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The CNN Effect: The Search for a Communication

Theory of International Relations
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Discussion and Conclusions

The effort to explore the CNN effect represents an interesting case study in terminology and theodzation. The
concept was initially suggested by politicians and officials haunted by the Vietnam media myth, the confusion of
the post-Cold War era, and the communications revolution. Despite evidence to the contrary (Hallin, 1986), many
leaders still believe that critical television coverage caused the American defeat in Vietnam. Since then, many have
viewed the media as an adversary to govemment policies in areas such as humanitarian intervention and
intemational negotiation. Leaders' fascination with CNN also resulted from a perception of the media in general,
and television in particular, as being the most important power broker in politics. Mediademocracy, medialism,
mediacracy, teledemocracy, and mediapolitik are but a few fashionable terms coined to describe this new media
dominated political system. Application of the same perception to foreign policy and intemational relations
yielded similar terms and concepts such as the CNN effect and telediplomacy. This background helps to
understand why global television has been perceived as having a power to determine foreign policy, primarily in
severe crisis situations, and why policymakers feel they need to neutralize the media when they use force or
embark on new diplomatic initiatives (Gilboa, 1998).
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