
/ A D-A 000 fl7 LRIIVERSITY OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA LOS ANSELES DEPT 0—ETC fl~ 5..;COMPARINg EVENT FLOWS —— THE HEW YORK TIMES AND THE TIMES Off LO—— ETC ( u)
MAT 71 S HILt.. P FErn N0001;—67—Aeolfl—000;UNCLASSIFIED ML

_ _

r

~

s
_ _ _ _

r 
_ _ _ _—£4

L _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _



/

~~ I/~

EI~
- -

~~~~~~~~~~

— / 
~~)MPARING ,~VENT ~ LOWS - -

~~M ~~3~K TIMES AND THE JI~~~ OF LONDON :
CONCEPTUAL ISSUES AND ~ ASE STUDIES 

~ 
j

—

World Event/Interaction Survey
— 

Interim T~chnical Report

/
,f ,/ ~ 1~

,
-~~~~~~~~~~

Sy Gary/Hili a~M Peter/Fenn
Department oi International Relations—LJ~~ U~~~ersity of Southern California

~~
, ay

~~ 
in su port of 9~~ice

_
~~ Naval Research

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

I
~~~~~~~~~~~

~~~~~~~~— 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~—•-r —



Introdu : ticr.

The purpose in writing this paper zs to d~scu.ss~some zergen t

opir .ior.s an to the natu:e , scope , and prob lems or~vcived in the area of

research ccrcrc cnl y :eferrei to as event ana1ysis~ There are a number

of ways to arprca:h these protlems We have chosen as a veh~ :le f or

discussion the ~omparisor~ of two sources of international event data.

They are the New York Tines and The Times of I~ ndon , both prestige

newspapers. The ~:rld Event/Interaction Survey has been maintaining

The Times of London as a secondary source of international events sir.ce

January 1, i96~~ ir. addition to the main New York Times collection

which began on January 1, 1966, The overlapping three-year period

from January I, 1969 through December 51, 1971, constitutes the time
scan for the comnarisor..

On the surf aj e , the problem appears quite straightfo~~ard. The

event records are identical in their codified form and the criteria

used ir. their comp ilation are the same.1 All that differs are the

substance and details of the events, Thus one need only compare the

relati-;e amount of attention giver, to particular topics , arenas of

interaction or episodes in international affairs in order to ~rrive

at conclusions as to the differences between the two sources .

Obviously , this is a simplification , but nevertheless it provides a

sufficiently comd ex task to merit urther attention. zThe problem

is to compare these two sources noting their differences as to

amounts and types of information . From this, we should then be in a

position to see what questions are suggested and how they may be
answered.
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Part I

To i n tr o du c e  the ;omparisons , we sho~~ld f i r s t  review th~ basic

WEIS format~ There are five key var:ables in the ~EIS codlng sche~ &--

ACTOR , EVENT . TARGE’1’, AR~~A , and TI~~~., It is possible to exam~r.e

each of tr,ese variables ondavidually, or in oomb or~at:on . The apprca:h

~~di this comparison is to examone each of these fove variables iridiv~ —

duall y Anoth er ~oint to be ncted before we proceed is that the New

York Timec (NYT ) has ap~ rcximataly 7,5CC more events re corded over

the three-year period than does The Times of London (TCL) , 25,900

versus l°~,36c. We will return tc explore this difference more corn—

c etely Later but first , it is important to note that the comparisons

are reported in percentages rather than absolute amounts since our

main interest is in exploring relative differences in the reporting

styles of the two sources. With these pointo in mind we now proceed

to the cornoarison,

The first comparison deals with the units in the international

system whi:h initiate verbal and physical behaviors--the ACTO~~ . The

NYT and TOL report the following ten actors as initiating the most

events over the three year period examined.

NYT % of Events TOL % of Events

•USI~ 19.6 ~ *USA 10.6
* 1.

*USR 7,0

~ISR 6. L~)  *ISR 6-~
*UAR ~~~~ tUAR Lf~~5

~/TS ~4.2 GMW 3.7
UNO 3.C FRN 3,2

*PLO 2.7 *PLO 2.8
CHN 2.6 1VTN 2.7
CAM 2.6 IND _2.7

60,6% 52.3%

(GMW is 11th with 2.2%) (UNC is 11th with 2.6%)
( UNK is 13th with 2.1%) (CNN is 12th with 2.L+%)
(IND is 16th with L6%) (VTS is 13th with 2.1%)

(CAM is 17th with 1.5%)
*Indicates ACTC~S con~i1on to both groups of the TOP 10

TABLE 1
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The d i f f - - rence s  h e t we e n  the  two n~:wscap err  are f a i r Ly  apparent  and

it is r.ct nece ssery  to I~ -:ll cn th em  ~x ce r t  to cc nt  out t r .at  :t one

wer ~. to :.-ter o the  top  10 list to a top 20 lint , the dof fe rences  ~n the

rorcp csit i cr  of tb- - se  ~ “cucs wc~lid izmir .osh even f u r t h e r .  The general

conc lusion to be icaw n from this comparison is that both pape rs r e f l e c t

the bias of t he i r  nat oonal  origin but do not d i f f e r  sig n i f i c a n t l y  in

cover ing  the ac t iv i t ies  of the most act ive nations , or a major conf l ic t

arena in t h e  wc r l :- - th e  Middle East - The TOL , however , has mor e  rela-

t ive  enchas is or. ~estex’n Europe - These are not  unexpected observations ,

however

While Tab le  1 c resen t s  the outpu t  of the major ACTORS in the events

recc -r d , Tab li 2 compares th~ two sources as to intake , or TA~~ E’I’S. This

t ab le  desi gnates whs~h system ac tors  are on the  r er e iv on g  end of events

o ni t i a tc i  by others .

% of 2 -rent s  
- 

TC’L % of Events

tN SC 00 5 ~NSC
13 ,6 USA
7 .2 liNK 7.9
6 ~

‘U’~~ 5.o

1.1 *ISR
ITS ~~~ 3.4

~iJ?1C 3.5 ~VTN 5,3
tUAR 3.2 UNO 3.2

2 0MW = 6

67.9% 59.8%
( liNK is lCth w i t h  1. 7%) C UTS is 18th wi th  1.7% )
(GMW ~s 15th w i t h  1.7% ) (CAM is 19th wi th  1.7%)

Top— 1o TA~~ ETS in both sources
Underlined represent  TA~~ E~S that are in TOP 10 ACTOR group

TABLE 2

Again , the ~~fferences are apparent , but there are two interesting

points which may be made . The first is that both sources provide evi-

dence to support the notion that those mations reported as initiating

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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the major pcrtion of interactions are also the same nations to which

those in teract lics are targeted . other words 1ntera~t1onc occur

between a rather limited set of actors and tarp-ets .

Anoth er interesting observation evident in the TA~~~~ comparison

is that aaprcximateiy one out of c1ery five records of interaction in

both sources is nc~i— di recteci , i-e., targeted at NSC——999 In terms

of the WEI S coding format these non-directed’ events are usually COM—
MENTS--that is, statements or policy declarations or. specific inter-

national situations or epi.-~o-1es involving man y nations. To explor:

this point further ~r~ - must examine the quantity and variety of the
EVENT categories .

The prnportlonai Icetribution for each -category of interaction

is described in Table 3 for both sources , Of parti cular interest in
this table is the fact that four categories of events——COMMENT, CON-

SULT , ACCUSE , FORCE-- ac-count for a large proportion of the actions

(over 60%). One reasor. for this is that both sources pay attention

to such phenomena as policy declarations, meetings and consultations ,

as well as to the v erb al and physical manifestations of conflict , i.e~ ,

accusations and physical violence The fact that about 20% of the data

comes under the “COMMENT’ category supports the earlier notion about

the character o~
’ the non-targeted events which exist in the data, An

alternate interpr~tation of this point , however , is that COMMENT is a

miscellaneous category which contains a large element of policy or

intent information. Both views appear reasonable , Viewed graphically ,

as in Figure 1, the similaritIes between the two newspapers are striking.

The types rf events recorted by the two sources differ markedly in only

two categories. The TOL reports relatively more meetings and consul-

tations between national officials and pays less attention to acts of

physical violence while the NYT devotes more coverage to military en-

counters. A reason for this difference is U.S. involvement in Indo-

china, It is reasonable to suggest that the NYT would devote more

coverage to this conflict arena than would a nation ’s press whose

leaders (and citizens) are not central participants. To explore this

possibility, it is necessary to examine how each source rep orts events

taking place in major conflict arenas of the world .

- —~~~~“.‘~~~~~~~ - — -~~~~~~ -~~~~--- ‘--~~ ‘~~.‘ -- ———~~~~-‘-~~~~~-—-- - - -- .  —- — — ~~~~ .- --~~~ - --—--  - : :



I TCL %

YIELD .54

lli5r

CCNSTJL1 13.59

AP~ RCVE 3~ 54 3 51

PRO-MIlE 2.00’ 1 0?

GRANT 2-36 2

REWARD 1.9— 1.31

5,4 7

REQUES T 3 86 4.65
PROPOSE 3.63 3

REJECT 2.32 2,69
ACCUSE 14.15 8 -86
PROTEST - 75 1 26

DENY 1.)jd 2.13
TENANT - 87

THREATEN .64 .85
D~
.1ONSTRATE .73 1.40-

R~~ I JCE RELATIONSHIP 1.12 1,52

~ (PEL .33 1.03

SEIZE .88 l,6C

FORCE 19 39 ll+ .18

TABLE 3
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:h~-rc ar— 13 confli -t arenas ~a - : n t if i e~ ~n three  year period

examined as th ; study. ‘ A2ENAe. , ’ it shoul; be noted , are thco-e riter—

5at~ csai ccnflirt s ari  issues which ha-; - be-en sonrled out fcc some tcr .i:el

or ec~dur :ng .st - : - ~ ::- t -, This r e - r m c t s  s e l - : T u . c r  of event enteractaon i tems

f rom the  maan ‘s n O a f f e r e n c : at e d  body  c-f th~: :olie:tion on the basis of

u50 the arena codes , Table 4 pr eses ts  th~- da str ab u t a c s  of events for

the  confl i :t ar- sas for both so u r c e s  We have also in:Iuded the son—

arer .a de r lg sat e i  ~
- co t  ic-em s (CCC AR~~iA ) to illustrat e the total ~ompc—

sit:os of the  ~uta  over the three- ye-ar r er l od .,

NYT I TOL %

Nor~ (soC- ) ~c- ,61 51.4-3
East 20,27 l7.5~

5.12 3,06
F ar es P eace Talks 3.60 1.30
Military Zsga~esents as of 10/69 6.35 2.73

Rhodesiar. Is -i li -rcc-: .35 1.16
S:~~o-Sc’;:et Con f l  , . t 1.17 1.10-
Ir.-cLa—P-ek~stas 2 - 7 7  2 ,96
Cycras .06 .13
Cze:s—U SSR .32 .05
R i e f r a — N i g;;es 1.0k 211
SALT .45 .38
Non— D-e : Sas:t~ or,ed Act eon  1.04 2 , 82
Cambodiar. Ocefli :-t 6 18 0 ,04

TABlE 4

The earlier ir.s~ gh t t ha t the  NYT reports more of the-  physical v a c —

lence ‘race e ty  of events du.’- to U S.  involvement ir~ Indochina is round .

Th~ -:omtir.ation of th- pertinent ar-~nas for Indochina reveal the dif-

ference in the distribution of nct only the ~-ve - r t  in te ra- : tlon  categories

(Figure 1) , but 40so the  10% d i f fer e n c e  betweec. the  two sources in the

non—arena des~~~o r t - -d event s .  T~ h i - . 5 illustrates this point .

A point to be re-cal led wh i l e  the discussion centers  on the ARENA

variable is that the NYT c o l l e c t i o n  contains 7,540 more -- ‘rents than does

the TOL -.:cLJ cutlor. (25 ,704 - -ersus 17 ,360). Is this difference the- result

of coverage in any ‘acti-ular arena? In Table 6 we have shown the num-

ber of recorded - - v~,ot s  in the  major conflict arenas in th~ international

system , Indochina and the Middle East ,

- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ . .,;:



4 CL 3~

~lcc .e ra .  ;e- -trr~
p 5,12 3 4

TaLes ~ .EC 1 30

~liuitary Ca~ cr - -n t r  ac of li:-4 -7 
~~

. 35 2,73
4.1.7

21.5% .1,13%

Eventn Pert a in : s~ to I n d o c h i n a

NYT CCL

In-i-c rhisa:
General lic-t r,sr 1327 765
Pares  i-~- a e  li~ ks 717 239
M1lit~~:-~ Er .gamesents ( 10/69) 14li 50 1: 1142
Cambodia l~Cl 74 1

M1dd~ e East 
- 

5251 322 1 213 1

10 ,755 5 , 7 65-

TARLE. 6

The e:ort~ r~ sele - teens 10 these two acer.as :ic indeed appear c r i t a —

al, Th-~ ~~~ event difference between the 2 sources .~r. those arenas

a . oust for nearly 73% of the 7500- event difference, In relative terms ,

~o% of all the c-rents cent.aaned in the NYU collection in devoted to

tOese two arenas, whice the TOL collection devotes but 30%.

This is an interesting comparison and raises a number of questions

about the “reality structure--s in d i f f e -r c - r .t sources of news events ,

Agarr~, however , the dLs”ussion of tr~-oe questIons will be mo mentaril y
-deferred in order to present the comparison of the final major variable

in the WEIS codir.g s:heme——TIME . In t~~I~ :oni aris’cn w~ examine the vol—

use of r e p o r t i n g  in each source over the time span . The primary -cues-

tior . to be asked in the volume over t m e  c- mparison has to do with the

general ebb and tide of news reporting over the three year period .

This is no more than a gross indication of whether or not both sources

exhibit hegh or low volumes of events er, similar months, This is best

_ _ _ _ __ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _
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ellu stcatc~ grap h:.aliy 17 c-cn:arar~r the  r. r c rc - r t . -:-51 . ‘: c t s . . i u t e or . of

events over Lee 6 mc-ptr .s Fe~ urc 2 --trresents thee oformateor.

dc not a-- --a: t — ‘s-c any scrr .ef l;an t p a t t ern s  in the plot och er  than cha t

both o:irces r rcv~~ied a ~ceat deal of ~-c :erame to the PLC guercili-as iO

the ~-s lile East -rise- of S,:rt enb-.er 1970 , and. m e  Indaa— Pakcstur. war ~n

December 1971. The two sources genec-aliy fo low the sure t-atterc es th

vclum-es peakan~ as ;onfli - t arenas erupt into mcl:tary e:. - eustc-rs and

rub - si-dc as tensions  cc :r ease,

The e-er.er-al pi-:-tue’e sc-strayed in the - :-orpari scn of tb -c five main

variables en tha t  t h e  majo r  : [a f fer en e between t he  tw o s-cur -es  lies in

th~ r, - ,sli:- of eve - rt s  :-eccrt e-i  in the hlidle East and I s d c :h e n a  c o n f l i c t

Aract from these , however , the d e f f e r e n c e s  appear cuite Si I ght  —

As we have seen , t5is compa c-ison as.  en j t r ’r l f , an ant er e st l n s

exer cenc ’  It crov - . ries a numb-er of onoeghts ento what could he tes:.: abed

as- ‘ tw o windows on the  wor ld .  “ However , th is  :har a~-terasation is per—

hars misleading lr. that one rust remember  that this pic tu re  ~cresest ,- ’ a

rather rr~ ss view of t he two sources , one tha t is imbued wi th  sub t l e
-:uesticns as to c-aladit-r . reliabilety, r e a l i t y  s tr u c t u r e s , et ;  Thus ,

it -i cc’s nc- t take ento ac -count a critical second level of questions ,

~u -c-ot cons whe lit are being asked in event anal yses that  sur round  the 

- t of as. event and its source. .  ;~hat is as. event rc -:o c-d ? What

t ype of real i ty  is r e f l e c te d  in the col lecteon of ev en t rep c rts over
tine? What is a valId source of these c-rent records? How reliable

are they as represer .tat~ ves of international phenomena?

These are not tri-;ial qu-erteors. They have received a great

of att-cnt ~er. over the past few years in the papers , panels , and work-

shops related to event analysis.

The meaning of the term ‘ c-re-nt” has been specific in the WEIS

procedures . in the init’.aJ. usage by the ~‘EIS Pro ,1: t it described
‘ a dec’d or utt~- ran -:- which was sir,nle and discrete of an international

charac tor ,” that is , it crossed national boundaries , It was empha-

sized that ‘ event’ data was a particular type of information , repre-

ser.tlr.g in part something called ~~~~ ext ernal behavior of nat ions.”
Clearly , data of this --hriracter were not capable of supplying all the
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-cc - lir-- - ir.f-e r~ -cc ion to -- :~arer.e -- nat ooa~ r h e s c o tn a  Rat :c r ,

c:’’ . m ore  rc-~’.c : f :al 1y, to-: ‘
~EIS i-ate , was a c : - t of erLec t -. rs of

a s -err ,le of a t~ os co- -c r essc r~se , not th - - en t er e

;-~,oe  li ror~ ’;o-~ ‘In ra ser , c t : ’, . s mc n’- is c t t  to .c’.;r -ot that

one es m a s r - pr-eser~t coo or  o-r nc ’ at th e -  cac--  f o r  ev~ sc do t e . : c t n r  r -

we f ee l  it es carp c-c lose siphc of she ad’ran taoez of samp le,

f s : c i a : :  f o r m u l a c c o n s  wo~ ‘h o ar a nt - c ni :e  a cc-n-c - - c t  ou c h  an even t

Is s-c m unseasonab le  to -o;wo- in r-eseac ’oh b -us ed  on cc - b el ie f

r .da ato:s may or.taas - -‘:‘- aan secucnces -ci ot :  -:- r may exhliat

:e:’erreng r a t t er o s  c-f en c -sc t e c s  Su a oc teon  is surp ost -uli by

:errer ,t er.sarnm _ r - t o  roe ch u r a - ’- er  of ~- - - r 4 -dar a,  ~- c - ~o-: r r

coat cve:t reo-c rchs :olle:te; from sewsoapeso are e.::-.:,t:ally

conflict indicators - Tic - - ‘casio oo~ nt in th is  ecT~r - :n r  as t h a t  ~h-: nor-

mal - l a y — t o — d a y  i n t e r a c t io n -  of nOtIons constitute .a:te’ret:es of little

~n t cr e st  tc the  tress or the world  pu b - Lio  in gen e ral .  So lit

a re- c- cc. n t - t i rest omcccnly by tL-:  pr -~ss who can ade ’otei :,r a reg lona_ or

:onal  i n t er  st in  the story - These e’rentr c empr e s e  a so r t  of bas e

lec’el of r e sc rt  err . At t ime s , cer taco ev en ts  may :omman -i a grea t  d a i

of’ a t c e nt e o n  ty  the en t C r e  w o r l d ’ s tress or may serve as - o t u je t s  to

a wh c ie  oe :a-es of fu t u r e  n t - e r a : t i on s  on oh.: ran~ :ssue , o r w a t h e n t he

sam~-- s i tu a t e c n a l  cot -ext  In - f f - :  -t  , tli- ca ’-a se~trc t o  e c t e r m e t t : - n t I y

reach  noise th reshold  ‘za.ue - and -:c -c - rg - co t -c  rub - - ic f o cu s  as a ~‘rises 

~s as o m r e r : a1 cues  t ear .  whi lic car. b -c- -c x aiter , r-d score closel y by

coo e~ wit:. .c t e from tb -- - sour  ~es at hani  B e f o r e  unc ier taka: -cg th i s ,

L o w ;v - - r , - :t  us f i r s t i_ cc -ens a second pr o m i n e n t  -eues c-c - n en eve-st

a s-a lyr i s  -w h :- h iS also amenali --- to e m p :r l - c a a  ir, ’ic- r t ~~~a t t o n .- Tlis ~c . ’o b—

Icr: ‘cn : -cr r , s  to coerce of th~- c-at -a

Source bias is a :casti-ulrrly thorny r r o b l e m .  I t  nan been tb -c

f t  ~r of at t e n t i o n  for scar.y ce-sear  hers and Lees ccrc- —escpted valuable

t ime f r om  e f f o r t s  dire : t -~o t - c e a , - - d c  -: - m p i ’r ical r e sea rch  Why thas has
hast ened  is not a l toge the r  ear , b-ut there are a numbr- c of specula—

t~ -oms to be mad-~ ,

F: . r - -- t , ever ,t ar,alvsis in internatli-’nal polittcs involves a con—

tenuous effort at collecting , coding use --ae :dateri g late The gre-er

— -_--,, - _ —.- —,--. 
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amount of t i r e  one resources sr ent  on transforming and processing Infer-

matCor. is i’ scgrs.d to ~,r rdur :  a more - conp i ’- te  uxp~ anation of tb -’ re la-

tionships b--c twr e ’r : na t ons -and th~ proc esses by which those relation—

nh~ ps change - Whc-th c- r or not the arcaaynis of assembled data a’;h~ e-:e:;

that objective r st:- largely with the uaility of tb,: information itself

which , i n  turn , depends very heavi ly on the source,  If th~ source- of

the  da ta  is fau l ty  or if tb -cr c  are be t te r  places to col lect  t}c.- data ,

then the analyst’s ‘corc -lusions are erc ’.:rc to serious r c— - -.’aluatk orc

Other factors  h e ni t h s the- source are also involve-i - Th~ corn-

r ) lEc -tenc - ss of t }-c~: coll~ -r t ion or coding sch emr  is ce rt a i n l y  ~mpcrtant .

The ar,pJ,l cobili ty of the data to the analysis of tb - c  probl em is also

ar~ irr ’i-ortant consideration Jr addit:on , the value -’ of tht; Cata is

clearly a func t ion  of t b - -  coders ’ oompeteric’ and their inter-coder

rel iabi l i ty.  Beyond these immedia te  questions of data va l id i ty  are the

c rit i c a l  prob i~’ms of data analysis—-how is the informat ion applied ,

what onnurn r tions are made about i t , and which s ta t ist ical  technicues ,

if any , f i t ’~ properly? Thus , the- question of data applicability and

valid Ity  can be approached in a number of d i f f e r e n t  ways . The concern

herr ’ , however , wi l l  be pr imari ly  wi th  the source of information rather

than the o ther  factors-

The ev en t  ir~t e - r ent ion  movement has he-en particularly ;oncerned

with this question of the quality of th sourc-e from which  the data

wc~e extracted
,, Event data c-onferencccs are replete with papers on

the problems of differential sour’c’- coverage , the-’ use of public source-n ,

and the value of one particular source over another - Most discussions

center around the- questions of regional or ideological bias , mul t i ple

source coverage , and the newspaper as an adequate- source for inter-

national c-rents ,

Robert Burrowes and Bert Specter st : - .c-sc the ne-ed for more than

one source in analyzing contemporary international politics , parti-

cularly if a regional subsystem or crisis is the focus of attention.2

They also maintain that newspapers tend to exaggerate periods of intense

s- tivity and dc-emphasize the normal or routine behavior , ’ However

i i ’ , an Hoggard points out , events are viewed as ‘indicators of inter—

_________________ ________ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _________  
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national interaction” then there is less of a need to ec.,;lair~ the

total universe or population of evcnt s~~ Thus , the data will  be more

sensitive- to changes over time given the characteristics of reporting

that Burrowes and Specter describe ,

In contrast to Burrowes and Specter , both McClelland and Raymond

Smith make the point that an all—encompassing, objective source for
event data is out of the question , at least for the present , and that

the emphasis should be placed on examining just how a particular source

cove rs a particular universe.5 Thus , in his comparative study of

the NIT Index and the Indian White Papers Smith finds the two uni-

verses to be different but , nevertheles s , finds the events to be good

indicators of change over time . He concludes that “the Times apparently

does not over—select events which are rare or unexpected , nor does it
over— e-mphasize events which are more negative in their consequences .”

Smith also points out that the concept of ‘ bias” is a two edged

sword . The New York Times might be criticized for its attention to
American interests at the expense of Indian actions, On the other

hand the Indian White P~pers contain reports of activities that are

of particular importance to India but not necessarily significant to

other nations . In fact , he suggests that n~ ch of what is contained

in the White Papers reflects India ’s concern for propaganda and was
put jr-i just for that purpose. Thus, material included in the White

Papers could be a function of an Indian bias , In that sense , an analysis

of the NIT might be more representative of a consistent reporting style

even though it contained less events.

One encounters 3everr , problems in trying to determine the nature

of a bias in the reporting style of a news source. It does not take

a great deal of research to discover that newspapers reflect their

location , that national newspapers will give more space to events within

that country , or that the most active countries will receive the most

press . A question that has not been raised , however , is whether or

not two or more “biased’s sources represent an ‘ unb iased universe. ”
It is a more difficult task to find the most stable and consistent

elite newspapers , discover their strengths and weaknesses , and compare

— - -~~~ 
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t hem.  Does one source  o v c r e m r h a ri z ?  rosocs (as was the case wits the

Is.ie.ar. ~hote ~a~ers)? Lees one paper ten: cc remort more aggressive

or ho s to l e  b ehav ocr  than another? Lees r -erox’tir . c across cr ises d i f f e r

f rom th e re~~olac- reportong when cot rared to anothe r pa- :~
To examine toe-se cuest oor -,s , end the ones raised with regard to

the concer t  of the ~ven c re cord , we r.ave ~ncleded on tb-os study  tb -—

ana ysos of o o n f l o c t  erosodes on the onternatior,a arena, Each of

the se  case studies we hope will provode some ios:gr c into 5ou:c~ corn—

car ab oloty for the analysis of int ern atoonal  a f f a ors - The prob lem is

to date-m ona if the sane or similar ‘;Oncius:crcs are drawn as to the

nature of the conf l i c t  Ic. the cane s tudoes  se-re -n twc sources of data.

The f i r s t  case. axan:nes the Thd_a—Pakostan :or ,fli c t  and the emer-

gence of tb -c s tate of Bang adesh;  the second examones events surrounding

the PI~ ~~errilia end Jordan confrontation in Settemter 1970 , I n addo —

toon , the Vietnam and Middle East arenas are- examined in order to deter-

mine - of their long tern character reveals sirnolar analytical possibili-

toes as the shorter , more- acute -r ar iety,

Case Study : India-Pakistan

in order to examine the h~lsto ry  of Indian—Pakistani interact ions

and the more recent  war which occurred ir. December 1971, we comp iled

the a-r ents through t ’r.~- u se of the conflict  arena code . Tb-is code was
designated whe n the WEIS p r o j e c t  began its collection of event data and

it in-eludes all interactions by all ~ouotrie s which are related Speci-
f i ca l ly to th~: c on f l i c t be tween these two nat cos , The p lots in Fig—

ure 3 r e - c r a n e -n t  the to ta l  numb - e r  of -; erctn for both the NYT and the

TC- L for  the th~ rty-ei gr.t month :; begonnong in January 1969 and inc lud ing

February 1972 . Tb-c sudden end rap id es-c alato ry na tu re  of the c o n f l i c t

is clearly -lesonstrated in this  fi~~ r e .  AC ode from a few events  reported

by the NYT in 1969, very l i t t l e  a t t ention was focused on the- or,fl~ ct

until la t e  1970 . Beginning in February 1971 the numb er  of rep orted
c-ve n t s  begins to increase for both newspapers with the impri sonment

of Bangladesh Premier Rahman and the ensu eng Pakostano refugee problem

in April 1971.
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Th~? a c c ev i t o c s  du:~ ng A~ :I ate a po~ sibIe warno:~: f-c r the

pc t- ~ot oa~ m ore-es -- on tb-c la-re -I of a :co-r i ty and con es. It os i:teresti:.g

to no te  t rea t tb --c -ifT r -epcr :c  a ~:-cat-~r mu sher  of dur ing  th e

e~~-e4-cs iS Apr ol en: ~e c c m b e r , while  the 1C-L :-orc ;-tn  more du rong  the n on—

mc otns  Cite p:::-~ em w it h  thos in t e r p re ta t i o n , nowever , is triat

to -  LT - lishes d a_ l y  e:ot ~.ons cf  i ts n ewsra re r - , ;ih! e the TC- L tees
n-c t ossue a Sen .cç edo t t c -n nor Cc tb--v sublosh from D-coesber 2eth torcugn

De cemb er l~ th lb-os affects the no oh~ r of -events reported , part o~ular1y

f e :  toe  Inte—Pej - :ost an  din  -e~ e ehoob -  ceek-e c -turin.; December. l~e-r a r t b - a —

los s .  t b - c  ~.~-ck -”  and “val leys ’ of tb -c c o n f i o c t  are a-ccarant for  both

sources  recort: .c on tn t - er e ma ,

4-t n a t  :- rcete view -of t h e  a rena  a c t iv i ty  :s af f o r d e d  if tb -a enter-

a~ t i t n 5  bet - y e - en -c 501 e-: oncocc ar-c os-elated , F:r res ~nd 5 show

the ~ya-coc int er -e -~eior .  and .o i iu c cr o t e  s-em-c sirni l arit :-:s The same oni—

crisis faad- 05 -ce -c-lent ifl Acrel w i th  tb --c hYT r e r or t o s~ mor e - events

~~~~~~ as ‘~-o °o,~e -.-
, t~ ~~i -  ion s ~u~ te i_ ~~feren 4- _ r 

~~~~~~

r -o tor tons  of Pakistan ’s o ut c i t  he h-ac -ocm NIT resorts a_most twice as

e n -  a-rents  fo r  A pr i l  as CL, The- TOL is st r o n c  in the non—cask mootha

an-’ reports a f lu r ry  of -a:t e -:it1: on Feb ruary  for I nd i a .  This could be

a r e f l e c t i o n  of a closer re la t oonshep betue -or. Great  Eritaic. and India

from -Col-onoal -days , otoough Paki.ctan was a rart of Eretosh India also.

Further , t could e -,cj d t at e  a nether  -c .t co r re sp on d  eicts in Ir .d~~a and - on—

tonuons int ~~rest  on the cc- -r arer - a of t ha t  n at ion ’s problems . In con—

t r e n t , the closer -~ssoci-ct on t h e t  her developed between the Tooted

States are-I PakIstan may he r c f l e c t e - d  in the- NIT reporting as compared

to the- TCL - Hc-~e re-r , tb - - c important  obser-ration to be made about the

three ;o-rcphs is the tender .:y of tb -c NIT :-eport :ng to dominate tb-c- two

peak periods , especoally with Pakistan ’s output .

Another woy to view the difference or similarities between the two

papers ’ reportino of the c o n f l ict  is to compare the standardized scores

over t ime- ( :— s c o e e - z ) ,  Table  7 ~;ives the z—s cores that exceed 2 .0

standard deviations fo r  India ’ s outpu t and Pakistan ’s outpu t across

both papers for 1971. A standard score of 2 ,0 would indicate that

appro~~lmately 95% of the time- the number of events would be below that

-
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NL LI C-UT~-TT

T~~. NIT
L-SCCR2I FEE; L-SCC-RE

7111 7 ° 5  31 ——
17 — _

3 I —  22 3- ’3 25
0105 2,7? 2C —- 9
711-I 3 E 9  2 21
TI l l  0 52 A

7112 l3 —1 118 22, —?

PAKISTA N CUIPU T

ICE NIT
LATh Z-SCORE YREQ Z-SCORE

7121 ~~— i 8 —— 3
7121 2 f 7  —— 5
71C-~ 15 17 23 1i5~
7105 2 . 5 3  ‘+. ‘-+5 28

17 —— 21
7111 9.’-i 37 6 1 1  ~2
7112 15,22 22 1-2 28 116-

TABLE 7

tb-feShold, Th.us as arc artefe-cial cutoff poent , a z—score of 2~ 0

would be e r e - o - : e t o - /~ of a co t - ch ic -  change f re t  cast b eha ve o r .

It should b-c noted that w i t h  r-~seect to the d i f f e r e n c es  in the

o- - rorteng styles of the two s o ur e - ~s the- TOL reports more mont~~ -as

having z-scores greater tb -ar .  2,0 during 1970 than does the NIT . The

ICE reports more Indian ~ ;entr tb-ar, -does the NIT exc - pt in A pril arid

D c- c o m b - -e r , the two p- ak periods . The s—scores for  Indian o u tru t  also

o11uctrate this point , especially for 1971 wher. the NIT was not oov a r in ~
Indian interactions in th- sam-. proportion as was the TOL. It appears

that by April the NIT was doing a more -comp lete - job of co-raring the

crisis. The grach of the IND—PAK arena (Figure 3) i l lus t ra tes  the added

similarity b e t w e e n  the  NYT and the TOL from April  through D~~c~~mb er .  The
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s—s ::-- s :- ‘rcn :t-ao~ oh.: so acy in - cre- ii: eh- ouch ~r of e v e n t s  f r o m

nun -
- 1ul1 f s r c : - e c u n ~ s as re c -tet on - ICE the NIT

It or on e - - c - s t in g  c-c not  tr. o~ fo r  th-~ n-c o0 - : ron c  c t ’  b.cba ;cor at t  c-cnn

th~ IcE w - c u l d  b -eva 11 ;k -~ c u -  tb -  - t r - e c t c -  shan n~ c in 0 - ot r u t  e a rl i er  
-- th e  NIT -ar c occu lt hoe-: else - on t e r r o c t  t o  r eccr - t t b - a t

l e k_ s t e r o out~ ut is cuote co ff e r 00 fo- -o c tb--c :cc:- :n whe r- -e tn-c ICE

h o l d s  en -: cg~- ~n aarl — w ir c o ng  sog:n - , the NIT co- ~s re-cc-ct h ighe r  va1ue~
for ~ cre! t b -s ter n  Dcc ; e m b a r  h u t  th-  c—s-core -s  arc herh- :r f o r  th- o TC- L

the c—n cores r e - o n f - e r - c~ - the  con-~~us ion titat the- NIT ace d th -~
ICE b-a-re s .scciler or ioos o~ac c r t i r c r- sty les  yet dof f~ r in a number  of

way s - Th. NIT aces r - e n o r t  on-c zcgcc focarc t cr i s i s  r~. cks mor~c xte:.—

so-re ly  t han do-es tb - -  l iE In t u rn , t he  Id l. a s p - -a s  b c t c - - r  : u_ t r :  on

this OCS : f o r  mcr~io-er n~ o11 da ta  to si grc.a r:r-n~ firan t -d- :-voet ons f r o m

cas t behavior , e s p a c e a~~ y or. o h -  eas e ot Irncie ’s oct et wn~cre- a

of 7- 25 is ca lcu la te - i f o r  T’ocuc ry 1921 hew-e~- -:r , both rat--r n do

t: :c- s m _Iac- p---ak on stril and the  o r or or t o en ot -  11 iocr- :asin .: c— scor - - s

f rom Oc tobe r  to D~ ce- r .bcr - Thus , in t-~rocs of cnanroci r- behavior c-c t-

t - r n z , both  parc—i rs cover tb--c inc - -eas onr -  and d - o r - - r e eon ecan t it ies  of

ev ent  records ir. a similar fasb-ocn

Anoth~r m- :tb-tt which is -usefu l on i l l unt r :t  cog tb - -c compar ison os

the scaling c-f t11 Iota—Pakistan lete on -e hostele—fr iendly contoneum

lIce sc-cling cp~ ration also br~ ngoc with it ar.cther s-c t of c so t o :recs

nec—rounding ave-nt data :onoe-rnlng its statistocal clcarast-cristi- :s Tb-

crruner~t has ba-c-n tb--at the data are “sof t ,’ “ncncona~ ,“ or ‘ just  a

ce--roes of sirccole- category sobecoes,” This argu ro - :nt oar croven t -  be

lar t o cu la rly  trouhl som-e McCl- 11arc~ has mainta in- cd  for SOOt

t o o t  tb -a  data in the ~IEIS co l l ect ion  ar-c indeed  int e r v al , aced that

;crruc -e-cnt c  to  the contrary , forwarded on the basis of narrowly v i e w t i

scat .sti-cal con’;entions , arc oncorrect - The basic c o n t e n t i on  of th~. WEIS

project  is that the data are of more than a nominal or purely classi-

f - -- at o r y  n a t u r e . Tb- - - in t e ra ;t i on  cet egor i e s  represent recordable

behavior types. As tb--c d a t e  are gathered over t i c - c - - and behavior is

c a t -  r --erized ac-cd counted , tb-es informat ion r- epr se-rctE an i.ot, .v ral scale ,

The thiaking beh ind  this closely parallels how a psychologist counts th~

_________  ______

- -. - ‘~~~~~~~~~~~~ ‘~~~~~~; ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
- — - — -: -=- 

~~~~~~~~~~~ 
— - -

~~~~--
. 

- -



:um11-: ci Lef t  er ocr - nc tu -n .o a re t  makes as ot crc- : - r v d s  t b-scenic a

mas : D~~f f a c e r e t t r lls and t ff-: r-- ’- -ots haa- - d o f f - c - r e - n t  s-cocos cj noe h

ores- -nc c:e~ or b-~1-cce oor tatt - - - rces ic-CO 0 -se scores are on - Oe-: - 1 lit -c r - -a l

h our tN- - i7t n ac -- o sa to - co  - c - f  o h-c P- ~cn _ e ’ s Re:uhoo’ ci China -tore -cc 1

tic- So-; et Infect ooc.- - - -:rn:ng border vfc _ c~ti-cm.:c ’ls an cc-i t - 
rice

score- , on li- - sam feshocr. as on tri o 11th roglc t our: : of a set o -’unnon r

tb-sough a maze
It is part:  c - .l i~-ly :ocrcrt cit to - O1cLanos~- tb--c noont coat our con—

o is ~~~~~~~~~ 11c-a. oi~~ : - 
C C f O ~~~ Oi  — _ - o

a very  omcc c ;tan t  lastonoco on b -:- tw - -c - n a :t-a io_ o - -~lt  and a cyn ator

crc- c -ass - Th- : s :nn i -c  ac- -nt cost  c lea r l y  represents a st a t e s  h o t  c-f

i o for r cc - a tocn , whereas the- on— g o :nn col lec t ion of cc cots  :n-rcleeos a

tymonc o e l ement  Thor en c-c-cost ole-only i l l u s t r a t ed  flh --n  nc-a t ic:-cs c c - c t—

c-outs ace eon-care d over t cmv . or dyads c re la t ionships  -are- -e-za5uat~ d in

terms of their be-coming sore or less Cen flic -tfu i or coopera toc t - This

mod e c-f ana1yo~ r has been utciize-O by Sherwin in his t e s t i ng  of st ,-u -:-

t ’ccal balance  n o t i on s  ~ :th tic-c- WEIS date One may also point  tc C al—

Noun s e f f o r t :  at mul t o - -o i imens icna l  scaling of iIEIS data desegn :: to

--s tab  Ionic con t i n u e that  asront in the analysis of in tern -e teor al  on te r—

a -~~:cnr Calhour, elate-c a scale wizi oh n e -r e e d s  in attaching enclo—

vodual vale-cr to t n~ evtr.ts in at. interva l  mann r .

or: tb -os lor-ht . notions as to th- . ev~ nts  h e - c n n  nothing mor e

tb --on indivadual , d iscr-  to oc currences sb-oulu be discredi ted . Basic-ally,

the poont em triat trc~ 
-
~ c-arcing of the data -~mer g s with its usag-- . and

e f fo  etc t -  p r o t e c t  t h .  in t - g rot y  of the- event o:o-;-crc- :cet through myopic

assescm- nts  of  the- c-iota is a ceac-t i uoai’ly f ru i t less  ex-- r -: iso Ire any

-case , t h - r  coding re-cd analysis of event data are considerably mor : than

ncc-conai Tb--. orderee discoiroonet eon between c oo-nt types and tb -coo 

-n t  on a tiSc contonuum sec - c- -dr in s:cioveo tic~ a from tb-c

r ic o J y indiv i-d-uc l  , discrete event cot~ gory that led to  i ts nominal

-l -assification , In turn thin l~c—ads to a more- sophisto—atid examina-

tion of the proc-c- ro ses by which nations c h an g . ,

A second criticism of oh :-  s ta t  i,cct i— c - al  characterist ics of some

11 ty;.o data that has persisted concerns th-: practJ e of regarding

_~ c.
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~c h  O’ie-St as ha-;oc.g a - c l u e  of or. - 
~ li -~ :cnrn -aict is use: liy f o e ’—

C r e s ts  dcr .~ t~c-d t cwe c - d  2;crtr . r.co ~-c an to -ri - :

0-d ouse -‘f oh 1-c i t r I c  ar e  far  more o rc -— c : 0 -ant t itan o l mi l or  c - r o t  :505

dire r~ -~J a t  5:-cad:- .- for f_ shorn- ho at - _ rur- : : - I r e - t n  titan follow

oh IEIS pr acooca cf assc-eo~ -:i’~a St . c f e ~~~n-: - , oh - - segg-c :t lcn has

oo- : n to -i -n -isa- a ~t- _ g n t o r g  schcm~ to note ohs ir r I es000-c e of -cart  con

situational coot- xt r

co-cot- cr ~o hiro rice em t r ,et  00n -a r t s  such  arc- r~ r t an

rid ‘ cect-o ce r it y ,’ ~b-o~~ un - f-c l ire assessing on - segc- f e :a r e c a -  ci  c-n-teen

d i sc re t e  e ;-:n ~ s , ar-c c- -o r l y  orc ’cooreb l~: cc c~~- - - r a t e t n c l o z e -  wh en one is

icalong woth the eng-n-n~ flow of ev-a n~oc In li-c-c of t oes , one co-st

‘cc oo~~ten t  on r e - c  -or-c. - s o c - n -  Or cot t ic-~ c-n cr- - c-crc rtc--cot events  may riot r equire

exter ior  t aggono ~-c- sic-eli  on e - o r  er- ccrtccc -~~ , :-at icc -r t h L i r  o r i c n o r t a n c -.a en

c o c o a  - - c by increased c-cuc--c-b n-: of n-c ncr Thus t ic —. orc~ : as- . ~n oh-c

ar:o-cot ;f ont- :r-a : too : s-are-as as it: own wen-o .t ing ~ ch -c cc - Hcwe-i~ r

:- -cc~ or rude-r otary i t  - o n ~ Ce , ~Xr. re ooe -on-c know - in in 0aa_o :cg

w ooh  c o n — n - t n  s-cob - as - omoc r- t csc’~’ en d ”  000ereacty arr~ so limote-ci as to

c-- eou irc -  th - - c-c-or -c cons--rvctive r o s t e r - c

Th~ r-:e-:~-n- c-c-cray or- may not  b- - w i l l ir n -  to -c-O : rt  tb - c  no- cr gec -t - ::ts on

su ch croma fe-ic gr- n -cc . in a ct o r car - we car. -:-xamone 01c coal-ed -n-ta

to  see- _ f  anal ysis -eeppcrt our  -~~nti-n toOnn ehcu~ oh- stet st_ -c -aI

charact-n-~ r c tn-s  of th-~ n -t a -  Fi~~cre-s ~ and 7 gove an n i e - n t ~ on of th e

-h f f -  rent  r c -p o r ~ st y l - -s as ref lec t-e d in eac h -.atc sour-c - - , ~t first

g l a n c e  to - c-opcrtong app-cern c u i t - - rando m , as if th~ re was iittl~
cor r e l a t eon  b e t w e e n  th e  ow e p ap ers . However , upcn r io s- .r - xcm n-etion

th is  iS not l u i t -  tic - c a s e -  The Calhoun scale operat e- so that ti: h

type of ev e-n t  is w in o t -  -- d cl an g a scale  f rom - — °  t o  ~~~~~~ , as so-en ict

tb - -c graph s . Months ire ~-ie--oh Ofl i~ -a f- -w j o t - n - a -  t n-n: ta~~ p ier - : -  are

r c ~ dortcn ~~~ no- -d fr-c o ~h erc - in wrcn-h there oc us man y c-vents . Thus

t h e  101. d ip  in March i5~~ ~Fogere 6) rn-~o -hr to one ‘ fci’ :-r ’ a c t  on t i c :

n ar t  of icc-t ot I t  is p r o p o s— d  t ha t  when an a ly z In g  scaled dat a in this

mar iner , bctn tic -: ct-o re - r~ :call y scaled value ari d th .o f c - - o - c u L n ’J of events

be examined , in this manner , oh- TOL Nu---h 1~ (C I n d e a —P e k e s t an  valence

of tt _ h~ is seer . crc the  proper pc-rspectivc of :- :pr  n o t i ng  one force

I
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event , wlcer ear the- value ~n December 1920 of ‘ —3” represents 3&~ er -ants ,

Clearly, on t~ces context . De cember ’s actovity wouls be a good dean more

c o nf lict fu l t b-ar. M arc h ’ s.

Comparing th e  two scurc es -most therefore be dcno in terms of susie-
tory ac-cd tyre of events - The forst month of major change on India—

Pakistani relati ons , as do forc e d by the 2-score measure for both papers ,

was in A pr il of 1971 - The scsi values show r a the r  close scores for
both the NT asd tno OL , -l.° ~~ — 1,6 , respect ively.  Along the sane

lines , the values for November and December were also similar with TOL

ir.dicating tb-c more hosoole behavior output for India on Nov- cc -cc -h er , arid

:r~’ doing likewise for December -

In terms of Pakistan’s output to India (Fi~~ re 7), a similar inter-

pretation may be of fered . April obtains output of a strong ly negative

valence for both the NTT and the TOL, though it iS not near ly as -c-lose-
as the previous case of Indian outpu t (NYT = —2.65 , TCL - I . -’) . Upon

closer exarno r .ation , Pakist an’ s outpu t for November reveals a more nega-

tive valence for the TOL than for the NYT , although both are close

(TO L = -3.6 , NYT = - 2 . 9 . ,  For December , both the NYT and the TOL

report valences of approximately —3,55 , extreme hosti l i ty.  Thus in

examin ing both Pakistan ’s outpu t to India and India ’s outpu t to Paki-

stan , the highest consistency for reporting patterns , using the Calhoun

scale , appears ir, times of high stress and with large amounts of events

reported.

Another  important observation that should be made is that we can

find no evidence of any consistent bias across the two papers in their

reporting of the -countries ’ actoons . There seems to be no coherent

pattern of the NYT viewing Pakistar,  as less hostile to India or vice—

versa . In turn , the TOL does not seem to report more events that indi-

cat e the i r “favoritism ” to one or th~ other country . The tendency of

one paper to report a more hostile or cooperative pattern of behavior

in general does not appear to exist. Only during times of few event

interactions does there appear to be any significant scaled difference

in the reporting styles of these two newspapers .

- - - ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~ - - - c- - ~~~ - -



Case 5$ u ’~y :  Jord an—I LC;

Tht n-c-c-jar c-rc - on of tic ongoing eanfli cts he tw - ;. Jr , r l a n — P L O  : , ryj

India—Pakistan x I;ib: t many c-; irr~ lar -  i t  en , rot tic’ I ant of which

tI c-a x t ~~t~~r i of an rout - crisis- ~-~ riod . Both th situations in Si p—

t. mt~ r of t~~7G and U. c- -rnb r of J 97 1 confor m a t i NJtt- -rr of a rap id ,

i t t - o n e  e- rs caIe t ion and an equally raped r - t u r n  to m ar - ‘ normal’’ be icr ,—

vior a f t ’  r i o , a thoug h n~~t wIthout - j  gre i f  a r t  c- :yn t~ mv: disruption ,

Thus , tb - i- pr - - n-our : dis’-unn -i o n  of t ic India—Paki stan crisis will  ic

f- i l  en providing insi ghtr ; into a comparir;nri of similar r e-porti ng

sty  n-s - ~le- fol low the r ;arr e j — r - oc ~-d u r  ir th ’. PLO—JO B rorc -ep r~n e ic-on as W

did in t h ~ J i r i  i c— P a k i s t a n  e;i -n- . F i r s t , the gross L - v - l  of ic F riv ior

for all na t C O T S in t h at  time period is ‘ - x - -ir r r i r :  d , ra - -ond t}o~ dyad i

intera ’c-t oor ,s for tIc ’. PLO and Jordan -ore -:omp ior rI and then w~ r eport

on t h e i r  standardized scor es and scaled v a l u i - s .  Throug hout t ic discus-

sion of t h e  P LO —Jordan - - o r : f ~ - - t , point s w 11 be mad e on its similarity

to the In d ia - P ak i s t a r ,  ran . .

One d i f f icu l ty  ii an analy sis of tic - PLO —Jordan conf l ic t , not

on -mo nt  with the Ind ia—Paki stan case , is the- nh~aoric of an a r e na (rode

for th . .  dispu t i- - Altho ~igh t h i s  mal-s re it impossible to vi . -w the total

int er ac t  F or ; botw - i - r :  all rations nv r tic -- on fi in t , w hav e u t i l ized

the opt ion of d e l e t i n g  —i ll - i on t n  w i th  arena code-s which then leaves

the PLO— Jordan c o n f r o n t a t i o n  and t b - i -  invasion of Laos as the on t y major

confli~ t. cpir cod c -r c r -rn- -co f l i ng  in tic - data without an n r a n i ~ code-

A ntral point in U-s paper is that v r t  data ar ’ . of a con-

sist ent  and comparabl e ~~ t u r  0-I cr d i f f - r r t  sour  s , particularly

w h o  they are of a conf l ict  on n t - -- t i o n , Thu s , t ic data are of major

uti l i ty when they o r -  oon r - i r l - r - -d nd icat or s of conf i i -t - r- ;itIi r than

wh ( -i i ow ’- I as indicators of r eo rm r -il i- le t j onS betw een nations . The

fact that this ‘ d o l t , arena ” :r ~t cgory contains tic PLO—Jordan conf lic t

arid the Laos invasion , along with the less top ical or conflict informa-

t ion , makes f or an int.re-cting comparison of the- two newspapers.

Figure 8 illustrates the disjointed , almost random quality of the
data between 1969 and Summer 1970. The JOB-PLO conflict of September

marks the highest peak in the 38 months of data and also points up
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ti c-. c o n r i n - n n nr , - :~cr~~c- .c- ’ . t y er- ci to’ TC. cc5c ~ T1, lo t er st in r ’iy ,

the ICI rorort ;  c-c-crc even t s  than  tie - - OYT ‘euc:og U- - ~ght of the ‘-r~ :;ic

is probab ly du~ to tic- os’in-v-nc--nct c-f ~r-eat B 5 L t -a~~n ic-. t ic ’. a ir a l c--r e

hi r Ings b y t h -  PLC ar. d the oar5a c-arch-er of ct er a c -t i o os  w~~~or. s- n a l t e c i ,

Tb-c TCL a noc - - :portr  a r-r net -ical c-c or e in t - ra - . t±cr, rc- b efore  crsi a ft e s  tic~..

cris i s  in 5 v ta r r b er  tb -ar. do :s th-~~~7T ( i c - .  cc;:trare t to tie- .- a lmo st  E x act

cc-count for Seate-reber) - Another or.t~ restircr’ -cbs’ r -iat oor .  ‘:oncerrcircg tb - i c

g rap h is the imilac--ity in ‘~~aa kr an d vail  yr e-i~c i c h  appe ar over t c m e

and in the re -port ing styles for tic-: twn ma-nth: : be-fore ar.d of t-~r t ic- :

crIsis is. S~~stec-c-ber It should h-c amp-b-ar: ze’l that this graph rr. pro—

a ra th er -  L~ccit e-d V L O W  of the PLU—J CR ente-ract ions , ye t  tb-a l w

~n t e n z e  c-c-antics of t i-c- a crisis period duror.g Ju y— loverc -lcar an rerc-arkr-’-- ly

clear , especially for the 101,

A part f rom the- PLO—JOB conf lo’-  t , Fc~~ur ’: ~ i l lun -t r at a n  u it : a

-d: - orc -t e c  change in repor t ing  styl  c-s a f ter  S -jc t - : rher  1970 , P r i o r  to ti- c-

i-LC—JGB conflict there was rc-lati-iely l : t t lc -  s imi lar i ty  be tw na the

c-cc-cc-leer of ev- nts which tb-’: two pacers reported - A ltar 0- :rtercc-lcer 197(

there apr-earn a closer relat ionship - - To t ent th~na notion , a Pearson

corre la t oor , coe f f i c ien t  was oorcut -na  fo r  the number  of n o r — - are - na — vents

for each pap e r before th -~ S e r t e m h -r c r i s e s.  The coc - f f i ’c i -t was — - 12 .

1J - also corr e at e - i  the- n on - a ren a - -ave. nts af ter  Se-st-emb er 1970 and obta ined

a c o e f f i c i e n t  of approxi sat a ~~ 63 .  It could be arc -cc l a ded that this

occu rred because of t i-c- a PLO—JO B conflict  and th :  Laos incursion s , w icoc h

add “ conf l ic t  arena events  to “ r o n — c o n f l i c t  arena ’ data , Th is appears

to c o n f i rm  our beii e f n that -onfi 1-c t indicator data are c o ns i s t ent l y

more convergent across tic - two sources ~har-c- are the normal , day-to—day

i n ter a ct o cr ~s -

A closer e x asc - lr n t io r .  of t b - i -  PLO—JOB dyad (Fc~~~r- i; 9 and 10) reveals

s~ ri1a r patterns of in ta r a - tiac. and re-port ing styles an t ic -  India—Paid —

star dispute , The ov’:r t n  of Septemb er 1970 stand out for both papers
in the man-. manner as ti-c-a India-Pakistan  r :risis of December  1971. In

additio n to the crisis p’-ak in September , the reporting of th month

to month events beginning in February 1970 and extending through 19’71

are also similar  across both the TOL and NYT The- NYT reports more

— —-5- —5- -.-- —~ c-; ~~~~~ ‘ ‘  ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -



/

-
~~
-<

U I ,  ‘.‘-
~--j

H.
--

1i~
~ c-~u n ~ jo ~~-u -nh . r ~

‘a
- 0- — - - .- - - — -7. - c -~~~r~. rp W ’ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ’~~-~~~~

5- - —
~~ 

— —
~~~

-
- ._5_;- 

— - 
— —

~~~~~~~~



/
\

ii

i’

‘K

- ~ uai~~ j a  ~ 3ua nhaJJ

- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ -~~~~~~~ --
- -~~~ ~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~~~~~~~ -~~~~ — -  -~~~~~ - — ~~~~~~~~~~ —~~~~~~~~~~~ - - — -  - 

_

j 
~



-31-

event s  :n many of t ie .- c-cc:etics wlc - r-e t h - - r - - . a r- . d e f f ’ c - r e n c - e s , to sr - n - c ar

ch ar. va.: t i - c -c acn e w i t h  t:e- :nd:a—Pak :stas ciyaci Tb--c si m i i a n i ty

across p-n-kr an-I valleys exh~b~ t 1 for- ll- e-Pac--r:ctaic , howeve r ,  is ainc

ec-aS-ent for b o t h  Jar - -i an ’ s -catc -ca t to the PLC an-i tic - . PLC ’s a u tr a t  cc

Jo n as. The ~YT r- c -a r c s  c-carey c o r e  --~v er t r  fa r  t ic -. a~:ak penio-ic :  char.

CL - c-n- a s i m i l a r  mann - ;r  as u c t - c  Is ta a—P - akertan - Aceth-na cane of  sac -re -

las repor t  n-c styl-e c i-c r b c - t b -  - o nf l e  e tc  an the snorceosety fo r  I c t i c

caae-r rc- c-c re port about th - -~ cart e sac-c-h-er of c -rest :: for  the ncr~thc j u s t

treceebeng and ~r~inow ng e rase s  r e Is (see tn-c ir,dia—rar~~stan cyac ,

and 5)- Tb-es en c-:ecarest:sg even t ic -. satn -:r  iac-~p-.- rec-c-orticr

d i f f e r en c e  c-n -at  c-s coed -c - n t  duc-anc the crisis cc onth - ,

~ ano 1C. t han , rara-eser .t ceir~ 1ar a t t en t ion  l a t i tu des  f o r

botr e cap e rs co-n- t h e  en ti ra  tame pc-rico , ~-e-adares to the com a u s i on  tn at

b c t c - c  r - : - : cr t e n g  a f f o rt s  describo s ec-c-i~ an sr ccr s s~ s. A s o , tIc.-: icapar s ’

accoun t s  of thr lndea—P~~ c-stan disnut- :- an-I tb-c P~~ —JOR confla-t ~ndio-ate

a ~- - -e-at dea l  of s in i la raty  in reportircJ styces , both in terser of the

rat ion b~~tweor .  t ic-c- number of ~iYT aced the- TOL events , and the escalatcry

ac-cc-I i-c—escaiatory periods reported

Table -
~ pr sentc  the n— s - -ar -n for  PLC- ar.ci Jordan outpu t in I ~?C ,

ace-i :-cn-als their  similarity a-crass ti-~ Tor-iar~c-n-n output goes above

the c—score  thr eshold of 2 . 0 in U- months  of Au~~ost and Sep t ember  fo r

ba th  papers , wit h the- TOL having larger s—scorer for tb -a- two months.

The P 1’T :eport s nose- events , h o w - n - c -- , both dur~ c-eg the crisis and -car - —

~ist€e-ntly ov er time , Thin fact accounts for the  large frequency and

tb - c low z— s ’c -or e wb -- ;r. compared to TOL. This same situ-at-ion -:xistc-d ,

it will i-c- c r e ca l l ed , for  the c on f l i c t  h-: tw en India and Pakistan .

-~~ain , however , the r a t i o s  of b c t b -  th -~ c—scores aced f:. ca : m ci- -s  are

a’oo~ t the : same for tb - -c- TOL an-cl t ic --. NYT (5:1 for z—scores in S.:~ptember

over Au~~ nt and a b i t  over 0:1 and 3~ i for tb-a corresponding f re cu e n -

cies)~
For PLO output to Jorda n , th e z—scores are a bit  more var ied,  The

NIT repor t ing  d om in a t e s  the frequency counts in seven of nine months

while tb - TOL reveals greater z— scor es ir. all but one nonth . Probably

the c-c-oct remarkable deviation in reporting styles occurs from Nay to
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-5CRDA~d OUTPUT

DCL
TiLDE L-Sb-C?,E YRE~ Z~—SCC-RE FREQ

3 5 17 2 3 1  30
7CCO 15,15 72

PLC GUERRILLA OUTPUT

TOL
DATE Z-SCCRE FPEQ Z-SCORE FREQ

7CC I 3 Je7 17 —- 5
70C2 21 2.37 24
7CC~ 16 2 � 2
70C5 2. c-b - 20 -- 4
7006 - - 15
70C c-f 5 65 c--C- — .32 50
7C-0 9 15,56 il-~ 13.10 157

TARLE -
~~

June , wh a m the- NYT t rop ics c - t m  r epor tn -g  of c-vents  ( ic --p to 44) and th~
TOT de-creaces its by 25% (20 to 15) -- The n-scores r e f l e c t  this beha—

rior -c-icanJe for both papers. -llc -y is re -por t e d  as ‘ the lull before tb -a

:torse’ also for both sap-:rs , fo~~7owed by a rapid increase in in te - rac--

tions in August ar.-d tic-: crisis in S~ r et e r t h e r  (SCE: Figur e s  9 and 10 for

the- i n ter a c t i o ns) .

It is in tere s ting  to note  tha t  the- discrepancies dur ing  selec ted

cconths eec-un  in much the same fashion as is. the India—Pakistan crisis,

The TOL rc-pcrts an earlier “warning signal’ than NYT (January 1971),

and the NIT is more extensive in its coverage of peak periods (March,

August and September ) , However , the two papers’ coverage of both

crises also indicates the tendency to report similar behavior trends.

Tic.:: relationshi p betwee n s—scores reveals the existence of sudden ,

escalatory processes that are almost equivalent across both papers ’

r--:porting styles .
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The m :a l - e - d  d a t e -  fo r  the P L C — I C R ly a b - e c  in t er a c ti o ns  in - l i ct tb - -c
- —  C ~~~‘n- o ±a  .~n- P a-fli a~ —

‘t  — r~~ CI  ic ~a ~~~~~~~ a n-c-p ~~ ‘ n-asic ~-r S — t  o .-- ( ~ur  z

12) . The- c-- n-tn ac-ceo: t ic - f c -u - :t aa t - r ac ic -al ly  as was the car e for

t in -  IND — PAF data , hu t  this Ic agac-n il- ainose- xc ic -c-s~ -J a1y to tre e e f f  - cc

c ir sle  c-v -n-e ta nare on the delcerseec-cation of tb-c- -c-alec-can-- Un t i l  F ob—

c-crac-y 21.70 , th er e  w- ;ra c-co more than-. f a v c -  evc:c-~1cn per c-c-ant ic d i re c t e d  frosc

one na t ion  to  an oth -er , r -n-u l tinJ  an tb-c. - x i s tc n e c-  of - e r r a t i c-” seonths

such is Febr ua ry  and May , i~~E ? .

At tic -c h-e-i:±ct of t ic-: crasis dur ang  Sc-pt- :rcb~ - r -  lS?C- both sources

na-re al-e d scale -cola- :: cc-c tb-c-c horser 1in~ he -twe n h o s t i l e  and ex t r eme ly

hoste n-” 3cth sa rs recost- :d eo-:mt s for t~~e PLC outpu t to Jordan

an- be ing  close to — 1  ~~, with tb-c. TOT at -a,5 and tb -c- N ’fT at —2 .35. A

cr c-at-c r d i ;c -r g e - n c -- is found w at h  the reporting of Jordan outsut  to- PLO
an S~ r-t~~ be~ win-n t}c- NYT c-:p-orts oh tan -n a value of —1.6 (hos t i le)  and

the DCL va lue  Is —
~~ .6 (ex t r e ree ly  host c- le~~, This is an iseportant dif-

fe rence  -and des rc~~s fur ther  :oc-cSsent . Cc-cc- possible exp lanation may

c-n -volvo the t rend  toward tb -- c r e p o r t i n g  of less hostile behavior from

August to Sc - r t - c - r tb~~r for both sources , ir c - d i c at en s  a possoble- movem en t
to both n ag ociat~ and figb -t .’ Tb-is supports the c o n t en t i o n  that the

b d l l age ren to  wil l  c -n~ ase on behavior  of bo th a cooperative and eo n f li - : t

n a t ur e  during a cnisas  pc-n od . The NIT -appears to report  more of this

loss hostil--: hc-hava cr than does tb - c -  TOL,

Ac-: a funth:r -exar:ple- of wha t ppeax - s to be ti-c-c- avoidance of -con.—

fl i- -t  r epo r t ing , both Figures 11 and 12 show a sharp r ise  for tb-c: TOL

ac-cd the NYU is. less h o r ti l e  behavior  for  July - It is lnterc-ctlng to

note  tb -at this was —a period of -iecr’c asc-I antirity for both nations

arc-ri that the c-t enth b - c f o r - ~ , which shows up as a rather high peak in

ear l i e r  Figures 9 and li , was c-c-c-ur Ic more- conflictful , especially as

repor ted  in the NYT.  The period af te r  the -crisis of September follows

a general trend toward greater hostility , more so for the NYT than
the TOL , 4 -

Despit c- a few radical departure -n , the overall trend of behavior I ~follows a similar pattern for the TOL and the NYT , The coverage of
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c - i .  PLC ’s oucru t cc. Joeccan a c-c-sears to b c -c -s-cr f-C r b o t h  naci r :: er- tn-an

Jo:cc-an ’ c a ticrc -s s_ so -t - :d  c- cc -c - er - i  t n - . PLC b -ow v a n ,  Cci’ bo th  cit NYU

an- -:i ti- c--c DCL , the dn w n w a r - i  ‘crenC (hont:l- ) for 571 and tb--c c-own --c- arena

(1ec~ hosail-- ) -er l-5°l is t ic-par-c c-c t are bc tb -  fegur - -s

The b - c - c - - c -n- East -ac-- i  la t-cas

Ic-c ad-let n-c-. c_ c ‘ch~ oxar~ nat c-on of tb--c- crises h-ecwc -- c-c PLC c-c-n i ,Jcr—

c-an , and LL-~. -a and P a k e rt a n  two ongo ncr -onfiact arenas  wa r c -  c - h o c - e n

fo r  a r .oTyr ic  Tb-c M id dle  East arena oont onc all evc:nts tb-at inc- c n-c

c-ic-c - c -n i h -c t  b e t w e e n  Icc -r e - cl an--i tic - Arab s c-xe- Ia iisc-g those p - e r t a i r e in r

to the: Jun.. ~Imr of l;(T ,  wha ch -are unde r a sep a r a t e  -arena cod :. Tic-e

; _ - coon c-ar ~ca :nvol-.- em all -c--vents r e l a te d  to t b-ce war -xc opt nIiCtn-y

ac tn-n s , tb - c-  c-Iac-cbodi ar-. onc-araon , and th~ Paris peace talks , which 11

c -57- :  the c-r  own arena codes - - The c-ac t iv i ty  in Laos is also -c-xolad- .i b-ut

at does not ic-ave ac-c ar -ens of its own,

~ ecrc -r e 13 shows the  NYU arc- —] ti-c: TOT coverage  of the M~ d ile Eas t

c o n f l i c t  f r o m  January of 1565 through. Febniary of 1572 . Th e NYU reports

nor-c events  tb-an the DCL in -c-v-c -ny month except twa——Noveofb -:n of 157-I

ac-cd Janu ary of 1571. Nov ember  involj - :d a sc-nies of visits of B r c t i sh

-logn itar ies  ‘cc- Israel and a 5pe c~~’a1 concern or. th - . part  of the Un at -A

K ngdcm for  re so lu t ion  of the border  problem through th c -  LTr c - i t c - d  N c t ~ ons -

January imclud ::s a f l a re  up of border actn-aty with  Lebanon , PLC and

:srac:_ , a visot fe-or:. c-in e t , .d Nation ’s media tor  Jarring tc the Madihe

East and pays parti— ul a c -- at t c n t l o c - -. to the Pri t ish and French -ecnoern

ft :  a pac i f ic :  s et t l c -r en t  to tic-c Middle East probl-c-c-c-c - Ire any case- , thc-

graph il lu s tra tc-c  t b - -c almost t a t a c  s ir c - i l an i t y  h c t w e c r c -  monthly changes

f cc - -  -c-ac -h paper At firs t g i -c-c-r .c e- . tb - sc- porting by the TCL arid the NYT

appear to bc- a lmost  mar ro r  images of one a not h e r ,

The large uPsurge in events  re -cont-:d for  both n a per s  in the summer

of 1570 is due ‘c c tic --c- PLO—Jordan c o n f l i c t  and its ramifications, as

wal l  as the cease f i r  in th e Middle East during Augusta The rapid
drop in int eraction for tb - c-c fall is coun t c- r ed  with th-c concern in early

1971 for the resu mption of h osti l i t i -c s and th e ren c-wai of PLO—Jordan

‘ o cf : an t a t i o c - - c - c. Nass:r ’s death , as we ll , may have caused a “wai t and
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ar t c - t a - i e  accng SOc-c-v countries and nc - c c -- eb uc - -d a-; tc-c- lo-cie of

c vity en c-~e-~ f al l  of h~ 7C S am o a  e cu— _ y  1 7 c -  i - a c - n  sap-err r - pn--t a

s t c a d y  -d - c : h . c - c - in a s ci v i ty  u s c -e l  ‘ch~ la st  f- :w mc c-c h:- -hen bard-er an -—

rion~~ have bc -e- c-c in:r- a~ ing and Aneb - d c-c-ac-c--cis arc-- -also on the cc-s-c ,

Tic-c- Tiet ean  ar ena c - I I c - c - : tr a t - c  a s~ mc-lar patt rrc for t i c - c -  DCL cc-c-c- h

tic.: NIT , although c--ct a-c - th c- soc-c-c- extent as in t b - c -  M e d d l e  Eas t (P c- sane

it- ) — Tb-es in ic-aroicy as-:xc- ctc - d , however , poace t ic - con-c-e rr. f o r

confii- t as acknowl-c-i g. -] to l ic-  c-ca :t iculcrly w _ t b - or .  tb -c- U n i t - i St;c- s -

N -c ,c-:ticc-less, t i-c-. ‘cc - -c-c-c-d .c c--;-.n ‘ciSc-c- On-: cc -u i t c -  e c-cc -c-clerae starp -. even Ni

sas-t i ca l l s  r - : r e c - a s  of T ame:  of London r n -a r t  . rc g do ccc -  cc -c c- -c- n tic- c- - -c e c-c t cc

as c- h-e: -occ - e -J:r an- tic-c NIT , The f-all of 1969 aPpears to  b.c r e a n - t a -ul arly

nb -c l -c u r  ic-c- tb-_ s an-. Thc- c-c-antics of October , N - c - v - n’ en ‘c- n -c

ind u c e lar c--c--s-:aje dc -ec cn st r a tj o n s  in tb -c -- Una te~ Stag -c ag-c-inst tnc-

war - Such do~~~s ti e -  .c-v a-nts ar-c- c -ct  coded hu t  th c-y  tend to elicit a

crc-at  dc--al of -c ommc -s. ts  and PCiie -~ s t a t ements  fr om t i-ec-- adc - o i r ces t r a t eo r c -,

an -defen se of tb - - ar c-c-or at ions O’ onc ’cptuei  p rob l em i c c -n c -, hawc--vc--r ,

c-s that the-sc- -event s cannot  readily b- c: coupled to domestic cnite c-ass

since the c-orotc-c-nts re cant  ‘cc. ex t - - real  r it u a teanc - Tic-c- onc- mac-c-tb - in

wi -c-i ~h. t i -c -c- TOP ~~
. r -or tc -d  more- -c-v -rc - tr ti-~ar. tb - c -- NIT (Nov-c-nber l97C) con—

taens - -xt e- r.s~ ve co-; er -ag-e by tb -c - TOT of a r= -c t i ng  is. Paris -at w h i c h  tn

Sovi- c- Ur ,icn .  and -c- t ic - c - nc -c-ad-. nurc-’. rous comments  about Vietnam . In

additn-c-c-, t ic- : DCL cor er--  -i Ta t - c c - .g r c - p r e r r .ta t iv  s. visit  to tb --c Scc~i -t

Ur,,on -and t ic i r t c -r : -h a n g  tb -at f o l i r w c - i Tb-.. major  event of tic -c- :cost ic- ,

howe ve r , wan th-~ U n a t  d S t-c t c -s’ r’~id on ti -c -c- PO~I cazc-~ -and tb-at was given

us n-u Ni -y cc- s -~~ - t -  ccvc-rag is. tic- TOL ,

A part from t b - c - s c -- d i f f e r - c- s e es , ti~- ~enc-r ad p ot t er s  of the two data

sources ’ cc~vera~ .c of Vietnam . ar,d i -c - - c t c - s  t ha t  both repor t  a similar t n  ad

of behavior, Thc- reporting of ti -c- Middle- East arena is marc- in linc-

a-cross both papers but this is to h~ expe cted  considering the United

States prc--o-c-:upation with Indochina ,

Thur for , we ha ve v i -  w, ci t ic -c problc-r of souro-c 5-ov-  rag-. ac-cd c-vc-nt

‘Iota from both a gross d’ scri ptivc- ie-vel and tic-c more deta i led  case

st c - c - ’r appro ach~ Ire addition , we have ‘Iis cusc -c c -d  some of thc- —riticis rns

surrounding -; - r t  dat a and at t -  m p t - 1 te rupp ~ rt our vi ews through th~

_ _ _  
_ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
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—eec-N yc- is of c - ca n .. c - c - t a  c - c - _ c - c - .  T’ , }cw a r , a d - f c c - c - c -c- .: ‘cc - - r . - a l  ‘-er —

cc- -ron i - c- ’ at c - c - .  - - y : c - i l c - c h  c - i t  c - i - - n ’ c-ct c-c- - c - c r. ’ i L  v’ n - fi - c - c c -  r- i - a y

alt i .ou~~c - t o -  y La-  a -  c-c ncr - c : r n - d -  a t or ; . ‘J ic - c - c - c n t . c i v i c - u : -  of t i -  c--

c - s c - i c c - m r  c- r t - - c - - c - c - a :  c-ac-ed + t ~ f - id Ni .jnucc -c-ui in c - c - c  ‘cr c-a t i -  1 . 1 -  c - ’’ i r .

n c - c -  r r ,g  c - w s p - ’r ~ i- c- or c - - c - a r -  - c -  of c- n- c - c -

r c- :u I t cc-f m a c  - ‘ ic - c - i (1 ~c -t t . - t c - o n  t a  t i c  c-c probi- s - war- + h- - c - c ’- —

rc -cc-: of or . I nk - - rd im c ip i in c -ary  c-c-~ c-j r c . c t cL  ( r.nb- i r . c cai-~ ti.- nc.’. I c-ar- c-cf j r c - c - c -

r c - :c - i i sm an d politics - Eic-e - .r G c - c - t e y c - a r - d  c - c - i c -  t c - c -  • u t  t i c - c - i t

Tic’ w c-c- a c - d c - c - c -  do ro t c - f t. - o - c - u i - - y  t i c -  e - t t - - n t  c - o r .
c.1 tb -ens- stucIy in~ jot- rr ;c-it c - c - - c-N re ~l c -c - t i  n r c - c - ;  , or

c - c - of t b - o n e  - -r : gag -  ‘I an p- c-c- - r~- - - c - c -  ‘c - c - 1 - , ‘ xc- - pt.
wh.- rc- tic outpu t of LId .n~ a r c - - c - c - k  c- or ; - icr~nn- in. ic-c-

an e - O U  r :c-c- fo r  r c - ot c- c - r~~}. ore t a a c-n oth. -r
tcic :c-r Lb - s we- c - c - ‘ic- a j- - r mc - Ar;’i ‘-v- n t i c  fl

t ic - -c - hi ’ f ott- ste or c-c-ustc f rrc - t. b- fe c - c - : -  ‘1 nc -
what ‘- ‘cc - ; b - c - called t ic -  c - I -  c-r’ct. eve  f’e ’cs c - - c -  c - n -  J y
there- wi I, c - c - c -Un-  ic-lee ‘ r i  - t a r - - ‘c - f t i c -  wor -c-c-c-c-c-
it is pr c-c-c- c - c - t e d  t i c- -r eec - gi . t ic -  c- c - we- m ’dia to di ff- -r
fi-or; - 

‘~J h c - - t  r ‘c- i y }c --ai -r ,c- c - c - i

Ther~: ir~ littic- doubt tic-nt wic- re w’ -i r;~~ur- i- - to r p ~ a at- i ons an

‘c c thc- mechanics of s- pc- ricing arid jour-c-c-n I isro in general , we 1cc -c-re

behi nd any illusions as to expert c - c - -  , Tb- i c-c- is c c - i c c -p ly  not w i t h i n  the-

normal marc-g.e or SCOfk. c-f our knowl; dg , Fcc - c- c - alf ac-- c- ty, how v s r , wi th

c-such of ti c -c - l i t - - r a t u r c -  arc -d - x p c - r i -  n c - c e -  in working with th e n ewsp c -c-p r

c-c-a: a source of c l c - c - t c - .  hav~ 1 - - f t  us wi th  some rathe r v i - j id  impr ’cssions

which we f’ oh]  I g !t ’ i to d c - I c - C U S S .

Tb f i r s t  point ‘ ; o r c - c - c - -  n- c-c-c t ic, purpos e of tb- c- ;--w r c -[- apc -c -r as c-c- rc-;c-diurc-

of’ ic - for m ation , T}c-~ on es on to tic - nc -c -to n’ of t i c -  prc:ss do c-xist ; and

th r-.. -ar numerous explanations as to what r r -ponsib ili ty c-c- c-s wrcpap . r

has to ti-ic. public-. Our ‘-ores ’ - c - - c - c - , ic - ow -v - c - - , ic-c- not so much with what a
rs-wsp-ap€ r is , as wi th  what it is not ,  McC lc-lla nd makes th point

ti c-c-it tic’ ncwspape-r is not designed for thc: purpose of aiding • vent

analysts , Tic.- pri on has broader in teres ts  in presenting t h e  riE ~Wfl

and is i -on c o n cer n e d  wi th  t racing the flow of c - -v c - rc-tn to ; x p lr i in  con-

f l ic t  proces ses in systemic t i rmr , Thi s does not mean that thi corre-

spond ent [nc - kr ; historica ] or systematic insight into int€e rnatio na j
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c-:r-c-c-norc -- c-ic , c-er tI c-c ‘-i -a m t  p c-c- ‘cc- c-f c c - a  c - c -p c - cc - c ,  arc- c-i ‘vent  c -c - ;~~.i~~: ‘ cc - -  cc- c,

c-c-c t. c-.’c - r c -sa~~ i- ic -c-t ic- - r , c - t n-c- , for- tci -~- nc-c-ct ~.urt , c-c- c - c - a t t n of c-c-. tin --ce---

c - c r y ,  -a c .o c - c- c - c - ;; c-c-i c-cc-i c-- u nc-n- cc-~:/-. If  t i e  ri W c;ip- r ~ - r -  c-c- mci- cc - ti c - ic

- c - c t -  c--pr sc. , r- c ;earcrc- a c - t -. tul- c- ac-,d ir :’iir-L-n- cc-cc-Nh i -’ ‘c - c -c , t~ ‘ i c - f f  r-~~

r .t .  ic -ic- Ct’ t b - c - n c-s riot tic-’ --c-nc -- . • t ie : analys t rea c t 1ecrc- . t ie ti-~- c-cc-n-

rc - i  m ’cc- r i. c-ui-c-c- c - c - ncc-ur’n c-c c- c- e tc - c- lab-Ic , it c - our -;’: tb -c- it ic-c “c-f ti.’ c-- c r l ’

c-c-ac-h as th- U- cc- York Tc-r,c-s , ccc c-cr. obvious c - c - i c - i c e  -

TIc - i s  pa c - n t . c - s o c — L o t -  v s c - c - i c - - c -s t i e-  ic -c-no of t ic -., d i f f - r-:nce- b - - t ,w- c rc-

c-c-ub; cc c-c-nd ‘J ar-s c- f i er i  ( c c - n  c-cra- ; c-~t -  ) inc - force -c -c -t c- an, It wcc-c- ( c - c - r d stiNh ‘cm)

c-c c- go-cd tb -at tic ’ c-c-’ac-c’c- impo ;- ’. cc-;e’c c c - t ’ - r c - c -  t - -a r c - c- h - : t w c - c  r. 1 c-id c - c - c - a r -  ic b- c-si

tic- - nc-- c- r n  -ansi c-sat, tb- c-o-W c-c Lcc-’c r c-I cc- c- c-c- not r’port t}~orc-c c-v ntc-cc-. TIc-’

cont- . ’ - 0cc - i c  thc-c-t t}~c- “ c - c l ’  c -- c u r - - - of i r . forc - c- sat ios .  ic -c - ‘i - ry of t - c-.

Ci c- ’c - c -~~r f c -  - ‘I c-c-c-id c - c - c - c.r.~ y c-c-roe I ni-c- ~~‘: for I c - bc - I c - c-rc - c-uc-cpti-c-r. y- ‘ic- -c- : la t’  c - .

C c- ;c - r ’ i y ,  c-c- c-c-c .r ’ :orc -r - le t c  record ‘c-f ‘-v  c-c-ta wou c- -i : x ir : t  if it were- ;c-c.t

fec - n  tic’ I-nop’ rn-c-ity 4cc classify so sc-urc-ic c-c-for r :.-c-it;ore - Tic- - - I - c-icc -c-gore

I -c - c rr: cc-c -rc -trc ’i’c-rsy g-c-;’r-c- rc-c-ue b -—rc-c -adc- d public-city ‘c- c-c- ic-ct rc-,’ 4 cec - cc - ’c- c- ni Ia—

t ~orc-c-c-c- c-;c}c-c-lars’ calls for a c-c-c-ore op’c rc- ac-ad c-nc -c-c -’ s c-c-b e- ic - c - f or’c - c -’c - t c o n  c-c-yr .—

t n - P c- cc-i t tic - c- ; an ti c c-sc-nrc- , arc-d c-tb -c-c-c- , w}c-i c- c - b - ac - c- - xpc -- nc - c- s -c - c-—

cern ; ag c-.ewn dc-start or; rind faulty r-~~ontirig,
10 

t }c -  d a i l y  cc- ’ wnp aper

is I cok ’- ’i upon a r - a n t  - c- d y ,  nrc- c-p c-erg cc - c-u i— ce  of -c -’ - .r t rc - which -cc- cr. h . .

c - c - c - -  ‘1 mc- ‘c-c-a cff~ ct, c - ic - . ‘it t ’: bc-c- cc - c - . ,

TI.. r -  c -c - r nc r cc -  f — n  c - c - t o t i n g  tF . i r  r v o  I-; ‘c-raur~d a f-  -w c- r. trc - ii p ai nts .

Tb... I c - n t .  }cc-c - c - — k c - rc- .-c back to c-cr. c -c - c-n c - c r  c - c -  i t  t b -u t ,  our m t  rest r’ c- c - ft ii,

:c t c-c-bei shc -r .g ,,‘es a’corrc of in 1o- na ’:t ion proc: rc-ses , r,ot the ‘ c-c-tire ac-c-court

of b .c hac-’ior and ‘c- xob-ange-s~ Sc- sond , or. ’ should e xcc-rc-ire c tb-c. p c - - i - v a r - c - v i e

e lf ’  — - t . of soc-n c- .cxtraordic- ;rc-ry ‘v ret , b- c- it of a c-cc-cal , nc--ticnec-1 , f cc - . c-- c- igrc ,

or rc - t- rr .at - c-c-c-al ‘c-ac-- c- - -ty  This type of ‘ vc - nt is of such a char’c- c:t- r

that it corc-m ’cr ;dn th- . prirrc-nry ott st i on  of tic ; press On t b - c - c -  surface

it wouid n c-ppc -r cr  that it oc-ts as a biank ic t on the n- -ct c - f  tic-’: c -c - , W5~

hut does it? It may :i r . d c - c - d  push important news off th- f r on t  page ,

or r . - q u i r e  th e ‘c- c- -nr c- cc -sizing of space for other less important ‘ c-v ’c - rc- t c-c- ,

b -ut  i t  does not a l t o ge t her  b1c -c-c-c -k :,t out tb nc -V s . lr ~ f ac t  t i -c -ic - c - a t t r i—

bu t-  ray c-in on-~- sc-risc rc-c-conimn nd the newspaper over the cc - c - h l ’ s  i - .  ceived

by government agencics and bureaus , It has bc-crc- pointed cc-u t that

— - - - 
-



Cic-5 -s ’. c-’-n J O5c- J. ’~~~~c - . c.i-, n-c-rc- cr c - c - P’ c - a t c c- t c - r . C r . ,~ c - , ,  L - cy

c--; cest :; fr’r,s. —ci’snc -s-c-’,r c-c-re so ’. fc - c - c -’I ‘~‘c r’La; c c -n - c c-- .ceic ‘c,’c- ’J cc-crc

S c-c -c- c- ’ c - C c -- c-e’c - y. ac-c- tic-c- cc-rlc ;’c5; ~/‘c- c- c -c - c - ’ • c- hc-crk,’c- c’ c - c -c- - c - c -c - l.rc-c-’-:r ;rc - - i

‘[c - c - : , ,  ‘c c - c-- - c-- 0 c- c- as t c - uL-ir c- eu—ic c-c-~r:c-:~ — , -~r, c-I-,- x-e~ c-n- :c-c-;c-c-- nYc - c -—

cc-s. of -c- c - r e or, ‘c- cc-k- cc-c- , t i- . c-con- c - nf c c -r’- ’rc-t ’c c-r. ‘c-Nut is ic-c-c-c- -or, ti,- day

c-ac-j c-lay - ; c-- c - cc -- and c- c -u - s-c - ‘cc - -a c - c r - c-c-f c-c- t c - . - .r y tur :c - in ti c-- . c-c-y sc - c-c- . Ti-,

c-c- c - ic - nc - c - .- r , c - c - O W- c-’ .r , c- c- . c - o r - c - c - cc -- n -  a i-,y c-c- c - c - n r c  ~‘- sc - .. s c-c - c- 1st c-c-nc-i c - nrc - c t ,ivc

wi-Nh-- c-c c-i-  ac - Sc -c -  ‘cc-sat cc-icc -ia ‘cs--c -n t  p ’c - g - - c cyc- rap’ w 11 c-c-rut - c-ely c - c - c

f -  ‘c - c - .  cc- c-cr a c - i c  ‘c - c -c-Nc - -cc-, f c - r- nc - -c c -c- c-:. c - c - c - c r :t nc of ,. r.t - .-r ‘c- wi n- n- cc-Nh

cc- ’. 1] ic ’~ o r c - n t -  c-i ‘[N - s- c:c-ccu’[ci h - l i t t c - c - .  cc- c--ui -ct treat ‘c-re - ‘i c-,t ,-r  ~cc-Nh ’i

c- V- r ‘ ;n t - .rt, c - i n  c-c - i . t i - , c - c - c -c-Fc- c t  c- c - f scrct’-h c -ri g all -c-tie - r n w:, is, or; s ‘cc-c-

cov er one pr orcc -rc -~c--n c- c-c t - c -ny ,

Ic-c- ‘cd-’ic-t!or , t,ic- C O i f c - c - t j o f l  arc- c-c- ‘Oii c -c - c - c- of cc-c- - nt r- cc - scc. c-c-nc th-:y

c-c- rn . recc-i-.’c-d b y tb -c-. Stat , ;  P- r- ’c - r t c - c -c - c -r,t ni -c -ann--c-I i-c-e r- gc-r c-i- ri c - c - c - a rc -  ‘c-sc -a

of forc ’cgr .  r .cli-- y tic-c - c -c- , c-c-c-c-. ic -- tc - c -— :-c-atior.reL c - -. c- c - t i c - c - ri. }-ioggc-nc-rei c - c - c c - c c - c - f r  c-u t.

in ‘c- fc c- c - - c - c -- pc-c -pc -c-s t ic . ~n-c-- rs,c- .- ‘c o sc - trcc - rc -t betw’c- c- r, t i c - c -  c-i c-it: 0c-c- less ‘c- c- c- - i’:;

Cc-;-ic-. ’-n~ ’,s’ rc-iatc-os ,c: wc th ‘ci,- - TJ .c - c- t ,f St ’c - t c rn  ‘cc -c- n c - pasts c-I hi tic-. 51c ’;t c

P..’ ‘c - r - Y c -  c-ct ~s Eon- ip’c R e l- ’t ;n r c -s Ic. c-i i c a tcc - sr ;  E c c c j e c - c -t (iRIP) c-c - c - c -d t r .e UYT -

:1c- w- ‘ic-r - , cc- c-c rc-cc-c-n’c-y Wa:!:. c-c-~ ic-c -is or. c-s:prcc p- -r c-cc -c-c-c-panic -c-nn. F’RIP , i c-c- c-i ’ r—

tarN c-c-b y ,  rc-[,cr ’c - c - c -  cc- c-y s.c-i t c - c c -c-c- n ’ ir.terc-c-rc- t,ions with t}a~ Ur. i t n-I S tat - - s

c- c -c - c - i  c- rc-vol’i r ig,  c-ri ‘c-c c-at c-;r c- sc - c- .c - c-, t ic,: isa-c- C c-c-c c- r,g c- nc - c-r i g ;  ~ c-c-c -c-c-a t . I . ~c - r cc - c - c - c - . ,

‘[ic - c - s c-c-~c-proc-ec-h c—c -nrc-ct r c- c-c1 ’[y be compared accurate c- y to international

in c-c- n c-a - 1c- i cc- rc- ‘latc- c - c - i  c-c- ce- it n-c-’jol’;cc-n: tb-’ cc- n c - alec-on of a fcc-c- c - g r e  polic:y

c- c c - f i-c c-c-r d do- s c-nt crc - c-c- a rc-c-pass c- c- i- , syrc-tc- c- rc-ci c ‘j lc- -w . Proj€ - -- .t c - c - i~~k - FB1P ,

b-nw- ‘i r , ‘c-s.c ‘c-c:-:ful in - I, - c - c - : :t r ’c -t i r ’c - cc - tic- c c/ . rc- i th  of c - cc -c r,c-c rig c-cc- - c-c- c-c- c-c-g c-c-

.rc-to c-c- i c - c - r n -  poli ty I i k -  t i - c -  ‘[c-c-It ci States arid c ar, b- a sajor c t  p

fo rw ’c-c-c---c -l ire th- analysis of tb -  charcgc-i ng foc c -  c-gre r- Lotions i- c - -. tw - rc-

cc - c - c - c - c i t r i c - s  But - qu ot ing  t i- c- two i-c- i rc- clc ; of dat-a prc- c - c - - c -c -t m c-c- faulty c-c-,’—

.c -r c - c- c - c - ; ;  c-c-, c - c - t  t ic . object ives

The co l l ecc -t lo rc -  of iricorring ‘c-c- c-i outgoing messages by th . . Stat e

Du p-rc - c - t ’c - -  rc-t is c - 1- c -r ; cg r c -’ d  to present c-c-rc- c-c-c-ldc -c-d ‘c-pprs ‘iation c-it t i c - c - .  f ’, -~ I gc-’

poli ’y inc-pu t arid outpu t flows , particu la r l y on c-c - normal day-to-day

h-c-m is. As ‘ct;ors.d c- c-c - ri c - - r
, t h c - ,’c -nyc-c-t m dcc-’:n, rc -~~t work p a r t i c u l a r ly
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c- 11 ic-. c- c - ,afi c - sic-c-’c’c- ’,. rc-c-c-c-: -or ,rc ncc-c-,-. n- -c - f  c rc- .rc-in- wi, c-. ‘c- c-c-:.cic -’c-n

a r - s  n-c -ut .c - ‘cc b-ig-c- c-- Ic-i-c- ; c - c - c - n -  n-c-c-. - —c-i-’ n: cc-- c c -p .rn- ’N or,- r c -c - t i c ,c-c-c-

ccc- n t -  c--c-c- Tic-c- -ic- of c-ic- - c-’,- .w scc -c -tc- c--- , cc-s i c - ’:;: n-c-c c-c- ‘c- c-c- .c-c-c- .N c--n cj n-’

c- c--c- - ” c - i v c - s ‘ci- , colic - alec - cr c - of n c - T o r t -  -I - ‘at rcc - ti’ ;c-c-s b lew- c-cc - . a ll ‘c - c -c-c- c - c - c - .  c-c -_ c

witc-ccu’c parc-c-c-un-ic at tc -er i tn -c-c ,  t c - .  any o s c - - c -  c-c-a c - t r y . In ‘asic- c- c-c-. to c - c - c - c - :

~~~ ‘c-’TEiIS d ata  c-s. of c - c - c - -c-c- -c-c- c- c-cr c t - r o t  ‘c-c- t i c-  . u’n/ c-N c - c - c - .f, .c - -’ m c —

- Tb--. c-’-c sic-c-c c-y is c,ot c-c-augc-c- of tic-- tp~ c-ec -c-ric -- ’ cior;al or ncr -cc-cc

t y pc -  cc - f  c ’ sc-t :c- ‘cc-. tb -c- c- -c-nt ‘l a c - c -c- b c-c-c-c-

T i c - _ c - c -  c -c -cc -n t  c - - ac - c - c - c - c - c - c -  t i - c -c -  ic-cr-ac c- f  ‘c-cr, ’c-t cc- c-- crc -c-Nh -c- c c - c - i  tic - ‘ ‘c - c -c- c- - c-,ic- .cr.

lc-c’c~~cu-lc -c- , -c - I n- cc-re c- c c -c-c- ;- - sc-c . T- - . r r c - c - r c -  icy its r,atur-- , t i -j - c - c -r-,ss ic-c- ‘c - C ’  c- —

t -i c-c-c- -‘er ,tr c-f a c - c - c - c - c - f t i c - c -t or -c-rn - c- c- s -c-ap i t~j. Ic-c- , c - t -c - ’c - o-’e. o c - c - a ‘. f ’ c c -,.c-, r c ,

wc - . st c -r c - c -  c r c - c- n c-c- -a c - c - n ‘crc-c- c-- - . n - c - . . c - c -y  cc-f c- i-c- - wc, r , -c- ,c -c - c-c m c . c-c f c -u p .  r- rc-C.wc -r

c- c- c -c-ma - , t icc -’sc- , Sup~cc-c-rt c-i c-cr t i-~ic- , c-c- cc - t , cc -rc- c - s  c c - c - i c- c-. a c-I by sc- c- C c- c-p tic-- . p ‘cc- - - —

c- c c - -ret c,f far’ - c- p’c-, b ar-  c-c-’c- c - c - c - —— r’c-cc- w racy n- w5 c-c -ovr ; :  h.av . I c - ic - n- ac-cc - ic - c -  ‘ [ - n r c -

- c - Nc- c - c - ? Cc-b c - fcc - s ly tb -c -  c -lnt .c - a r c -. r c - c - t  of tce - c r - c - m s  c c -n t - nc-c- crouc -c-d c- ic - cc-. rc -n

c - , c -p i - , l y  -i ’sac-~ c-o r -  c-c- mcci c- c - s i u n t c c - a ’ c ; i c -.d c-c e-nt, :. c -c - f  tb- c-  world , or ‘cc-, c-c-or .—

fi~ 
- t -or , rc- c-c-:; w icc -r -  th - .r;~ c - c - c - t ic - c - crc- c-nc- c- revolved, Tic-c-c irc-c-prc- :rc-c-cfo c- . with

w b - 1 c -,}c- tic --c - c-c - -c-’ ar c -c-g- rc- oci- ,r ‘cc - c - is ft c-i, t ’ro c- c- no tions in ti-c-c c -pp  .r l e vc-l c

‘ ,f ‘cc-’ - , - ~r, c- c -t ioc c - ac - icier - ar icy ’ n c- pr ’  s :i. t b - c -. orc-ly ic -’.ter nc tc- cc-c-c -- which

‘c c -c-c-~c-’ ~ lc -c- c - - . ic-c- ‘c- i. ’ . :c-yc. t c- - Cent’, ,r,ly c-c-his is c-c-c t, th ’~ cr c-sc - - ;  t b - c -:, tyr’,

c-c- f n . -ul ity is cr c - y tic r . c-c- Nhicy cc-f t i -c -  r. - .w r - i - c -’i~ r , ‘c-cu t c-c- gc-c-i c-. c-c-ncr c-c-Ic -c-c-c-c-

is c_nt t,hot tic n- -w; c - c -c-c-c ic- - r or tic’ ‘ at c c -  g a t i c -  n c- c-c - I frcn- c - ct to

c r c -t in e  pc-c-pc-i c - c - t i c - c - c - c -; n c -c - t i - c -  r ti, -ì c- a r- . c -nd - - ‘c- c -c - t rc -c--- rc ‘c-f corc-fIicle bc - tw -
- ‘c- ic--

-ac tors in ti-~ nyst;. c--c- .

Corn- c-usc-ion

‘c - I- . icc-c--ac- cc-ov - - r - ’-’I c-c- cc -umb er of r ; c - u - s in - v ’ ret  c-c-rc c - i y c c - i r -  throughout

‘cc - .. c-curs’, c-c-f t b - c - n p -rc -p c - c - r Nc - doubt w - b-mi - c-v ’:rlook-,d c-c-c-c-icy poic-’c- t r  ar c- -c -i

icc-eve b-:ec -c -  ‘c c-c hr ic . f  in tb - c -.. -cl ’c - sr ’c -c - c - c - c - ior ,  of othic-irs , but w~. i-c- c - c - v -c - t c - - ± : c-c - tu

c-c- .c-plc-asic-c what w- , c - d. c - d e ify as tic.. c-c-c-ore criti’c-aJ issues t i-c -c-a t hc-c-.vc bc -c-s .

raise d. Beyond a c - c - c - c - c - r e c - Ic - rn- -uc -c-c-c c - c c - c , we b-c-tv- . also at tc - c - c - c -p t e c - l  to anchor
c u r  thoughts wi th ‘.rc - p i nical tests through the Uic-.: of th, c c-c-c-c- . , :-, t u - l  c- c - S.

Gi-c - ; i c -u~~iy ,  mor c -c - i c - c - r i - c - i  and conp lc -x to-sting is available but such was

c - a t  c c - c - t i - c -i c-. tic-, pu rview of Ch ic -a paper . Rather , we atte mpted to cr c-gage
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- ‘
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c -c - sr-c -i c -s i  c-c -nc -c - ra-vc- :se-c by Barbara Fitc-sic-c-nc c-s, at c-Nh ,

Un~ ’:’e-:s.ty cf iouth~ rc-, Talc-far-c-cc-a, Janua ry  15E 5 (nec -c-ac -n), 
-

2. Bobc.’c- Burrowes and Bc-c - c - c - Soc t on , ‘ C o r ; f i c - c - e t  and Cooc-sn--catc-.c-c-,
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~
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Associat c-on ir. P ;t t s b u r g ± c - , T- c-c- c-c- r .sy ;’;ania , A pr 11 1971 ,

, lb-c-c l , ,  page 5-

-c- . -‘lacy P. ic’nggard , ic.dic-ators of i s c - t c ;r n a t c - o n c - c -J I r c - t e r a -c -t . io n , ’ ‘[c-c- c- —
‘.‘--c -r - sn - ty of Southern C - a c - if c r n i a, Ju ry l5Ec-~c- (r ioao ’c- .,

5c - ilaymond Fc- Smith , c- c - 05 tb -c- : Stnu c -t c- ;r c- of ~c- or ’; .c-gn News : A Comparison
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in cc-c-c-a cc - ic - c - c - b analyses which ‘.-icuid either c-u i - c- ce n t  or r c - -f ’c-tc-c c- -c- c-ar - central

c - c - I e c - c -~ c-,’c c - c - c - t  c-c- c-c-~~c-t, c - j ’ ’ c - , ,c-t ti-c-ic c-cc i,nt wc-— w,jl t,ry to c-c-uc-c- n.c -c-r: c-c -a w c- c-a ’c W C

oc-, c-c-c-c - c - d e r  -c- c - c- tI~c-e c -nc -po r n -- c t  c- -c- cc -n - t,’c- c-f t i - c - c - c - ’  ‘c-c - c , t c - - r - - ; , r l c -e

c- cc --. t r c -c- i  ac-c-I c-c-cc C L cc-c- -c-, - -,n t c -m. t po int  in tb -c -s  c-c-tu ci’i is t ic-at cave-nt

lata ‘c-ire c--c - f  c-c-c- c- cc - c- c- c c-. r c -t o-cc-C ac-c-c- c -c - cc -rc-, p -c- r rihle c-c - c -  ture over- different c - c - c c - n c - c c,

n c - c - m t  - cc-ic-sly wr c-cc- . t h c - - y  am c -  of a conflict oricc-c-tc-c-,tion, Thus , e’c-’r c -ct

c-l c -c -t ’ c - p c - .t hc - c -recI  fro c-c -t i c -c -ne twc c-cuh ,. icc- SnUrnes  of inf cc - c- -rc c -a t ,r cn  is essc-c-r.—

Cc - c-al ly  ‘.. onfii ct — in c - J .t c- C c -n  ‘Ic -C c - ; which rec-c-c-’-ec-or.t similar c - ’c-tte rc-cc, of

ircteractc-cc-c., Tic.s obsec---’ atciom is supported by ti-~a c--ac e s tud ios  pre—

c- ’c- ’c - .1c- c-c-c - d  Sc-. gni f’ c- c- c-c-;-.t c- c-n-i c- cc-- c-ties were found to exrc-t. ic-c- both cc -our - -ac - c-

an lea tic-a reporting of crc- c c - c - ic - e t c - ny  and d c— a rc - c c - i cc -t o ry  t rend s A i t b - c - c - u c -’c-c -i- ,

ansc-.,Lcite c-cc-cc-c-c-tm - of sc-parted events c-c ay d i f f e r , the eri c-c-c- c-c- perioc -c i c - .  a r-a

cI . e c - c - r c - y  .c-I j sc -t i c - -c-c - , u i nc -’. e-c- To toe extent  tb -c - ;t  these dat - c- ane crc-pc-thin c-f

rc-leetic--c-g the r eac-c . c - r e n n c --. t c - c -  of paradigms other than the indiccc-tcc r riot. c-c- c-c-

Is c a t  the point , nor is the point  the extent  to which the dc -tn  ref lect

any ‘ re alc -t ic -ar c -; ” ra ther , the data  do l ead tc c--c - i a c - l a r  research corc -clu-

s i c - sc -s wlc- a cc- tb - c - - anal yst cp ec --c - t a n  w i th in c -  the assurc-ptc-ons of event  dot-a

character isc-t  c -c s .

Ic-, light of cb - i~ conclusion , we there fore  revert  to cur earl ier

po c rc -t c- ;rc -c-l s tress tb - c- c- cc-cc-cl for  c-c- nc-gaging irc - re searc-c-}c to test u -c -c-n i —

trs- -c c - r e t c - -cai cc-odd s by f c - c - t t n - c - g  l.~ata to thc,c-c-e no-tic-c-c-c-c Port c-cf tic-nt dc-C r-,

cc-c-llection w i l l  be c’~rec- ;t c-1- at r , hut  obviously c-c-ore varied types of rnfor—

c - c - c - C c  cc-c- w i l c -  be rc -eed c-”i if c-icy consolidation of knowled ge c-c-sc- to irc -terna—
c-c- in- c- c-c- . a f fo i r r c -  ic-a Ca 0 c c - c u r - ,  Tb - in  no c - c - n t  c - c - c - perhaps obvious ; what is c- ct

oh- c- - c- c - a c - c -, howe’j er , c-c -c t hat  c-a c-c-n.y research effor ts  could be redirected

c-w ay fr or  tb -c -c -  con cc-erc ,c-a c-c - f  c;our c-c-e val idi ty c-nd the bui ldic-c-g c-f ‘re-a ~~i ty

sc - c - -c -c- c- !e ’c m c - - c - c -, ’ c - cc -to  t he  r .-athering c-c-c- f add it ional types of informat ion  ic-e r

the testing cc- I  ‘c- orc-cc-cptua l c-cc-tions It cannot be overemphasized that

the r rcc-c-esr- of collectic-c-rc-, c- c - c - I c i n g, c-nd management of event data does

not , in itself , reprec-c-erc -t ana1ysis~ The best method of illustrating

the -cai it y of tb -c dc-c - to  is tc subject I t  to ri gorous examination usimc - g

Ci - .” mos t appropriate anacyticc techniques .
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