three-to- one agalnst the Sovere1gnty-Assoc1at10n proposal

oint of view. In Ottawa you are constantly pounded by
eral propaganda agamst the Parti Québécois. The Lib-
-after all, are in power in Ottawa, and for them the
»rnam enemy is ‘René Lévesque and the PQ.” -

.+~ As for his role as an American, Giniger says: “I have
.fewer hangups as a foreigner than if I were part of the

*Canadran-Enghsh community is apt to have. I can move

: from one world to the other. I can understand both — but

notinvolved in the damn thlng If Quebec wants to be

; ndependent it’s okay with me.’

.. The “okay with me” —the mildness, the willingnessto
- letthe‘Québec-libre philosophy sink or swim as it deserves

: ot an attitude found among many Canadians.

: When there is attentlon e
i Desprte the lack of direct coverage, US newspapers
: 'and ‘magazines-are comfortable expressing -freewheeling

- April 20, 1982, “Premier Rene Levesque of Quebec calls
“the Constrtu’non a ‘betrayal” of French Canada and his
‘followers likely will continue their agitation for separa-

- tion.” The Baltimore Sun, however, opined a week later
‘that, “With the Counstitution finally ‘patriated,’ there is a
S dlstmct impression that the most perilous of secessionist
L~ timesis over. ”The editorial did not state for whom the peril
ex1sted o

Just as Gmlger is an exceptlon to the generalization
about covering Quebec from Ottawa, some editorialists
write perceptive copy from their armcharrs many miles
away. The Houston Postseems to have an unusual senstivity

~t0. Quebec issues. After describing the components of the
constitutional - questlon on April 17, 1982, the paper
continued:

: ~Puzzlmgly, all this was-done’ w1thout the consent of
‘Quebec-and against the vociferous opposition of
- Quebec’s Premier Rene Levesque. The provincial
. governments have always been strong. They think
~morein terms of a confederation of provmces than

“a federal union. Each is.more aware of its assets

~ and -selfish 1nterests than most American states
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~described themse ves as natlonahsts but who lined up -

-..opinions about Quebec. The Arkansas Gazette wrote on

i struggle. I don’t start off with deep. prejudices that the -

: correspondents in Canada often feel frustrated by thev

"Scholars have-trouble too

 revolution in Canada over Quebec nghts It was an out

about. Canada Frozen by therr academrc starice, the
thors wondered whether the newspaper purposef
downplayed the referendum.”

! In-another study in 1981, Sparkes and Ghaffarr
cluded that “The American press . . .has somewhat
proved its coverage of Canada.” They based their fin
on various measurements, such as column inches. J
Anderson of The Washmgton Post says, “There are a lo
- people, Quebecers -among them, who tend to equate
_umn inches with moral standing. That is a calculus we
not prepared to deal with.”. "

" And not\mthstandmg the * rmproved coverage

their home offices handle their copy. It is cut, played bl gg;

“and shelved until 4 suitable space appears. Sometime
story that has a fast-paced breaking quahty to it on

faire Charron,” > which had many attractive ingredients
news story: crime, institutions challenged, a politician
graced, even a- chase and a sex angle — and it provide
sharp focus of French-English bitterness in'Quebec.
‘when reporter Susan Brown of the Knight News Serv
wrote a story about it, her dispatch was cdrried in
Detroit Free Press on March 22,1982, and in the Bu
News on May 16, 1982. Same story, almost two monl
apart. .

- In their study of US coverage of the 1980 referendu
Professor Sparkes et al made the mistake of confusing w
an outside contributor to a newspaper wrote with the p
tion of the newspaper itself. According to their study,
Washington Post suggested [that the referendum] ‘may
as ominous as was South Carolina’s decision in 1860
withdraw from the United States.” ” They go on to s
“The Washington Post proposed that civil war'in Cand
was a serious possibility, d prospect that Canadians and
Canadian press would regard as ludicrous. The Post sa

If the referendum does fail, then, there is a serious
possibility that violence will break out in Montreal
and perhaps other cities, and that Trudeau would
_ again send in troops. In that case, the specter of
civil war would hang over Canada."

In fact, The Washington Post did not say any of
Those words came from a writer named Don Nuechterl
‘Unlike anonymous editorials which reflect the thinkin|
‘the newspaper, his signed article was buried on page 4
the financial section, where people of various political
economic persuasions— sometimes extreme — are invi
to set forth their views. S

‘So it was not The Washington Post that ant1c1pat€

contributor who has. never had any connection with
- newspaper. Profr SOr Sparkes and hrs colleagues should :




