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A Study on Functional Dissimilation and Negative Results of
Mass Media in View of Western Democratic Politics

Guo Xiaoan
(School of Politics & Public Administration , Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, Hubei, China)

Abstract: M ass media in Western democratic politics is considered as an important foundation for
constitutional democracy. Maintaining the relative independence is a prerequisite for democracy
function, so liberalization and privatization is the inevitable logic. However, the privatization of mass
media does not necessarily bring benefits to democracy. Contrarily, the private and market-orientation
policy, although making mass media relatively keep independent of political power, could not escape
the fate of the business logic. The excessive competition in the market has made mass media gradually
deviate its normal track, which is vividly said as “ getting rid of the shackles of iron, while stuck to
silver chains”. So, understanding the complex interaction between the media and democracy is of great
guiding significance to us.
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