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Abstract

This paper examines the news coverage of the S/ARSefe Acute Respiratory
Syndrome) crisis in 2003 in the US and UK newspap@é a qualitative approach,
comparing the dominant news frames used acrossaidebetween the newspapers.
The four newspapers frame SARS as a global heaiis avhich resulted from
China’s incompetence and mishandling. Moreover,n&hki deep-rooted political
problems are illustrated because of the nationwrts, thus this health crisis is also
perceived in the coverage as a serious politicabtito the CCP ruling. The theme of
China’s initial concealment of information is sdkxt and foregrounded in the
newspapers, encouraging and reinforcing readegatine perception of China as
incompetent to handle a crisis. The image of then€&e government in the SARS
crisis is presented as an incompetent one whicmataeffectively control the
epidemic and attempts to hide the truth about ibeade from its people as well as the
outside world. In general, China represents noy anl autocratic authority, but also
an outdated communist country in the newspapers.
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This paper is a case study analysing coverageedPéwople’s Republic of China (PRC)
in four major western newspapers regarding thereatbof severe acute respiratory
syndrome (hereafter SARS). Such an analysis is fitapofor further understanding
of how news frames produce particular meanings lwbanstruct representations of
China. The study adopts a news textual analysisoapp to dissect news reports in
theNew York Time&NYT), theWashington PostWP), theDaily Telegraph(DT), and
the Guardian (G). These have been selected because they amease&uality’
newspapers (Bell, 1991) and are therefore regaadetiore suitable for research on
international coverage since they carry a highéunme of foreign news than others.
In addition, since American presses have receiverkmttention to date, this paper
broadens the scope of existing analyses by prayidicomparative analysis which
may generate a richer discussion of news frame<lona. Meanwhile, the two
British newspapers represent different politicatl adeological perspectives within
British society. DT is traditionally quite consetive press while G has a tradition of
support for liberal causes. Their differing ‘publdioms’ (Hall, 1978) may suggest
dissimilar representation of China; however, thailsirity of their representations
may indicate the extent to which there is a dontifiame in China reporting.
The paper is organized into four major sections. ohdler to understand the
significance of the SARS case and provide some exdany information, the first
section provides the background to the crisis. Beeond section sketches an
analytical framework for news frame analysis andn@ang. The third section
comprises the news textual analysis which folloles thematic structure of the story.
Finally, the conclusion asks why the health crasisl China were represented in the
way they were.
1. Introduction

Before the SARS crisis, China’s international rggion was quite positive since
relations with the US and other significant powiars/orld politics were improving. It
had just been selected as the host for the 2008 @tg and joined the World Trade
Organization. But in the course of the crisis, w@thina being reported as the origin
of the disease in western media, and certain diglmmaction being taken with
respect to China and the Chinese people; the imagshina was affected as well.
These issues are the primary focus of this casly.stu

SARS was believed to have originated in southenmaCat the end of 2002, with

the virus spreading quickly to neighbouring plasesh as Hong Kong, Singapore,
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Taiwan and northern China. From April 2003, SAR$4dmee ‘globalised’ because of
its easily contracted nature, causing serious ti@estidan several places including

China, Hong Kong, Singapore, Taiwan and Canadao(ifoj. The epidemic caused
grave concern around the world, and the internatiomedia devoted much space to
reporting the global health crisis, including @igims of the Chinese government’s
actions. By analyzing news coverage through texaralysis, together with an

appropriate analytical framework, we can assess Wwimal of frames the selected

newspapers used to tell the story and how Chinarg@ssented.

2. Theoretical and analytical framework

The purpose of textual analysis is to disclose kiesgourse works to construct
meanings that represent people, objects and ewespecific ways. Discourse here is
regarded as a particular type or pattern of language connected with China,
involving discursive practices that are constitetiof knowledge about China.
Foucault suggests that discourses comprise a tdm@ege of possible statements
promoting a limited range of meanings (van Dijk8&R2 Each discourse represents a
way of talking about, and therefore understandihg,social world from a particular
perspective.

Disclosing the way in which discourses operate gdia requires a systematic
textual analysis, an examination of the proces$gsamluction and interpretation of
texts and an analysis of the social context in Wwhileese texts occur (Fairclough,
1989). In van Dijk’'s words, reproduction of newdgoimmation can be studied as a
function of both textual and contextual propertbéshe communication process (Hall,
1978). Intertextual analysis involves signifyingethhistorical discourses and
backgrounds that texts draw on and the effecthisefibtertextuality; it also indicates
the information and resources that writer and resadeaw upon in production and
interpretation processes. In this study, the empha®n news textual analysis which
is important because it enables one to revealithdeh patterns of form and meaning
which demonstrate convincingly the representatio@lona in the newspapers.

In order to further understand how media discouegpgesents social discourse,
framing theory is introduced and applied to thédfief media study. ‘Frames’ are the
assumptions used to structure discourse. In Gitlivords, frames can be understood
as ‘persistent patterns of cognition, interpretatiand presentation, of selection,
emphasis, and exclusion, by which symbol-handletdimely organize discourse’

(Gitlin, 1980). In general, frames involve selentend reconstruction; they select and
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call attention to particular aspects of the realitiyich logically means that frames
simultaneously direct attention away from or exelather aspects.

With respect to frames in news coverage, the thematvs frame places public
issues in some general or abstract context. Mcgeifsgally, the selection of a news
‘angle’ or ‘storyline’ which transforms an occurgEninto a news event and, in turn,
into a news report, is a news frame. These franeesrhe an implicit part of, or the
macrostructure of, news discourse.

Some scholars argue that news frames and majocstaga@n be revealed by
analyzing headlines, leads, subjects and propasitmf news discourse (Brookes,
1995). Suchgualitative study of media texts is variously cdlfeextual analysis’ or,
more recently, ‘discourse analysis’ (Jensen, 200R)represents a significant
theoretical as well as methodological contributtonthe study of media discourse
(Fairclough, 1992).Theoretically, news reports constitute a particutgpe of
discourse which has more complex, higher-level eribgs, and it assumes that a
higher level news topic can be derived from a seqe®f lower-level topics in news
text (van Dijk, 1988). Practically, they reduce tmmplex, detailed meaning structure
of a text into a simpler, more general and abstrazning.

The time span of this study is from April to Jurt®2 when the deadly epidemic
finally tailed off. Ten items will be selected bywnposive sampling from each
newspaper according to the relevance to the SAREB and significant themes. Forty
news articles will be analysed to find the newsniea on both SARS and China.

3. Atextual analysis on China in the newspapers

The analysis of news theme or topics in this cagdysindicates what frames,
scripts and situation models (van Dijk, 1988) ldely to be activated and associated
with the main subject reported on in conjunctiothw@hina.

3.1 Theme structure of the SARS news

Amongthe news coverage about the SARS crisis from Apridune 2003 in the
four newspapers, there is one central theme wsigaience of related themes through
the news story. The leading theme of this stotiéshealth crisis initiated in southern
China, which involves the origin, transmission as@tiousness of the disease, and
people’s suspicion and fear of the vital illnesBRS has been first found in southern
China and it spread quickly with millions travefiirwithout any control’ (G21/04b)
to northern China and neighbouring areas. The tyravi SARS and the acute

situation in China is disclosed in the reportingd &China itself is depicted as the
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source of the epidemic and a primitive countrytHe newspapers, the fear of SARS
resulted from not only the highly dangerous natfrthe disease, but also the lack of
trust in the Chinese government. It leads to tloerseé theme which is the reporting of
the measures and actions taken by the Chinesergoeat against the disease.

The second theme in the news story is the measunegsactions taken by the
Chinese government against the disease, such asvmgsarantine, closure of public
entertainment places and threat of execution fooa@ who tried to spread the
disease intentionally. The government also tripppealtop officials of their power for
their ‘lack of vigour in containing the virus orrfconcealing cases’ (NYT08/05). On
this theme, the newspapers focused on two maintgoifhe first was China’s
admission of mishandling and its concealing of iinfation about SARS that was
seen as at least partly responsible for the glob#break; the second was China’s
tight information/news control during the crisisheé (SARS) subject was banned
from all the Chinese media for almost a month’ (869, and ‘media were told not to
make cases of the disease public’ (DT10/04).

The third related theme concerns the political @ffeof SARS. The coverage
suggested that China’s politics and economy hawgh hpriority for the four
newspapers, and they framed the health crisis akalenge for the communist
authority. In the coverage, an unstable and stmggleadership of the Chinese
Communist Party (hereafter CCP) was illustrated.atidition, China’s political
developments and future reforms also received maiténtion. In general, the
newspapers were not too optimistic about China'sertoward democracy after the
SARS crisis.

The fourth theme comprises the criticism of therféke government in which
China’s political and social problems were hightegh and the negative image of
China was projected. The first criticism was Chsnititial mishandling which was
covered widely in the four newspapers. China wganged as the one that should be
responsible for the global spread of the vital epict since it dissembled about the
extent of SARS. Its concealment of information tegliin great damage to China as
well as to the whole world. In the coverage of SARShina was a threat and
troublemaker in terms of being an epicentre anssedinator of a deadly disease.
3.2 Reference to SARS in the newspapers

For the four newspapers (see Table 1), the nevasiisef SARS was not only a

health crisis to China, but also a crisis in teohpublic confidence. In additiothere

5



was also a severe threat to Chinese politics aodagsy which will be discussed in
more detail below. The wording that the four nevpsra used to refer to SARS,
including crisis, hazard, shock, plague, test dndat, all suggested the seriousness
and great impact of the epidemic. DT stated thaRSAvas a ‘plague’ (07/05) in our
planet which denoted the severity and wide extérthis new epidemic, as well as
fear of this unfamiliar disease. SARS news wastdéckas a ‘crisis’ (NYT19/05,
DT21/04, 16/05, G21/04a, 16/05). The word ‘crisishoted the gravity and influence
of the issue; NYT also quoted one columnist’s dpion as saying that SARS is like
‘China’s 9/11’ (12/05) which of course represenwisastrous event to the US. NYT
described it as ‘the Chinese Communist Party’'s Qiteyl’ (25/04). The mention of
Chernobyl, another serious crisis in a communiginay, is a metaphor which
constructs an event or an experience in terms ofthan and makes the readers
associate particular common features: SARS and nobgl both took place in
communist countries and they both caused great geraad panic among societies.
Most important, NYT believed that the two governtseboth intended to hide
information about the crises, which has causedt gl@aage to the whole world and
has undermined public faith to a near-fatal degteesuggested that communist
authorities have the problems of credibility anccamtability, and they are not
trustworthy.

The adjectives that the four newspapers used togyathe disease also have the
functions of indicating an objective property opeassing the producer’s subjective
evaluation and attitude to the event. The wordsugh as ‘nationwide’ and ‘national’,
were used to describe the extensive spread of ARSScrisis while ‘serious, huge
and deadly’ were used to portray the degree obssness. Other adjectives including
sudden, new and unknown were adopted as well tetd8ARS which implied that
this disease emerged unexpectedly and without amtyons and detailed information.
The word ‘unknown’ disclosed the western world’'scertainty and fear of the
‘plague’ which they can not fully control.

3.3 Reference to China in the newspapers

China’s imagecan be firsinquired from the reference to it in the manifestvs
content. The reference of the ‘epicentre or origomaof the disease’ (NYTO08/05,
DT29/04, and G21/04b, see Table 2) was the onewasat mentioned in the four
newspapers. In the coverage, all the newspapemgestegl, though with different

descriptions that the unknown disease was firstddn China, which made China the
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place where the epidemic began. Besides, Chinaisashe hardest hit and the place
where the disease has been concentrated (DT2B&04use the cases of deaths and
infectionsare nearly half of the cases reported in the wiiltithe end of April 2003
(WP17/04). The relevance of ‘the epicentre’ indechChina’s central position in this
crisis, which implied that the representation ofir@hin this case was a dark and
enlightenment origination of a new, deadly virusyingg the audience a negative
image.

In political terms, the wordguthoritarian’ and ‘dictatorship’ were both adoghte
These descriptions were strengthened and illustrbie the news reporting which
framed the Chinese government as a dictatorship. pidiitical dimension of China
received much attention in the four newspapers i will examine it in more detail
later.

3.4 Frames on the SARS crisis in the newspapers

SARS was firstly framed as a serious health cosiginating from China. NYT
suggested that the SARS virus had already ‘inféttahe city and the country’ and it
used a strong word ‘devastating’ (25/04) to portthg degree of the crisis. The
international organization—WHO, was also cited overage as saying that ‘this
disease appears to be very strong in maintainiegvitulence’ (08/06). Such
description of the characteristics of the diseaseasily-infected and hard to eradicate
has made the audience aware of highly dangerousrenaif the disease, and
encourages fear and a crisis in public confidence.

For the four newspapers, SARS was not only a megrcdlem; moreover, it
has been framed as a severe challenge for the coisinauthority and a crisis in
public confidenceln the reference to SARS, the health crisis waselihclosely with
China’s politics. They argued that SARS was a ‘hgbeck for the entire party’
(NYT12/05), a ‘test for China’s leadership’ (WP22)0and a ‘political crisis’ (DT
21/04). The coverage disclosed the weakness angdlerraf the Chinese government.
NYT asserted that the Chinese leadership may benéke ‘patient’ (25/04) in the
SARS crisis since China’s politics and the new éalip was still ‘unstable’ (25/04),
and their political position may be challenged lya#\ great quantity of coverage
have attributed to China’s politics, which indightdhat China’s political issues had
high priority for the four newspapers.

SARS was also framed as a crisis in public confideim the coverage. NYT

guoted a Chinese as saying: ‘no one had confidentiee government...the initial
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underreporting is exactly what | would have expe’c(@1/04). The first reason that
the newspapers attributed to the confidence cwisis China’s initial mishandling:
news and information about disasters have beetettes a state secret. Because of
the lack of information, ‘rumours about the extemtSARS swirl around Beijing’
(G21/04b). From the description, the readers mag that Chinese people and the
government do not trust each other. The state wediable in matters of health, and
feared that open information will cause panic dwddten social stability. Second, the
crisis in public confidence may not take place alying the SARS threat. China’s
lack of credibility has lasted for a long time, atite Chinese people were being
presented with two versions of reality, thus thgegoment’s initial concealment was
predictable and ‘normal'—and therefore effectiveygtemic.

3.5 Frames on China in the newspapers

A dishonest government which cannot be trustu.the theme of China’s actions
toward SARS, the four newspapers foregroundednitgli hiding of information
about the disease. In the coverage, the China gowart attempted to hide the extent
of the disease since November 2002. On 21 Aprdy treported that the Chinese
government officially admitted underreporting itARSS cases, and it was also
accused of hiding information about the global adref the disease.

The four newspapers adopted straightforward wordimgdescribe China’s
behaviour, such as ‘cover-up’, ‘conceal’, ‘hidesuppress’ (NYT21/04, 12/05, WP
22/04, 10/05, DT10/04, 21/04a, 16/05, G21/04b)tHarr WP and DT used sharper
and negative words like ‘deliberate deception’jnty (WP22/04, 01/05, DT21/04a)
to strengthen China’s intentional dishonesty. Goregal that the information about the
new epidemic was ‘not disclosed in a timely manrf2f/04b). Compared to other
newspapers, the wording used in G is more deseeiptnd less sharp; it used ‘did not
disclose in a timely manner’ instead of statinginity or ‘deliberately deception’
directly.

China’s credibility was challenged before its a#ilc admission of hiding
information. In order to prove China’s reliabilithe WHO was cited as evidence. WP
guoted the WHO as source as saying: ‘... (the intemnal community) does not trust
China’s figures’ (17/04) and implied that China®sgs underreporting has made it
impossible to control and monitor the spread of disease. Geited the WHO's
statement proving the seriousness of the situaticd@hina and indicated that China

was concealing the truth about SARS. The words@gquoted from the WHO were
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the most straightforward and positive among the fawspapers. The WHO said that
‘there is no question about that...there have beeascaf SARS that have not been
reported’ (G17/04); and the WHO has been increagirangry’ (21/04a) about
China’s covering-up. The affirmative and sharp toh¢he expression appeared in G
strengthens China’s covering-up of the extent efdisease.

G used contrary statements to reinforce China'sriaistency. It reported that
before China’s official admission of hiding infortian, China denounced the foreign
media for ‘irresponsible reporting’ (21/04b) andioted ‘confidently’ that everything
was ‘under control’. However, G reported later tGaina admitted its mishandling on
SARS and sacked two officials since ‘they were Ib@ing well-prepared for public
health emergencies’ (21/04a). Similar to NYT, Guad that China’s attempt to
portray its mishandling just an administrative imgmetence, was an evasi@f
responsibility. Meanwhile, the reporting of Chin&arlier statement made a distinct
contrast to its later admission of mishandling; Wards that China used to defend
itself emerged in the coverage, such as ‘denounceldimed’, ‘confidently’ now
reinforced the contradiction. Such information lie news text which contradicts the
previous evasions discredited the Chinese goverpnmeakes its previous hiding
seem more sarcastic and embarrassed, and alloweedlders appreciate China’s
inconsistency and dishonesty.

After China’s unprecedented actions of firing a#is publicly and
acknowledgment of mistakes, the newspapers stilil lze critical and skeptical
perspective on it. In the coverage, WP stated ‘tate-run newspapers carried a
small item quoting Beijing’'s Communist Party seargs apology’ (22/04). WP
foregrounded that the Chinese media devotes orgynall (news) item’ to report the
official apology which was regarded as disgracéfulthe Chinese authority; such
practice made WP satirize that China’s apology ddckincerity and it intentionally
played the crisis down.

In NYT, the WHO played a neutral and just role dfeong ‘truth’ with
credibility versus the incredible Chinese governtmddence NYT framed and
strengthened its distrust of China through stratdlyi quoting the WHQO’s statement
as a collateral evidence. The statements from smniational organization like the
WHO gave a blunt and contradictory declaration@)ror a negative evaluation of the
Chinese leader’s statements (in NYT); both waysepiresentation discredited the

Chinese government and sharpened the negative iofdjgna, making it the villain
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and the troublemaker.

In the coverage, the Chinese government was nstwanthy even to its own
people. Chinese government ‘did hide vital inforimatfrom its own people and from
the whole world’ and ‘did not keep people informg®T10/04). DT emphasized
China’s lack of credibility and responsibility amaplied that ordinary people were
being presented with two versions of reality. Gea@ia Chinese as saying that ‘(the
politicians) are playing politics with our live€99/06). For the government, the SARS
crisis was a threat to the rule of the CommunistyPaot to the people. In other
words, it was suggested that the protection ofRady itself, and its grip on power,
took precedence over people’s lives thereby pdrigayoutdated, autocratic
governance and reinforcing a negative image oQbm@munist authority.

An ossified and unstable governmehte Chinese government sacked two officials
since ‘they were not being well-prepared for pubiiealth emergencies’. In other
words, the Chinese government was portrayed asinge&ARS simply as an
administrative problem. However, NYT held a sarcaanhd sceptical position and
argued that it was innocent for China to mistake ¢hsis as a result primarily of
‘incompetence’ and thought the problems will gdtzed by simply firing of officials.
The coverage further indicated that China’s pditipower does not necessarily go
with responsibility. Because two fired Chinese @é#fls ranked low in China’s
political hierarchy with limited power to make dgions in fact, thus the coverage
argued that the fired officials were not the oné®weally should be responsible for
the SARS spread. The newspapers attributed theadpoé SARS to China’s
problematic party politics. NYT addressed an arguintieat the Chinese government
still handled a crisis via ‘a Communist Party ttemh’ (25/04). WP argued that
China’s practice was ‘textbook Chinese communis2®/@4) which means that the
officials just ignored the problem and hoped it Wbgo away. The word of ‘textbook’
in the coverage indicated China’s traditional reaxtthus it was not surprising at its
lying at all.

For the Chinese government, the rule of “sociabitg’ (DT21/04a) was highly
valued, and any crisis like SARS was regarded ascaecy and may threat to the
social stability. Therefore, China ‘lied’, ‘covereddenied’ and ‘suppressed’ in
relation to the spread of SARS initially to protéis secrecy. Such statement in the
coverage illustrated China’s traditional thinkingnd its secretive behaviour was

regarded as a serious violation of the democrainciple of people’s right to know.
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China’s communist and conventional ways were aisdased indirectly by reporting
its action of public and frankly confession. Therfmewspapers all reported China’s
admission of cover-up of information about the dseand the firing of top officials,
which was regarded as ‘unprecedented’. For theanestewspapers, a stereotype or
an established scheme of values about China e&ibiea is a communist polity with
ossified political and administrative system, ahdsiused to deal with events in a
secretive way. Thus such coverage not only foragisuChina’s ‘extraordinary’
action, but also discloses the western perspeatidestereotype of China’s politics.

In addition, China’s politics was portrayed as ab#&t. The new leadership was
headed by President Hu Jintao who took over ay peatier at the end of 2002 and
president in March 2003, but the former party chiging Zemin still owned
enormous influence ‘behind the scenes’ (NYT25/0ft)the new leaders can not
survive the SARS crisis, there will be another rinédly political struggle between
current and former leaders. The coverage implied tihe political position may be
challenged easily and Chinese leaders were podray@ower hungry. It also showed
that the Chinese political system was not fullytitntonalized and suggested that
state actions were personally motivated or coradoll
An autocratic governmentChina’s dictatorship was illustrated mainly thrbuthe
reports on its rigid measures against the SARSscidso, the newspapers linked
previous events to remind and reinforce readerggptions of China. The first point
in the newspapers concerned China’s tight newsfmdtion control during the crisis.
‘China’s propaganda authorities banned all repgrabout the disease’ (WP31/05),
and media were told ‘not to make cases of the desqaublic’ (DT10/04). The
coverage of China’s press ban and severe informatantrol illustrated that the
Chinese media was treated as a propaganda mechamiswas still controlled tightly
even after China’s apology.

For China, media was the part of the governmentheocentral authority had
considerable power over it and unfavourable congeith as SARS news will be
suppressed. G reported that under the authoribggruction, the reporting about
SARS must not ‘damage social stability’ (21/04b) Nargued that China employed
media to call on people to ‘unify’ against the digs. In other words, the Chinese
media were not only regarded as the part of thenwanist governance, but also
served as a propaganda mechanism. The internatioedih were severely controlled

as well. G reported that CNN was censored and Bb¢@9/06) during the crisis. As a
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symbol of free media in the democratic world, CNBswaken as a western carrier of
poisonous and hostile content by the Chinese gavemi especially when a crisis or
a scandal took place, the international mediabvéllvetted in case the Chinese people
‘get infected’ with its news.

In addition to the information/news control, Chmaggressive stance and policy
on public health against SARS also indicated itoo@acy. In addition to severe
policy of quarantines, the Chinese authorities dls@atened’ (DT 16/05, G16/05) to
‘execute or imprison for life’ anyone who triedeéecape from SARS quarantine or to
spread the disease intentionally. Such actions waken as China’s last choice to
‘rescue its reputation’ in the newspapers. For @leinese government, harsh
punishment was always simple and effective; butwestern countries, it might not
be civilized and appropriate, thus the newspapses! tthreaten’ to describe China’s
stern measures. In other newspapers, China’s distap was also illustrated by the
reporting of its news censorship and its ‘irresploles secretive’ way to handle the
SARS crisis. Viewed in this light, the referenchatta newspaper adopted were in
harmony with its reporting; and in this case, tbgerage further reinforced China’s
image as repressive and autocratic in the reachénsis.

During the crisis, the Chinese people were suspscand fearful of the epidemic,
and a crisis in public confidence was approachewgls that followed the ‘military
massacre of unarmed demonstrators at TiananmerreS@2&/04). NYT mentioned
the student-led movement happened in Beijing whensed great panic and distrust
of the government fourteen years ago, was equivabetihe SARS crisis. The events
in Tiananmen Square was represented as a symbGhio&’s tyranny in western
media; NYT used the word ‘massacre’ to define #went as a violent and brutal
action, and described the protesters as ‘unarnoeshow their innocence and peace.
The mention of a previous event of the Tiananmeama8xmassacre is a technique of
connection used by NYT that reinforces negativegeatiions and attempts to convey
that Chinese people lack confidence in their owmegoment. WP used ‘mass panic’
(01/05) to portray the effects of the SARS crisis@hina. WP and NYT both used
‘panic’ to describe people’s fear about SARS, bl tword of ‘mass’ in WP
strengthened the extent of the anxiety.

China’s autocracy was also conveyed through itsndispolitical system from
western democracy. In addition to the news controfact, China’s economic issues

were closely related to its politics as well in ttoverage. NYT suggested that a stable

12



and growing economy was vital to the CCP’s rulingcduse the CCP authority
claimed that its rule was the “best way to offegajrprosperity to 1.3 billion Chinese”
(28/04); thus once it fails, its political legitimpawill meet a severe challenge. From
the coverage it was clear that China’s economy aanknder tight political control,
and the system was distinct from a free marketwaimeh was a characteristic of the
western democracy.

A developing country which needs outside h€lpina’s health care system was an
explicit illustration of its underdevelopment inetimewspapers. NYT suggested that
because China’s health care and social system mechgrimitive and undeveloped,
and if the epidemic broke out in these areas, Chiag be in deep trouble. In the
coverage, people’s basic health service was nafigdt ‘not all suspected SARS
patients can be hospitalized in a timely mannerPQA/05) because of a lack of
hospital beds and trained health professionals. hdatth and administrative system
was also weak and inefficient.

In the coverage, China’s health care system hadot@blems. The first was the
insufficient investment. The WHO was quoted asrsgyhat ‘a surveillance network
in China is not working’ and ‘the (Chinese) goveemhhas not invested in health in
the last 30 years’ (WP17/04). NYT described thainh@lis the world’s fastest-growing
major economy. However, in contrast to the insidht health resources, the
communist authority was portrayed as only pursudegnomic developments and
growth, but did not offer even elementary socialfare to its citizens. Economic
reforms and modernization have been carried outwordecades, but public health
has declined. Even in the capital of this counthg problem of social resources
insufficiencystill remains.

Second, China’s system was disorganized, outdatddnefficient and so it can
not react in a timely and appropriate manner whesrigis broke out. A modern
nationwide health system has never been establisimelitrained professionals were
in deficit. Again, the newspapers evaluated Chirsgtgation according to western
criteria and a contrast between ‘advanced’ andkWwacd’ was implied. In other
words, China was on a lower level of progress itewestern counterparts.

The reports on the health system illustrated thekwardness and underdevelopment
of China. Further, NYT brought up the issue of AliDScoverage as a comparison to
denote that China encountered a similarly sad tswuaequivalent to Africa. It
connected China with SARS and Africa with AIDS is editorial (01/05) to express,
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on the one hand, the seriousness of SARS; on ke band, it noted that China was
part of the Third World where a deadly disease Wbragen out and the authorities
were incompetent to deal with the problem. The ephof “Third World” evoked
notions of inferiority and development where Chimas on a lower level of progress
than its western counterparts.

China was categorized as a ‘developing countrpaot of the Third World in the
coverage. NYT argued that China’s economic systemtred on manufacturing,
unlike the US, a ‘developed’ one with a large se\sector. This placed the US in an
advanced and guiding role. NYT’s editorials (01/0B/05) argued that China
required a better disease surveillance system disasemore ambitious political
reforms and modernization to catch up China’s diebd and market-driven economy.
The others also adopted western political, social @&conomic standards and
principles to criticise and offer advice to Chiktere, G argued the western world has
to take responsibility for health in other courgrién this argument, China and other
underdeveloped and developing countries were redaagd a group contrary to the
West. This argument was based on assumptions afwutis likely to possess the
material capability to provide aid and who is likéb be a recipient. In the coverage,
China was on a lower level of progress and waslésdpand backward, and the
western countries represented an advanced foreeekhsas providers and rescuers
who offer assistance and service.

China’s political reforms.The coverage about China’s mishandling and itsfiedsi
system lead to the reporting about the needs otiqal reforms. China’s new
leadership once declared that they wanted to maaemedia and government; the
four newspapers devoted fairly space to China’stipal reforms although the
reporting was not positive.

For WP, China’s actions against SARS may only Baaegy to consolidate the
current leaders’ power. In order to justify thig@ament, WP quoted a US expert as
saying that ‘the current political system in Chisanot designed to allow press
freedom, no matter how nice and benign Hu or Wew b (02/05) which suggested
that China’s problems were systematic and institi#ti and could not be addressed by
simply replacing leaders. DT argued that Chinaisoamcement of reforms seemed to
have ‘failed’ after the SARS crisis. China’'s medilll had no rights to cover
important domestic issues and had to serve thmatiéi goal of social stability. In

addition, China’s political modernization did ndtatlenge the rule of the Communist
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Party. Thus, China still had a ‘monolithic dictatoip’ (21/04a) and its alleged
modernization was totally meaningless and uselessrding to DT. This argument
showed that the authorities refused to yield greuntile maintaining intact most of
its controls; in other words, it was essentiallgaiive about China’s reforms which
still had long way to go to achieve “democracy”.

The image of China and the Chinese people in tiRSS#ews

The newspapers argued that China was seen assatplaly responsible for the
global spread because of its initial mishandling? Yointed out sarcastically that the
serious outbreak had to ‘thank to’ China’s outdatgstem of governance. G criticised
China’s traditional response of concealing and segging to bad news had seriously
worsened its credibility. DT stated that the SARf&sis was an ‘international
embarrassment’ for China. In sum, SARS has earrf@daCa ‘humiliating public
rebuke’ (G22/05) and the reputation and credibibtythe government have also been
damaged. Therefore, after Beijing’s ‘belated hoyi§&21/04a), the newspapers and
the WHO still held questionable attitudes towardn@ls information about SARS;
for instance, G argued firmly that China still unéported and underestimated the
extent of SARS. Here, China was described as asponsible country and a
troublemaker and the ruination which was negativats image, and it was not
accountable anymore.

China’s national image, however, was only one dasu@he Chinese people
have been besmirched as ‘people who carried vifUSARRS’' (WP27/04), and ‘94
countries have instituted some type of quarantinénats or all-out bans on them’
(01/05). Apparently, the government’s mishandlirgiseddiscrimination against its
people abroad. NYT described them as ‘internatipaalahs’ (NYT12/08) when they
go abroad. Such reference described the plighhofegSe during the SARS crisis, and
also strengthened westerners’ stereotype and jicejadainst Chines&s constituting
a ‘Yellow Peril’. This involved some background kviedge on the part of the reader
triggering common-sense beliefs operating in tfeelee’s social context. Moreover,
the Chinese people were presented as ‘victims’ utidecommunist authority. In the
coverage, they were predominantly constructed festafl and passive participants.
With the government’s mishandling and concealing itiformation combined with
insufficient resources, the Chinese citizens becheipless victims of SARS. They
were frequently presented in news text in termawhbers or casualties which was

backgrounded by attenuation as the ‘mass’ instéadesenting them individually.
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The sources adopted in the newspapers

The sources quoted in the four newspapers weresgadicant. They were used
to endorse, evaluate or invalidate the statementactions of the Chinese actors,
which involved the news producer’s assessmentetriithfulness of the statements
or actions and consequently the reliability of gwmurces. In this case, the direct
sources in news text were analysed and there wadex variety of western sources
which was drawn upon by the newspapers, such atemediplomats, observers,
analysts, and experts; on the contrary, the Chires@rces were limited and
monotonic.

The seriousnes®f SARS crisis around the world and in China wasoal
presented via the information on the number of lteaind casualties which greatly
appeared in the four newspapers. The statisticetaddrom the WHO showed that
China had nearly half of the cases reported inttvdd. Thus China became not only
the source of the disease, but also the hardest thiis crisis. Most of the statistics in
the newspapers came from the WHO, which was redaadan informed and reliable
source, playing the role of instructor, evaluatad aesearcher. It issued warnings
against travel to the affected areas and it didarh on the evolution of, spread of
and vaccine for SARS. Because of its credibiliyptgtions from it were awarded
high priority and were ofterused strategically to provide collateral evidence,
especially in the coverage about the extent ofitkease and China’s health system in
this case study.

In NYT, the WHO played a neutral and just role dfeong ‘truth’ with
credibility versus the incredible Chinese governibmnaddition to the statistics from
the WHO, the coverage illustrated the gravity c¢ #pidemic by citing statements
from anonymous sourcésee Table 3), especially WP and DT. WP arguedithte
early stage, the information about SARS was treatedtate secrecy by the Chinese
authority. Further, WP used anonymous sources fruomversities, hospitals and
citizens as ‘evidence’ to prove that what happane@hina was more serious than the
government claims. For instance, ‘a source saitldhatired designer was infected
with the virus after he went to hospital for treatrhof a leg fracture. During his stay
at the hospital, two of his roommates died. Sevei@hds and family members who
visited the man at the hospital also developed symg (WP17/04), such description
not only illustrated the seriousness and viruleotéhe disease, but also uncovered

the incompetence of China’s health system in cdlimtgothe epidemic. DT also cited
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anonymous sources from hospitals in Beijing to ronthat the actual situation in
China was much worse than the government admifiegse sources included doctors,
nurses and patients who had credibility becausbedf personal experience of SARS.
In the coverage, these citizens ‘accuse the Beijagernment of lying about the
spread of the killer virus’ (10/04). Some doctoredly claimed that the government
was talking ‘nonsense’ (10/04). The representatbrthese Chinese citizens was
brave and honest since they may encounter prosecutider state secret law. In this
case, the Chinese people were taken as anonymausesowhich positioned
themselves in opposition to the government in eimgling the official argument and
providing evidence to invalidate the authoritiehiey were quoted in eyewitness
accounts of the SARS crisis of which they werewitéms, and they were presented
as credible while the Chinese government is not.

The statements by the Chinese government or dffieieere quoted mostly to
explain the SARS situation in China, but they some$ contained illogical,
unreasonable or tyrannical statements. For exan@idna’s statements about the
aggressive punishments for spreading SARS delddgratonjured up a negative
image to the readers. And confident and firm stat@s) about SARS control and
statements of public admission of mishandling wewéh quoted in the coverage to
discredit the Chinese authorities.

In the reports on China’s politics, the sourced tha newspapers used include
the Chinese people, reporter, anonymous sourcesadfl expert. Brookes (1995)
argues that non-western civilians are quoted dsdedf atrocities and commenting
on the actions, and these are usually presentededgble. In this case, the Chinese
reporter and the ordinary people under the comruagme were cited to express
their opinions on the Chinese government and itgigg and the quotations were
both negative about China. In news text, westerpedgg were usually taken as
reliable and credible. The US expert here was dite@valuate and comment on
China’s political system, and his statement wastée positively as conclusive.
Further, western sources were portrayed as reliahde credible as well and at the
same time were used to negatively evaluate Chgtatements or actions.

Pairs of key concepts within the newspapers

An analysis of the news text revealed several pileey concepts: democracy

and dictatorship, help and helplessness, advancedackward and the West and

China. These contrasts are the technique usedgihrthe four newspapers which

17



stereotyped and framed China.

First, the actions and measures against SARShbkaChinese government were
negatively presented in the four newspapers, imatudts initial cover-up of
information about SARS and its aggressive polifisalcial and news control. The
newspapers also covered China’s communist politsygtem and argued that its
ossified and inefficient government needed compreive reforms. Therefore, China
was not only represented as an autocratic authbutyalso a communism which was
outdated, repression and evil. By contrast, both thlues foregrounded in the
coverage and the principles used to judge Chinagyad the democratic US and UK
favourably, as much more advanced in social andigadlterms.

In the coverage, the mainstream ideology of denoycamd freedom in western
societies was running through the coverage. Fdameg, the Chinese government
was portrayed as using media as a propaganda mscham disseminate official
information favourable to itself, thus symbolisi@ina’s dictatorship. For western
democracies, press freedom may be a fundamentatigle and condition to a
democratic system which forms a power of survetéano governments. Media
content may reflect certain naturalized assumpti@ngeliefs operating within the
society in which a text is produced. Viewed in thght, China does not have a free
press to monitor its government, thus it is regdra® an autocracy.

In addition, China’s information/news control alseflected the regime’s top
priority of social stability. The stress of the mdcstability here highlighted the
characteristic of a communism in contrast with deraocy. The former favours
collectivism which foregrounds social and nationalty and stability, and believes
that communist rule is in the best interests t@ésple. Thus, media, as a branch of
the national organization, should be controlledhry central authority and serve as a
propaganda mechanism. In contrast, a democracyevalivil and political rights,
including press freedom. Under this principle, medhould be independent of
government’s control.

The ideology of democracy was also illustratedhia toverage about China’s
political reforms. In general, the four newspapagued that it may be too optimistic
to expect that China will move toward democracerathe SARS crisis. The news
coverage about political reforms in western newspajpnay suggest the beliefs that
progress is the direct result of change involvihg tntroduction of a universally

applicable political systerimong the four newspapers, WP was the one whidbdsta
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the principles of democracy most clearly and pesiii It clearly supported the value
of democracy as beneficial and advanced, and timstituted the basis or ideology
that framed the coverage of China. A democracy Ishioave a system of checks and
balances, the independent watchdog agencies amgress, and the West can be seen
as the model of democracy and has offered the dgbkttion to achieve it. In the
coverage, these principles or rules were used &ae China’s current political
system; for example, DT argued that China’s refornave ‘failed’ because it
apparently did not meet the democratic rules. A@mmunist country, which was
thought to be opposite to a democracy, China’stipali and social system was
ossified and backward and there was no mechanisemgare the accountability of
officials. Therefore, China’s reforms will not ‘steed’ (from the west’s point of view)
unless it follows the western ways and reforms atingly.

The second contrast concerns help and helplessGassa was portrayed as
incompetent in handling its own affairs becausé@sbssified and inefficient system.
Thus it needed outside help from international niztions and the West. The latter
entity therefore took the roles of leader, medigboovider, and bringer of resources.
International organizations and the West were pmitesenot as ‘interfering’ in China’s
internal affairs but as offering their ‘help’. Meahile, the coverage reported that
China expressed a willingness to cooperate withWh and accepted its inspection
after the admission of initially hiding informatiohis further strengthened the
legitimacy and morality of West's roles as helper.

Third, the coverage includes China’s health cargesy and its measures to
contain the disease, which illustrated the shortaigérained professionals and an
inefficient health system. Compared to China, thest\enjoyed a higher level of
development as seen in the reporting of British inedacility and the research on
SARS. Most of the professional institutions or wmsity experts cited in the coverage
are western. They were presented as reliable adibte with developed facilities,
technology and resources.

Fourth, China was frequently presented as a couwtdtggorized in a distinct
group from the West. In other words, there was chatomous vision of ‘us’ and
‘them’ in the coverage, where the word ‘us’ may lm®adened to refer to ‘the
democratic nations’ or ‘the West'. In NYT, it us€thernobyl to illustrate the severity
of SARS in China. The two communist countries wanganized into one block with

similar and negative political systems and poli¢d@sard crisis, and the US and the
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UK were grouped in the democratic block contraryiem. China was also regarded
as part of the Third World, or the developing coi@stin the coverage. G argued that
‘the western world’ should take responsibility foealth in ‘other countries’, which
implied that ‘other countries’ cannot handle thewn health problems and that
advanced western countries should provide help. |éf0{991) argues that the
popular press sometimes cast ‘them’ in a bad ligiplace a fence around ‘us’. In this
case, negative representation of China (and themzomst countries or the Third
World behind China) also suggested a positive imafyghe West. In sum, the
multiplicity of news themes around the three catgaesulted in the foregrounding
of China as autocratic, helpless and backward. & he=anings were reinforced by the
themes of democracy, help and advanced standariife iwest. In summary, China
was given a predominantly negative representatimough the use of these
classification schemes.

4. Conclusion

According to Hester (Hester, 1976), the culturagreemic and national interests
of a country may influence the news determinants. é&xample, in the economic
dimension, where economic relationships are stramye information flow will be
observed between nations. Compared with the UKUBehas a closer and stronger
relationship with China in economy, military andgienal terms, thus American
newspapers may devote more space to analysisfegrartoverage of SARS.

In this case, compared with two American newspapeiis and G had fewer
news articles about SARS in number, and devotesl dpace to analysing China’s
political and economic system and practice. For DTyas not just China that is
newsworthy. It paid attention to the situation int&n, including the precautions of
the government, the disputes among parliament @ileences on Britain. DT and G
paid more attention to the situation in Britainveall as in Europe apparently because
of its geographic proximity and its possible effeon Britain. Compared to G, DT
emphasized domestic debates more than G did; orcdh&ary, G covered the
situation in Europe more than DT. Thus it can bens¢hat DT offered more
information which was more closely related to Bhtipeople. As stated at the
beginning, two British newspapers, which were cdeed to hold opposing
ideological positions, illustrated quite similaafnes on SARS news as well as on
China, which indicated that there may be a stepecdy and dominant discourse in

reporting on China.
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It is often claimed that journalist collects faatsports them objectively, and the
newspaper presents them fairly, in language wtsctesigned to be unambiguous,
undistorting and agreeable to readers (Fowler, 198Iother words, professionalism
assumes that journalists actually grasp the ‘realdvand describe what happens in
that world. However, news reports as a practice angroduct of the social and
political world constitute a particular type of niedeality. It is not simply ‘facts’ but
‘stories’ (Bell, 1991) in terms of specific lexicalkets, structure, direction, angle,
viewpoint and frame. In other words, news storie@eg public issues in some general
or abstract context through specific frames, selgctéome aspects of a perceived
event and making them more salient in a commumgatéxt so as to promote a
particular definition, interpretation, and evaloati

In this case study, China’s initial concealmentrgbrmation was selected and
foregrounded in the newspapers, encouraging amnuforeing readers’ negative
perception of China. Generally, the four pressesdusimilar words to describe
China’s behaviour while WP and DT adopted the gfesh word, ‘lying’, as an
indictment of the credibility of the Chinese goveent and its anachronistic practices
of concealment which were unsustainable in an érglabal communication and
advanced technology. China’s lack of credibilityswaso illustrated and strengthened
via the reports on the Chinese people’s distrutier government.

In the coverage, China’s politics received muclerdatbn. It suggested that the
newspapers selected it as a point with high pyiordand other issues were
simultaneously excluded, such as China’'s economaveldpments and its
relationships with the US and the UK. China’s pcéit system was framed as largely
responsible for an inadequate response to the S&RB. Top leaders within the
Party remained in power after the crisis, and tb@nemy, health system and news
flow were still manipulated by an ossified systemn ffolitical purposes. It showed up
the contrast between the different systems of Camhwestern countries in terms of
political responsibility and social control. Chiagolitics represented as closed and
autocratic with few changes over the last fortyrgeBT covered the new leadership’s
wish for modernization reforms, but held a skeptiand negative view of this
because traditionally, the most important princypteler the communist authority has
been that the rule of the party cannot be challengarther, China’s initial handling
of the SARS crisis still followed a conventionaltipashowing no inclination for

reforms.
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News reports constitute a particular type of disseuwhich is socially
constructed by news people in which they engagstiategic rituals’ as they work
with each other and sources to make news repoisiiivig, 2001). Most importantly,
according to framing theory, it is never possilderéproduce objective truths since
constructed news is simply approximate to the teadithe ‘real world’. Allan (Allan,
1995) therefore suggests that rather than gaugewsnmedia coverage against
‘reality’, we may turn our attention to the newsgteethemselves, exploring how news
texts present themselves as ‘truthful’, rather ttoatest them against truth.

In the field of media studies, researchers araasted in how the media mask
their ideological positions, embodied in their tatfies and opinions, in the way they
present people and issues (Bell, 1991). Textualysisadissects news discourse to
find not only news frames, but also the hidden lioigp within it. In this case study,
the newspapers (especially the American ones) gudghina according to the
standards of western democracy; thus the Chinesergment was described as
lacking a system of checks and balances, indepéndenohdog agencies and a truly
free press. China’s social developments and palitieforms were also examined
according to western standards in the coverageh 8lustrations cast China in a
negative light in contrast with democratic courdrighich were regarded as much
more advanced and developed. In the four newspa@amsa was uniformly framed
as an autocratic country in opposition to the Uld #me US. However, the American
newspapers strengthened the value of democracy timamethe others. Gramsci (1971)
argues that the more naturalized a discourse begotine more it loses its visible
ideological character and becomes embedded inf&elecial identities and social
relationships. The longer they are entrenched,mbes acceptable they become. In
this case study, the ideology of western demochasybecome a universal frame of
reference and common sense by which China was dlaqokexamined.

In sum, the representation of China was negatiwhenfour newspapers. In the
coverage, the Chinese government was condemnerhatitmally because of its
covering-up of information about SARS. China’s cagge was as a developing
country with an ossified communist system whichdeekeaggressive reforms in many
aspects. China was incompetent to handle the SARS @and needed outside,
especially western, help. Moreover, the Chinesepleewere treated sceptically as
pariahs abroad. After China’s officially public dession, the four newspapers still

held a doubtful attitude about China’s informatiand they argued that there is still a
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long way to go for China to achieve democracy.

Appendix
Table 1 Referenddo SARS
Newspaper Date Reference
21/04 a sudden new health hazard, a grave danger to
society, a crisis in public confidence
NYT 25/04 the Chinese Communist Party’s Chernobyl
12/05 China’s 9/11, a huge shock for the entire party,
19/05 a health crisis
22/04 a test for China’s leadership, an issue that
threatens public health, the economy and |the
nation’s image around the world
WP 27/04 the threat to China’s economic plans
20/05 the most serious political and economic threat
15/06 the first major test to the world’s ability to figh
dangerous new infectious disease in the new
millennium
21/04 a political crisis
DT 07/05 a plague on our planet
16/05 a nationwide health crisis
G 21/04a a health crisis
21/04b a deadly disease
16/05 a national crisis
Table 2 Reference to China
Newspaper Date Reference
NYT 25/04 patient
28/04 the world’s fastest-growing major economy, the
authoritarian government
08/05 the new global epicentre of the epidemic

! Reference refers to an expression of the produsabfective evaluation and attitude to a particular

event or entity.
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the hardest hit

monolithic dictatorship, a densely populat

country

where the outbreak began

WP 01/05
DT 21/04a
29/04
G 21/04b
30/04

the epicentre of the virus

the world’s most populous nation

Table 3 news sources in four newspapers

NYT WP

DT

®

official/government
Chinese people
media
expert

source

=
(o]

19

[
o

=
N

official/government
The US experts/scholars
people

media

The UK official/government
expert

people

Hong Kong expert
authority

N O NN OO Ol ©O O b O & O W N N

SO Pl Pk O ) O O O O O F O P

WHO

(o]

Other foreign government/official$

Ol N © N O O Ol O o O N O M O O
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News agency

International organizations

Other

Total

66

61

28

47

News headlines

2 Sources statistics comes from the calculatiomefitequency of quotation in the coverage. For gtanwWpP

reports that “Beijing University suspended classefier.an economics professor contracted the dissaseces at
the school said” (17/04), in which “sources” isdled as “source” under the Chinese category.
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NYT

1. The SARS epidemic: China admits underreportinGARS cases—21/04

2. The SARS epidemic: possible next patient: the Glarleadership—25/04

3. The SARS epidemic: outbreak of disease brings higp-0ff in China’s
economy—28/04

Quarantine ends for some in Beijing, but infectipneads—08/05

Spread of SARS acts as a rude awakening for Chir2851

China issues strict rules on reporting of diseasé/04.

The SARS epidemic: market for Chinese-Americancdely plummets—23/05
The SARS enigma—O08/06

The cost of SARS—01/05, editorial

10. Diagnosing SARS in China—19/05, editorial

WP

1. Underreporting, secrecy fuel SARS in Beijing, WH&ys—17/04

© © N o g &

2. Epidemic is a “test” for China’s leadership—22/04

3. China’s crisis has a political edge; leaders usBSAo challenge recalcitrant parts
of government—27/04

4. SARS causes “mass panic” in Beijing, official say&H05

5. China feels side effects from SARS—02/05

6. China turns to informers to fight SARS; reliance ©@ammunist Party members
reflects a common strategy during crises—20/05

7. China gets defensive on SARS record; change indangens hopes for political
reform—31/05

8. SARS exposed world’s weak spots; experts welcoménkofor public health
emergencies, new powers for WHO—15/06

9. Can China cure its severe acute reluctance to 8peak/04, outlook

10.What it will take to transform China—219/05, editdri

DT

1. China lying over virus, say doctors in Beijing—14/0

2. China forced to tell the truth about scale of oe#lr Crisis shows that despite
political modernisation, officials must still toleet line—21/04a

3. Communist Party gets a nasty case of control-fjit@ks—21/04b

4. "Feeble and complacent” SARS policy attacked assvitlaims more victims—
25/04
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SARS “has peaked” despite more cases in China—29/04

“I've recovered from SARS—but why did no one tel eolleagues?”—01/05
China’s SARS quarantine cheats face execution—16/05

Hong Kong is back in business after SARS—31/05

Should we be scared of SARS? Scientists have faehthe SARS virus and the

symptoms can be treated—25/04, features

© © N o O

10. A plague on our planet—07/05, analysis

G

1. China “still hiding” many SARS cases—17/04

2. China says SARS outbreak is 10 times worse tharntimti+-21/04a

3. Chinese cover-up creates new sense of insecurifiada of SARS epidemic:
leaders reveal ‘grave’ situation as public’s faglshattered—21/04b

B

Spread of SARS: anatomy of the deadly China syndranmus SARS is first of
many epidemics to come—25/04a

China opens door to world help with its SARS cxsB0/04

SARS still out of control, warns WHO director—07/05

China threatens death to anyone spreading SARBedalely—16/05

© N o 0

Media: seizing the hour: China’s journalists areshpng for increased openness

from a government reeling from the SARS crisis—@9/0

9. The new Kkiller threatening rich and poor alike: S\ a global danger and
should shake the west’s complacency—25/04, Com&dmtalysis

10.Fatally wounded: economic liberalisation destroy&2/05, Comment &

Analysis
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