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ABSTRACT

Previous studies proposed an effective model to examine media's behaviour in conflict reporting--war and peace
journalism paradigm, which consists of a series of dimensions to analyze news coverage. It indicated that media using
more war journalism would escalate the conflicts and the media using more peace journalism would reduce the
conflicts. This paper mainly combs the relevant research on War and Peace Journalism Paradigm, as well as the
comparative research of different media systems, with particular attention to the media reports of China and the
United States. Based on this review, a new research will be devoted to summarizing the comparison of different media
systems, the dynamics of war and Peace News models and their performance in different political backgrounds, as
well as the news reporting models and their impact on the countries of origin and response. At the same time, the
study will also predict the correlation between the performance of different media and the change of public opinion on

both sides.

Keywords: War and peace journalism, Paradigm, Media Systems.

1. INTRODUCTION

The rapid expansion of social media enables its
users to have more direct access to news, but the
traditional mainstream media still maintain its influence,
have a larger readership, and establish reliability and
authority. Traditional media continue to play an
important role in shaping the public's view of events[1].
Meanwhile, "cross-cultural comparison™ is very
important to understand how different news systems
affect public opinion[2].

As Tewksbury & Scheufele put, the audience's
perceptions, attitudes and beliefs of an issue can be
influenced by how the story is framed[3]. In a similar
vein, Chong and Druckman argue that framing in news
could facilitate a process for people to conceptualize an
issue along particular lines and reshape their
thinking[4]. Hallin proposed news framing plays an
important role in wartime, which mirrors the connection
between politics and media coverage[5]. Some experts
also examined how politicians cast their influence upon
public opinions by exploiting media framing[6]. For
example, news media can be used to survey public
opinion polls and advocate policies during an election
campaign[7]. Hallahan also noted that news framing
functions as an essential tool of power to determine
whose view of the world would prevail[8]. However,

when it comes to foreign policy and national security,
Lawrence manifested that media coverage is less
independent and always in line with political appeals[9].

This paper hopes to sort out the relevant research
results, in order to provide theoretical guidance for
further discussion of the application of American media
and Chinese media in the practice of war and peace
journalism.

2. WAR AND PEACE JOURNALISM

Galtung argued that journalists play an important
role in maintaining world peace[10]. There are two
categories in conflict news reporting: peace journalism
and war journalism. The former is nonpartisan, covering
all sides and focusing more on ordinary people,
intending to solve conflicts and call for peace; The latter
is the opposite. It emphasizes violence, act as the
government's propaganda tool and speak on behalf of
the elites, aiming to make its home country the winner.
According to Gouse et al., no research taking
communist countries as examples has been done to
study peace and war journalism since Galtung published
his study in 1998[11].

Many useful models could be applied to explain the
international news coverage in US media. Most of the
previous studies focused on how the public's perception
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of international news was shaped by a high proportion
of elite sources in the media coverage. Herman and
Chomsky have proposed a propaganda model to
examine the way US media report international news
and the reasons for their behaviours[12]. Herman argued
that news media function as a propaganda tool of the
government as they emphasize elite information and are
consistent with the dominant ideology, which for US
media is anti-communist[13]. The indexing hypothesis
introduced by Bennett indicated how news coverage
displays a variety of voices in the society[14], and
relevant research has shown that elites' opinions are
more influential than other sources[15]. Furthermore,
the cascading activation model suggested by Entman in
2003 revealed how interpretative frames were created
and disseminated from the government to the elites, the
news organizations and the public, it also demonstrated
how information get passed on from the lower to a
higher class. However, there are limitations of these
models, they could not illustrate the relationships
between news media behaviour and escalation or
reduction of the international conflicts.

The war and peace journalism practices could fill in
the gap. It analyses the performance of news media in
international conflicts and reveals the significance of
news sources, Galtung & Ruge indicated that conflict is
a major theme in international news coverage[16].
Conflict is an occasion for development by “ being
imaginative, creative, transforming the conflict so that
the opportunities take the upper hand” [17]. War
coverage was defined as the “ low road ” of
journalistic practices because it stresses “violence, war
and winners.” Peace coverage, however, was deemed
as a journalist following the “high road” as it focuses
on the peaceful transformation of the conflict[18].
Galtung brought up the concept of peace journalism to
support peace culture and reconciliation[19]. It has
challenged the conventional way of conflict reporting.
He deemed peace journalism and war journalism as two
competing frames. This viewpoint was supported by
Entman and Scheufele[20][21], who related the peace
journalism concept with framing theory--to interpret a
news event in a specific way to the audience. Galtung
implied that peace journalism is superior to war
journalism as it requires the news media to be more
proactive and nonviolent in conflict reporting to reduce
it rather than escalate it or act as observers[19].
Additionally, Lynch indicated that peace journalism
advocates a more “comprehensive and complex” way
to cover stories instead of the traditional and simplistic
way[23]. It aims at preventing “one-dimensional ”
conflict reporting as well as encouraging a “culture of
peace ” and keeping nonpartisan to include all
sides[24]. According to Nohrstedt & Ottosen, amid the
outbreak of violent conflicts, international norms and
professional ethical standards could be established and
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promoted by peace journalism reporting[25]. Inspired
by peace journalism, Howard suggested journalists “be
sensitive” to conflict reporting, they should facilitate
dialogues among different parties to avoid stereotypes
and stay accurate, fair, balanced and responsible[26]. As
mentioned by Neumann & Fahmy, peace journalism
practices emphasize solutions rather than disputes,
displaying long-term impacts rather than short-term
issues, collecting viewpoints from the wider public
rather than government elites, and expressing in careful
language rather than oversimplified or “dichotomous
terms that pit good against evil” [27]. On the contrary,
war journalism features its reactive nature of conflict
reporting, focusing on the differences in all sides,
advocating violence as the resolution and sometimes
even resulting in more disputes.

Some previous studies have discovered Western
news media tend to employ war frames when covering
regional conflicts, while the local news reports favour
peace frames. For instance, in the news coverage of the
2008 - 2009 Gaza War and the civil war in Sri Lanka,
Fahmy and Neumann analysed images from leading
Western news organizations, and they found that war
frames (images showing material damage, casualties,
military drills, and paramilitary actions) have a higher
proportion than peace frames (visuals depicting peaceful
demonstrations, assistance and support efforts,
negotiations and summit meetings) in total[27].

Over the past several decades, professional critics
and activists have preferred peace journalism over war
journalism due to the media's function as a catalyst and
influence moderator. However, as many as the existing
studies that support peace journalism, this ideal has also
received criticisms. Hanitzsch noted that peace
journalism overestimated journalists' power in peace
maintaining[28]. Many constraints exist in their work
and peace journalism advocates transfer the duties of the
government and the military to the news media.
Therefore, he advised the journalists to reveal the
conditions of their coverage and think critically about
the sources in order to be more transparent and
reflexive. Differently, Ha, et al. argued that transparency
and critical views can be achieved provided that
journalists recognise the limitations of news sources so
that they will strive for more diversity[29]. In addition,
news coverage usually contains both war and peace
features because of the dual nature. More focus on
nonviolence and peace items than war items forms
peace journalism practice, which leads the public to
aspire to a more peaceful end of the conflict[30].

3. COMPARING MEDIA SYSTEMS

Siebert, Schramm, and Peterson identified Four
Theories of the Press in different countries according to
their different political and philosophical purposes: 1)
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the Authoritarian theory ( “the press functioned from
the top down” ); 2) the Libertarian theory ( the press is
considered as a partner to find the truth); 3) the Social
Responsibility ~ theory, which  emphasizes the
responsibilities of media, high-quality information and
professional journalists; 4) the Soviet Communist
theory, which suggests mass communication is an
instrument to serve the government while the Social
Responsibility theory regards the mass communication
as a civil service instead of an instrument[31]. Severin
and Tankard proposed that the US media follows the
social responsibility theory which requires the media to
undertake social responsibilities. Chinese media needs
to be supportive of the government's political actions so
it conforms to the Soviet totalitarian theory[32].

To compare the differences in news coverage
between the US and China, we need to know their
journalistic conventions and media systems. According
to Josephi, the US press system is regarded as a
libertarianism model, while the Chinese media is
acknowledged as a resemblance to the Soviet
communist model[33]. Hallin and Mancini have claimed
that a “more nuanced' approach is needed to compare
media systems, they pointed out four criteria to describe
the connections between media and a country's political
systems:1) media market, 2) journalistic
professionalism,  3)state intervention,  4)political
parallelism, which refers to how much “major political
divisions” are reflected in the media system in
society[34]. Based on these criteria, North American
and European media systems were categorized as the
following: 1) Western Europe and North America--the
North Atlantic or liberal model; 2) Northern and Central
Europe--the Democratic Corporatist Model; 3) Southern
Europe--the Polarized Pluralist Model. Nevertheless, de
Albuquerque has noted the limitation of Hallin and
Mancini's theory[35]. It can only explain the situations
in Western countries where competitive and stable
political systems enable media systems to be related
with, but neglect different situations in non-western
countries. So he added two criteria: 1)political
competitiveness, 2) stability to examine the link
between media systems and the political environment.

Chinese media system didn't fall into Hallin and
Mancini's three categories above. According to Luo, its
media system follows the Soviet Communist theory[36].
As a single-party political system, the Chinese
Communist Party takes charge of media content
censoring. Unlike in western countries where media act
as vehicles to spread the public voice, Chinese media,
particularly the party press, serves as the mouthpiece of
the government and a propaganda instrument to promote
the official ideology and strengthen state control. Luo
also indicated that authoritarianism is reflected in the
Chinese media system as well because it prioritises and
stresses national interests in news coverage.
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As Hallin and Mancini's three categories implies, the
US media system belongs to the liberal model, the
characteristics of which are early commercialization of
newspaper, Wweak state intervention and the
marginalization of party, religions, trade unions and
non-commercial media[34]. To demonstrate objectivity,
fact-oriented discourse always comes with a politically
neutral stance. The commercialization at heart is
incompatible with political partisanship. Hardy claims
that media systems in the liberal model should allow a
democratic free world by limiting the power of the state
and leaving more discretion to the market[37].
According to McChesney, the origin of American
journalism can be dated back to the 17th century, but the
modern journalistic concepts of non-partisanship and
objectivity didn't come into being until the 20th
century[38]. Kaplan argued American journalism has
followed the pattern set by World Wars which
reinforced a national identity. In news coverage that
used a war frame, objectivity had never actually
outweighed partisanship, it only transferred the focus on
national  conflicts to  international  ones[39].
Additionally, the fact that US media is mostly profit-
driven and pursuing sensationalism has intensified this
journalistic behaviour [38].

In addition, Chinese mainstream culture has been
dominated by Confucianism for over two thousand
years. The deep-rooted Confucianism upholds a
hierarchical societal structure and requires people to
obey and respect the authorities as subordinate to
maintain a stable society[40]. Therefore, a core value of
Chinese culture is collectivism, as Steele and Lynch
noted, collective demands are the priorities and always
come before Chinese people's individual needs. On the
contrary, the US mainstream culture advocates
individualism, which prioritizes individual feelings and
needs. Unlike collectivism, individualism puts self-
interests and independence in the first place, and any
interference with individual freedom and interests from
the state or other institutions are deemed inappropriate
and intolerable[41].

Krumbein claimed that culture, ideology and
dominant national discourses have largely shaped news
framing and coverage to be consistent with the political
systems and public opinions[42]. Lu gave further
evidence by noticing that the relationship between
China and the US portrayed by media has been shifted
from “military allies” to “ideological enemies”
[43]. From which we can see that the change in
countries' national interests and cultural environment
orients the media framing. This conclusion was also
supported by Chang, Wang, and Chen's comparative
study which explored the broadcast news in each
country, they noted that social norms and cultural values
will determine the media interpretation of domestic and
foreign affairs, the way Chinese and US media cover
international stories have been largely influenced by
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their different ideologies and national interests[44].
They often compete for international discourse power
by defining the issue with their own media framings.
The previous study by Chang, Wang, and Chen found
Chinese media included more stories in the US than its
American counterpart, which revealed an unbalanced
flow of information. With the politics and cultural
norms affecting news reporting, it remains a mystery
how Chinese and US journalists practice the war-peace
journalism paradigm to frame the US-China tensions
during the coronavirus pandemic. McGoldrick and
Lynch's conducted a four-country laboratory experiment
to explore how the audience responds to war-peace
journalism news coverage on TV[45]. They found that
the audience who received the information interpreted in
the peace journalism frame favours nonviolent solutions
to the conflict more than those who received
information presented in the war journalism frame.

4. CONCLUSION

By combing the above relevant research results, this
paper will help to further explore the application of
Chinese and American media in the practice of war and
peace journalism. However, very little research has
studied how the war and peace journalism model applies
in a communist country, and no research based on the
“New Cold War” has been found. But the how the
recent conflicts in the Covid-19 pandemic between the
US and China reflect this model remain undiscovered.
In the future, a research based on this review hopefully
fills the gap by offering insights on the application
peace and war journalism model to examine different
news media's behaviour under different media systems,
regimes and political contexts. And we also wish to
divide the US-China conflicts into several stages,
especially focusing on the Covid-19 era. Under these
time frames, future research will employ war and peace
journalism model to find out media in which country is
more inclined to war style and which one is more
inclined to peace style. The research will also explore
how media interpretations correlate with public opinion
and foreign policies, as well as gives brief explanations
related to the then political contexts. Most importantly,
the research will set out a research direction by posing a
hypothesis which will be tested by applying the war and
peace journalism model. If the model proves effect, then
it will show the wide applicability of this model in
different media systems, and the correlation between
public opinion and reporting style can be justified. This
progress will also shed light on some possible
instructions on how to promote peace journalism
reporting style, to achieve a more peaceful and stable
global environment.
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