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Market competition and media performance : Examining the

local news of Taiwan’s three major newspapers

Abstract

Using the structure-conduct-performance model as the theoretical
framework, this study examined the relationship between market
competition and the local news performance of the three newspapers in
Taiwan.

This study identified five types of news market in accordance with
the degree of market competition, and purposely selected ten cities and
counties in Taiwan as different news:markets. Using the method of
content analysis, this study analyzed,three-week local news of the five
kinds of markets.

The data analysis shows that the findings:in general are congruent
with the predictions of SCP-model;

Key words : local news ~ SCP model ~ market competition -

media performance
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