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INTRODUCTION
Today’s world is in an international integration process that can be called globalization. Globalization can be defined as a progression which world is unified into a single society and functioning together. In other words, globalization means the growing integration of economies and societies all around the world. This also requires a collective action and also clash with the arguments of classical realism. According to realists, people who are sinful and wicked by nature seek power in order to dominate the others.

While the borders loose their meanings, organizational frameworks have begun to take more significant role. The decisions made by these organizations have a broad indirect effect over the large populations. In this context, we can expect that states are interested much more with the events in other countries, because this growing attention is an expected result of globalization. Thus we can ask the following question: Do all states deal with the developments or events which happen in other states? 

Globalization is the integration all around the world. This means that societies open themselves to all kind of foreign effect or they unite foreign influences with domestic values. However, sometimes societies may resist globalization. In this case, states close themselves to the rest of the world and insist about their domestic values. On the other hand different scholars interpret globalization in different terms. Some of them (generally liberals) support globalization process. They try to emphasize the positive outcomes of this process. The other group of scholars resists globalization. They have a set of suspicious about this integration process. According to this group, globalization is the current form of imperialism. Globalization is another type of exploitation because it is not an integration process. It increases the gap between rich and poor, developed and undeveloped, East and West, or North and South. 

In the first part of the paper, I will mention the term globalization. The changes brought by globalization and its aspects are stated. In the second part, world news in press is examined for ten days. The example days are selected randomly. The aim that made was to have an analysis that is not affected by globally interested events. I will try to understand whether people interest world news in ordinary days or not. I also try to explain the differences between Turkish press and foreign press. 

Two popular newspapers were selected for the paper. Hürriyet represents Turkish press and New York Times (an American newspaper) represents foreign press. Those are selected because both have high newspaper circulation. 

The methodology of the paper is Klaus Krippendorf’s physical units for content analysis. In this methodology, means are examined by its physical features. In this context, the followings would be examined: number of world news in the front page, total number of world news, page(s) of the world news, and number of news with photograph. I will also examine the areas of the world news in the front pages. With looking the information I will try to make a picture of the difference between world news in the Turkish press and in the foreign press. I will also try to explain the reasons behind the difference.   

I. GLOBALIZATION
There is not any common definition of globalization. So there are lots of characterizations about what globalization is and what its features are. Some scholars like Hirst and Thompson claim that we cannot talk about the existence of globalization. According to them, the fact called globalization has already existed in the early times, moreover in these times illustrated to us a much integrated world. From Giddens to Friedman, many scholars oppose the idea which named as universal integration. On the other hand; lots of scholars insist that there is a political, economic and cultural globalization. (www.uli.sakarya.edu.tr) 

In spite of the all objections, no one can ignore the changes all around the world. Things have altered and relations do not same any more. Maybe there will be never a “global village”, but the natures of Westphalian model of state have begun to transform. Thus I want to begin with explaining what Westphalian model of state is.

Westphalian Model of State

David Held (1999:86) says in his article “The Transformation of Political Community” the focus of power result a series of developments that shaped the history of political communities effectively and he listed them under six points as follow: 

(1) the growing coincidence of territorial boundaries with a uniform system of rule; (2) the creation of new mechanisms of law-making and enforcement; (3) then centralization of administrative power; (4) the alteration and extension of fiscal management; (5) the formalization of relations among states through the development of diplomacy and diplomatic institutions; and (6) the introduction of standing armies. 

One of the sources of modern political community was absolutism. Absolutism reduced the “social, economic, and cultural variation within states and expand the variation among them” in the process of state-making. It consolidated set in motion a clear and growing sense of identity called national identity. The end of the seventeenth century was the time that part of the process of overall interstate integration. States recognized and respected their own borders and authority within those borders. After these developments a new conception of international law occurred that has been referred to as the “Westphalian Model”. Now there has been “society of states” which resolves their differences privately and by using force if necessary. They had diplomatic relations with each other but otherwise minimal cooperation because their own national interests have been placed above all others. David Held (1999:86-87) summarized the model of Westphalia by a few points.

First, the world consists of sovereign states which recognize no superior authority. Second, individual states dominate the process of law making, the settlement of disputes and law enforcement largely. Third, international law is oriented to the establishment of minimal rules of coexistence. Fourth, responsibility for cross-border wrongful acts is a private matter concerning only those affected. Fifth, it is accepted that all states are equal. Legal rules do not take account of asymmetries of power. Sixth, differences among states are often settled by force. Seventh, the minimization of impediments to state freedom is the collective priority.
However, within the process of globalization the role of state and the components of it have altered. That means states are not sovereign as before. There are a number of bounds tied states to each other. For instance, although states have an effective role to play in economic governance at the level of both national and international process, they cannot behave independently, because countries’ decisions are affected by the relations with other countries. Another example may be about the term sovereignty. Within time the extent and the content of sovereignty has also varied. Modern states became dependent on international agreements which illustrate mutual recognition of their internal powers and rights. 

In sum, because of globalization states become less autonomous. In other worlds, they are not independence from each other as we used to know. They are now relatively independence from each other. They have less exclusive control over the economic and social processes within their territories, and they are less able to maintain national distinctiveness and cultural homogeneity. They can no longer independently affect the levels of economic, political or cultural activities. New communication and information technologies, on the other hand, have loosened the state’s exclusiveness of control of its territory too. The capacity of state for cultural control and homogenization has reduced. 

Aspects of Globalization

According to Jens Bartelson (2000:180-190), while there is no agreement about what globalization is, it is accepted that globalization is itself a social fact. He distinguishes three senses of globalization: transference, transformation, and transcendence. First sense of globalization is “transference” or “exchange” of things between political, economic or cultural units. Globalization indicates a process of change that originates at the level of the unit. This results an interaction between units. Globalization as transference implies exchange across existing unit boundaries, and between units and system. In the second sense, globalization is process of “transformation” that occurs at the systems level. It affects this system as much as it influences the identity of the units. Globalization takes place as a result of the interaction between systemic variables across different dimensions. Thus, globalization is a multidimensional process. Third sense of globalization, globalization as transcendence, means a process that dissolve the separation between inside and outside. This process opens the world up to total interaction.  

Globalization is a multidimensional fact, as I mentioned above. It changes economic, social and political structures of states. Thus, now I will notice these dimensions.  

Economic dimension of globalization: 

Economic globalization can be defined as the process of economic integration among states. This process does not complete yet. Thus, some economies are strong than others. Some scholars and economists claim that open economies make countries stronger. Open market economies or liberal economic rules increase incomes and the level of wealth within the country. Bu others insist that globalization makes riches richer and poor poorer. Strong economies aim to dominate weaker ones and this is another kind of exploitation. 

Growing the integration among states’ economies, governments have needed global economic rules. Thus international economic institutions were formed such as International Monetary Found (IMF), World Bank, or World Trade Organization (WTO). In theory those must be for the interests of all member states, but many of scholars think those institutions are means of powerful economies to dictate developing countries what they should behave. Political power of the institutions is also under the domination of strong states. At the end developing countries has became dependent on developed countries economically. (Özdemir, 2002:237-238)

Countries are engaged in international trade and trade has become a significant proportion of their national income. Formation and development of global market has been facilitated by the existence of worldwide transport and communications infrastructure. Institutionalization and internalization also help the promotion of global trade liberalization. (Held and McGrew, 1998:227-228) International economic arena has been filled by transnational corporations. The increasing relative weight of transactions and organizational connections is the basis of globalization.

Political dimension of globalization: 

Political globalization involves a complex deterritorialization and re-territorialization of political authority. The idea of global politics challenges the traditional distinctions between the domestic/international, inside/outside, territorial/non-territorial politics. It also underlines the richness and complexity of the relations. There exist many intergovernmental organizations (IGOs), international agencies, multinational corporations, transnational pressure groups, social movements and so on which are able to affect the policies of states. (Held and McGrew, 1998:232)

States, like economically, are dependent to each other through agreements which form political bounds among them. Bilateral or multilateral agreements or being a member of an international political organization such as United Nations make states conform international rules, because those bring a number of responsibilities.(Held and McGrew, 1998:233-235)

Cultural dimension of globalization: 

We can define cultural globalization as the spread of culture globally and shifting the human experience into same everywhere. It is facilitated by movement of people, object, signs, and symbols. Developments of new communication technologies and mass communication means have also helped cultural globalization. On the other hand, globalization is sometimes challenged in societies. Some societies may perceive globalization as Westernization or Americanization. It does not integrate the cultures to each other. This is a process that dictate a given culture and that is western type. Thus, globalization causes ethnical, religious, and cultural divisions within the countries which have different identities from West (Mora, 2008:9).  

A number of scholars understand globalization as capitalism. Thus they explain the process of globalization with the roots of capitalism and historical development of capitalism. In other words, globalization can be evaluated as look of pure capitalism. Because of this reason, the turning points of capitalism should be carefully determined in order to understand what globalization is. 

Pierre Bourdieu perceives globalization as a negative process. According to him, globalization is a process that establishes an order served economic interests of the West. Globalization is an attack to welfare state. In sum, globalization, in the words of Bourdieu, is the restoration of wild capitalism (Kızılçelik, 2001:50).

Stuart Hall argues out the term globalization in the context of culture and imperialism. Hall does not see globalization as peaceful, humanitarian, and a process at the end of the history. Although there are some new forms, the same struggle lies in front of us. Anthony Giddens has more positive perception about globalization. He points out that globalization is process of concentration of social relation all around the world. He claims that globalization is real, unlike Hirst and Thompson, and we can feel the existence of it in everywhere. Globalization is not only about such event happened there. It is also about here and event happened here. Globalization is able to effect personal and private sides of individuals. It also changes the institutions of society that we live in (Kızılçelik, 2001:51-52).

Roland Robertson notes that globalization refers to diminishing of the world and to strengthening global consciousness as a whole. Globalization provides an opportunity to crystallize the world as a unique space. Globalization has gradually more influence over the relations of societies and human communities all around the world (Kızılçelik, 2001:53).

Zygmunt Bauman (2006:8) believes that globalization divides how combines. It divides while combining. The reason of the division is the same with the reasons of encouraging monotype of the earth.

Media and Globalization

Increasing technological developments and ease access of communication, world has get smaller as cultural. Social, cultural, commercial, economic, and political changes expand through media and the influence is felt all around the world (Mora, 2008:9). Giddens (2000:19) told his friend’s memory in his book Runaway World. The friend went to a village in Middle Africa for a field work. The research was about life in villages. He was invited to a home entertainment at night. He thought that this area was isolated from world and the natives had some traditions for amusement, but the reason of the night was to watch Basic Instinct. In addition, the film was not released in London yet.

Through the developments in technology and communication, we are able to reach information instantaneously (Giddens: 2000, Kumar: 2004, Girgin: 2002, Uluç: 2002). The new information area is global. We do not need to go somewhere in order to reach information, because the new conditions give us a chance to reach information at business or even at home. Globalization narrows the difference between “here” and “there”. Information is a necessity to survive, but immediate electronic communication is something more than the transfer of the information and messages. The existence of the immediate electronic communication has caused a complete change in our lives and daily habits.

Expansion of the capitalism has brought the question of control and check. Multinational companies need communication between their units, otherwise, they fail. They are able to behave in the world market easily through communication. International communication is implemented in four ways: through diplomacy between states, thorough international organizations such as United Nations, through communication means between special institutions and organizations, and through mass communication means (Girgin, 2002:47). 

Mass communication means constitute the technical infrastructure of globalization. Communication has a vital role in the reformation of international economy and the continuation of the economic domination. In addition, we can say that whole world is connected each other by the electronic media technology and by global audience. Mass communication means have also a number of technical features which contribute the development of globalization. First, communication network unite all information in a common data base. Second, the cost of communication has decreased. Efficiency of the information flow has also improved. Third, because of the developments in communication technology, the cost effect of the geographical distance has fall down. Fourth, the flexibility of the communication process has increased (Uluç, 2002:205, Girgin, 2002:39)

In the view of a philosopher, everything called news is a gossip. People who write and read the news are mothers that come to a tee party. However, there are a lot of people who follow the gossip (Thoreau, 2001:85). News helps people to constitute relations with other people and their environment. They are very significant to perceive and to understand the world. Thus, the formation, distribution and perception of the news are vital in order to form our opinions about others. Prejudices, adjudications, decisions about future, negative and positive symbols, opinions, and behaviors are constituted by news. On the other hand, news may play an efficient role in the settlement of the disagreements came from past, overcoming of the negative images, and improvement of the relations among states, because news are one the most important productions of societies (Girgin, 2002:41-42).

II. WORLD NEWS 

World news can be seen as writing the history of the modern world. Public opinion, in this way, has a chance to posses a perspective to evaluate international relations. However, world news is considered differently in developed and developing countries. The coverage of the world news, the presentation and the footprint are very different in those two kinds of states. a newspaper usually use the following foreign news resources: national news agents, foreign news agents, foreign publishing such as newspapers or magazines, publishing in a different language published in the state, foreign radios or TV channels, reporters worked in foreign countries, news bulletins (Girgin, 2002:83-84)

Within the context of mass communication, there are lots of researches about the term news. News value gives us an answer in order to understand what the news is. News value also helps to explain the production process of news through the professional ethical rules. There is not a clear-cut definition of news value, but we can say that there are a number of factors in the choice which news is more important than others. These factors are: closeness in terms of time and place, conspicuousness, emotional content, eccentricity, disagreement or conflict, uncertain conclusion, and being important for its consequences (Bilgin, 2006:206).

According to Van Dijk, news needs a set of qualities in order to take a place in the mass communication means. First, it must be in the near past and about new things. Public should show an interest in news. The news must also include complication such as problem, conflict, or scandal. In addition, closeness in place or ideology of audiences is the other important component for news value. Johan Galtung and Mari H. Ruge examine the factors which effect news choice under three different categories. First category is related to the type of the news. The subject must be something about new, unpredictable, and interesting. Second is related to the communication organization. The news must be clear, easily acquirable, and compatible with the ideology of the organization. The last category is about socio-cultural effects on the process of the production of news. News about famous or complications is more interesting for people than other news (Bilgin, 2006:207).

Following tables show the numbers of world news in the front page, total number of world news, pages of the other world news, and the number of news with photograph of two newspapers (Hürriyet and New York Times) for ten days.       
23 DECEMBER 2009, WEDNESDAY 
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	1

	Total number of world news
 
	8
	23

	Page(s) of the other world news
	21
	6-8,10-14

	Number of news with photograph  
	8
	5


24 DECEMBER 2009, THURSDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	1

	Total number of world news
 
	7
	17

	Page(s) of the other world news
	24
	6,8,10,11



	Number of news with photograph  
	7
	2


25 DECEMBER 2009, FRIDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	

	Total number of world news 

	9
	21

	Page(s) of the other world news
	30
	4-6,10-13

	Number of news with photograph  
	8
	5


26 DECEMBER 2009, SATURDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	1

	Total number of world news 

	7
	18



	Page(s) of the other world news
	28
	4,8-10,13



	Number of news with photograph  
	7
	3


29 DECEMBER 2009, THUESDAY 
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	1
	

	Total number of world news 

	5
	16

	Page(s) of the other world news
	19
	4,6,8,11,12



	Number of news with photograph  
	5
	4


31 DECEMBER 2009, THURSDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	

	Total number of world news 

	6
	15

	Page(s) of the other world news
	23
	6,8,10,12



	Number of news with photograph  
	5
	4


1 JANUARY 2010, FRİDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	

	Total number of world news
 
	1
	21

	Page(s) of the other world news
	24
	6,8,10,12,14,16



	Number of news with photograph  
	1
	3


2 JANUARY 8 2010, SATURDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	

	Total number of world news 

	7
	18

	Page(s) of the other world news
	17
	4-6,9-10



	Number of news with photograph  
	7
	2


3 JANUARY 2010, SUNDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	1
	3

	Total number of world news 

	3
	10

	Page(s) of the other world news
	15
	4,6,8,10,12



	Number of news with photograph  
	3
	3


4JANUARY 2010, MONDAY
	
	HÜRRİYET
	NY TIMES

	Number of world news in the front page
	
	

	Total number of world news 

	8
	9

	Page(s) of the other world news
	20
	4,6,8-9

	Number of news with photograph  
	7
	3


Hürriyet: It is 30 pages Turkish newspaper. It has nearly 90 news in total and about 5 world news per day. The rate of world news to daily total news is 5.5%.

New York Times: It is 34 pages American newspaper. It has nearly 130 news in total and 15 world news per day. The rate of world news to daily total news is 11%. 

New York Times had six world news in the front page for this selected time interval. On the other hand, Hürriyet had only two world news in the front page. The front pages of the newspapers form the agenda. It is not about what the people interest. It is about what people will interest. In sum, the front page is able to shape the agenda of the country. You can also use front pages to call off the attention of the public. Ben H. Bagdikian (2004:75) gives an example in his book The New Media Monopoly. This is a good example to clarify this situation. The idea was mainly about diverting public attention from the President’s domestic problems by stating a war:

“…in September 2002, the Bush White House had mounting problems. The headlines meant troubles or the Republicans…Front pages of major papers and TV network news almost daily reported rising unemployment and more less layoffs, the national economy was in trouble, the stock market was in sinking, and new scandals of corporate fraud and theft were reported day after day…President Bush, speaking in front of the Statue of Liberty, announced that he would go to war against Iraq and its dictator Saddam Hussein. Hussein, the President said, possessed ‘weapons of mass destruction’…The President said the danger was such an imminent threat to the United States…From that moment on, the domestic issues of the United States disappeared off front pages and network prime news.”

The two world news of Hürriyet in the front page covered very narrow area. Both have photographs. They, however, were nearly 30-35 word length. The news on 29th December covered just 1/16 of the page. The news on 3rd January covered less than 1/16 of the front page. The two news in Hürriyet were under part of the page. New York Times used world news on 23rd, 24th, 26th December and 3rd January. The news on 23rd December covered 1/16 of the page. The news on 24th December covered 1/5 of the page and it took headlines with a photograph. The news on 26th December and 3rd January covered ¼ of the pages. One of them (used on 26th December) was in the middle of the page. The other was upside of the page. Hürriyet generally uses the other world news backpart pages and it uses only one page for world news. On the other side, New York Times uses world news in its middle pages there departs more than one page for the world news.
Globalization is about the expansion. Expansion increases the necessity of knowledge. This problem can be solved with good communication. Technological developments give us immediate communication through internet and videos. Other countries are as much far away any more. There is a rapid information flow from other countries. Thus, we can get easily what is going on within those countries. 

For different groups the term globalization has different ‘resonance’. For the business class, globalization may mean that their business and leisure activities know no borders. For persons worked in offices or factories around the world, globalization might just mean that they constantly exchange e-mails with colleagues located on different continents. For teenagers in the economically privileged parts of the world, it might be MTV. However, for the majority of the planet’s inhabitants, “particularly in sub Saharan Africa and some parts of South America and Asia, globalization may mean economic conditions associated with worsening life circumstances rather than changes associated with having access to the kind of technologies” (Block, 2004:15). 

With the flows and networks of closer social relations and connections, the fear of ‘homogenization’ has been faced. A number of scholars adopting the standpoint that globalization would mean one world culture. It is generally believed that homogenizing forces will eventually leave everyone in the world leaving, thinking, and acting in very similar ways. For example, George Ritzer emphasizes the eventual homogenization of the means of consumption around the world. He calls this McDonaldization. It means the principles of the fast-food restaurants which seem to dominate more sectors of American society as well as the rest of the world. Ritzer tries to make a link between economic globalization to cultural globalization. Another assumption points out that we are heading towards a single global culture. This process is defined as “an entertainment shopping experience that brings together malls, multiplex movie theaters, theme parks, spectator sports arenas, fast food chains (with their endless movie tie-ins) and television (with its bourgeoning shopping networks) into a single vast enterprise…” (Block, 2004:15). 

Those scholars see globalization as hegemonically Western, and above all an extension of American imperialism. Fundamental Western ideology and culture are becoming the norm around the world as “there is convergence in all aspects of people’s lives, from how they dress to how they eat, from their entertainment preferences to their work habits and from architecture to their attitudes towards personal freedom, gender, race, religion and science”. However, a number of scholars reject the idea that globalization leads to homogenization. They put ‘hybridization’ against homogenization. It means natural mingling and mixing which goes on when the global meets the local (Block, 2004:16). 

World news in Turkish Press
The internalization of the communication is a means of a specific kind of modern culture and life style. International communication was seen as a useful tool in order to reach modernization and democracy. However, during time, this optimistic view has left its place to a negative one. The latter emphasizes that international communication cause e new kind of exploitation rather than becoming free or growth. The perceived influences of the international communication flows include both increasing economic-political independence and disappear of autonomy, control of cultural issues. It must be realized that free international communication in modern world would be not equal from rich to poor, from North to South. Underdeveloped and developing countries are encouraged to import technology, structures and professional practice of the developed world (McQuail and Windahl, 2005:265-266).

Through the development of communication technology and the enlargement of both national and international market, the establishment of institutional regulations and the distribution of communication technology have become the most important element of communication systems. It is unquestionable that communication technology and especially the control of the distribution of the information is dominated by industrialized Western countries (Adıgüzel, 2001:50). 

Developing countries could not benefit enough from the growth and improvement of the communication technologies. They could use those technologies very limited in both local and international area. However, communication revolution speeds up the information flow. Unfortunately, developing countries are dependent to developed ones for information (Adıgüzel, 2001:51).

Turkish press is dependent on foreign news agencies for world news. On the other hand, the range of the reporters in foreign countries is very low. World news in Turkish press is generally about developed countries which use high developed technology and have large international news agencies. U.S. is the most popular subject in world news and other developed countries follow it (Girgin, 2002:90-92). There is a little attention for what is going on in developing countries and neighbor states. 

States may oppose foreign cultural influences which are a natural consequence of cultural globalization. Those societies resist the effects of globalization. This situation can be defined as localization. In the process of localization, societies close themselves for everything came from outside and link themselves to their local/native values (Durugönül, 2002). Thus, the society does not pat attention the rest of the world. In addition, the structure of society was constituted over the local problems. It is believed that growing global media has the power to establish a global culture or to form a cultural homogenization. Whereas, a culture is composed of common memories and continuity from one generation to other. 

Turkey is a country that is in the process of globalization, because it is open to the world. However, the world perception of Turkey is limited in many cases. Turkey is generally open to West/North and trend to ignore the East/South. Thus, we can see a lot of news about Western countries, especially U.S. The candidacy process has also increased the number of news about European Union. On the other hand, there is not a lot of news about developing countries such as states in Africa.  

The function of media and global network

The situation and influence of the media is one of the subject which is argued all along. It is a polemical topic because there is a dilemma whether the media press governments for the public interests or shape the public in accordance with governments’ interests. The resources show us that many of the journalists mixed up in this dilemma. There are some conditions to increase this dilemma. In due course, journalist families who were media ownerships gave up their job. The lank was filled by businessmen. Although the monopoly of the media has disappeared, we could not talk about polyphony in the media. Media owners, who are businessmen at the same time, are not completely independence from governments. Journalists are also affected by this situation. They have had to write very different things what they think. 

Doğan Tılıç (1998) uses the term ‘moral panic’ to explain the role of the media in societies. Moral panic is another way to use media as a tool. Moral panic means a situation, an event, an individual or a group is defined as a threat. This kind of definition is made by using media. Thus many of people can be reached and the effect would be increased.

Tılıç’s “Media system functioning model” helps us in order to explain the structure and the process of communication in different political and economic systems/regimes. In this system, there are five layers. And these layers have a hierarchical relationship. The classification from top into bottom is like following: media atmosphere, media ownership, media institutions, journalists, audiences. Although media atmosphere say at the top, it is shaped by the relation between media owners and governments. It can also change very quickly. And the reason pf the rapid change might be this kind of relationship between media owners and governments because the relation usually takes a new form with a new government. Neither governments nor media can ignore each other. This kind of relationship has become a dependency status. Media is an important propaganda tool, thus governments cannot ignore it. On the other hand, media also cannot ignore governments too, because they have some effective apparatus. In the model, journalists stay a little outside. The audiences have very very little effect.

Coercion and fear are critical sources for imposing the will of the dominants (In the model, dominants are media owners and governments). Castels and Arsenault (2008) point out that torturing bodies is less effective than shaping minds. This requires power. Power is the structural capacity of a social actor to impose its will over other social actors. There are also power and counter-power projects. They operate in a technological framework. The relationship between power and communication has transformed and Castels examined this. State is the main site of the power. However, it challenged by globalization, market pressure or decreasing influence over citizens (a crisis of political legitimacy). Politics is based on socialized communication. Possessing an influence over minds is important. So mass media is the most useful mean especially TV. The communication system of the industrial society was centered on the mass media. Messages distributed from one to many. Internet has made some changes. There is a horizontal communication and multimodal exchange. Messages distribute from many to many. (Of course we cannot ignore the countries which have some problems reaching internet.) 

Counter-power, on the other hand, uses this against power of globalized media industry through opponent web pages and blogs. Radio and TV are also benefited. Today, media are organized around a global network of multi media corporations that extent from a core of diversified multi national media organizations. All of these corporations remain rooted in the west. On the other side, the diffusion of the internet and of wireless communication has also decentralized the communication network. There are also increasing awareness and concern about policies. Technological developments change ownership expansion. The number of dominant firms has decreased. This also increases capacity of major firms to network both with each other and regional actors. However, all of the leading firms are vertically integrated. For instance, Timer Warner controls Warner Brothers. Media organizations are moving into the internet. Internet companies, on the other hand, create partnerships with media organizations. In an assumption, these developments can maximize firms’ advertising revenue because they can expand the number of costumers through media. For instance, TV-shopping is very popular recently (Arsenault and Castels, 2008:248-252).

CONCLUSION
Anthony Giddens explains globalization as increased mutual dependency between different societies, regions, and countries all around the world. In other words, globalization is the universal social concentration (Durugönül, 2002:758). 
Turkey, in fact, is not interested with other states, except developed countries. Strong states can take place in the Turkish press easily, because they are strong. Turkey may benefit from them. But the key word here is “strong”. Turkish press pays more attention to Western countries, because Turkey is much more dependent to West than others. 

So; why Western press is interested with developing and weak countries? They are not dependent to them. The key word here is now “interest”. Many scholars believe that globalization is the new type of exploitation. Thus, strong states are interested with other because of their own interest. Maybe, Turkey would pay more attention to world news, if it would be one of the Western/Northern states.         
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