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averaged in order to generate a rank order of the 66 countries, The variables, and the
data source for each, were; :
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measured by TI's 2001 Corruption Perceptions Index)

. accountability of government to citizens at all levels (involving evaluation of

government type, legal system, suffrage and elections, as teported by the CI4
World Factbook 2001)
iabilitv of the media have come under intense . a'dult literacy (as Teported by UNESCO's lnstltute. for Staltlshcs database)
At a time when the accuracy and rellab'?“Y cl) Public Relations Association an'd the ¢ liberal and Profesnonal education of pra?tlsmg Journalists (scored accordmg to
scrutiny around the world, .the [nter.n actil;)trzl:':es has developed a comprehensive index the reports in the World Press Encyclopedia: 4 Survey of Press Systems Worldwide,
ImﬁtUtifosrsPUbtlii;ie;itc:Esi:; :Eit:inl::(eelihood that print journalistswill seekitdecept 2003)
that ranks 66 na

5. .t istence of well-establ
from government officials, businesses or other sz‘zsrr:g:ir;ethe he existence of we] -estabiish
cash for news cox.'erz:lgE kn wi to occur with broadcast and other type SFEtaREd.
While bribery' N alsg i f(;cus to print media to ensure a common ffam:in for daily
researchers confined t t;"that each coul’ltfyls numetical seore an-d o notgmeasul‘f?d
The researchers SHspRL very similar for other news media, but this wasxample prit
consumer newspapers ISf zsible media programming formaFS, foé :elevisiorll-
becaus'e et ;iz-z:eil:::iia?ioﬂ ‘shopper’ newspapers, we.bsnefS %rﬁag;?xs?ries. The countries
m;"rgr: lirrl::lsf;x provides a numeric-value slcore an(x;n:;l;g:olitical importance and —to  §f ; € study did not attem
) : & econo S &
were selected pm-lmnli)l,af)ci':-itt)lf1 Zlfrrillioaz;e data for variables in the 1n(§x‘;ash being paid ;
some extent — the-ava 1 impossibility of measuring the phenomenon1 A Ao
Because of the virtua ln-;?d:ifect observation, the researchers emp Oyled be predictive .3
for news coverage thr(}):]g ought a surrogate set of measures that wou how to select §
fndex metlh? zOIEﬁﬁ-:oteijcesgarily causative. A critical challenge was 1
and correlated,

* free press, free Speech and free flow of informatio;

media competition (gathered from World of Information Business Intelligence Reports
2001 or Walden

untry reports, and from Editor & Publisher International Yearbook:
The Encyclopedia of the Newspaper Industry 2002).

‘cash for news Coverage’,

$\s shown in Table 16, 1, of the 66 Countries in the study, bribery of the media is most
1y t0 occur in China, Saudi Arabia, Vietnam, Bangladesh and Pakistan, By contrast,
Countries with the best ratings for avoiding such practices are Finland ¢first place);
| Denmark, New Zealand and Switzerland (tied for second place),

Io Ulve t ODle! mail survey instrument was Ilse(l to Seek COIleCtlliel
il y i the
dan e
S hlS p[ bl m,

the}
. erage. These were :
rtise of two worldwide groups affected by bnb;ry fglczi:ii‘i?:n clgthe International
expe - iation’s board an : ing publi]
; lic Relations Associa . Representing publj
mten]lant?tl:lat]e}:ubigrd national committee members anC:;el!g:lsea defship of these twi
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i iti d journalists respe : f potential index
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i 0 = sked for their expert vi their observati ‘
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they were a ith the phenomenon ; tid
ience - believe correlate wi - is unable to examine a pati¢
years of experienc s to a physician whois babitity]
: is somewhat analogou int to the prol
T.hls approa;}‘l«:lio instead asks questions about factors th-atbfx:lthat are believed t0]
duectl};,_ a!c]]'sease by isolating and identifying those variable i
a specific di . o 2
cor]:rflated VT IHE presence Of thte(li“niegslsl"c variables for which Ob]ec;lvindgt
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Table 16.1: Global Index of Bribery for News Coverage?

SEH-dEtE ination ty Cy Ik
Pe p n la Al untabili Litera sional ation CS C p pe
[T rceptio WS ACCO by te Profession educ on Ethi odes Fr €e press Competition Mean score

5 4 4.88
5 5 3 5
Finland 5 s : 5 4 > 2 : i
: 5 4 5 5 4,
Denmark 5 5 5 4 5 4.75
New Zealand 5 i 5 5 4 2 3 4 463
Switzerland 5 5 3 3 >
3 5 5 5 4.63
Germany 5 5 5 5 3 4 4 5 4.63
Iceland g 3 5 5 5 : 5 5 4.57
g:;(rway 5 : : MiSSISdatal g i 2 ; ‘: g
Austria 3 i 5 5 > : g 2 i
Canada 5 4 5 5 5 g 5 4 o
Netherlands 3 4 5 5 5 5 5 4 b
Sweden g 2 5 5 : 5 4 4 s
Belgium 5 5 3 3 3 4.38
USsA 2 . s s 2 : : 2 4
Australia 2 g 5 4 : ; 4 4 .
Ireland 5 3 4 5 3 g 4 2 £
Istael 5 1 5 5 3 4 3 4
Italy ; 5 4 5 2 ; 4 5 e
Spain . ; 3 5 ’ 1 e
Gt 4 Miss. data s p 4 4 ; 5 3.75
France & ; 4 5 2 : 4 & 3.63
Portugal 4 - 3 s 3 i i 5 3.63
Chile 3 o 4 5 4 i 4 5 3.5
Greece 4 i 3 5 3 i 4 1 3.5
Estonia i i 4 5 g 5 2 Miss. data ggg
Japan 3 5 3 2 X
Bosnia & Herz i Mi“bdata 4 4 ; 2 4 3 3.25
317
E&fga ry 3 . 1 i j 3 Miss. data i ; 113
a4 4 Miss, data 5 4 3 3.13
4 0 . 3 & 4 } ‘
; 0 & s
. . 3 5 3 4 2 5 3.13
“Bulgaria 3 0 3 s : : . ! s
Czech Rep 3 0 3 5 : ; : ; g
i-::)}:lugaﬁ?ang 31 3 ; g 3 3 Miss, data 5 3
Singapore 4 5 2 5 g 4 j ; :
Mauritius 3 0 3 i 2 . 2 2
SowHL 3 . 5 4 3 Miss. data 4 4 3
Poland 3 0 3 g g . ; - .
Argentina 4 0 3 5 ] : ¢ o=t
Mexico K 4 4] 3 3 2,75
. 0 4 4 1 5 3 0 2.75
Taiwan 4 1 4 4 3 )
Ukraine 3 0 3 5 : " : e
Croati 3 3 2 3 2.75
a 3 1] 3 5 3 4 Miss, data 1 2.7
Turke : ph
urkey 4 0 4 4 3 3 2 1 2.63
Venezuela 4 0 2 S 4 0 3 3 .
Sotith Africa 4 0 3 2 3 4 4 0 22.63
Thailand 2 0 3 5 4 2 s
bl 4 Q 2.5
3 Miss. data 1 3 2 3 1 4 2.43
Malaysia 4 0 2 :
4 3 3 1 2 2.38
India :
4 0 3 1 2 5 3 0 2.25
Ke, 3 '
nya 0 3 3 3 3
Kuwait 2 Miss. d : . o
Indone.d ss. data 1 3 2 Miss. data 2 3 217
sia 4 0 2 4 2 3 2 0 2.1
Nigeri 5
igeria 3 0 3 1 3 5 2 0 213
Bahrain 1 Miss, data 1 4 1 Miss, data 1 4 2
Jordan 2 0 2 4 2 3 2 i 2
Egypt 4 0 3 | 1 4 0 0 1.63
Pakistan 2 0 2 0 2 3 2 1 1.5
Bangiadesh 3 0 2 i 1 3 1 0 1.38
Vietnam 1 4] 1 5 1 1 Y 2 1.38
Sau.di Arabia 2 Miss. data 1 3 2 0 ¢] 1 1.29
China 1 Q 1 2 2 0 o] 0 0.75

4. Some data are missing (‘Miss, data’) becayse they were not available from the

standardised sources, The research,
determinlng the mean scores for those countries for which such data were not

available,







