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Comparative Media Systems 
Spring 2010
E58.2184.001 (cross-listed as G93.2072.001, FAS/Sociology) 

LOCATION: 25 W. 4th Street, Room C-7

TIME: Tuesday, 4:55-7:15 p.m.

Prof. Rodney Benson

Department of Media, Culture, and Communication, NYU

Office: 
Pless Annex, 551A (5th Floor), Enter at 36 Washington Place 
(b/w Washington Square East and Greene Street, same side of the street as NYU Bookstore)

Note: Take the elevator around the corner to the left of the security guard station.
Mailbox: 7th floor, East Building, 239 Greene Street, NYC 10003

E-mail: rdb6@nyu.edu
Telephone: 212/992-9490 

Office Hours: Tuesdays, 2-3:30 or by appointment
Course Description
How do national media systems differ around the world? And to the extent that they do, why? Beyond the personal idiosyncrasies of media professionals and media owners, which factors play the greatest role in shaping “national media cultures”: professional values and traditions, level and type of commercialism, government regulations, bureaucratic organizational dynamics, and/or audiences? Too much of our media criticism proceeds from hunches and assumptions, rather than real evidence, for the simple reason that it limits itself to a single national context (and often a single time period). Adequately sorting out the factors that shape our media environment can best be accomplished via comparative research. This course offers a conceptual roadmap to such a project as well as a close empirical look at a variety of media around the world. In addition to analyzing the factors that structure media systems and the roles that media play in democratic societies, the course incorporates (1) a survey of research methods appropriate for comparative investigations; and (2) national and comparative case studies, representing the major types of Western European “models” as well as some important non-European variants. Our focus will be on news media, though we will also examine some other types of mass media production as well as alternative media, both online and offline; the methods and theories used in the course can be adapted for many other types of international comparative research.  
Teaching / Course Objectives

*
to provide students with a thorough understanding of how media (especially news media) differ around the world;

*
to provide students with knowledge of the major explanatory and 



normative theories of journalism; 
*
to equip students with the research methods needed for comparative 


media research, including analysis of official political and economic data, 


ethnography, in-depth interviewing, and content analysis; 
*
to help students gain greater critical perspective on the way journalism is 


practiced in their own countries, and thus to appreciate the advantages and 

disadvantages of other media systems, vis-à-vis various democratic 


normative ends.

Texts

Required Books (Available at NYU Bookstore)


Rodney Benson and Erik Neveu, eds. 2005. Bourdieu and the Journalistic Field. 
Cambridge:
Polity.

Tamara Chaplin. 2007. Turning on the Mind: French philosophers on television.

Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

Nancy Fenton, ed. 2009. New Media, Old News. London: Sage. 

Daniel C. Hallin and Paolo Mancini. 2004. Comparing Media Systems. Cambridge: 
Cambridge University Press.  
Marc Lynch. Voices of the New Arab Public: Iraq, Al-Jazeera, and Middle East Politics 

Today. New York: Columbia University Press. 
Pdf texts: Available on Blackboard under “Course Documents” (indicated in schedule with asterisk). 

Course Assignments and Evaluation
Evaluation of your performance in this course will center around three elements:

(1) Participation and In-Class Presentation/Critique of One Week’s Reading (15 percent): Attendance is the prerequisite obviously but alone is not enough. I expect you to have read the readings before the class meets. You are expected to have read all assigned texts, and you may be called upon randomly to confirm that you have read them. What I am looking for is not some single correct answer but rather a serious engagement with the readings. Did you take from them one or two significant ideas or form any questions? Are you in fact participating in the class’s collective search for knowledge and insight? For at least one of the week’s readings, either individually or working in a small group, you will provide a short in-class presentation (15 minute summary and critique). Treat this as you would any professional presentation where your reputation and career prospects are on the line: Make it snappy and good!
(2) Midterm Take-home Exam (35 percent of final grade): This 10 page exam (2,500 words) will measure your critical understanding of key concepts and theories in the sociology of news and comparative media studies: normative and explanatory theories, methods, system models.  

(3) Research Paper (50 percent of final grade): In this theoretically-framed empirical paper of 20 pages (5,000 words), you will conduct original empirical research grounded in the sociology of media. Cross-national or internationally-oriented research is strongly encouraged. A detailed research prospectus will be due midway through the semester, and all topics must be approved by the professor. Your paper must include some form of primary research, such as content analysis of media texts, images, or design; surveys; in-depth  interviews; ethnography; and/or analysis of data on government policies or media markets. PhD students are allowed to draw upon their ongoing dissertation research, as long as links are made to the theoretical concerns of this course. In exceptional circumstances, papers offering an original and well-formulated theoretical synthesis/critique may also be accepted. After you turn in your paper, keep a copy. You are responsible for providing a copy of the paper if the original is lost.  
Grading Policies
It should go without saying that plagiarism is strictly prohibited. This policy will be strictly enforced.

“Plagiarism, one of the gravest forms of academic dishonesty in university life, whether intended or not, is academic fraud. In a community of scholars, whose members are teaching, learning and discovering knowledge, plagiarism cannot be tolerated. Plagiarism is failure to properly assign authorship to a paper, a document, an oral presentation, a musical score and/or other materials which are not your original work. You plagiarize when, without proper attribution, you do any of the following: Copy verbatim from a book, an article or other media; Download documents from the Internet; Purchase documents; Report from other’s oral work; Paraphrase or restate someone else’s facts, analysis and/or conclusions; Copy directly from a classmate or allow a classmate to copy from you.” (NYU Steinhardt School of Education Statement on Academic Integrity)

Assignments:

1) must be turned in on-time: late assignments will be down-graded (one half grade if not turned in by the appointed hour; one full grade after one week, and one full grade per week thereafter);  

2) must be stapled, if more than one page; 

3) must have your name at the top of the page; 

4) must have all pages numbered.

Any assignments not formatted as indicated in 2) through 4) will be downgraded an additional 1-3 points. 

Finally, you will find that I am very accessible and willing to discuss readings and assignments with you. If you cannot meet me during my office hours, I am usually available immediately before or after class.  

Grading Standards: 

A = excellent. Outstanding work in all respects. Your papers and essays are thoroughly researched, appropriately documented, logically organized and rhetorically convincing. Your analysis is not only comprehensive and sound, but creative and original. In short, you not only get it, but begin to see through it!

B = good. Your understanding of course materials is complete and thorough, and there is at least some evidence of your own critical intelligence at work. You demonstrate basic competence in research, writing and oral presentation. 

C = adequate. Your writing is vague and incoherent or riddled with grammatical or spelling errors. You do not make proper use of source materials, and there is little depth or concreteness to your research or analysis. Your understanding of concepts and ideas is incomplete and often misguided, but there is at least some evidence that you “got” something from this course.

D = unsatisfactory. Work exhibits virtually no understanding or even awareness of basic concepts and themes of course. Your participation has been inadequate or superficial. Either you have not been paying attention or you have not been making any effort. 

F= failed. Work was not submitted or completed according to the basic parameters outlined in the course syllabus and any additional information provided about assignments (basic requirements for page length, topical focus, types and number of primary and secondary sources, deadlines).

Grades are calculated according to the following scale: 94-100 A; 90-93 A-; 87-89 B+; 83-86 B; 80-82 B-; 77-79  C+; 73-76 C; 70-72 C-; 67-69   D+; 63-66 D; 60-62 D-; 0-59 F

Schedule (subject to revision):

*readings available on Blackboard 

1.19

1
Normative Models of the Press
*Myra Marx Ferree, William Anthony Gamson, Jürgen Gerhards, and Dieter 
Rucht. 2002. “Normative Criteria for the Public Sphere.” Pp. 205-231 in Shaping Abortion Discourse: Democracy and the Public Sphere in Germany and the United States. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. 
*Rodney Benson. 2008. “Normative Theories of Journalism,” International Encyclopedia of Communication. Oxford: Blackwell. 
Additional Reading: 

--Kari Karppinen, Hallvard Moe, and Jakob Svensson. 2008. “Habermas, Mouffe and Political Communication: A Case for Theoretical Eclecticism.” Javnost-The Public, 15 (3): 5-22. 

--C. Edwin Baker. 2002. Media, Markets and Democracy. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. 

--James Curran. 2000. “Rethinking Media and Democracy.” Pp. 120-54 in J. Curran and M. Gurevitch, eds., Mass Media and Society, 3rd edition. London: Arnold.

1.26
2  
Sociology of News: Major Hypotheses
Hallin and Mancini, Comparing Media Systems, ch. 2

*Michael Schudson. 2005. “Four Approaches to the Sociology of News.” Pp. 172-97 in J. Curran and M. Gurevitch, Eds., Mass Media and Society, 4th edition. London: Arnold.
*Rodney Benson. 2009. “Comparative News Media Systems.” In Stuart Allan, ed., Routledge Companion to News Media and Journalism Studies (London: Routledge): 614-626.  

*Colin Sparks. 2000. “Media theory after the fall of European communism: Why 
the old models from East and West won’t do any more.” Pp. 35-49 in J. Curran 
and M-J. Park, Eds., De-Westernizing Media Studies. London: Routledge.

Additional Reading:

--Herbert Gans. 2004 (1979). Deciding What’s News. Evanston, IL: Northwestern University Press. 

--Barbie Zelizer. 2004. Taking Journalism Seriously. London: Sage.

--Michael Schudson. 2002. The Sociology of News. New York: W.W. Norton.

--Joshua Gamson and Pearl Latteier. 2004. “Do Media Monsters Devour Diversity?”, Contexts, 3 (summer): 26-32. 

--James T. Hamilton. 2004. All The News That’s Fit to Sell: How the Market Transforms Information Into News. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

--C. Edwin Baker. 2006. Media Concentration and Democracy: Why Ownership Matters. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

--C. Edwin Baker. 1994. Advertising and a Democratic Press. Princeton, NJ: 
Princeton University Press.

--W. Lance Bennett, Regina G. Lawrence, and Steven Livingston. 2007. When the Press Fails: Political Power and the News Media from Iraq to Katrina. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

--Peter Golding and Graham Murdock. 2000. “Culture, Communications and Political Economy.” Pp. 70-92 in J. Curran and M. Gurevitch, eds., Mass Media and Society, 3rd edition. London: Arnold. 

--Daniel C. Hallin. 1984. The Uncensored War. University of California Press. 

--John H. McManus, Market-Driven Journalism: Let the Citizen Beware? London: Sage, 1994.
2.2
3
News Media and Journalistic Fields 


Benson and Neveu, Bourdieu and the Journalistic Field, chs. 1 (Benson and Neveu), 2 (Bourdieu), 4 (Marchetti), 5 (Benson), 6 (Champagne and Marchetti), 7 (Duval), 11 (Schudson)


Additional reading:

--Pierre Bourdieu and Loic Wacquant. 1992. “The Logic of Fields” and “Interest, 
Habitus, Rationality.” Pp. 94-140 in An Invitation to Reflexive Sociology. 
Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

--Pierre Bourdieu. 1984. Distinction. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.  

--David Swartz. 1997. Culture and Power: The Sociology of Pierre Bourdieu. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

--Pierre Bourdieu. 1995. The Rules of Art. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

--Pierre Bourdieu. 1998. “Social Space and Symbolic Space.” Pp. 1-13 in Practical Reason. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

--Pierre Bourdieu. 1992. ‘The Production of Belief.” In The Field of Cultural Production. New York: Columbia University Press. 

--Rodney Benson. 2006. “News Media as a ‘Journalistic Field’: What Bourdieu 
Adds to New Institutionalism, and Vice Versa.” Political Communication, 23: 187-202.

--Rodney Benson. 1999. “Field theory in comparative context: a new paradigm for media studies.” Theory and Society 28, 3 (1999): 463-98.

--David Hesmondhalgh. 2006. “Bourdieu, the Media, and Cultural Production.” Media,Culture & Society 28, 2: 211-31.

--Nick Couldry. 2007. “Bourdieu and the media: the promise and limits of field theory.” Theory and Society 36 (2007): 209-13. 

2.9
4
Comparative Research Methods and Models


Hallin and Mancini, Comparing Media Systems, chs. 1, 3, 4

*James Curran and Myung-Jin Park. 2000. “Beyond globalization theory.” Pp. 3-
18 in J. Curran and M-J. Park, eds., De-Westernizing Media Studies. London: Routledge.

*Sonia Livingstone. 2003. “On the Challenges of Cross-National Comparative Media Research.” European Journal of Communication, 18 (4): 477-500.

*Werner Wirth and Steffen Kolb. 2004. “Designs and Methods of Comparative Political Communication Research.” Pp. 87-111 in F. Esser and B. Pfetsch, eds., 
Comparing Political Communication: Theories, Cases, and Challenges.  Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. 


Additional reading:


--Paolo Mancini. 2000. “Political complexity and alternative models of 
journalism: The Italian case.” Pp. 265-78 in J. Curran and M-J. Park, Eds., De-
Westernizing Media Studies. London: Routledge.

2.16

5
Methods Workshop I: Analysis of News Form and Content

*Kevin G. Barnhurst and John Nerone. 2001. Selected chapters 



from The Form of News: A History. New York: The Guilford Press. 

*Frank Esser. 2007. “Dimensions of Political News Cultures: Sound Bite and Image Bite News in France, Germany, Great Britain, and the United States.” The International Journal of Press/Politics, 13 (4): 401-28. 

*Myra Marx Ferree, William Anthony Gamson, Jürgen Gerhards, and Dieter Rucht. 2002. Shaping Abortion Discourse: Democracy and the Public Sphere in Germany and the United States. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. (ch. 11, “Measuring the Quality of Discourse”)
*Jennifer Hasty. 2005. The Press and Political Culture in Ghana. Bloomington, IN: Indiana University Press. (excerpts)

Additional reading:

--Frank Esser. 1999. “ ‘Tabloidization of News’: A Comparative Analysis of Anglo-American and German Press Journalism.” European Journal of 
Communication 14, 3:  291-324.

--Robert M. Entman. 2004. Projections of Power: Framing News, Public 
Opinion, and U.S. Foreign Policy. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

--Todd Gitlin. 1980. The Whole World is Watching. Berkeley, CA: University of California Press. 
--Daniel C. Hallin and Paolo Mancini. 1984. “Speaking of the President: Political Structure and Representational Form in U.S. and Italian TV News.” Theory and Society, 13:  829-850.

--Daniel C. Hallin. 1994. “From Vietnam to El Salvador: Hegemony and 
ideological change.” Pp. 58-86 in We Keep America on Top of the World.  London: Routledge. 


--Robert M. Entman. 1993. “Framing: Toward Clarification of a Fractured 
Paradigm.” Journal of Communication 43:51-58.

--Robert M. Entman. 1991. “Framing U.S. Coverage of International News: Contrasts in Narratives of the KAL and Iran Air Incidents.” Journal of Communication 41(4): 6-27.

--Rodney Benson and Daniel C. Hallin. 2007. “How States, Markets and 
Globalization Shape the News: The French and American national press, 1965-
1997.” European Journal of Communication 22, 1 (March): 27-48. 

--Rodney Benson. “What Makes for a Critical Press? A Case Study of French and U.S. Immigration News Coverage.” International Journal of Press/Politics, 15, 1 (winter 2010): 3-24. 

--Hartmut Wessler. 2008. “Investigating Deliberativeness Comparatively.” Political Communication 25, 1-22. 

--David H. Weaver. 1998. “Journalists Around the World: Commonalities and Differences,” pp. 455-480 in D.H. Weaver, ed., The Global Journalist. Cresskill, NJ: Hampton Press. (re: survey methods)

--Wolfgang Donsbach and Thomas Patterson. 2004. “Political News Journalists: Partisanship, Professionalism, and Political Roles in Five Countries.” In F. Esser and B. Pfetsch (eds.) Comparing Political Communication: Theories, Cases, and Challenges, New York: Cambridge University Press.  

--Raymond Williams. (2003 [1974]) Television, Technology, and Cultural Form. London: Routledge Classics. 

RESEARCH PAPER PROSPECTUS DUE THURS., 2.18, 5 P.M. IN MY MAILBOX (SEND COPY BY EMAIL): 3 pp.: 2 pp. specification of research question and relevant theory, detailed description of sampling, methods, etc.; plus 1 page of references)

2.23
6
 Polarized Pluralist and Democratic Corporatist Media Systems


Hallin and Mancini,  Comparing Media Systems, chs. 5 and 6


 *Frank Esser. 1998. “Editorial Structures and Work Principles in British and German Newsrooms.” European Journal of Communication 13, 3: 375-405.

*Rodney Benson. 2009. “What Makes News More Multiperspectival? A Field Analysis.” Poetics, 37, 5-6: 402-418.  

*Géraldine Muhlmann. 2008. A Political History of Journalism. Cambridge, UK: Polity. (excerpts: pp. 6-33, 135, 164-94). 

Additional reading:

--Jesper Strömbäck and Daniela V. Dimitrova. 2006. “Political and Media Systems
Matter: A Comparison of Election News Coverage in Sweden and the United States.” Press/Politics, 11(4): 131-147. 

--Silvio Waisbord. 2000. Watchdog Journalism in South America: News, Accountability, and Democracy. New York: Columbia University Press.

-- Sallie Hughes. 2006. Newsrooms in Conflict: Journalism and the Democratization of Mexico. Pittsburgh, PA: University of Pittsburgh Press.

--Jean K. Chalaby. 1996. “Journalism as an Anglo-American Invention: AComparison of the Development of French and Anglo-American Journalism, 1830s-1920s,” European Journal of Communication 11, 3: 303-26.

--Paul Adams. 2007. Altantic Reverberations: French Representations of an American Presidential Election. Aldershot, UK: Ashgate. 

--Rodney Benson. 2004. “La fin du Monde: Tradition and Change in the French 
Press.” French Politics, Culture & Society, 22(1): 108-126.

--Cyril Lemieux and John Schmalzbauer. 2000. “Involvement and detachment among French and American journalists: to be or not to be a ‘real’ professional,” in M. Lamont and L. Thévenot, Rethinking Comparative Cultural Sociology: Repertoires of Evaluation in France and the United States. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

--Dominique Brossard, James Shanahan, and Katherine McComas. (2004). “Are 
Issue-Cycles Culturally Constructed? A Comparison of French and American 
Coverage of Global Climate Change.” Mass Communication & Society 7 (3): 
359-77.

--Dominique Boyer. 2005. Spirit and System: Media, Intellectuals, and the Dialectic in Modern German Culture. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

3.2
7
‘Liberal’ model: U.S. news media


Hallin and Mancini, ch. 7

*Mark Pedelty. 1995. War Stories: The Culture of Foreign Correspondents. 
London: Routledge (excerpts: pp 4-15, 169-190, 219-235).
*Eric Klinenberg. 2005. “Convergence: News Production in a Digital Age.” The Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 597: 48-64. 
*John Nichols and Robert W. McChesney. 2009. “The Death and Life of Great American Newspapers.” The Nation. Appeared online March 18, available at: 

http://www.thenation.com/doc/20090406/nichols_mcchesney
Additional reading: 

--Nordenson, B. (2007) ‘The Uncle Sam Solution:, Can the government help the press? Should it?’, Columbia Journalism Review (September/October). 

--Leonard Downie Jr. and Michael Schudson. 2009. “The Reconstruction of American Journalism.” Report commissioned by the Columbia School of Journalism. Available at: http://www.cjr.org/reconstruction/the_reconstruction_of_american.php
*TAKE-HOME EXAM DISTRIBUTED IN CLASS: DUE Monday, 3.8, 

5 P.M. IN MY MAILBOX (SEND COPY BY EMAIL)

3.9

8
Transnational media and a global public sphere?
*Sonia Serra. 2000. “The killing of Brazilian street children and the rise of the international public sphere.” In J. Curran, ed., Media Organisations in Society. London: Arnold.

*Bernhard Peters. 2008. “National and Transnational Public Spheres.” Pp. 185-195 in Public Deliberation and Public Culture: The Writings of Bernhard Peters, 1993-2005. Edited by Hartmut Wessler. New York: Palgrave Macmillan. 
*Ulf Hannerz. 2002. “Among the Foreign Correspondents: Reflections on Anthropological Styles and Audiences.” Ethnos, 67 (1): 57-74. 
*Neil Thurman. 2007. “The globalization of journalism online: A transatlantic study of news websites and their international readers.” Journalism 8(3): 285-307.

Additional reading: 

--Stephen Hess. 2006. Through their Eyes: Foreign Correspondents in the United States. Washington, D.C.: Brookings Institution Press. 
--Ulf Hannerz. 2004. Foreign News: Exploring the World of Foreign Correspondents. Chicago: University of Chicago Press. 

--Jürgen Habermas. 1998. “Civil Society and the Political Public Sphere.”  Pp. 329-87 in Between Facts and Norms. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press. 

SPRING BREAK   3.15-3.19
3.23
9
CASE STUDY: French television
 


Chaplin, Turning on the Mind: French philosophers on television
3.30

10
CASE STUDY: Japanese media
*Susan J. Pharr, “Introduction: Media and Politics in Japan: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives” and “Media as Trickster in Japan: A Comparative Perspective,” pp. 3-17, 19-43 in S.J. Pharr and E.S. Krauss, eds., Media and Politics in Japan (Honolulu, Hawaii: University of Hawaii Press, 1996). 

*Ellis S. Krauss, “Portraying the State: NHK Television News and Politics,” pp. 89-129, in Media and Politics in Japan.
*Adam Gamble and Takesato Watanabe. 2004. A Public Betrayed: An Inside Look at Japanese Media Atrocities and Their Warnings to the West. Washington, D.C.: Regnery. (excerpts)
Additional reading: 

--Laurie Ann Freeman. 2000. Closing the Shop: Information Cartels and Japan’s Mass Media. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

--Ellis S. Krauss. 2000. Broadcasting Politics in Japan: NHK and Television

News. Ithaca: Cornell University Press.
4.6

11
CASE STUDY: Arab Media

Marc Lynch, Voices of the New Arab Public
*Muhammad I. Ayish. 2005. “Media Brinkmanship in the Arab World: Al Jazeera’s The Opposite Direction as a Fighting Arena.” Pp. 106-126 in Mohamad Zayani, ed., The Al Jazeera Phenomenon: Critical Perspectives on New Arab Media. Boulder, CO: Paradigm Publishers.

4.13

12
METHODS WORKSHOP II

Students will present summaries of their research design and preliminary 
findings

4.20
13
Online news media: toward a global convergence? If so, in which direction? 
Hallin and Mancini, “The Forces and Limits of Homogenization” and “Conclusion,” pp. 251-306. 

Fenton, ed., New Media, Old news (Introduction, chs. 1-3, 5, 10-11)

--Matthew A. Baum and Tim Groeling.  2008. “New Media and the Polarization of American Political Discourse.” Political Communication, 25: 345-365.

Additional reading:

--Pablo J. Boczkowski. 2004. “Mimetic Originality: The New York Times on the Web’s Technology Section.” In Digitizing the News. Cambridge: MIT Press.


--Leopoldina Fortunati. 2005. “Mediatization of the Net and Internetization of the 

Mass Media.” Gazette 67 (1): 27-44.

--Van der Wurff, Richard. 2005. “Impacts of the Internet on Newspapers in Europe: Conclusions.” Gazette 67 (1): 107-20.

4.27

14
Online media: new openings for alternative media?

Fenton, ed., New Media, Old News (chs. 6, 8, 9)  

*Stephen D. Reese et al. 2007. “Mapping the blogosphere: Professional and citizen-based media in the global news arena.” Journalism 8(3): 235-261.


Additional reading:

--Mark Deuze. 2003. “The web and its journalisms: considering the consequences 
of different types of newsmedia online.” New Media & Society 5 (2): 203-230. 

--Manuel Castells. 1996. The Rise of the Network Society. Oxford: Blackwell.  

--W. Lance Bennett. 2003. ‘New Media Power: The Internet and Global Activism’. In Contesting Media Power, edited by N. Couldry and J. Curran. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield.  

FINAL PAPER DUE: THURSDAY, MAY 6, 5 P.M., IN PROFESSOR’S MAILBOX (STAPLED, WITH PAGES NUMBERED; SEND COPY BY EMAIL)
