspaper. 

There were 485 articles published in Izvestia regarding Afghan conflict and 589 articles 

pertaining to Chechen conflict. 

The New York Times articles pertaining to the Afghan conflict were selected from 

the New York Times index, whereas articles for the Chechen conflict were obtained 

through the New York Times database on CD-ROM. The New York Times published 712 

articles about the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan and 681 articles regarding Chechen 

conflict. Sixty articles for each of the four samples were randomly selected for analysis. 



5.2 Coders and Training - 
In total, five coders (three Russians and two Americans) performed the content 

analysis. Coders trained for one week, coding articles that were not included in the 

sample. The coders were presented with articles and asked to observe the following 

directions: 

Read the article one paragraph at a time. Search for any information, which either 

supports or criticizes the SovietlRussiah presence in Afghanistan or Chechnya. 

Identify your decision by placing parentheses around phrases or sentences that 

represent positive or negative information concerning Soviet or Russian actions. 

As you proceed, number your independent decisions by specifying with a mark in 

an appropriate line in a coding sheet. Record any words that are used to label or 

modify the actions of the Soviet Union in Afghanistan or Russian actions in 

Chechnya. Note any positive or negative statements used to modify references to 

leaders, government officials or soldiers of the invading country. Note any 

positive or negative statements used to refer to the Afghan and Chechen leaders, 

government officials, soldiers and guerrilla soldiers. Identify the topic(s) of the 

article based on the content of the article. Count the sources used in the articles 

(quoted or paraphrased). Finally, write a sentence summarizing the topic of the 

article. 

As part of this training, the coders discussed the content indicators of each 

variable and identified numerous examples. To assess the reliability of the coding, one- 

third of the articles in each sample was coded by two coders. Each of the coders analyzed 



articles from both conflicts. 

5.3 The Coding Instrument 

The unit of analysis for this study was the newspaper article. The coding 

procedure identified and recorded placement of the article, story type, size of the articles 

in number of paragraphs, source of the articles and photographs, topics of the articles 

( e.g. military operations, devastation, civilians life, refugees, hostages, etc.), support for 

intervention as a general slant of the articles, roles of major parties in the conflict (e.g. the 

Soviet government, Afghan or Chechen government, the U.S. government), and sources 

used in the article. 

Support for the intervention was measured using a three-point scale ranging from 

negative to positive toward the intervention. The roles of the various pgticipants in the 

conflict (the SovietRussian government, the SovietRussian military, the 

AfghanJChechen government, AfghanlChechen rebels, the U.S. government, and non- 

U.S. governments and organizations) were measured on a four-point scale ranging from 

negative to positive, with a fourth category for "does not mention this role." Articles that 

were coded as "does not mention" were treated as missing data in the analysis. 

Topics of the articles were measured on a three-point scale ranging from major to 

minor with a third category being "not a topic". .Government, military or civilian sources, 

which were cited or paraphrased in the articles were counted, with each source being 

counted as a single occurrence. Size of the articles was measured by the number of 

paragraphs in the article. Articles and photographs sources were assessed using 



newspaper by-line. 

The intercoder reliability coefficients for the variables are reported in Table 1. All 

variables exceeded a Krippendorff s Alpha intercoder reliability coefficient of .75. 

5.4 Statistical Analysis , 

Hypotheses were tested using T-tests for independent samples. A Bonferroni-type 

correction was applied to the .05 significance level to yield a significance level of .004, 

which corrects for inflated Type I error. 



Table 1 

Percent Agreement and Krippendorffs Alpha intercoder reliability coefficients for 
variables used in the analysis 



Chapter 6 

RESULTS 

6.1 Izvestia's Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflicts in regard to Support of 
Intervention and Roles of the Major Parties 

Hypothesis 1, which proposed that articles published in Izvestia will be more 

supportive of the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan than of the Russian intervention in 
' 

Chechnya was strongly supported (Table 2.1). The !-value of 4.54 (df = 118) was 

significant at the .OM level. The mean for Afghanistan was 2.25 and for Chechnya was 

Hypothesis 2a, which stipulated that Izvestia's coverage will be more positive 

:- towards the role of the Soviet government in Afghanistan than towards the role of 

Russian government in Chechnya, was also,strongly supported: 1 (71) = 8.90, p < .004. 

Coverage,of the role of the Soviet government in Afghanistan was more supportive (M = 

3.00) than the coverage of the role of Russian government in Chechnya (M = 1.61). 

Hypothesis 2b predicted that Izvestia's coverage would be more positive towards 

the role of the Soviet military in Afghanistan than towards the role of Russian military in 

Chechnya. This hypothesis received strong support: t(43)= 2.35, Q < .004). Mean values 
I 

were 3.00 for Afghanistan and 1.63 for Chechnya. 



Hypothesis 2c, wbch expected that irvestia's coverage would be more positive 

toward the role of Afghan government in comparison with the treatment of Chechen 

government in Chechen conflict was supported (1 = 14.62, df = 96, p < .004). The means 
\ 

were 2.96 for AfgharUstan and 2.07 for Chechnya. 

Table 2: 1 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (ValenceISupport for Intervention and 
Roles) between the Afghan and Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by Izvestia: 

HI, H2a--H2f 

Variable 

Support for intervention (HI) 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60) 

Role of SovietRussian Govt. ( w a )  
Afghanistan ( n = 16) 
Chechnya ( n =  57) 

Role of SovietRussian Military (H2b) 
Afghanistan ( n = 1 ) 
Chechnya ( n = 44) 

Role of AfghanIChechen Govt. W c )  
Afghanistan ( n = 54) 
Chechnya (n=44)  

Role of Afghadchechen rebels (H2d) 
Afj&mstan ( n = 34) 
Chechnya ( n = 3 9 )  

Role of US Government (me)  
Afghamstan ( n = 30) 
Chechnya ( n = O )  

Role of Non-US Gov./Orgs. 
Afj#mustan ( n = 19) 
Chechnya (n= .4  ) 

t-value 

4.545* 

8.900* 

2.348* 

14.617* 

- 11.525* 

- 8.598* 

P' 

.OOO 

.OOO 

.001 

.OOO 

- 

.OOO 

.OOO 

Mean 

2.25 
1.70 

3.00 
1.61 

3.00 
1.63 

2.96 
2.07 

1.00 
2.13 

1.00 

1.10 
2.75 

S.D. 

.68 

.65 

.OO 

.61 

.57 

.19 

.39 

.OO 

.$7 

1.00 

.31 

.50 

df 

118 

71 

43 

96 

71 

21 



Hypothesis 2d, which stipulated that Izvestia's coverage will beless positive 

towards the role of Afghan rebels than of Chechen rebels, was strongly supported (t = - 

11.53, df = 71, p c .004). The mean values for Afghanistan were 1-00 and 2.13 for 

Chec hn ya. 

~ ~ ~ o t h e s i s  2e predicted Izvestia's treatment of the role of the U.S. government in 

Afghanistan would be more critical than that of in Chechnya. This hypothesis was not 

tested so it was not supported. Izvestia's coverage did not mention the role of the U.S. 

government in Chechnya so the hypothesis could not be tested. 

Hypothesis 2f predicted that Izvestia's coverage of the role of non-U.S. 

governments and organizations will be less positive in Afghanistan than in Chechnya was. 

supported Q = - 8.60, df = 21, p < .004). The means were of 1.10 for Afghanistan and 

2.75 for Chechnya. 

'6.2 The New York Times Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflicts in regard to 
Support of Intervention and Roles of the Major Parties 

Hypothesis Three, which proposed that articles published in the New York Times 

will be more critical toward the conflict in Afghanistan than toward Chechnya, was not 

supported (t = - .98, Q = .163.). The means for-'Afghanistan were 1.65 and 1.55 for 

Chechnya. Results are presented in Table 2.2. , 

Hypotheses 4a - 4c were not supported. There were no significant differences 

found in the New York Times treatment of the role of the Soviet government in 

Afghanistan and Russian government in Chechnya (t= - 1.32:, p = .095). The means for 



Afghanistan were 1.44 and for Chechnya 1.59. 

The coverage of the role of Soviet military in Afghanistan and Russian military in 

Chechnya was not sigmficantly different as well (1 = 1.09, p = .140). The means were 

1.5 1 for Afghamstan and 1 .3 8 for Chechnya. 

Table 2.2 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (ValenceISupport for Lntervention and 
Rroles) between the Afghan and-Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by the New York Times: 

H3, H4a - H4f 

Variable 

Support for intervention (H3 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n =  60) 

Role of SovietRussian Govt. (H4a) 
Afghanistan ( n = 43) 
Chechnya ( n =  54) 

Role of SovietRussian Military (H4b) 
Afghanistan ( n = 39) 
Chechnya ( n  = 54) 

Role of Afghan/Chechen Govt. 0 1 4 ~ )  
Afghanistan ( n  = 37) 
Chec hn ya (n=40)  

Role of A fghanlchechen rebels (H4d) 
Afghanistan ( n = 34) 
Chechnya ( n  =43) 

Role of US Government (H4e) 
Afghanistan ( n = 32) 
Chechnya (n=20)  

Role of Non-US Gov./Orgs. (H4f) 
Afghanistan ( n = 3 5) 
Chechnya ( n =  16) 

Mean 

1.65 
1.55 

1.44 
1.59 

S.D 

.58 

.53 

.55 

.57 

1.51 / .55 

p 

.I63 

.095 

df 

118 

95 

1.38 

1.75 
1.85 

1.88 
1.67 

2.43 
2.25 

2.42 
2.56 

.I40 

- 

.203 

.081 

.I50 

.209 

t-value 

.985 

- 1.320 

91 

75 

75 

50 

49 

.52 

.49 

.48 

.64 

.64 

.61 

.63 

.55 

.51 

1.091 

- .837 

1.410 

1.050 

-.816 



The New York Times coverage towards the role of Afghan and Chechen 

governments was not significantly different (J = - .84, p = .203). The means were for 
I 

Afghanistan (1.75) and for Chechnya (1.85). 

Hypothesis 4d predicting more positive the New - .  York Times coverage towards the 

role of Afghan rebels than towards the role of Chechen rebels was not supported (t= 

1.41, e = .08 1). The means were for Afghanistan (1.88) and for Chechnya (1.67). 
1 

Hypothesis 4e was not supported as well, there was no significant difference 

found in the New York Times coverage of the role of the U.S. government in Afghanistan 
l 

and Chechnya (t = 1.05, g = .150). The meanswere for Afghanistan (2.43) and for I 

Chechnya (2.25). 

Hypothesis 41 predicted the New York Times coverage to be more positive towkds 

the role of the non-U.S. governments and organizations in Afghanistan than in Chechnya 

was not supported (f = - .82,p = .209). The means for Afghanistan were (2.42) and for 

Chechnya (2.56). 

6.3 Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of Afghanistan regarding Support 
for Intervention and Roles of the Major Parties 

Hypothesis Five, which proposed that articles published by Izvestia will be more 

supportive toward the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan than the articles published in the 
-< 

New York Times, was supported with 1-value of 5.2 1 @f = 118, p < .004). Mean values 

for were Izvestia (2.25) and for the New York Times (1.65). Results ire presented in 

Table 2.3. 



Hypothesis 6a predicting more positive treatment of the role of the Soviet 

government in Afghanistan by Izvestia than that by the New York Times was also 

supported (1 =.- 11.32, df = 5 7 , ~  < .004). The means were for Izvestia (3.00) and for the I 

New York Times (1.44). 1 

Table 2.3 

T-test for the Differences in ~ e ~ e n c l e n t  Variables (Valence/Support for Intervention and 
Roles) between Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage by the Conflict in 

Afghanistan: H5, H6a - H6f 

, 

Variable 

Support for intervention (H5 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Role of Soviet Government (H6a) 
Izvestia ( n =  16) 
New York Times' ( n = 43) 

Role of Soviet Military (H6b) 
- Izvestia ( n = 1 )  

New York Times ( n = 39) 
Role of Afghan Government (H6c) 

Izvestia (n=54)  
New York Times ( n = 37) 

Role of Afghan rebels (H6d) 
Izvestia ( n = 3 4 )  
New York Times ( n = 34) - 

Role of US Government (H6e) 
Izvestia ( n = 3 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 32) 

Role of Non-US Govs:/Orgs. (H6f) 
Izvestia ( n =  19) 
New York Times ( n = 35) 

t-value 

5.213* 

11.315* 

2.642 

16.273* 

- 8.035* 

- 12.715* 

- 9.525* 

Mean 

2.25 
1.65 

3.00 
1.44 

3.00 
1.51 

2.96 
1.76 

1.00 
1.88 

1.00 
2.44 

1.11 
2.43 

P 

.OOO ; 

.OOO 

.006 

.OOO 
- 

.OOO 

.OOO 

.OOO 

S.D. 

.68 

.58 

.OO 

.58 

.55 

.19 

.49 

.OO 

.64 

.OO 

.62 

.31 

.56 

df 

118 

. 57 

38 

89 

66 

60 

52 



i '  
Hypothesis 6b demonstrated no significant differences .in the coverage of the role 

of the Soviet military in Afghanistan by two newspapers with !-value of 2.64 (df = 38, p = 
1 

.006). The means for Izvestia were (3.00) and for the New York Times (1.5 1). 

Hypothesis 6c stipulated that Izvestia would be more positive in its treatment of 

the role of Afghan government than the New York Times. This hypothesis was supported 

with 1-value of 16.27 @f = 89, p < .001). The means were for Izvestia (2.96) and for the 

New York Times (1.76). 

Hypothesis 6d, which expected Izvestia's coverage to be less positive towards the 

role of Afghan rebels than theNew York Times coverage, was supported (1 = - 8.04, df = 

66, p < .OM). The means were for Izvestia (1.00) and for the New York Times (1.88). 

Hypothesis 6e, which proposed less positive Izvestia's coverage of the role of the 

U.S. government in Afghan conflict in comparison with the New York Times coverage 

was strongly supported with !-value of - 12.72 (df = 60, p < .004). The means were for 

Izvestia (1.00) and the New York Times (2.44). 

Hypothesis 6f predicting less positive treatmentof the role of non-U.S. 

governments and organizations by Izvestia than by the New York Times was supported 

(1 = - 9.53, df = 52, g < .004). The means were for Izvestia (1.1 1) and for the New York 

Times (2.43). 



6.4 Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of Chechnya 
regarding Support for Intervention and Roles of the Major Parties 

Hypothesis seven, which predicted that articles published by Izvestia will be more 

supportive of Russian intervention in Chechnya than the articles published in the New 

York Times was not supported (t = 1.39, p = .084). The means were for Izvestia (1.70) 

and for the New York Times (1.55). The results are presented in Table 2.4. 

There.was no significant-difference between Izvestia's and the New York Times 

coverage of the role of Russian government in Chechen conflict (1 = .19, df =109, p = 

.425). The means were for Izvestia (1.61) and for the New York Times (1.59). 

/ 
Hypothesis 8b was not supported. Izvestia's coverage of the role of Russian 

military in Chechnya was significantly more positive than the New ~ o r k  Times coverage 

(1 = 2.22, df = 96, p = .014). The means were for Izvestia (1.64) and for the New York 

Times (1.39). 

Hypothesis 8c, which predicted difference in coverage of the role of Chechen 

government by two newspapers, was not supported. Izvestia's coverage of the 

government was,significantly less positive than that of the New York Times @ = 2.27, df = 

82, p = .013). The means were for Izvestia (2.01) and for the New York Times (1.85). 

Izvestia's coverage of the role of Chechen rebels was significantly less positive 

than the New York Times coverage as proposed by Hypothesis 8d (1 = 3.36, df = 80, p < 

.OO 1). The means were for Izvestia (2.12) and for the New York Times (1.67). 

Hypothesis 8e, which stipulated that Izvestia's coverage would be less positive 

towards the role of the U.S. government than the New York Times, was not tested and so 



., 

r ' 

was not supported. Izvestia's coverage did not contain articles mentioning the role of the 
7 

U. S. government in Chechen conflict. 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Valence/Support for Intervention and 
Roles) between Izvestia and. the New York Times Coverage by the Conflict in. Chechnya: 

H7, H8a - H8f 

S.D. 

.65 

.53 

.62 

.57 

.57 

.53 

.40 

.48 

.57 

.64 

.64 

.50 

.51 

Variable 

Support for intervention (H7) 
Izvestra (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Role of Russian Government @gal 
Izvestla (n=57)  
New York Tlmes ( n = 5 4 )  

Role of Russian Military @8b) 
Izvestia ( n = 44) 
New York Tlmes ( n = 5 4 )  

Role of Chechen Government CHk) 
Izvestia ( n = 4 4 )  
New York Trmes ( n = 4 0 )  

Role of Chechen rebels (H8d) 
Izvestia ( n = 4 3 )  
New York Trmes ( n = 3 9 )  

Role of US Government 
Izvestra ( n = O )  
New York Trmes ( n = 2 0 )  

Role of Non-US Govs./Orgs. Waf) 
Izvestra ( n = 4 )  
New York Times ( n = 16) 

p 

.084 

.425 

.014 

.013 

.OOO 

.260 

df 

118 

109 

96 

82 

80 

18 

Mean 

1.70 
1.55 

1.61 
1.59 

1.64 
1.39 

2.01 
1.85 

2.12 
1.67 

0 
2.25 

2.75 
2.56 

t-value 

1.386 

.I90 

2.216 

2.268 

3.362* 

-657 



Hypothesis 8f was also not supported. There was no significant difference found 

between the Izvestia's and the New York Times coverage of the role of the non-U.S. 

governments and organizations (f = .66, Q = .260). The means were for Izvestia (2.75) 

and for the New York Times (2.56). 

6.5 Sources used in Zzvestia's Coverage of Afghanistan and Chechnya 

There was significant difference in the number of government-related sources 

used by Izvestia in its coverage of Afghan . . and Chechen conflicts. As Hypothesis 9a 

proposed, Izvestia used significantly fewer the Soviet government sources when covering 

conflict in Afghanistan than Russian government sources in its coverage of the events in 

Chechnya ( t = - 3.61, df = 1 18, Q < .001). The means were for Afghanistan (.005) and 

for Chechnya (.40). Results are presented in Table 3.1. 

There was also significant difference in the number of the Soviet military sources 

and Russian military sources used by Izvestia in coverage of Afghan and Chechen 

conflicts. As predicted by Hypothesis 9b, Izvestia used fewer Soviet military sources in 

Afghanistan compared to Russian military sources in coverage of Chechen conflict (L = - 

3.17, df = I  1 8 , ~  < .05). The meanswere for Afghanistan (.00) and for Chechnya (.40). 

Hypotheses 9c-9h were not supported. There were no the U.S. government 

sources used in Izvestia's coverage of neither conflict. There was no significant 

difference inthe number of the U.S. non-government sources used in Izvestia's coverage 

of two conflicts (f = - 1 . 0 0 , ~  = .160). The means for Afghanistan were (.00) and for 

Chechnya (,OOl). 



Table 3.1 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Sources) between the Afghan and 
Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by Izvestia: H9a - H9h 

Izvestia's usage of Afghan government sources in Afghan conflict was not 

significantly different from number of Chechen government sources used in Chechen 

Variable 

Sources -SovietRussian Govt. (H9a) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -Soviet/Russian Non Govt. (H9b) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) .. 

Chechnya ( n = 60) 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

Mean 

.005 
.40 

.OO 

.40 ! 

S.D. 

.22 

.72 

.OO 

.98 

t-value 

- 3.611* 

-3.169* 

---- 

- 1.000. 

.458 

- .616 

-1.086 

, - 1 . 5 4 5  

Sources - US Government (H9c) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 60) 

Sources - US Non-Government (H9d) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n =  60) 

Sources - Afghanl Chechen Govt. (H9e) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n  =60) 

Sources-AfghdC hechen Non-Gov. (H9f) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Other Govt. (Hgg) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6.0) 

Sources - Other Non-Govt. (H9h) 
Afghanistan ( n = .60). 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

p 

.OOO 

.001 

,160 

.324 

.270 

.I40 

.062 

.OO 

.OO 

.OO 
, .001 

.35 

.30 

.55 

.72 

.003 
1 . 

.OO 

.12 

.OO 

.OO 

.OO 

.13 

.55 

.65 

1.08 
1.80 

.18 

.44 

.OO 

.58 



conflict (I = .46, Q = .458). The means were for Afghanistan (.35) and for Chechnya 

Izvestia's usage of Afghan non-government sources in Afghan con,flict was not 

significantly different from that of Chechen non-government sources in ~hechen conflict 

(t = - .62, p = .270). The means were for Afghanistan (3) and Chechnya (.72). 

There were no noticeable differences in the use of sources of other governments in 

Afghan and Chechen conflicts @ = - 1.09, p = .140). Mean values were for Afghanistan 

(.003) and Chechnya (.lo). There were also no significant difference in Izvestia's usage 

of other non-governments sources in Afghanistan and Chechnya (I = - 1.545, p = .062). 

Mean values for Afghanistan (.00) and Chechnya (. 12). 

6.6 Sources used by the New York Times in its Coverage of Afghan and Chechen 
Conflicts 

Hypothesis 10a, which proposed that the New York Times will use fewer Soviet 

government sources in coverage of Afghan conflict than Russian government sources in 

coverage of Chechen conflict, was supported with !-value of - 5.59 (df = 118, p < .001). 

Mean values for Afghanistan were ( 1.65) and (1 3 5 )  for Chechnya. Results are presented 

in Table 3.2. 

Hypothesis lob, which expected that fewer Soviet non-government sources will 

be used in the New York Times coverage of Afghanistan than Russian non-government 

sources in Chechnya, was also supported with !-value of - 5.40 (df = 118, p < .001). The 
i 

means were for Afghanistan (1.44) and for Chechnya (1.59). 



Hypothesis 10c was not supported. The New York Times used significantly more 

the U. S. government sources in Afghanistan than in Chechnya (1 = 1.74, df = 1 18; Q = 

.042). Mean values were for Afghanistan (.52) and for Chechnya (23) .  

Table 3.2 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Sources) between the Afghan and 
Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by the New York Times: H 10 - Hl Oh 

Variable 

Sources -SovietRussian Govt. rn 10a> 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -SovietRussian Non Govt. (HlOb) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - US Government CHI oc) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - US Non-Government (Hl Od) 
Afghanistan ( n = 6 0 )  
Chechny a ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -- AfghadChechen Govt. (H 1 Oe) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources-AfghanKhechen Non-Gov. (HlOf) 
Afghamstan ( n = 6 0 )  
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Other Government (Hl og) 
Afghamstan ( n =  60) 
Chechnya ( n  = 60) 

Sources -Other Non Government (H 1 Oh) 
Afghan~stan ( n =  60) 
Chechnya ( n z 6 0 )  

Mean 

.22 
1.62 

.001 
.95 

.52 

.23 

.003 

.001 

.13 

.42 

.53 

.68 

.70 

.22 

.12 

.27 

p 

.OOO 

.OOO 

.042 

.328 

.001 

.246 

.004 

.080 

S.D. 

.56 
1.86 

.13 
1.33 

1.00 
.77 

.26 

.13 

.39 

.59 

1.08 
1.30 

1.29 
.49 

.45 

.69 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

t-value 

- 5.586* 

- 5.398* 

1.741 

.447 

- 3.103* 

- .689 

2.708* 

-1.413 



Hypothesis 10d was not supported. The t-test did not reveal significant 

differences in the number of the U.S. non-government sources used. in Afghanistan and 

Chechnya @ = .45,g = .328). The means were'for Afghanistan.(.003) and for Chechnya 

(.001). 

The New York Times coverage used significantly fewer Afghan government 

sources than Chechen government sources in its coverage of two conflicts as pr'oposed by 

Hypothesis 1Oe (I = - 3.10, df = 1 1 8 , ~  < ,004). Mean values for.Afghanistan were (. 13) 

and for Chechnya (.42). 

Hypothesis 10f was not supported. The t-test did not demonstrate significant 

differences in usage of Afghan and Chechen non-government sources in the New York 

Times coverage of two conflicts (1 = .69,g = .246). Mean values were for Afghanistan 

(.53).and (.68) for Chechnya. 

There was a significant difference in the number of sources of other gove'mments 

between the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts with more other 

governments sources used in Afghan coverage Q = 2.71, df =118, g = .004). The means 

were for Afghanistan (.70) and for Chechnya (.22). 

Hypothesis 10h was not supported. There were no noticeable differences in the 

number of other non-government sources used in Afghanistan and Chechnya as covered 

by the New York Times ( 1 = - 1.4 1, g= .080). Mean values for Afghanistan were (. 12) 

and for Chechnya (.27). 



6.7 ,Sources used by Izvestia and the New York Times in its Coverage of Afghan 
Conflict 

Hypothesis 1 l a  was not supported. Izvestia did not use significantly more Soviet 

government sources compared to the New York Times (t= - 2.16, p = ,016). Mean values 

for Izvestia were (.005) and for the New York Times (.22). Contrary to the proposed 

hypothesis, the New York Times used'more Soviet government sources in its coverage of 

Afghan conflict. Results are presented in Tale 3.3. 

Hypothesis I l b  was also not supported. Izvestia did not use more Soviet non- 

government sources in its coverage of Afghanistan than the New York Times (t = - 1.00, 

n.s.). Mean values for Izvestia were (.00) and for the New York Times (.001). 

Hypothesis 1 lc, which proposed that Izvestia will use fewer U.S. government 

sources in its coverage of Afghanistan than the New York Times will use, was supported 

with !-value of - 4.00 (df = 118, Q < .001). The means were for Izvestia (.00) and for the 

New York Times (.52). 

Hypothesis 1 l d  did not find support. There were no significant differences in use 

of U.S. non-government sources by Izvestia and the New York Times (1 = - 1.00, n.s.). 

Mean valuds for Izvestia were (.00) and for the New York Times (.003). 

There was no significant differences in the number of Afghan government sources 

used by Izvestia .and the New York Times in the direction predicted by Hypothesis 1 l e  

(j = 2.50, df = 1 1 8 , ~  = .007). Mean values for Izvestia were (.35) and for the New York 

Times (. 1-3). 



Table 3.3 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Sources) between Izvestia and the 
New York Times Coverage by the Conflict in Afghanistan: Hl l a  - Hl 1 h ' 

Hypothesis 1 lf, whch expected Izvestia's coverage to use more Afghan non- 
,. 

government sources compared to the New York Times was not supported (1 = . 0 8 , ~  = 

.466). The means were for Izvestia ( 3 )  and for the New York Times (.53). 

S.D. 

.22 

.56 

.OO 

.13 
w 

.OO 
1.00 

.OO 

.26 

.55 

.39 

1.08 
1.08 

.18 
1.29 

.OO 

.45 

Variable 

Sources - Soviet Government (HI la) 
Izvest ia ( n = 6,O) 
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -Soviet Non-Government (Hl 1 b) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Sources - US Government (Hl lc) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - US Non-Government (Hl 1 d) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
Nau York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -- Afghan Government (HI le) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources-Afghan Non-Government (Hl 1 f) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Other Government (Hllg) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources -Other Non Government (HI 1 h) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

p 

.016 

.I60 

.OOO 

.I60 

.007 

.466 

.OOO 

.024 

df 

118 

. 118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

Mean 

-005 
.22 

.OO 
.001 

.OO 

.52 

.OO 
-003 

.35 

.13 

.55 

.53 

.003 
.70 

.OO 

.12 

t-value 

- 2.162 

- 1.000. 

-4.003* 

-1.006 

2.500 

.084 

- 3.956* 

- 1.989 



Hypothesis 1 lg, which stipulated that Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan will use 

fewer other government sources than the New York Times was supported (t = - 3.96, df = 

118, p c .001). Mean values for Izvestia were (~003) and for the New York Times (.70). 
.. . 

Hypothesis I lh  was not supported. Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict used 

fewer other non-government sources than the New York Times did ( 1 = - 1.99, df = 118, p 

= ,024). The means for Izvestia were (.00) and for the New York Times (. 12). 

6.8 Sources used by Izvestia and the New York Times in its Coverage of Chechen 
Conflict 

Hypothesis 12a, which predicted that Izvestia will use more Russian government 

sources in its coverage of Chechnya compared to the New York Times, did not 
\ 

demonstrate significant support (5 = - 4.73, df=118, p < .001). Mean values for Izvestia 

were (.40) and for the New York Times (1.62). Contrary to the hypothesis, Izvestia used 

fewer Russian government sources than the New York Times did. The results are 

presented in Table 3.4. 

Hypothesis 12b also demonstrated the opposite to the predicted direction of the 

results. Izvestia did not use more Russian non-government sources in its coverage of 
- .  

Chechen conflict than the New York Times did (1 = - 2.58, df = 1 18, p = .005). Mean 

values for Izvestia were (.40) and for the New York Times (.95). 

Hypothesis 12c, which stipulated that Izvestia will use fewer U.S. government 

sources in its coverage of Chechnya than the New York'Times was not supported with &- 



value of - 2.36 (df=118, p = .010). The means for Izvestia were (.00) and for the New 

York Times.(.23). 

Table 3.4 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Sources) between INesfia and the 
New York Times Coverage by the Conflict in Chechnya: H12a- H12h 

p 

.OOO 

.005 

.010 

1.000 

.I52 

.453 

.086 

.lo0 

t-value 

- 4.726 

- 2.577 

- 2.356 

.000 

- 1.033 

.I17 

- 1.372 

- 1.289 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

S.D. 

.72 
1.86 

.98 
1.33 

.OO 

.77 

.13 

.13 

.65 

.59 

1.80 
1.30 

.44 
-.49 

.58 

.69 

Variable 

Sources - Russian Government (HI 2a) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Russian Non-Government (H12b) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Sources - US Government (HI 2c) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n =  60) 

Sources - US Non-Government (H12d) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n =  60) 

Sources - Chechen Government (HI 2e) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources- C hechen Non-Government (H 1 2f) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Other Government (H12g) 
Izvestia ( n = 6 0 )  
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Sources - Other Non Government (H12h) 
Izvestia ( n  = 60) 
New York Times ( n = 6 0 )  

Mean 

.40 
1.62 

.40 

.95 

.OO 

.23 

.001 

.001 

J.30 
.42 

.72 

.68 

.10 

.22 , 

.12 

.27 



Hypotheses 12d - 12h didnot show support. There were no significant difference 

found between the number of U.S. non-government sources used by lzvestia and the New 

York Times coverage of Chechnya (! = 00 ,  n.s.). Mean values for Izvestia were (.001), 
. .. 

. and for the New York Times (.001). 

lzvestia did not use more Chechen government sources than the New Y&k Times 

(1 = - 1.03, Q = .152). The means were for Izvestia (.30) and for the New York Times 

(.42). - Neither did Izvestia use more Chechen non-government sources as it was expected 

(1 = .12, Q = .453). Mean values for lzvestia were (.72) and for the New York Times (.68). 

There were also no significant differences in the number of sources of other 

governments used by Izvestia and the New York Times with 0 = - 1.37, p = .086). The 

means were for Izvestia (. 10) and for the New York Times (.22). 

No significant differences in the number of other non-governmental sources used 

by lzvestia and the New York Times were discovered (i = - 1.23, Q = .loo). Mean values 

were for Izvestia (. 12) and for the New York Times (.27). 

6.9 Izvestia's Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflict in regard to Various 
Article Topics 

Hypothesis 13a, which predicted that Izvestia's coverage of conflict in 

Afghanistan will contain fewer articles devoted to military operations than coverage of 

Chechnya, was not supported (1 = .11, Q = .457). Mean values for Afghanistan were (.62) 

and for Chechnya (.60). Results are presented in Table 4.1. 



Table 4.1 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Topics) between the Afghan and 
Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by Izvestia: H13a -H13i 

t-value 
\ 

.lo8 

-4.291* 

1.133 

1.754 

-1.443 

- 

- 2.805* 

- .594 

- .I27 

1.351 

Variable 

Topics - Militaq Operations Wl3a) 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Topics - Devastation m13b) 
A f w s t a n  ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Topics - Refugees (H13c) 
' Afj$mstan ( n = 6 0 )  

Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  
Topics - Civilian Life CHI34 

Afj$amstan ( n = 6 0 )  
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Peace Negotiations (H13e) 
Af&amstan ( n = 6 0 )  
C hechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Topics - Hostages (H13f) 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Government Officials (HI%) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Analysis of situation (H13h) 
Afghamstan ( n = 6 0 )  
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Reasons for war (H13i) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

p 

.457 

,000 

.I29 

.041 

.076 

.003 

.276 

.450 

.009 

S.D. 

.90 

.79 

.58 

.92 

-57 
.38 

.92 

.74 

-40 
.70 - 

.26 

.64 

.77 

.77 

.73 

.71 

.29 

.OO 

Mean 

.62 

.60 

.20 

.80 

.18 

.008 

.65 

.38 

.15 

.30 

.003 
.28 

.42 

.50 

.33 

.35 

.005 
.OO 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

- 

118 

118 

118 

118 



I 
Hypothesis 13b stipulating that fewer lzvesti'a articles will dedicated to the topic 

of devastation in Afghanistan than in Chechnya was supported with t-value of - 4.29 (df = 

118, p c .OOl). The means were for Afghanistan (.20) and for Chechnya (.go). 

Hypothesis '1 3c expecting more lzvestia articles about refugees in Afghan conflict 

compared to Chechen conflict was not supported (1 = 1.13, Q = .129). The means were 
1 

for Afghanistan (. 18) and for Chechnya (.008). 

Hypothesis 13d was not supported. lzvestia did n~ t '~ub l i shed  significantly more 

articles describing civilian life in its coverage of Afghanistan than its respective coverage 

of Chechnya (t= 1.75, df =l18, Q = .041). Mean values for Afghanistan were (.65) and 

for Chechnya (.38). 

Hyppthesis 13e, which proposed that fewer lzvestia articles will discuss the topic 

of peace negotiations in Afghanistan than in Chechnya was not supported (t.= - 1.44,g = 

.076). The means were for Afghanistan (. 15) and for Chechnya (.30). 

Hypothesis 13f stipulating that lzvestia's coverage in Afghanistan will contain 

fewer articles describing hostage situations than the respective coverage in Chechnya was 

supported with !-value of - 2.8 1 (df = l 1 8 , ~  c .004). Mean values fbr Afghanistan were 

(.003) and for Chechnya (.28). 

Hypotheses 13gi13i were not supported. There was no significant difference in 

lzvestia's coverage of topic government officials in Afghanistan and Chechnya (1 = - .59, 

Q = .276). Mean values for'Afghanistan were (.42)'and for Chechnya (SO). Izvestia did 

not devote significantly fewer articles to analysis of the situation in Afghanistan than in 



Chechnya (t = - .13, p = .450). The means for Afghanistan were (.33) and for Chechnya 

(.35). 

Reasons of war as a topic did not appear in significantly more Izvestia articles in 

coverage of Afghanistan than in Chechnya (t = 1.35, p = .009). Mean values for 

Afghanistan were (.005) and for Chechnya (.00). 

\ 

6.10 The New York Times Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflicts in regard to 
Various Article Topics 

The results did not reveal enough support for Hypothesis 14a. There have not 

been significantly more New York Times articles dedicated to military operations in 

coverage of Afghanistan than in coverage of Chechen conflict (I = 2.1 1, df = 1 18,p = 

.018). Mean values for Afghanistan were (1.20) and for Chechnya (35). Results are 

presented in Table 4.2. 

Hypothesis 14b, which proposed that there w'ill be fewer New York Times articles 

about devastation in Afghan conflict than in Chechen conflict, was not supported with 

1-value of - 1.77 &f =118, p = .039). The means for Afghanistan were (.18) and for 

Chechnya (.38). 

There was no significant difference in the number of New York Times articles 

devoted to the topic of refugees in the coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts (1 = 

11.14, p = ,128). Mean values were for Afghanistan (. 17) and for Chechnya (.008). 



Table 4.2 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Topics) between the Afghan and 
Chechen Conflicts in Coverage by the New York Times: H14a - H14i 

Variable 

Topics - Military Operations (H14a) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechqa (n=60)  

Topics - Devastation ' (H14b) 
Afghanistan (n=60)  
Chechnya ( n = 60) 

Topics - Refugees (H14c)) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Civilian Life (H14d) 
Af@mustan (n=60)  
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Peace Negotiations (HI44 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 60) 

Mean 

1.20 
.85 

.18 

.38 

.17 
.008 

.12 

.25 

.005 
-40 

S.D. 

.92 

.90 

.50 

.72 

.49 

.28 

.42 

.63 

.29 

.69 
Topics - Hostages (H14f) 

Afj$amstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 60) 

Topics - Government Oficials W 4 g )  
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Analysis of situation (H14h) 
Afgharustan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Topics - Reasons for war (H14i) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 60) 

118 

118 

118 

118 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

.OO 

.30 

.65 

.78 

.57 

.37 

.10 

.OO 

- 3.227* 

- .819 

1.34.2 

.OO 

.72 

.90' 

.88 

.89 

.74 

.40 

.OO 

.001 

.207 

.091 

t-value 

2.112 

-1.771 

1.140 

-1.372 

-3.611* 
-- 

1.941 1 .027 

p 

.018 

.039 

.I28 

.086 

.OOO 



There was also no significant differences in the number of New York Times 

articles about civilian life, during the conflict in Afghanistan and'chechnya (1 = - 1.37, p = 

.086). Mean values for Afghanistan were (. 12) and for Chechnya (.25). 

Hypothesis 14e, which expected that fewer New York Times articles will discuss 

peace negotiations in Afghanistan than in Chechnya was supported with !-value of - 3.61 

(df = 118, p < .001). The means were for Afghanistan (.005) and for Chechnya (.40). 

Hypothesis 14f, which stipulated that will be fewer New ~ o r k  Times articles 
f 

devoted to topic of hostages in coverage of ~f~hanistan.t 'han in Chechnya, was supported 

with f-value of - 3.23 (df = 118, p < .004). Mean values for Afghanistan were (.00) and 

for Chechnya (.30). 

Hypotheses 14g-14h were not supported. There was no significant difference in 

the number of New York Times articles dedicated to government officials between the 

coverage of two conflicts (f = - .82, Q = .207). The means were for Afghanistan (.65) and 

for Chechnya (.78). There was also no noticeable difference between the number of New 

~ o r k  Times articles devoted to the analysis of the situation in Afghanistan and Chechnya 

(f = 1.34, p = .091). Mean values were for Afghanistan (.57) and for Chechnya (.37). 

Hypothesis 14i was not supported. The number of articles discussing reasons of 

war in the New York Times coverage of Afghanistan was not significantly different than 

that of in the respective coverage of Chechen conflict Q = 1.94, df = 1 18, p = .027). The 

means were for Afghanistan (. 10) and for Chechnya (.00). 



6.1 1 Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of Afghanistan in regard to 
Various Article Topics 

Hypothesis 15a, which predicted that there will be fewer Izvestia articles devoted 

to topic of military operations in Afghanistan than New York Times articles, was 

supported with !-value of - 3.51 u f  = I  18, p < .001). Mean values were for Izvestia (.62) 

and for the New York Times (1.20). Results are presented in Table 4.3. 

Hypotheses 15b and 15c were not supported. There were no significant 

differences in the number of Izvestia and New York Times articles which topics were 

devastation and refugees in Afghanistan. The results produced !-value o f .  17 (a,= 118, p 

= .433) and .I72 @f =118,p = .432) respectively. Mean values for Izvestia were (.20) 

and for the New York Times (. 18) for topic of devastation, and for refugees Izvestia were 

(. 18) and for the New York Times (. 17). 

Hypothesis 15d, which proposed, that Izvestia will dedicate more articles for 

civilian life in Afghanistan than the New York Times was supported with !-value of 4.10 

(df = 118, < .001). Mean values for Izvestia were (.65) and for the New York Times 

-, 
Hypotheses 15e- 15i were not supported. There was no noticeable difference 

between ~zvestia and the New York Times coverage of peace negotiations (t = 1.56, p = 

.060). The means for Izvestia were (. 15) and for the New York Times (.OO5). There was 

also no significant difference in number of articles devoted to topic of hostages in 

Afghanistan by two respective newspapers (1 = 1.00,.p = .159). Mean values were for 
I I 

Izvestia (.003) and for the New York Times (.00). 

124 



Table 4.3 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent variables (Topics) between Izvestia and the New 
York Times Coverage by the Conflict in Afghanistan: Hl5a - H15i 

Variable 

Topics - Military Operations (H15a) 
Izvest ia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Devastation (H15b) 
Izvest ia ( n = 60) 
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Refugees (HlW 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Civilian Life (H15d) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Peace Negotiations (H15e) 
~zvest  id (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Hostages (H15f) 
Izvestia (n=60) 
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Government Officials (HI%> 
Izvestia ( n = 60) 
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Analysis of situation (HI 5h) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Reasons for war (H15i) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Mean 

.62 
1.20 

.20 

.18 

.18 

.17 

.65 

.12 

.15 
.005 
' 

.003 
.OO 

.42 

.65 

.33 

.57 

.005 
. lo  

S.D. 

.90 

.92 

.58 

.50 

.57 

.49 

.92 

.42 

.40 

.29 

-26 
.OO 

.77 

.90 

.73 

.89 

.29 

.40, 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

t-value 

-3.510* 

.I69 

.I72 

4.102* 

1.562 

1.000 

-1.531, 

- 1.571 

- .788 

p 

.OOO 

.433 

.432 

.OOO 

.060 

.I59 

.064 

.060 

.216 



A 

Hypothesis 15g' which predicted more Izvestia articles about government officials 

in Afghanistan comparatively to the New York Times was not supported (t = - 1.53, = 

.064). The means were for Izvestia (.42) and for the New York Times (..65). 

The resultsdidnot provide suppoi for ~ypothesis15h expecting significantly 

fewer Izvestia articles analyzing the situation in Afghanistan than the New York Times's 

(j = - 1.57'2 = .060). Mean values for Izvestia were (.33) and for the New York Times 

(.57). 

There was also no significant difference in the number of Izvestia and the New 

York Times articles dedicated to discussion of reasons of war in Afghanistan (1 = - .79, 2 

= .216). The means were for Izvestia (.005) and for the New York Times (. 10). 

6.12 Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of Chechnya in regard to Various 
Article Topics 

Hypothesis 16a was not supported. There was no significant difference in the 

number of Izvestia and the New York Times articles devoted to the topic of military 

operations in Chechnya (I = - 1.62, g = .053). The means for Izvestia were (..60) and for 

the New York Times (.85). Results are presented in Table 4.4. 

Hypothesis 16b, which predicted that more Izvestia's articles will be dedicated to 

discussion of devastation in Chechnya comparatively to the New York Times coverage 

was supported with 1-value of 2.78 (df = 118, g < .004). The means were for Izvestia (.80) 

and for the New York Times (.38). 



Table 4.4 
n 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Topics) between Itvestia and the New 
York Times Coverage by the Conflict in Chechnya: H16a - H16i 

Variable 

Topics - Military Operations ' (H16a) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Devastation (H16b) 
Izoestra , (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - ~ e f L ~ e e s  (H 16c) 
Izvestia ( n =  60) 
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Civilian Life (HI64 
Izvest~a ( n =  60) 
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Peace Negotiations 6e) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Hostages (HI 6f) 
Izvest ia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Government Officials (H16g) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Analysis of situation w 16h) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Topics - Reasons for war (H1 6i) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York T~mes ( n = 60) 

Mean 

.60 

.85 

.80 

.38 

.008 

.008 

.38 

.25 

.30 

.40 

.28 

.30 

.50 

.78  

.35 

.37 

.OO 

.OO 

S.D. 

.79 

.90 

.92 

.72 

.38 

.28 

.74 

.63 

-70 
.69 

.64 

.72 

.77  

.88 

.71 

.74 

.OO 

.OO 

df 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

118 

t-value 

- 1.622 

2.775* 

.OOO 

1.066 

- .788 

- .I34 

-1.871 

-.I26 

p 

.053 

.003 

1.00 
0 

.I44 

.215 

.447 

.032 

.450 

A 



There was no difference in Izvestia and the New York Times coverage of refugees 

in Chechnya ([ = .00, Q = 1.00). Mean values were for Izvestia (.008) and for the New 

York Times (.008). - 

Hypothesis 16d was also not supported. Izvestia's% and the New York Times 
\ 

coverage of civilian life in Chechnya during the conflict was not noticeably different (1 = 

1.07, Q = .144). The means for.Izvestia were (.38) and for the New York Times (.25). 

9 

There were no significant differences in coverage of topics of peace negotiations 

and hostages between Izvestia and the New York Times with t-values of - .79 and - .13 

respectively (df =118, n.s.). Mean values for peace negotiations topic for Izvestia were 

(.30) and for the New York Times (.40); and topic of hostages, the means were for Izvestia 

(.28) and for the New York Times (.30). 

Hypothesis 16g, which stipulated that Izvestia will discuss government'officials 

more extensively than the New York Times would, was not supported (t = 1.87, Q = .032). 

Mean values for Izvestia were ( S O )  and for the New York Times (.78). To the contrary, 

there were more New York Times articles discussing government officials. 

Hypothesis 16h was not supported. There was no noticeable difference in the 

number of articles devoted to analysis. of the situation in Chechnya by Izvestia and the 

New York Times (j = - .13, p ='.450). Mean values for Izvestia were (.35) and for the New 

York Times (.37). Hypothesis 16i was not supported. Either newspaper did not discuss 

topic of reasons of war. 



6.13 Itvestia's Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflicts regarding the Number 
'of Photographs, Article S& Front Page Articles, Article and Photo Sources 

Hypothesis 1 7, which predicted that Imestia's coverage of conflict in Afghanistan 

will contain fewer photographs than the respective coverage of Chechnya, ivas supported 
. - 

with !-value i f  - 5.26 (@= 118, < .001). Mean values for Afghanistan were (.001) and 

for Chechnya (-52). Results are presented in Table 5.1. 

Table 5.1 L 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Number of Photographs, Article Size, 
Front Page Articles, Article Source, and Photo Source) between the Afghan and Chechen 

Conflicts in Coverage by Izvestia: H17 - H2 1 

S.D. 

.13 

.72 

6.64 
9.33 

.OO 

.49 

.OO 

.18 

.50 

df 

118 

118 

118 

117 

Variable 

Number of Photographs (HI71 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Article Size (HI 8) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Front Page Articles (HI 9) 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=60)  

Article Source (Internal vs.Externa1) @20) 
Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya (n=59)  

Photo Source (Internal vs. External) (H2 1) 
Afghamstan ( n = 0) 
Chechnya (n=24)  

Mean 

.001 
.52 

7.87 
13.72 

.OO 

.53 

1.00 
.97 

.63 

t-value 

- 5.262* 

- 3.957* 

- 9.088* 

1.439 

p 

.OOO 

- 
.OOO 

.OOO 

.076 



Hypothesis 18, which expected Izvestia articles size to be smaller in coverage of 

Afghanistan than in coverage of Chechnya was supported (i = - 3.96, df =118, Q < ,001). 

The means were for Afghanistan (7.87) and for chechnjia (13.72). 
. . I 

Hypothesis 19 was also supported. There were fewer front-page articles in 

Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict than in coverage pf Chechnya (1 = - 9.09, df = 118, 

p < .OO 1). The means for Afghanistan were (.00) and. for Chechnya (.53). 

H'ypothesis 20 was not supported. There was no significant difference between 

Izvestia's usage of internal and external articles' sources in coverage of events in 

Afghanistan and Chechnya (! = 1.44, p = .076). Mean ;dues for Afghanistan were (1.00) 

and for Chechnya (.97). 

There was no support for Hypothesis 2 1 because it could not be tested. The 

analyzed sample of Izvestia articles regarding Afghan conflict did not contain 
i 

photographs, therefore variable photo sources is not assessable in the analysis. 

6.14 The New York Times Coverage of Afghan and Chechen Conflicts regarding 
the Number of Photographs, Article Size, Front Page Articles, Article and 
Photo Sources 

Hypothesis 22, which predicted that the New York Times coverage of Afghanistan 

will have fewer photbgraphs than the respective coverage of Chechen conflict did not find 

support (I = - 1.56, p = .061). The means for ~ f ~ h a n i s t b  were (.35) and for Chechnya 

(.52). Results are presented in Table 5.2. 
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Table 5.2 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Number of Photographs, Article Size, 
Front Page Articles, Article Source and Photo Source) between the Afghan and Chechen 

Conflicts in Coverage by the New York Times: H22 - H26 

Hypothesis 23 was supported. There was a significant difference in the article 

size of the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts (1 = - 3.73, &f 

=118, p < .001). Mean values for Afghanistan were (12.22) and for Chechnya (18.42). 

Hypothesis.24, which stipulated that more New York Times articles regarding 

Afghan conflict will be published on the front page compared to coverage of Chechen 

conflict was not supported (! = - 1 . 4 9 i  = .070). Mean values for Afghanistan were (. 18) 

and for Chechnya (.30). 

Variable 

, Number of Photographs ( - 22 )  
" Afghamstan ( n =  60) 

C hechnya ( n = 6 0 )  
Article Size (H23 

Afghanistan ( n = 60) 
Chechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Front Page Arhcles (H24) 
Afghamstan ( n = 60) 
C hechnya ( n = 6 0 )  

Article Source (Internal vs.Externa1) (H25) 
Afghamstan ( n = 6 0 )  c 

, Chechnya ( n = 59) - .  _ . ,. 

Photo Source (Internal vs. External) (H26) 
Afghanistan ( n = 20) 
Chechnya ( n = 2 7 )  

t-value 

J 

- 1.556 

- 3.725* 

- 1.494 

- 1.580 
- .,. 

3.914* 

p 

.061 

-000 

-070 

.058 

.OOO 

Mean 

.35 

.52 

12.22 
18.42 

.18 
-30 

.8 1 
-,-...?,! ., 

1.00 
.55 

S.D. 

.52 

.65 

8.82 
9.4.1 

.39 
.466 

.39 
.... 28 -... 

.OO 

.50 

df 

118 

118 

118 

117 
. -.& ..- .- 

45 



- Hypothesis 25 was also not supported. There were no significant differences in 

the articles' sources of the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen conflicts 

(1 = - 1.58, p = .058). The means for Afghanistan were (.8 1) and for Chechnya (.9 1). 

Hypothesis 26, which expected that the New York Times will use more photograph 

sources in its coverage of Afghan conflict than in coverage of Chechen conflict was 

supported with I-value of 3.91 (df = 45, p < .001). Mean values for Afghanistan were 

(1.00) and for Chechnya (.55). 

6.15 Izvestia's and the New York Times Coverage of Afghanistan regarding the 
Number of Photographs, Article Size, Front Page Articles, Article and Photo 
Sources 

Hypothesis 27, which predicted that Izvestia's coverage of Afghan conflict will 

contain significantly fewer, photographs than the respective coverage by the New York 

Times was supported with I-value of - 4.86 (df = 11 8, p < .001). The means for Izvestia A 

were (.001) and-for the New York Times (.35). Results are presented in Table 5.3. 

Hypothesis 28 was also supported. The article size was significantly smaller in 

Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan than in'the New York Times (1 = - 3.05, df =118, p < 

.05). Mean values for Izvestia were (7.87) and for the New York Times (12.22). 

Hypothesis 29, which stipulated that Izvestia 's coverage of Afghanistan will 

contain fewer front page articles than the New York Times coverage was supported with 1- 

value of - 3.64 (df =l18,p < .001). The means were for Izvestia (.00) and for the New 

York Times (. 18). 



Table 5.3 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent V-les (Number of Photos, Article Size, Front 
Page Articles, Article and Photo Sources) between Izvestia and the New York Times 

Coverage by the Conflict in Afghanistan: H27 - H3 1 
1 

Hypothesis 30 expecting Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan to use more internal 

Variable Mean S.D. df t-value 

Number of Photographs (H27) 
I w r a  (n=6O) .001 .13 118 -4.863* 
New York Times ( n = 60) .35 .52 

Article Size W 8 )  
Izvest ia (n=60)  7.87 6.64 118 -3.053* 
New York Times ( n = 60) 12.22 8.82 

Front Page Articles (H29) 
Izvest ia (n=6O) -00 .OO 118 -3.639* 
New York Times ( n = 60) .18 .39 

Arbcle Source (Internal vs. External) (H30) 
I m s t  ia (n=60)  1.00 .OO 118 3.639* 
New York Times ( n = 60) .81 .39 

Photo Source (Internal vs. External) (H3 1) 
Izvest ia ( n = O )  
New York Times ( n = 20) 1.00 .OO 

article sources than the New York Times was supported 0 = 3.64, df= 1 18, p < .001). 

-. 

p 

.OOO 

.001 

.OOO 

.OOO 

Mean values for Izvestia were (1.00) and for the New York Times (.8 1). 
, 

There was no support for Hypothesis 3 1 because it could not be tested. There 

were no photographs in the sample of Izvestia articles selected for analysis. 



6.16 Izvesfia's and the New York Times Coverage of Chechnya regarding the 
Number of Photographs, Article Size, Front Page Articles, Article and Photo 
Sources 

Hypothesis 32 was not supported. There was no difference in the number of 

photographs between Izvestip and the New York Times coverage of Chechen conflict - 
0 = .00, p = 1.00). Mean values for Izvestia were (.52) and for the New York Times (.52). 

Results are presented in   able 5.4. 

Table 5.4 

T-test for the Differences in Dependent Variables (Number of Photos, Article Size, Front 
Page Articles, Article and Photo Sources) between Imestia and the New York Times 

Coverage by the Conflict in Chechnya: H32 - H36 

p 

1.000 

.003 

.001 

.I23 

.315 

Variable 

Number of Photographs (H32) 
Imestia (n=60)  
New York T~mes ( n = 60) 

Arhcle Size 0333 
Imest ra (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Front Page (H34) 
Izvestia (n=60)  
New York Times ( n = 60) 

Article Source (Internal vs. External) (H35) 
Imestia ( n =  59) 
New York Times ( n = 59) 

Photo Source (Internal vs. External) (H36) 
Imestia (n=24)  
New York Times ( n = 27) 

Mean 

.52 

.52 

13.72 
18.42 

.58 

.30 

.97 

.92 

.62 

.55 

df 

\, 118 

118 

118 

116 

49 

S.D. 

.72 

.65 

9.33 
9.41 

.50 

.46 

.18 

.28 

.49 

.51 

t-value 

.OOO 

- 2.748* 

3.233* 

1.166 

.494 



Hypothesis 33, which expected that size of the articles published in Izvesria 

regarding Chechen conflict will be significantly smaller than that of the New York Times 

was supported (t = - 2.75, df=l18, E < .004). The means for Izvestia were (13.72) and 

2 
for the New York Times (18.42). 

-6. -., 
Hypothesis 34 was also supported. There were more front page Izvestia articles 

discussing Chechen conflict than the New York Times articles (1 = 3.23, df = I  18, Q < 

.OW). The means for Izvestia were (.58) and for the New York Times (.30). 

Hypothesis 35 did not find support: There was no significant differences in the 

articles' sources used by Izvestia and the New York Times in their coverage of Chechen 

conflict (J = 1 . 1 7 , ~  = .123). The means for Izvestia were (.97) and for the New York 

Times (.92). 

There were also no differences in photo sources between Izvestia and the New 

York Times coverage of Chechnya (J = .49, Q = .315). Mean values for Izvestia were (.62) 
'P 

and for the New York Times (.55). 

The summary of the results indicating support or lack of support for the proposed 

*. hypotheses is presented in Table 6. 



Table 6 

Summary of the Results 

Hypothesis 

and Chechnya) 
m a  (ZmstiCtonAf- - 

ah Chechnya) 
H2b ( Z m s t i u o n A f ~  

and Chechnva) 
H2c (ImstiaonAfghanistan 

and Chechnya) 
H2d ( Z m s t i a o n A f ~  

and Chechnya) 
H2e (Zmstia on Afghanistan 

and ~hechn~a) 
H2f (Zmstia on Afghktan 

and Chechnya) 
H3 (the New York Times on 

Afghanistan and 
Chechnya) 

H4a-b (the New York Times on 
Afj?$anistanand 
Chechnya) 

H4c (the New York Times on 
A f - s t a n a n d  
Chechnya) 

H4d (the New York Tiines on 
Afghanistan and 
Chechnya) 

H4e-f (the New York Times on - and 
Chechnya) 

W (Zzvestia and the New 
York Times on Afghan 
conflict) 

H6a-b (Zzveslia and the New 
York Times on Afghan 
conflict) 

H6c (Zzvestia and the New 
York Times on Afghan 
conflict)' 

Description SupportMo Support 

More support for intervention in Supported 
Afighnistan 
More positive on the role of the- Supported 
Soviet government in Af$$mistan 
More positive on the role of the Supported 
Soviet military in Afjghistan 
More positive on the role of the Supported 

More critical of the Soviet 
government and military in Not supported 

More critical of the Afghan 
government Not supported 

More supportive of the Afghan 
rebels Not supported 

More positive on the role of the 
U. S. government and non-U. S. Not supported 
govts. and orgs. in A f w s t a n  
Zmstia will support Soviet 
intervention Supported 

Zzvestla will be positive toward 
the role of the Soviet government Supported 
and Soviet militrary 
Zmstia will be positive toward 
the role of Afghan government Supported 



Table 6 continued 

H6d (Imstia and the New 
YorR Times on Afghan 
conflict) 

H6ef (Izwstiu and the New 
York rimes on Afghan 
conflict) ' 

H7 ( I m t i a  and the New 
York Times on Chechen 
coutlict) 

H8a-b (Zmtia and the New 
York rimes on Chechen 
COW) 

H8c (fmsfia and the New 
Y d  Times on Chechen 
conflict) 

H8d (Zmsfa and the New 
York Times on Chechen 
conflict) 

H8e-f (Zmesfia and the New 
York rimes on Chechen 
conflict) 

H9a-b ( I d a  on conflicts in 
Af&anistan and 
Chechnya 

H9c-d (Imstia on conflicts in 
Afghanistan and 
Chechnya - 

H9e (Imstia on conflicts in 
Afghanistan and 
Chechnya) 

H9f (Izvesti'a on conflicts in 
AQhanistan and 
Chechaya) 

H9g-h ( I m r i a  on conflicts in - Afj#dstan and 
Chechnya) 

HlOa-b (the New York Times on 
conflicts in Afgharustan 
and Chechnya) 

HlOc-d (the New York Times on 
conflicts in Af@anistan 
and Chechnya) 

HlOe (the New York Times on 
conflicts in Af@anistan 
and Chechnya) 

HIM (the New York Times on 
conflicts in Af-stan 
and Chechnya) 

Imstia will be critical toward the 
role of Afghan rebels 

Imda will be aitical toward the 
role of the U.S. government and 
non-U.S. govts. and orgs. 
Imstiu will support Russian 
intervention 

Imsfia d be positive toward 
the role of Russian government 
and Russian nilitaq 
Imesfia win be critical toward the 
role of Chechen government 

Zzvestia will be critical toward the 
role of Chechen rebels 

1zvea.a will be critical toward the 
role of the U.S. government and 
non-U.S. govts. and ergs. 
Fewer Soviet government and 
non-government sources in 
Afghan coverage 
Fewer U.S. government and non- 
government sources in Afghan 
coverage 

More Afghan government sources 

Fewer Afghan non-govermnent 
sources 
Feiver the U.S. govement and 
non-government sources in 
Afghan coverage 
Fewer Soviet government and 
non-government sources in 
Af- coverage 
More U.S. government and non- 
government sources in coverage 
of Afghanistan 
Few& Afghan government 
sources than Chechen government 
sources 
Fewer Afghan non-government 
sources than Chechen non- 
government sources 

Supported 

Supported 

Not supported 

Not supported 

Not supported 

supported 

Not supported 

Supported 

Not Supported 

Not supported 

Not supported 

Not supported 

Supported 

Not supported 

Supported 

' Not supported 



Table 6 continued 

Hl Og (the New York Times on More other government sources 
conflicts in A f m s t a n  in Afjglmistan than in Cbechnya Supported 
and Chechnya) 

HlOh (the New York Times on More other non-government 
conflicts in Afghanistan sources in Af@anistan than in Not supported 
and Chechnya) Chechnya 

Soviet government and 

C hechnya) 
H12g-h (Izvestia and the New ( Fewer other govenunent and non- I 

- York Times on conflict in government sourEs in Izvestia Not supported 
Chechnya) 

H13b (Izvestia on Afghan and More articles on devastation in 
Chechen conflicts) coverage of Chechnya Supported 

H13f (Izvestia on Afghan and More articles on hostage taking 
Chechen Conflicts) situations in Checimya Supported 

H14e (the New York Times on More articles on peace 
Af&m and Chechen negotiations in Chechiiya Supported - - 
co&cts) 

H14f (the New York Times on . More articles on hostage taking 
Afghan and Chechen situations in Chechnya Supported 
conflicts) 



Table 6 continued 

Hl Sa (Izvesria and the New 
York rimes on conflict in 
Afghanistan) 

Hl Sd (Izvestia and the New 
York Times on . d c t  in 
Afghanistan) 

H16b (Imstra and the New 
York Times on con5ict in 
C hechnya) 

H17 (Izvestia on Afghan and 
Chechen conflicts) , 

H18 (Imst ia  on Af- and 
Chechen conflicts) 

H19 (INest'a on Afghan and 
Chechen conflicts) 

HZ3 (the New York Times on 
Afghanistan and 
Chechnya) 

H27 (Imst ia  and the New 
York Times on 
A f j j s t a n )  

H28 (Izvestia and the New 
YdrA Times on 
Afghaaistan) 

HZ9 (Izvestia and the New 
York Times on 
Af@laIlistan) 

H30 (Izvestia and the New . 

York Times on 
Afghanistan) 

H33 (Izvestr'a and the New 
York Times on 
Chechnya) 

H34 ( ~ m s t i a  and the New 
York Times on 
Chechnya) . 

Fewer articles on military 
operations in Af$mhn in 
. INesla 

More articles on civilian life in 
Ims t ia  

More articles on devastation in 
Izvestia 

Fewer photographs in Afghan 
coverage 

Article size is smaller in Afghan 
coverage 
Fewer fiont-page articles in 
Afghan coverage 
Article size is smaller in coverage 
of A f j  conflict 

Fewer photographs in Izvestia 

Article size in smaller in I . &  

Fewer fiont-page articles in 
Izvestra 

More internal article soures in 
INesta 

Article size is smaller in Izvestia's 
coverage 

More front-page articles' in 
Izvestia 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 

su~p0rt;ed 

Supported 

supported 

Supported 

Supported 

Supported 



Chapter 7 

DISCUSSION 

7.1 Roles of the Major Parties and Support for Intervention in Afghan and 
Chechen Conflicts as Covered by Izvestia and the New York Times 

The world political system changed radically during the period between the 

Afghanistan and'chechen conflicts. :The demise of the Soviet Union and the change in its 

relations with the United States that marked the end of.the Cold War caused major 

changes in the socio-political environment in which Izvestia operates. .In addition to 

freedom from the Cold War ideology, other control structures within Russia changed as 

well. This change had a dramatic impact on the nature of Izvestia's news coverage of 

international events. 

The significant differences between Izvestia's treatment of the conflicts in 

Afghanistan and Chechnya are consistent with expectations yielded by theory and 

r e skch  on factors shaping the content of international news coverage (Herman & 

Chomsky, 1988; Shoemaker & Reese, 1996) and 'with theory of social conflict (Coser, 

1956). The results are consistent with the nature of changes in the political, economic, 

and ideological control structures that constrain the operation of this Russian newspaper. 

Izvestia's coverage of the Afghan conflict was -much more supportive of the Soviet 



intervention in Afghanistan, than of the Russian invasion of Chechnya. Izvestia's 

coverage of Afghanistan was rather detached except for the fervid justification of the 

Soviet military presence in Afghanistan and condemnation of the U.S., Paiustan, China, 

. .. 

and other countries for financial, military and political-sup~ort of Afghan guerrillas. . In 

contrast, many of the articles were harshly criticized and even condemned'outbreak of the 

war in Chechnya. Izvestia's coverage of the Chechen conflict was full of graphically 

dramatic descriptions of devastation and combat, as well as tragic accounts of the fate of 

hundreds of Chechen civilians. 

Izvestia's coverage of the Afghan conflict portrayed the Soviet government and 

Soviet military in a strictly positive light. The Soviet media presented a single, 

Communist-party- approved version of the events in Afghanistan, which is consistent 

with the premises of the theory of social conflict (Coser, 1956). The role of the Soviet 

government was that of a big brother assisting its neighbor in need. There was no 

questioning of the Soviet intervention in the internal affairs of a foreign country. The 

rebuttal to the Western accusations of the invasion of Afghanistan ranged from assistance 

to the new revolutionary regime in Afghanistan to the resistance to insurgents backed by 

the U.S. and its allies. 

Izvestia's interpretation of the role of the Sov,iet military in the Afghan conflict 

was to share its knowledge and experience with the Afghan army, and to temporarily 

assist in the resistance to the anti-revolutionary forces.. Izvestia accentuated the temporary 

engagement of the limited Soviet military contingent in Afghanistan, and emphasized that 

the Soviet troops were not in Afghanistan for combat purposes, but rather to provide 



security for the-new Afghan leader and his regime. 

Post-Cold War changes in political,, economic and ideological conditions in 

Russia were reflected in Izvestia's news coverage of Chechnya. Izvestia's treatment of 

'[he role of the Russian government and Russian military in the ~hechen  conflict mirrored 

widespread public objection towards Russian military involvement in Chechnya. There 

was evident divergence of opinions even among members of the Russian government and 

the Russian parliament .(Duma) on the issue of military intervention into Chechnya. The 

Russian government was depicted in Izvestia's coverage as lacking communication, 

access to,information, and coordination of the actions of various government and military 

departments. Yeltsin was harshly criticized for negligence actions and accused of 

political gambling. The Russian military was described by Izvestia as poorly trained and 

equipped, lacking not only discipline and morale, but also required knowledge of their 

objectives in Chechnya. Izvestia emphasized that the rile of Russian military in the 

Chechen conflict as that of a victim of political interests of the Kremlin. The coverage 

, was full' of heart-rendering accounts of the plight of young wounded soldiers left behind 

on the Chechen side, and overt expressions of unwillingness to fight by both officers and 

soldiers. This kind of coverage was unheard of during the Soviet era. 

Izvestia's coverage of the role of the Afghan government was completely positive. 

This is not surprising given that the goal of the Soviet intervention was to install a 

compliant pro-Soviet government. Izvestia devoted considerable attention to the reforms 

implemented by the new Afghan government and the impact these reforms had on 



free education to all groups of the population, giving equal rights for education and 

practice of religion to women, and the distribution of land among peasants. The Soviet 

media's emphasis on reforms was intended to divert attention from the Afghan resistance 

to the pro-Soviet regime and its leaders. 

The pattern was very different for the Chechen conflict. The Chechen 

government with its charismatic leader Jokhar Dudaev, declared independence from 

Russia, which eventually ended in Russian intervention. Izvestia's coverage was critical 

of the Chechen government for instigating actions that led to outbreak of the war, the 

devastation of Chechnya and thousands of civilian casualties. 

Izvestia's treatment of the role of the rebels was different in the two conflicts as 

well. In Afghanistan, rebels were the forces resisting the installation of the pro-Soviet 

government. Thus, the rebels were sternly criticized for their mistreatment of the 

civilians, brutality and inapprobriate fighting methods such as attacks on children and 

teachers, ,and the burning of mosques to name a few. Afghan rebels were trained, 

equipped and financially supported by the U.S., China and many Western European 

countries. Izvestia accentuated the,role of Pakistan in providing its bases for the 

residence and training of Afghan guerrillas. 

In Chechnya, rebels were on the side of the rebellious Chechen government. 

Chechen rebels were criticized in the majority of Izvestia's articles for horrifying 
) 

instances of hostage taking situations; nevertheless, the news coverage painted,the role of 
2 

Chechen rebels as audacious fighters for their land, traditions and family. They were 

depicted as being forced to take arms against Russian intervention. Chechens are 
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notorious fighters that resisted Russian imperial and Soviet expansion for centuries (Gall 

& de Waal, 1997; Gammer, 1995). 

Interestingly, there were no articles in Izvestia discussing the role of the U.S. 

government in the Chechen conflict. This is an indication of change inthe Cold War .. 

ideology and politics. Izvestia's coverage of the role of the U.S. government in 

Afghanistan was expectedly negative, in line with the propaganda model(Herman & 

Chomsky, 1988). The U.S. government was blamed for financial, military and political 

support of the Afghan rebels and countries such as Pakistan that provided military bases 

for the Afghan rebels. The U.S. was also criticizedfor cancellation of orders of grain 

delivery, and the withdrawal from 1980 Summer Olympic games. 

Sipilarly, Izvestia portrayed the role of non-U.S. governments and organizations 

in Afghanistan more critically than it did in the Chechen conflict. Most of the Western 

governments and the countries neighboring Afghanistan were strongly against the Soviet 

intervention and influence over the region. Moreover, the UN voted against the Soviet 

intervention with a majority of the countries demanding the Soviet Union immediately 

pull out its troops. In Chechnya, to the contrary, international organizations were invited 

to observe, the situation with the hope of finding a peaceful resolution to the conflict. 

Given how consistently the theory of social conflict and model of influences on 
/ 

the media content predicted changes in Izvestia's coverage, it is surprising that there were 

no significant differences in the New York Times coverage of Afghan and Chechen 

conflicts. The New York Times opposed the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan and 

Russian intervention in Chechnya. In Afghanistan, the Soviet govemment was depicted 



as installing a pro-Soviet regime by use of force, which the U.S. opposed, while in 

Chechnya, Russia was framed as fighting with a republic that wanted to have its 

independence. .. The . Soviet intervention in Afghanistan was considered interference in the 

politics of the foreign country, while intervention in Chechnya was an'internal matter for 

Russia. 

The harsh criticism of both conflicts, and lack of significant differences in the 

New York Times coverage might be the sign that propaganda model's premises still hold, 

and that the New York Times treatment of the events in Russia did not change 

significantly, even though the Cold War framework is not prevalent anymore. Unlike the 

case for Izvestia, changes in the control structures of the New York Times were limited to 

the ideological level. The lack of change in the coverage by the New York Times may be 

the result of several factors. First, it may indicate that change at the ideological level is 

not as powerful in shaping news coverage as change in the more direct control structures 

such as government censorship and control that were present during the Soviet regime. 

Second, it may also be indicative of the fact that there is some ideological residue of the 

Cold War that continues to influence events involving Russia. Third is the fact that both 

events involved an intervention by one government against another. ' Such common 

elements of the story may reduce the amount of change that is reflected in the coverage by 

the New York Times. 

The comparison of the news coverage of Afghan conflict by Izvestia and the New 

York Times is an excellent illustration of the propaganda model and the Cold War 

framework. As predicted, Soviet coverage was positive towards the Soviet intervention, 
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towards role of the Soviet government, Soviet military and Afghan, government. Izvestia 

was negative towards Afghan rebels, the U.S. government, and non-U.S-. governments 

and organizations. The results of this study demonstrated that the confrontation between . - .  

the two superpowers was manifested in the news content of the articles pertaining to the 

Soviet intervention in Afghanistan. 

Izvestia and the New York Times did not exhibit as vast differences in the news 

coverage of Russian intervention in Chechnya as their coverage of the Soviet invasion of 

Afghanistan did. There was no evident support expressed by Izvestia for the Russian 

intervention in Chechnya. For the most part, the role of the Russian government in the 

conflict was viewed negatively by both newspapers. The role of the Russian military was 

covered more positively by Izvestia than by the New York Times, which is consistent with 

Coser (1956) theory of social conflict, Herman and Chomsky's (1988) propaganda model, 

and Shoemaker and Reese's (1996) compilation and research on influences on media 

content. Although, Russian coverage was notas favorable towards the military as during ' 

the Soviet era, it did attempt to justify the military presence, while putting blame on 

Russian politicians and the government. 

Izvestia was more critical of the Chechen government and the Chechen rebels than 

the New York Times for the reasons described.above. The New York Times portrayed 

Chechnya as a country fighting for its independence. The role of Chechen government 

and Chechen rebels was viewed positively by the U.S. news coverage. Izvestia and the 

New York Times coverage did not vary significantly in the presentation of the role of non- 

U.S. governments and organizations in Chechnya. 



7.2 Use of Sources in Zzvestia's and the New York Times Coverage of 
.,,Afghan and Chechen Conflicts . 
There were significantly more sources used by Izvestia in the coverage of Chechen 

conflict than of the Sovikt-intervention in Afghanistan. In the Soviet Union, govemment 

opinion was the only possible opinion one can freely express in the media. It was not 

among media practices to provide personal interpretations and perceptions of the events 

of different government officials. There was only one opinion, and that is the one of the 

Communist party (Androunas, 199 1 ; Androunas, 1993; Shalnev, 1993). The situation 

changed radically during the Gorbachev era (1985-1991). Many govemment officials, 

members of various parties and factions were cited or quoted in Izvestia's coverage of the. 

J 

Chechen conflict. Russian military officials, soldiers, Chechen commanders, rebel 

leaders and Chechen civilians were often the sources of the information in Izvestia's 

coverage of Chechen events. 

The New York Times used more Russian government, Russiari non-government 

and Chechen sources in its coverage of Chechnya due to changes in the relations between 

the U.S. and Russia. The access to information and particularly to a variety of local 

sources, was among the factors that resulted in an increased number of sources used in 

the U.S. news coverage. When covering the Soviet intervention in Afghanistan, the U.S. 

media mostly relied on their sources, and the sources of the allied countries such as 

France, Germany, Pakistan and India. 

In the coverage .of Afghanistan, the New York Times used more Soviet 

government sources than Izvestia. The official opinion in the Soviet Union was that of 



the Communist party, so there was no need for the Soviet coverage to specify the 

opinions of various government officials knowing that they will express views identical 

to the party approved point of view. In contrast; the New York Times used any chance to 

cite Soviet officials such as Soviet representatives to the UN and the Soviet consulate to 

emphasize lack of cooperation with international organizations demanding a withdrawal 

of the Soviet troops and justification of the Soviet actions in Afghanistan. There was also 

considerable attention given to Brezhnev's interpretation of the Afghan crisis as 
1 

demonstrated in frequent excerpts of interviews and speeches. 

It came as a surprise that Izvestia used fewer Russian sources, both government 

and non-government, than the New York Times did in news coverage of the Chechen 

conflict. Shalnev (1993) referred to the unwillingness of Russian sources to give 

interviews to Russian media, a d  to devote considerable time to press conferences and 7 

briefings with the international media. Lack of U.S. government sources used in news 

coverage of Chechnya by Izvestia is another sign of the impact of the changes that 

occurred in the post-Cold War world. 

The results did not reveal significant difference in the number of Afghan 

government and Afghan non-government sources used by Izvestia in its coverage of the 

Afghan conflict, and Chechen government and non-government sources used by Izvestia 

in the Chechen coverage. Afghan government sources were represented for most part by 

Babrak Karmal, Afghan president brought to power by the Soviet intervention. Few 

Afghan government officials were cited or quoted by Izvestia. Afghan non-government 

sources consisted of peasants, students, teachers, and several professionals who praised 



the Soviet Union for bringing reforms to their country. Chechen government sources 

included leaders of the insurgent republic and guerrilla gangs, while non-govemment 

sources used in Izvestia's coverage of ~hechen  conflict contained civilians, Chechen 

fighters, elderly, religious leaders; and members of the Chechen opposition. 

The New York Times used significantly more Chechen,government sources in its 

coverage of Chechnya than Afghan government sources in coverage of the Afghan 

conflict. Access to Chechen leaders and their willingness to give interviews to the 

international press were major reasons in the number of Chechen government sources 

used by the New York Times. 

In their coverage of the Afghan conflict, Izvestia used more Afghan government 

sources than the New York Times did due to availability of the information and access to 

Afghan government officials for the Soviet press, and lack of opportunities for the 

international media. Interestingly, the number of Chechen government sources used by 

Izvestia and the New York Times, in coverage of the conflict in Chechnya was almostthe 

same, which underscores the changes that have occurred in Russia and its media system. 

There was no noticeable difference in Izvestia's use of sources of other 

govemments and other non-government sources in coverage of Afghan and Chechen 

conflicts. Other govemments in case of Afghanistan were China, Pakistan, India, the 

governments of the Western European countries, and the governments of the Eastern 

European Warsaw block. Soviet coverage emphasized the overwhelming support of 

Warsaw Pact countries for the Soviet actions of the "brotherly" assistance to Afghanistan, 

a country torn by the political instability, ruthless dictators, and conspired against by the 



U.S., China and.Pakistan. In case of Chechnya, sources of other governments were the 

voices of neighboring countries such as Ingushetia, Dagestan, Ossetia to name a few. The 

Chechen conflict has affected these bordering countries hosting thousands of Chechen 

refugees, and at times Dagestan became a battle field for wandering guerrilla gangs. 

The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan contained a large number of 

sources of other governments. American cori-espondents were banned from Afghanistan, 

thus the New York Times heavily relied on Western European sources, as well as Indian, 
I 

-Pakistani and Chinese sources for information in Afghanistan. For the same reasons, the 

New York Times coverage used more other government sources in its Afghan coverage 

than did Izvestia, which relied on the Soviet official sources-of information. Izvestia 

provided information about the conflict and the Soviet Union's role to dispute the reports 

published in the Western press that attacked the newly established Afghan revolutionary 
\ 

government. The New York Times also used more other non-government sources such as 

civilians in neighboring Pakistan that had to accommodate thousands of Afghan refugees, 

Western and Pakistani trainers of the vd~unteer fighters. The Soviet coverage viewed the 

official opinion as the only opinion worthy. of propagating, thus Izvestia coverage did not 

use other non-government sources. 

7.3 Topics of the Articles of Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of 
Conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya 

Izvestia devoted approximately the same number of articles to the topic of military 

operations in its coverage of Afghanistan and, Chechnya. The chief difference is that 



Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan was dedicated to military activity "with the Afghan 

forces presented either as sole combatants or as enjoying only the back-up support of the 

Soviet troops." (Downing, 1988, p. 19) Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya was vivid and 

graphic account of the military conduct of both the Russian army and the Chechen 

insurgents. 

The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan contained significantly more 

articles describing military operations than it did for the Chechen conflict. The New York 

Times emphasized the ferocity of Soviet military tactics and the use of commonly 

criticized guerrilla maneuvers such as poisoning of fresh water wells and disguising 

soldiers as villages or even rebel fighters. The New York Times devoted significantly 
, 

more articles to military operations in Afghanistan than did Izvestia for the reasons 

specified above. As for the coverage of military operations in Chechnya, both 

. newspapers allocated similar number of articles to the topic. 

Izvestia's coverage of the topic of devastation differed drastically in articles 

pertaining to Afghanistan and Chechnya. The findings of this study were consistent with 

Downing's (1988) observation that Soviet press avoided any reference to the ferocity of 

Soviet military tactics. Izvestia's coverage of the Afghan conflict attributed devastation 

and civilian casualties to gruesome actions undertaken by guerrillas such as the burning 

of villages and mosques, and the murder of teachers and supporters of the new 

revolutionary regime. In contrast, Izvestia's coverage of the Chechen conflict was 

permeated with striking portrayals of bombed towns and villages, mutilated bodies of 

soldiers and Chechen civilians, and the brutality of Russian military tactics. The intensity 



and depth of the articles with horrifying detailed accounts of the development of the 

Chechen conflict were unknown to the Russian public. 

The New York Times coverage of devastation was more prominent in casexof 

Chechnya due to availability of information and journalists' access to Chechen civilians 

and sites of the conflict. There was almost no difference in the number of Izvestia and the 

New York Times articles discussing devastation in Afghanistan. The New York Times 

coverage concentrated on the Soviet military actions and attempts to persuade the Soviets 

to withdraw its troops whlle supplying and training resistance troops; as Izvestia focused 

on the advantages the Soviet intervention brought to the Afghan population. In contrast, 

in coverage of Chechnya, Izvestia relentlessly accentuated the magnitude of the 

destruction in Chechnya, and constantly pointed out that the extent of the devastation in 

Chechnya is largely due to poor Russian military strategies and evident lack of concern 

about the Chechen civilians. Izvestia dedicated a larger number of articles to the topic of 

devastation than did the New York Times, which supports the premises that the collapse 

of the Cold War paradigm and changes in the Russian media system had a tremendous 

effect on the coverage of the Chechen conflict. 

The topic of refugees was touched upon only slightly by both newspapers in their 

coverage ofthe Afghan and Chechen conflicts. Downing (1988) found that refugees were 

described. by the Soviet press as "forced to flee by guerrilla terror" (p. 16), but for the 

most part, the Soviet press discounted the refugee issue. Both Izvestia and the New York 

Times devoted more articles to refugees in their coverage of Afghanistan but the 

difference was not significant with news coverage of Chechnya. 



Izvestia's coverage of civilian life in Afghanistan was by far the most frequent 

topic of the articles. Izvestia emphasized the reforms and the benefits of those reforms 

that became feasible only with the Soviet assistance to a "friend and neighbor in need." 

The reforms included the construction of roads, the opening of schools in remote villages 

and equal education and employment rights for men and women. By stressing the 

positive outcomes of the Soviet assistance in Afghanistan, the- Soviet media attempted to 

"dispose of the main allegations againsi the regime's popularity" (Downing. 1988, p. 17). 

Izvestia's coverage of Chechnya did not concentrate on the civilian life during the 

conflict, and if mentioned the tragedy'endured by Chechen civilians was emphasized. 

The New York Times did not dedicate many articles to civilian life topic in either conflict. 

The topic of peace negotiations was sot extensively covered. Izvestia ran a few 

articles referring to peace negotiations with the rebels in Afghanistan, while Chechen 

coverage contained a number of articles discussing the possibilities of achievement of a 

peace accord on different stages of the conflict. Nevertheless, the difference in the 

number of articles was not significant. The New York Times devoted considerably more 

, articles to the topic of peace negotiations in Chechnya than in Afghanistan. United States 

was interested in expeditious resolution of the Chechen conflict and was an acute 

observer of the actions and decisions made by the OSCE (Organization for Security and 

Cooperation in Europe), a mediator in the Chechen conflict. 

Izvestia discussed the topic of hostages in Chechnya more frequently than in the 

coverage of the Afghan conflict. During the time of the Chechen conflict, there were 

several serious incidents that involved hostage taking situations with major civilian 



casualties and the engagement of Russian military and special forces (Gaal & De Waal, 

1997). The New York Times coverage of Afghanistan did not contain articles devoted to 

hostages, while there was a large number of articles discussing the crisis of hostage taking 

situation. in Chechnya. Interestingly, Izvestia and the New York Times allocated almost 

the same number of articles to the hostage situation in Chechnya. Most observers and 

researchers of the Chechen conflict refer to several hostage taking situations in Chechnya 

as the key points in the development of the conflict (Gaal & De Wad,  1997; Lieven, 

There was no difference in Izvestia's attention to the topic of government officials 

in its coverage of conflicts in Afghanistan and Chechnya. In the case of Afghanistan, 

government officials were the source of information on the conflict and the sole arbiter on 

the verification of facts. In Chechnya, government officials were divided into factions 

supporting or opposing Russian'rnilitary intervention into Chechnya. The opinions of 
r 

both camps were presented to the readers during several important phases of the 

development of the conflict. In Izvestia's coverage Gf Chechnya, government officials 
J 

not only represented the positions of their respective alliances, but also introduced their 

personal interpretations of the conflict and its future developments. By contrast, in 

Afghanistan coverage an opinion of any government officials would have been that of the- 

j 
Communist Party. There was no significant difference in the New York Times coverage 

of the topic of government officials in Afghanistan and Chechnya. Surprisingly, 

however, the New York Times coverage contained more articles discussing government 

officials in Chechnya than the respective coverage by'Izvestia. The willingness of 



. ., , 

Russian government officials to grant interviews to foreign news services might be an 

explanation for this situation. It .is also possible that the U.S. coverage was interested in 

giving Russian leaders the opportunity to outline their stand on the course of the 

development of the Chechen conflict. 

There were no significant differences in the number of articles Izvestia and the 

New York Times dedicated to the topic of the analysis of the situation in both Afghanistan 

and Chechnya. Izvestia's analysis of Chechen conflict presentedlhe positions of the 

Russian government, its opposition, as well as the Chechen stand on Russian 

intervention. In the contrary, the Soviet coverage of Afghanistan mainly dealt with 

rebutting the U.S. and Western European charges against the Soviet intrusion into a 

sovereign country and expansion of the Soviet ideology and.social system. The New York 
I 

Times analysis of the situation in Afghanistan was inspired bythe Cold War ideology, 

whereas the articles analyzing situation in Chechnya were well balanced between the 

Russian official position, existing powerful public opposition to the military intervention 

within Russia, and points of views of Chechen government leaders and field 

commanders. 

Interestingly, neither Izvestia nor the New York Times coverage of Chechen 

conflict contained articles discussing reasons of the conflict. The New York Times 

devoted relatively large number of articles to the discussion of the reasons of war in 

Afghanistan. The reasons specified by the New York Times, such as the establishment of 

the obedient to the Soviet Union revolutionary regime, differed from the reasons that the 

Soviet Union designated as the justification of its military presence in Afghanistan. 



Among those reasons were threat from the U.S., Pakistan and China to the Soviet borders, 

and the alleged assistance requested by the Afghan government. 

7.4. Number of Photographs, Article Size, Number of Front Page Articles, Article 
and Photo Sources in Izvestia and the New York Times Coverage of 
Afghanistqn and Chechnya 

There was a significant increase in the number of photographs used by Izvestia in 

its coverage of Chechnya compared to Afghan coverage. Izvestia's use of photographs in 

Afghanistan coverage was sparse; aphotograph accompanied only one article in the - 
analyzed sample. It was a photo of a crowd of Afghan civilians gathered to express their 

support for the new Afghan regime. In contrast, Izvestia's coverage of the Chechen 

conflict was full of large, front page photographs of mutilated bodies, ruined buildings, 

looted houses, and faces of Chechen civilians and Russian soldiers with expressions of 

indescribable despair and pain. The use of emotionally potent imagery by the media was 

unheard of in the Soviet Union. Izvestia's frequent use of photographs intensified the 

importance of the conflict for readers, and brought the tragedy into lives of ordinary 

Russian people. Izvestia's use of-photographs in its coverage of Chechnya is a 

manifestation of the true nature of changes that have occurred in the Russian media since 

the dissolution of the Soviet Union. The New York Times used a similar number of 

photographs in their Afghan and Chechen coverage. The New York Times coverage 

contained significantly more photographs than the respective Izvestia coverage of 

Afghanistan. Interestingly, Izvestia and the New York Times had the same number of 



photographs in-their coverage of Chechen events, which emphasizes the magnitude of the 

changes in Russian media system and Russia in general. 

Article size differed in Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan and Chechnya. Ln 

Afghanistan, most of-the articles were two or three paragraphs long, whereas for 

Chechnya, Izvestia carried sometimes full-page articles. The same trend was observed in 

the New ~ o r k  Times coverage. Articles published by the New York Times regarding 

conflict in Afghanistan were shorter in length than the articles pertaining to Chechnya. In 

coverage of both conflicts, Izvestia's article size was smaller in comparison to that of the 

New York Times. The difference might be explained by the editorial requirements and 

traditions of news analysis in the New York Times and lack of such tradition in Russian 

media, which were in the process of learning new ways of news reporting. 

Izvestia's coverage of the Afghan conflict did not contain front page articles. 

Customarily, articles concerning international events appeared on the third or fourth 

pages of the newspaper under the title "Day of the planet" or in the mid-1980s "Events, 

Chronicle, Commentary." The front page was dedicated to the account of Soviet 

achievements and never contained potentially controversial information. It was common 

in the Soviet media to inform the public of the important events a few days after those 

events have occurred. During the Chechen conflict, Izvestia already adopted the Western 

style of news reporting with large front-page articles and photographs of the most 

important events of the day. Controversy was considered a plus in political and public 

debate over the Chechen conflict. Thus, Izvestia published many front-page articles 

regarding the Chechen conflict bringing more attention to the conflict, and making 



Russian military intervention in Chechnya the most important news for a long period of 

time. There was no noticeable differences in the number of front page articles published 

by the New York Times discussing Afghan and Chechen conflicts, which is not surprising 

given the consistent policy of foreign news reporting pursued by the New York Times. As 

mentioned above, Izvestia's coverage of Afghanistan did not have front-page articles, 

whereas the New York Times published many front-page articles discussing the Soviet 

/ 

intervention. In news coverage of Chechnya this ratio changed. Izvestia published 

significantly more front-page articles than did the New York Times. Chechnya was an 

important domestic issue for Russia, considered a crucial test for the Russian democracy 

by some analysts and observers (Gad & De Wad,  1997). With the demise of Cold War 

ideology, the Chechen conflict became just another news story to the New York Times. 

There were no differences in Izvestia's use of article sources. A majority of the 

sources in the coverage of both Afghanistan and Chechnya were internal, either Izvestia's 

special correspondents, or reports based on information provided by the Soviet and 

Russian news agencies -- TASS and ITAR-TASS respectively. Most of Izvestia's 

photograph sources were also internal in the Chechen coverage (there were no 

photographs in the analyzed sample of articles pertaining to Afghan conflict). Izvestia 

coverage also used Reuters and Associated Press photographs for its coverage of 

Chechnya. The New York Times coverage used predominantly their special 

correspondents to report on the events in Afghanistan and Chechnya, however news 

summaries and briefing were often provided by the Associated Press, Reuters and UP1 

(United Press International). As for the photo sources, coverage of Afghanistan contained 



few photographs produced mainly by internal sources, while the New York Times 

coverage of Chechnya combined both internal and.externa1 sources of photo material. 

Comparison . of . .. Izvestia - .  and . -  the New York Times article sources regarding Afghanistan 

revealed that the Soviet coverage relied solely on its intemal sources, while American 

coverage contained articles with external sources. Bear in mind the fact that American 

correspondents were banned from Afghanistan, it is not surprising that the New York 

Times had to depend on external sources for information. The New York Times news 

summaries contained several articles from Indian news agencies as well as AP, Reuters, 

UP1 and m ( ~ g e n c e  France Press). In the coverage of Chechnya, both Izvestia and the 

New York Times mostly relied on their internal sources for information, but combined 

internal and external sources for photographs. 

7.5 Limitations of the Study and Future Directions of Research 

This study explored the differences and similarities in the news coverage of the 

Afghan and Chechen conflicts by Izvestia and the New York Times. Although, the study 

attempted to assess a wide range of questions -from the support for intervention to the role 

of major parties in the conflict, to the sources cited in the articles, and the scope of topics- 

touched upon by the newspapers in their coverage of the two conflicts. Nevertheless, the 

study is limited by the range of questions it posed. There are several directions that the 

future research rnight take. A more in-depth analysis of particulat issues such as the 

classification of the sources used by the newspapers for citations can be investigated. 

Another interesting direction is the content analysis of the photographs, which was not 



conducted in this study. Due to the scarcity of photographs in Izvestia's coverage of 

Afghanistan, the larger sample needs to be assembled. 

In summary, this study found significant differences between Izvestia's coverage 

of the 1979 invasionof. Afghanistan and the 1994 intervention in Chechnya. Differences. . - 

in the news coverage are consistent with the sweeping system change that characterized 

Russian s.ociety in the interim. These changes made it possible for Izvestia to criticize 

and even challenge the actions of the Russian government, and to convey compassion to 

the plight of Chechen civilians. On the other hand, the New York Times coverage of two 

conflicts did not change significantly. This is in part reflective of the fact that there was 

relatively less structural change in the factors that shape its news production than there 

were in Russia. The demise of the Cold War ideology did not seem to .have a large 

impact on the coverage by the New York Times. The findings of this study in regard to 

comparative coverage of the Afghan conflict by Izvestia and'the New York Times are 

consistent with Herman and, Chomsky's (1 988) propaganda model, while the findings 

pertaining to the newspaper coverage of the Chechen conflict reflect the changes that 

have occurred in the world since the demise of the Cold War and collapse of the Soviet 

Union. Hopefully, this study will be a step forward in the development of the 
, 

overarching theoretical framework describing the Post-Co1.d War news coverage. 

I 
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CODING INSTRUMENT 
r 

1 Conflict 
1 = AfWstan 
2 = Chechnya 

2 Newswamr 
, 1 = New York Times 

2 = Izvestia 

3-8 Date of Publication: Month/DayTYesu 

9-1 1 Stow Number 

12 Coder ID Number 

13- 14 Placement of Article (the first appearance of the article) 
1 = Front ,Page 
2 = second Page 
3 = Third Page 
4 = Forth Page 
5 = Fifth Page ' ,  

6 = Sixth Page 
7 = Seventh Page 
8 = Eighth Page 
9 = other (write in) 

15 Section of news~awr (New York Times) 
1 = A (Section 1 in Sunday issue) 
2 = B (Section 2 in Sunday issue) 
3 = C (Section 3 in Sunday issue) 
4 = D (Section 4 in Sunday issue) 
5 = other (write in) 
9 = Izvestia 



16 Stow twe 
0 = cannot code 
1 = News storylreport (straight news, may or may not have a byline) 
2 = News analysis/essay/column (,opinion, analysis of the situation, usually has an 

author - byline) 
3 =Feature/Human-interest (life of an. individual [soldier, refugee], .depiction of. 

events behind the scenes of the battlefield) 
4 = Editorial 
5 = Interview (direct transcript of an interview, question-answer format) 

17 Source of the article 
0 = cannot code 
1 = NYT correspondent (internal) 
2 = Izvestia correspondent (internal) 
3 = Reuters (external) 
4 = AP (external) 
5 = TASS 
6 = UP1 (United Press International) 
7 = AFP (Agence France Press) 
8 = RIA-Novosti 
9 = EPA 

18 Number of related photos 
0 = no photo 
1 = one 
2 = two 
3 = three 
4 = four 
5 = five 
6 = six 
9 = other (write in) 

19 Source of the photo 
0 = cannot code 
1 = NYT co,rrespondent (internal) 
2 = Izvestia correspondent (internal) 
3 = Reuters (external) 
4 = AP (external) 
5 = TASS 
6 = UP1 (United Press Agency) 
7 = AFP (Agence France Press) 
8 = RIA-Novosti 
9 = EPA 



20 -2 1 Size of the article (number of 

Topics of the article (identify all that apply) 
. .  - . . . . - - - . . . . . . - . .  . 

22 M i l i t w  operations: any description of combat operations and preparation to 
combat, attack of one side or another, air strikes, bombing of an.enem) positions 
and civilians, military casualties (soldiers, rebels, special forces, military 
hostages) 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

23 Devastation: description or mentioning of ruined buildings, civilians casualties. 
Negative outcomes of wadfighting (physical damage). Psychological devastation 
not included.. 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

24 Refugees: description or mentioning of the fate of Chechen, Afghan, Russian or 
other neighboring nations refugees. Refugee is a person who was forced to leave 
their home or country against their will. 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

25 Civilian life: description or mentioning of life of Chechen, Afghan, Russian or 
neighboring republics population during the conflict, or prior to the conflict as 
means of comparison to their life during military conflict. Feelings and thoughts 
of civilians regarding the situation. 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 



26 Peace negotiations: any attempt to negotiation, agree upon, sign or determine the 
conditions for peace by RussiadSoviet, Chechen, Afghan.or international 
organization or a person. Peace talks and meetings. 

0 = not a topic . . .. --. 

1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

27 Hostages: description or mentioning of taking, treating and giving back hostages 
either military or civilian, negotiating fate, of hostages. International hostages - 
included. 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

28 Government officials in the context of the conflict: description or mentioning of 
the actions of the government officials (the President, Premier minister, Vice 

. president, Secretary of State, government representatives, official representatives 
of international organizations, representatives of Chechen or Afghan government). 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

29 Analysis of the development of the situation: any analysis, forecast or prognosis 
whether positive, negative or neutral about the course of the conflict. Discussion 
of the stalemate situation, peaceful resolution or eminent end of the war. 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic ! 

30 Reasons for intervention:.any.speculation, criticism, justificationor discussion of 
the possible reasons of-intervention (financial, political, ideological, rni,litary, 
international or other). 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic. 



3 1 Other (write in) 

0 = not a topic 
1 = minor topic 
2 = major topic 

.. - 

32 Valence of the article toward intervention policv bv RussiaISoviet Union: general 
mood, commentary, tone, slant, underlying opinion. , 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutral/ mixedfappears but.does not comment 
3 = negative 

Roles - playing a part in a conflict or in a news story. If the party is mentioned in a story 
it means it does play a role. 

33 Role of the SovietRussian government (government officials, representatives) in 
the conflict:' as mentioned or described in the article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutral/appears but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention SovietRussian government 

34 Role of the SovietRussian Military personnel: as mentioned or described in the 
article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive. 
2 = neutrallappears but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention SovietRussian troops 



35 Role of.the AfghadChechen government (~overnment officials, representatives) 
in the conflict: as mentioned or described in the article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutrallappears but does not comment. . . .  . . . - . . . . . . . . . 

3 = negative 
4 = does not mention AfghdChechen government 

36 Role of Afghan/ ~hechen  rebelslguerrillas or AfghdChechen military or 
political leaders,. leaders of rebel government: as mentioned or described in the 
article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutrallappears but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention AfghdChechen Rebels 

37 Role of pro-Russian - Chechen rebels: (Chechen rebels which were 
supported by Russia, who wished for Chechnya to stay a part of Russia, andlor 
fought against official Chechen goverment with Johar Dudaev as a President): as 
mentioned or described in the article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutrallappears but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention pro-Russian, Chechen rebels 

38 Role of the United States in AfghadChechen conflict : as mentioned or described 
in the article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive 
2 = neutrallappears but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention United States role 



39 Role of-the -non-U.S. governments and international organizations in 
AfghadChechen conflict : as mentioned or described in the article. 

0 = cannot code 
1 = positive - 
2 = neutral/appeGs but does not comment 
3 = negative 
4 = does not mention non-U.S. organizations' role 

Sources (quoted or paraphrased in the article: put a tally mark near the applicable 
source. Mark all that were mentioned but make sure to put only one tally mark 
per person. 

40 RussiadSoviet - government sources 

41 RussiadSoviet - non-government sources 

.42 U.S. - government sources 

43 U.S. - non-government sources 

44 ChechenIAfghan - government sources 

45 ChechedAfghan - non-government sourdes 

46 Other - government sources 

47 Other - non-government sources 

48 Write in a sentence or phrase summarizing the topic of the article 
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