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EDITORIAL

‘Small states revisited’ would be an appropriate label for this issue of Gazette. Small
media systems were an object of research mainly in the late 1980s and the early
1990s. In the last 15 years, however, only a few publications have explicitly dealt with
small states – despite their growing number. Starting with this observation, we began
to prepare a panel session for the 2007 conference of the International Communi-
cation Association in San Francisco. This special issue is the result of our discussions.

Small media systems share certain structural peculiarities. While existing research
has mainly focused on a few Western European countries, we are convinced that
the small states perspective is of importance for other countries as well. We argue
that the structural peculiarities affect media regulation. In particular, in small states
the regulatory possibilities to protect and promote media diversity are limited. It is
the aim of this special issue to discuss media diversity and media regulation from a
different, that is, from a small states perspective.

The introduction by Manuel Puppis deepens our understanding of small media
systems and of the possible implications for media regulation. The author argues
that small states tend towards an interventionist regulatory approach and might
even sacrifice media diversity in order to protect their domestic media landscape.

The six articles that follow focus on different European small states. Each of the
articles presents a distinct case study and concludes with ideas on the connection
of smallness and regulation. Starting with Denmark, Sweden and Norway, Anker
Brink Lund and Christian Edelvold Berg present an assessment of media diversity in
Scandinavia. The demonopolization of broadcasting resulted in tougher competition.
The authors evaluate whether hybrid channels established throughout Scandinavia
are a successful way to secure programme diversity.

The Baltic states, Estonia, Lithuania and Latvia, are the subject of Auksė Balčytienė’s
article. Due to historical experiences (Communism and transition) and the lack of a
tradition of professional journalism, all three countries have adopted a ‘laissez faire’
approach in media regulation.

The article by Leen d’Haenens, Frédéric Antoine and Frieda Saeys acquaints us
with the situation in Belgium. The Francophone and the Flemish communities form two
very different media systems with different regulation. The authors ask themselves
what stances are being taken in the two communities regarding cross-ownership
regulation, the mission of the public broadcaster and home-grown productions.

The International Communication Gazette

COPYRIGHT © SAGE PUBLICATIONS 2009

LOS ANGELES, LONDON, NEW DELHI, SINGAPORE AND WASHINGTON DC 1748-0485 VOL. 71(1–2): 5–6

DOI: 10.1177/1748048508097926

http://gaz.sagepub.com

 at Katholieke Univ Leuven on December 23, 2010gaz.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://gaz.sagepub.com/


Looking at Switzerland, Matthias Künzler shows that politicians are well aware
of the state’s smallness. Nevertheless, regulatory measures favouring diversity are
almost non-existent. Rather, cross-ownership is actively supported: regional media
monopolies are intended to compete with broadcasters from abroad.

The Austrian broadcasting sector remained a monopoly for a long time. Thomas
Steinmaurer argues that the delayed liberalization led to the strengthening of the
public broadcaster’s position and, inasmuch, helped in maintaining programme
diversity. New challenges for diversity in broadcasting, however, arise out of Euro-
peanization.

Helena Sousa and Elsa Costa e Silva highlight that media regulation in Portugal
neither prevented concentration of media ownership nor ensured media diversity.
The new broadcasting regulator now for the first time has tried to develop owner-
ship regulation. The authors conclude that the regulation of media diversity seems
to be moving towards being less vague and more effectual.

In his comment, Dan Hallin scrutinizes the clarity of the argument. How differ-
ent are small states? And do they really have a great deal in common or are they
quite diverse? Hallin critically questions the distinctiveness of small media systems
and the role interventionism and protectionism play in their media regulation.

Manuel Puppis, Leen d’Haenens, Thomas Steinmaurer and Matthias Künzler seize
on Hallin’s suggestions in their conclusion. While sticking to a small states perspec-
tive, the authors agree that the explanatory power of size alone is restricted. It is
suggested that existing models of media systems need to be amended by the notion
of smallness. Additionally, the debates about globalization and Europeanization
provide new frameworks for analysing small media systems and their regulation.
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