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‘A study was conducted to compare the news reporting

of religion specialists and nonspecialists at three major ,
metropolitan newspapers. Representing differant news policies and
" structural constraints, 1,164 religion news ‘items from the "New York
Times," Minneapolis "Star," and the Richmord (Virginia)
"Times~-Dispatch” were content analyzed from June through August 1981.
The results indicated consistent differences between - the work of the
two -groups of journalists. As predicted, the specialists obtained
most of their news information from religious sources, while the
nonspecialists more often relied on secular sources. Although the two
groups of journalists produced similar proportions of multiple-source

stories, the religion
several religious perspectives on an issue or event. The

ecialists used those sources to provide

nonspecialists more often focused on the secular viewpoint, giving
just enough information from a single religious source to give a

religious angle to the article., The religion specialists at all the
newspapers produced stories emphasizing change and cooperation more
often than did the nonspecialists. Religion writers at each of the

newspapers reported primarily on corflict within the religious

community while the nonspecialists provided most of the coverage of

conflict between religion and society. (HTH)
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5 Source ‘Dependence and Story Production:

I

A Comparison of Religion News Covepagé by I .

Specialists and Non-specialists at Three Néwspapera , _ :

-] - *
-
. .

%

The debate over whether® a specialist or a generalist is best’

able to report tHe news is, perhaps, as.di as journalism itsélf, P . .
.. . 3 ) )

* ’

)

- . /
but the trend in recent years seems to be toward greater special-

P

ization. on the payt of newspaper reporters.
Journalism educators and researchers who have sﬁudied par-

ticular subject-orieated béats frequently adyoc;te specializatién .

as a ﬁay to i@prove news gdverase.1 fheir recommendations oféen

influence -journalism eduoalion‘at the college level, MosS; and . ‘, .

Rarick found that in addition to receiving.technicéi training

in journalism, & .1dents often ach;éve subetan%ial depth in one

or more academLc.disciplines. Among undergraduate'Journalism

majors, 90 percent earned at least 15 credit houqs in at least.

one discipliqf other than Joqpnalism and 30 percent earned enough

chQit in another areé‘for a second major.2 Fuqthermore, recent

studies.rndigate that abproximately'one-third of the accredited

journéiisﬁ prog{aﬁs oﬂfef'students § chance to specialize with;n

their Joprnalism program by making available to thém courses in _ ,

urban affairs, legislative, businéss} science, law or eQucation.-

reporting:3

.While the trend toward specialization is unlikp{; to disap-

pear, the effect of specialization om news coverage 1is an open

question. Some researchers contend that specialization, and thes
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beat system which fosters it, can adversely affect news coverageﬂ“

4

Not only may specialty reporters assimilate the values of .Some:

other profession, but they may also become dependent on a limited'
' o

number of. sources within that profession and collaborate with

' ]

those sources in the production of news 5 .

" In a study comparing stories by science writers and aon-spe-

A

cialists,at four newspapers, for example, Cole found that the

science writers produced fewen stories emphasiz{hg conflict within

<

‘the scientific community or between sciencs and eociety'than did

the non-specialists. Howéver, the autho} cautioned that his study

was not designed to measure the quality of the coverage provided

by the two groups of Journalists. It was, he concluded, equally

\

possible that: the science writerd de- emphasized reﬂl confict or
: .
that the non-specidlists sensationalized sgience news.ﬁ

Although a number of studies of specialty reporters indicate’
¢

that the Journalist’s education, experience,’ role-orientation

and peroeption of organization demands can make a significant

differenee in the news coverage between types of specidlty writers,
/ .

none praovide much information about di\fferences between news cpveq:

orking under similar'con-

s -

age by speclalists and non-specialists
AN

-

-l

straints.”7

- Because so few studies include information about the work

of both specialists and non-specialists covering the same type

)
of A

of newsa, it is impossible to determine whethen'thgre are consistent

differences in the coverage provided by the two groups of journa-,



liSts. There?ore, this study was designed to provide additional . L

N

_-iaformation about the effects of §peéiaiizétibn on news coverage. .

”

‘/X

by comparing the work of religion specialists and pon-specialists

for theq méjor metropolitan newspapers. :

In addition ;o providing data.bn she numbér, length, display

and, généréi‘character;stioa of the stories producgd by Epeoialists
and‘nbn:speéialisté, this study tested three hypotheses: | . . .

1. Religion‘séscialisgs will' most often turn %o convéﬁiehtlf.
available sources within theé religious community.fér their stories, :'
while non~epeéialiats Qill mosé oft%n'use sechlar sources they-.
rbutinelx encohnter-in-ﬁqwering other kinds Jf news.;

" 2. Storiwks pbo{gged byothe non-specialists will more often
emphasité the hard news vallues of odgflict, changé and violeneé
than will the stor;es produced, by the religicn specialists.‘. . —

3. Religion specialists will produce more stories about

- purely religious conceriis whife.non—sﬁeoialists will. produce more

stories egphasizing interactions betweeﬁ religion and the secular

?-‘
society.

‘ . Methodology

M
£,

Selection of Newspapers:8 The New York Times, Minneapolis

Star, and Richmond Times-Dispatch were selected for content-analy-

sis because these papers are frequently included on 1lists of the
. , .

best American newspapers and are also frequently cited as gaing

among the best papers for relféggn Journalism. They also represent

papers with different néWws policies and structural constraints,
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are located in different cultural miliéus and address different

audiencésn THerefore,; an analysis of these newspapers could be.
~ s’ . .

. expeoted to prouide a broad hnderstanding of religion news cover-

aeo ‘ ¢ ) ' )
8 . , N .

-

The New York Times does not have agxeligion page, but it

ne only two general dirculation daily newspaper that employs

two ‘full-time religion writer%: Although the Times is published

in tHe most competitive newspaper market it does not really oom-‘

pete with other oity newspapers. As the nation*s pre-eminent

newspaper, it hires exporienoed Journalists who have proved their:‘

worth at other newspapers. These journalists{are not generaliy
expected to produce manj'stories, but they are expeotod.to be
oapabfe of_ handling any néws situation that deveiops'on theéir
beat. Times writers are encouraged to 'use their reporting skill
to find and write relatively long stories that are of mor e than
transitory loca} interest. However, they are not encouraged to
collabcrate with eaeQ\other and freqﬁ%atl; have 1little ability
to determine which of the stories they write will actuially appear
in print. | | » !
In sharp contrast to the Times,ﬂj
study the .Minneapolis Star.was a newspaper struggling-to survive

N

in g&i’face of strong competition from its sister publication,

uring the period of this

the Tribune, and from’ the Pioneer- Dispatch in neighboring St.

Paul Reporters at the Star were generally hired to write news

) and news-features about events and.situations involving or affec-

]

CJ

{
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ting local people., As religioh editor, the Star employed a talen-
ted feature writer and expert_qn Lutheranism, which is the douinant'?‘-

religion in the area. The religion, editor was responsible for |,
a locally oriented religion page and had. some authority to assign

religion stories to other Star reporters, but ne was not routinely

]

consulted about stories about rel gioﬁ that were developed irde- , \i'.

! f 4 %

pendently by other reportem ) vl " . ' )

In philosophy and practice, the Richmond Times-Dispatch fell

somewhere between the Times nd the!Star. Like‘most city news=-

papeﬂs, the Times- Dispateh prtvided thor ough looal ooverage, but

it ‘also billed itself as the "state newspaper of Virginia.o Like'

the Times, the Times-Dispatch hired many specialty'reporters who
v : . ' N

were expected to produce stories of more than transitory local -
] 1 .

interest. However, unlike the Times, the Times-Dispafch encouraged_
cooperation‘among its reporters. The religion writer at the Times-
Dispatch was responsible for a weekly locally- oriented refigion
page, a weekly round-up of national and international news, aqd
in-deoth stories for the general n s pages. Unlike his coué}-
terbarts at the other papers, he was routinely consulted by other
reporters and by the uire service editors whenever/they encounterep
religion news. He also had some- authority toxqssign repdrters
to reiigion news stories. ) Z L ' .

The Content analysis: AIl issues of each newspaper bublished

between June 1 and August 31, 1981, were soannedvfor religion .

news. For this study all items appearing uader the by-ifhe of

x
- . vt
—— ¢ et et et s

m et e s L beie e taam e



. N . \ -

- the peligﬁon'bpecialists at each hewspaper wer. eqnsideredéﬁeli-
gioﬁ'&ews.' Héw%ver;'aﬁy;item menﬁioning-alrt )., a religious
orgg?ia?tioh or a wobd commonly associabed3wit§ religinsn in a

' \‘“hgaaliné, subhead or S}o}y lead.wastconsidevcd religion news unles; o

a careful reading of the item indicated ‘the ctory was essqngéally

N L]

'devoid/or,information'abbui religion. For example, sportsfs&ories
involving participanté from parocghial Qchools and many political .
stopigs involeng;such groups- as the Cﬁﬁistian Democratié'Parﬁy
"in the Federal Repuﬁlin of:Germgby, ;hé Muslim Fungaméhtglist -
Party ;n Iran‘and Jews «in the-Middle East ﬁeré eliminated because
Lhe storfies eontain%d’qo significant info;ma@ion'about religion.

¢

. ‘ \ .
' Following this procedure, 1,164 religion news items were
LY . [ . ,.'c. n
obtained for content analysis. This total included 304 from the

"Qew York Times, 278 from the Minneapolis Star, and 532 from the

‘ Richmond Times-nis-g%:ﬁ.% - | |
* &heﬂcontent analysis sgheme called ‘for reogiding the]display
'location and the length of each item, using eiéht lines of 30 .
characters each as a standard column inch. The coding pr@cedures
also called rA} determining the particula; neﬁs value found inf
~each story using 5 list of categories dﬁQeloped from a study 6f
news-values by Eberhard.9 Open-ended iists of authors, sources
of information and subjects were developed during the coding pro-
cess and later collapsed ihto more general categoniesf
A number of reliability checks were built into the content’

. analysis procedure. 'First, an adult who reads newspapers and

/

L ]

LRIC - - | /
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religion news regularly but has no particular interest in eith r ‘ e
'i

,Shbjeot was asked to soan a constructed?week of each newspage v

- '. . l\
and prepare a list of all religion news items in each«issue by N

&

using the definition of relig}?h news for ‘this study..‘A comparf;'"

i . P . ‘ .
son of \that 1list to the-1list f stories-identified by the author

[

indicated that fewer than one percent of the religion news&items

may have beens overlooked. However this study may have over-« .
. 4 )
estimated the total number of stories by as much as five pércent .

beoause of the difficulty in determining ﬂhen to inelude articles

about religio-political conflict. )

L]

The articles seleoted from each 9ewspaper wene coded at the

same time to maximize eoding consistency yithin eZ&p group, but

the artigles themselves were numbered and then-shuffled 80 they N , !

were not coded in ohronological order. Thia/was ‘done to minimize -

any sysuematio error in follouing ooding procedures. l. : .
When all the ‘articles had been eoded ;. @ random sample ‘of

i o ]
26 items from the three newspapers was seleat®d. Tnese articles

were recoded by the author and also by an egbeide cgder experiemced,-h_

in content analysis and familiar with religion news., )
Those variables which called for the development cf categories

were checked by an audit procedure in which the/outside coder

developed his pwnpcategories.and then compared the nesults to' -

the author's categories.- 1In addition,'the outside coder\examined

v ' 3. -
the entire list of original and collapseéd categories.developed , /.
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by the author for neaéonabléness.’ The-1ists developed individually

s »
by the author and the. outsidé coder were very similar.

When \the categovy lists had been ohecked, reliability figures
were caloulated for/ail variables where Judgment was‘required.
Botb simple agreement and Scott!'s pL.inéioated good { 8) intra-

ooder and inter-coder reliability both within each newspaper and

aefoss the three newspaperb on all variables reported in this

-

study. SO L
Findings N

L]
.
14

Amount, Dis lay and Authorshi of Reli ion News. Of the /
' — ) ,

334 religi?n news items that, were printed in the Times during
the summer, of 1981, approximately two thirds (65.9%) appeared,
in the finLt meotion or tkhe paper. Religion news appeared on
the rront page 18 t mes and or the editorial page 16 times. Cone-
;istent with. the paper's general commitment to in=-depth ooverage,
more than half the stories were longer than 10 column inohesn
foun ran to more than 100 column inches.

,Althougn.it is oonsibtent with the organization’s expectations‘
of its gournaliste, it was rather surprising to find that the

two religion ;riters produced very little religion news. Each

specialist wrote 14 artioles,.nearly.tmgeei?ourths of which were

. \

+betweefi 10 and 30 column inches.

Other staff writers,“norking'ihdependently from the Times
specialists, prodﬁ@e% 190 articles (56.9% of all religion news) .
including four stories longer than 100 column inches. 'Four staff

c

s

19
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t;iters.found at Le;st six religionpneﬁiﬁizeggfon thefr beats.

\—;;////Approximately one-third of the rel{gion news in the Times was ‘ ’

T e

o

picked up from the major iire’ serviees, but no stories during

the summer of 1981 were obtained directly from_other n‘ewspapers.
T w ' ‘ : )

During the‘same time period, the'Star printed’??? articles

about relig on = nearly as many as the much bigger New -York Times'
é

- even though the Times went to press seEEn days a week and the

/

space 1in the general news solumns. Nearly half the religionznews

Star appnared only Monday through Friday. Of those stories, 151

17
(54 5%) appeared on the religion page, but anproximately one -fourth

of them were in the firat seotion news pages. Religion news ap=-
\ L)

. peared on the front page nine times and an the editorial page

N \ ‘
nine times. ‘ \\\ .

The religion editor wrote. 141 articles, most of whioh were

used on the religion page, but nine competed suooessfully for

in the Star was pioked up from wire services or other newspapers;
- W L ‘ %
other staff writers at the Star contributed only 31 articles. ~

Because the religion page featured at least one religion

news round-up column .-ach week and because the Star relegated
. b S —— .

many breaking national and international news stories to_daily

news round-up columns, the Star carried a greater percentage of
. ] ' ]

religjon.news items shorter than 10 column inches (77.6%) gnan A \

&

did the other two hewspapers. . )

" i d

Of the three papens analyzed, the Times-Dispatch set agside:

more€ space fon religion news.and carried the largest;number of
{ i : ’ —

11
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rqligioh.nqws ;tﬁms (532).m_ﬂoﬁever, only about one-third of\tho§e
items.gp;earedvinfthtjspaée set aside for religion news."Relrgion .
news ‘made the front page and the editorial page 23‘ti?es ¢ach

at the'iimes-bispatch.' . o

The Feligion specialist Wrote 67 articles. for the religion
page and 80 for his weekly round- up column, but 17 items competed

sucoessfully for, space in the general news columns. Although

»

three-fourths of the articles by the religion writer were rela-

4

tiw@ly short, he produced more items longer thap 10. column inches
than did any of the other . religion Speeialists,whose WOrk was
stud ed..., Two of the ;our articles. longer than. 100 column inche&

carried by the Timeﬁ Dispatch were written by the religion special-

’

isto ' . . *

3

Although the.Times-Dispatch spécialist was.a spectacularly
prolifiq-religion writer, the 165 articles h; wrote accounted
for slightly less, than one-third of the religion news in the Times-
Dispatch. Other staff wricers contributed 115 articles, while
N the ma jor wire serviées-were u§ed 220 times for religf;n news.

Of the three newspapers, the Tiﬁes-Disgatch relied most heavily

on other newspapers and syndicates (32 items) primarily because

of a decision to use these sources for coverage of Moral Majority,

“ -

Inc., activities throughout Virginia.

Use of Sources: Although the categories for analyzing the
sources used by specialists and non-specialists are not completely

analogous -- because individual hon-specialists pfoduced very

s,

. —_

L 4

oo
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few artivles, the secular sources used by them were collapsed

into broader categories than those used for religious sources

-- the data clearly support hypothesis 1. All of the primary .
. ) 9 :

sources used most frequently by the specialists were religious

sources. (See Table 1) The non-specialists turned to secular

' sources for their *information far more often than they did to

religious sources. (See Table 2) In fact, the only religious
organizations that m;dé th; list ;f primary information sources
consulted most frequentl& by non-specialists were the Roman Cath-
olic Church, réligio-political organizations of the New Christian
Right within the United Sbates; and reiigion-based political par-.
‘ties or.factions in other countries. ’

| Tables 1 aﬁd 2 preseﬁt darn only on the primary\info mation
sources used most freéuently by .e two groups of “ourna{;sts,
but an ;;alysis of all the sources used in their articles revealed
an even greater differehce in the work of the twg‘groups of jour-
nalists. Both groups produced roughly‘the same proportion of
multiple-source stories. 1In their multiple-~-source stories, how=-
ever, the non-specialists almoét always inoldded information
gatnered from both a secu}ar and 'a>religious source. Their stories
rarely contained multiple religious viewpoints. But in their
multiple~source stories, the religion specialists usually provided
information gathered from several difrerent religious organiza-

tions. But they rarely'included information or comment from a

secular source.

¥
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Although rather striking diffeqfnces were found in the use

‘of sourges'bx the reliéion specialists and non-specialists, further

.

examination of the sources they consulted indicated that the work-

ing+vhabits of the two groupsg ofﬁjournalists méy be quite similar.

3
Both groups rely most heavily on those sources most visible and

-/ .
available to them. For the religion specialists, this meant heavy
use nf those institutions they were expected to monitor regularly

. -- lpcal religious organizations and those dational ones most

/// accessSible to a par;icular specialist or whose activities were
-// likely to be important to the newspaberfs primary apdienée.
The non-specialists, on the other hand, did not sgt out to !
‘rbbver religion news8. They found it while routinely monitoring -

familiar news sources. Court reporters, for example, occasionally

[

encountered a trial in which a religious .figure or organization

- i

was eithe:r a plaintiff or defendant. 'Their reports came from

the police pr from court records. FLreign correqundéﬁts some -
times found themselves covering conflict involving religious par-
ties in Ireland, Iran, Central America or the Middle East. They

relied on government or opposition spokespersons.

News Valgesﬁ In spite of the diffgrences in the sources

-

used by the re;igion specialists.and non-specialists ;n covering

religion news, there were few ckear or consistent differences

in the news valueg in the stories produced py the two groups of
mjournalists. Furthermore, the differences in news values between

the two groups were frequently less striking than those noted
. .

L4
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ameng the three newspapers. ‘Ehus, hypothesis 2 was only partly
confirmed. 1In generaL, the specialists produced more stories
with cooperétion or ehange as the primary news value thar did
]
" the non-specialists, while the non-specialists more often reported
stories in which violénce or novelty qas,the primary news value.

U
(See Table 3)

Although non-specialists were mor e likely than the specialists
to produce stories withNconflict as the primary news vaiﬁe, only
"\/at the Star wes there a large difference in the proportion'of_
conflict-oriented stories produced by the two groups of journa-
42 lists. A-further analysis of those stories in which conflict
was the primary news value suggests, however, that the significant
difference in the stories produced by\the two groups did not 1lie
in the proportion of conflict-oriented stories produced by.each | ‘,. R
group. Rather the major difference was the kind of cbnff#ét reoor—.
ted. The specialists concentrated on conflicts occurring;within;

or between religious organizations; the non-specialists ﬁrimarily

reported conflicts between religion and some portion of the Secular

\ —

world. ‘ o |
Storiei: Although most of the religion news‘carried in the
three newspapers duriné the summer of 1981 consisted .f accounts
of 1isolated events or situations, those stories the gatekeebere
at each newspaper singled ocut for sustained coverg;e underscored

the differences in news orientation between religion specialists

and non-specialists already noted in the sections concerning use




v RV

of sources and news values. The datg clearly supporq-hypothesis K

. y s

3. The lists of continuing stories produced by the religion writers
clearly indicate these specialists concentrated on reliéious/news,

albait often on religious news with broad social implications.

/

(See Table 5) The non-specialists provided *continuing coverage

[

of news about interactions between religion and society. (See
Table 6) |
-
Furthermore, the .ists of the top stories covered by special-

ists and non-specialists suggest there was little interaction

between the two groups of Journaliéts. In fact, only at the Times-

Dispatch, where overall authority for religion news was vested

in the religion specialists, was there any similarity in the stories
given continuing coverage by the specialists and by the non-special-

ists. The specialist at the Times-Dispatch gave the most sustained

coverage to an explanation of the conflict between fundamentalists
and modernists in the religious community,‘then treated various
off-shoots of that conflict in stories ébout the national meeting
of the Southern Baptist Conventioh, the électronic church, anq
Moral Majorlty,.Inc. Additional aspect; of that conflict_weré
explored in continuing stories by the non-specialists about the
Moral Majority, thg Re¥. Donald Wiﬁsmop's proposed televisioq
boycott, reaction within the religioug community to the appointment
of Sandra Day O'Connor to the Supreme’ Court, and conflict between

groups approving and opposing abortién.

P '

1o

N .
fer e evamr e —— s



Conclusion .

During the'sumqpr of 1981 beth specialists and non-specialists

at the New YBrK'Times, Minneapolis $tar, and Richmond_Times-Dispétbh .

Q‘provicled a steady étream of news about religion. However, this

~

study found condistent difference$’between.£he wopk-of the two.
groups of journalists, , |

The Specialists obtained most of the infqrmation for their
stori%f from religious sources, while the non-gpecialists more
often relied on secular sources. Although the two groups of jour-
nalists produced éimilar proportions of multiplgésource stories,
the ypligion Specialists used those sources to provide several
religious perspectives on an issue or event. .The non-specialists .
more ofgéy focused on the secu.ar viewpoint, giving Jjust enough *:
information from a single religious source toigive a religious
,angle.to the article.

Using information from thevsources they consulted, the reli-
gion'specialigts at all ?he newspapers produced storigs emphasiz&qg
change and cooperation more often than did the non-specialists,
Because 'of a newspaper format requiring a weekly round-up column

devoted to announcements and simple accounts of events within

the local religious community, the specialists at the Star and

Times-Dispatch also pyoduced far more stpries with no clear news
values than dia the n&n-specialists at these pépers. At the same

time, the non-specialist{s at each of the three newspapers emphasized

17
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violence and novelt& in their stories more often thén did the

o

~Specialists. t N _
Only at the Star/ﬂ&s there a clear difference in the bropor-

tion'of storieS'emphésizing conrlict produced by the two groups

- L . .
of journalists. However, further anaiysis of all conflict-

f

oriented storiés indicated that the religion writers at each of

e “

the newspapebrs reported primarily on conflict within thé religious
community while the non-specialists provided most of the coverage'
of conflict between religion and society.

An examination of the stories the specialists and non-special-

ists at the three newsphpePS\EE2§Zéd out for continuing cpver?ge
Qurth;r underscored the difference in the news coverage foundv

by examining the use 'of sources and the production of confl}ct-
Priented stqrie; by the two groups o( journ;lists. For the mdst
bartt the religion specialists~weportéd news from within the rel-

igious community. The non-specialists covered news of the'&n}er-‘

<
L3

action between religion and the secular society.

Although this study found significant and consistent differ-
ences between the work of épecialists and non-specialists, the
fiddings should nothbe interpreted as meaning that either group
did a better Jjob of covering reliéion news. The data seem to
" indicate that all Jourualistq‘most often gather news only from
a fairly limited number of'sources which are highly viaible and

readily accessible to them. For the most part, the differences

that were found between the work of non-specialists and specialists



«,

» R ®

v . T
. ‘ . " . ] ’
can be attributed to the divisjon of labor. that exists among jour--
. . Y . ¢
nalists working for any newspaper.

~

~

Because of this division of labor, readers get significant
. : :

. news both about religion itself and about the interaction between

'religion and_society. The coverag% is undoubtedly more thorough
. \ ) v 4

than it would be if only specialists. or only‘nonfSpecialists re-

-

pogted about religion. Howéver, the‘@%ories reported by sbecialf

ists and hon~speoialists“are not'really}pomplementavy because s
the two groups of Jjourralists rarely covéR the same events, 1issues,

or situations. The data suggest that only\from qeﬁépapers like. .,

the Times-Dispatch, where news policy encourages cooperatlon be-"

tween the specialist and non-spedialists, are readers likeéy to
have accass to multiple religious and secular perspectives on

relatedlaspects of the same story.

»

Y
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Table 1

20

'Primary.Sourcesd Used Most Frequently by
Religioh Specialists at Three Newspapers

-

. - C o,
s et - g A Sotate T

erlin oo e et g e T

-3
[N
B
(0]
(4]

—
=
[[]
n
. OO
~

ST

17

tar
141)

(n

Times-Diapétch'
R (n=165)‘

AN

So. Bapt. natl.
conv., & hdqts.
(n=5’_17og’)

Aa. Jewish Cong.
natl. "hdats,
tn=2’ 7.1‘)

Salvation Army

\

'Local congregatiors

(n=45, 31.9%)

Local relig. orgs.
(n=12’ 805’)

Catholic regl. hdqts.

‘Local congregal.ous |

(n=57: 3“055)

Local relig?iorgs.
(n=17, 1003.‘)

So. Baptist natl.

natl. conv.

(n=10, 7.1%) - eonv. & hdgts.
(n=2| 701$) ‘

(n=10’ 601’) )

So, Baptist
regl. hdqts.

Luth. Church-Mo. Syn.
natl. conv. & hdqts.

Soclety of Jesus
regl. hdqts.

(n=2, 7.1%) (n=7, 5.0%) (n=7, 4.2%)

Maryknoll Am. Luth. Church _. Luth. World Fed.
regl. hdqts. natl, hda%s. . (n=6, 3.6%)
(032, 7o1$) (n=5’ 3055)

World Council meermeem—a. United Methodist
of Churches . ' ‘ regl. hdqts.
(n=2, 7.1%) (n=5, 3.0%).

Natl. Council =+ = «coceccmme—-- S
of Churches Y

(n=2, 7011) .

w

4The primary' source is the source from which the most important
information:-in an article was obtainéd; if several sources.were
used egually, the primary source is the first one mentioned.
Because of the small number of articles written by Times writers, -
any primary source used at "least twice has been listed; for other
papers the cut-off was arbitrarily set at five.

)
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: 2 . . Table 2 S A
B : ' _ Primehy Sourcesd Used Most Fﬁequently by d ‘
' ' - NoneSpecialists for Three Newspapers o
. \a, ’ - )
— . —‘r-l .' :
Times Star ° +, Iimes-Dispatch . IS
(n=306) / {n=136) . ) « .(n=367) - .
' Catholic regl,b Catholie }egl:b' . Foreign Government ;g
(n=56, 18.5%) - ° (n=29, 21.3%) . "<  (n=51, 13.9%) e ('z-
Court o " Loc. Relig. Orgn. ' - Catholiec regl. ‘- - N
(n-36, 11.8%) . (n=12, 8.8%) . ' (n=49, 13.4%) . L .
* Foreign Govt. Court < ‘ Court - , ' '
~ (n=31, 10.1%) ~ (n=12, 8.8%) | (n=30, 8.2%) -
Vatican =~ Vatican' ‘ * Relig. Pol. Party " :
(n=19, 6.2%) _ (n=11, 8.1%) ‘ (n=22, 6.0%)
Relig. Pol. Party foreigh Govt. Lo Other Media . \\;
'(n=12,_3.9$)~ ) - (n=1%, 8.1%) . (n:Z}, 6.95)1
Other Media o Police Business ' -
(n=12, 3.9%) (n=10, 7.4%) . (n=12, 3.98)_ | -
Police B Other Media ) Federdl Govt.
(n=10, 3.3%) - (n=9, 6.6%) ° . (n=9, 2.9%)
Loc./State Govt.- ‘Hospital . ' Hospital
. (n=10, 3.3’) - \(n=5\, 4.’4’) ) . (n=8, 206’)
Business - Moral Majority Moral Majority
(n=10, 3.3%) | (n=5, 3.7%) (n=8, 2.6%).
Hospital " Business - . Police v
(n=9’ 209’) (n=5, 307”—~,_. . j .(n=7; 203’)
. 4
Federal Govt. Coal. Better TV [coal. Better TV
(n=8, 2.6%) (n=5, 3.7%) (n=5, 1.6%)

2The primary scurce is the source from which mogt information
in 'a story was obtained. 1If several sources- were uséd equally,
the primary source is the first source mentioned. The cut-off
point was arbitrarily set at five._

PAll arshdiocese and diocese regardless. of geographic.loca-
tion are included in this category. .
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S ‘ i . . Table 37, . . .
. News Values in Religion News Articles by  “£
. ) Specialistsaand Non-Speciglists at: Three prspapers .
’ 4 31 . - ;’ ‘ , | . i
' \' ‘ N % .- i . ‘ N A
Times T ~ Star . Times-Dispatch |
: ! Spec: Non=-spec. Spec. " Non-spec. . Spec. Non-spec. T
Hews Value (n=28) ?n $306) (n=141 (n=136) ¢ (n=165) (n=367) S
. Crhangg ) A 32.1’ . 1“0“’ “ 2“01’ o 16 09-"- | 22.“’ 170“’ '
onflict  42.9% . 47.13% 15.6%  36.0% 37.6}_\\39.83
Violence | mmee 13,48 —emm= \ 4,73 1.8% - 11.2% \
‘Novelty 3.68 .25 . .2.8% ° 5.1 1.28  4.1% .
. Cooperation 3.6% 2.3% 8;51_ | 625&,' 5.5% bh.ug
Huma‘p Intet"est 1709’ 1700’ | 1006’ » 150“’ 607’ 1“02’
Coveraged - 2:6% 38;31' l5.1$ - 24.8% 9.0%
‘Total 100.1%a 100.0%  99.93b 99.8%b 100. 0% i\b.ij
- T LI Q) o h
= " »

8This category -includes announcements and simple accounts of events
for >aich no other news value was appropriate. The content analysis
scheme did not include timeliness, proximity or consequence because N
of difficukties making the subjective judgments necessary to place a
story into the appropriate category.

bTotals do not gqual 100 percent because of rounding. -
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) " Table V. , @
” The Top Storiesa Accoirding td - :
--Religion Specialists at Three Newspapersa o . N
- - ’ | Sg o :
Times Star ‘Times-Dispatch
(n=28) (n=141) . (n=165)
So. Bapt. Conv, Luth.’ Church Mo Syn. Fund.- Modewnist ]
(n=5, 17.9%) ° Conv. Debate v @
- . ; (n=8 5 75) (n=7, 4.2%) ‘
. , ’ ”
Natl. Council of Proposed Merger of So.. Bapt. Conv. " b
Churches Member- » Lutheran Churches (n=7, 4.2%) RS
'(n=2, 7‘1’) (n 3’ 2 1’) s
. LY
World Council of \ - - Electronic -Church
Churches . (n=6, 3.5%) :
. African Policies 2 . . T,

(n=2) 701’)

- e e ( -

Moral Majority, Inc.

(n=4, 2.4%)

@For the purpose of this table, a "story"™ is defined as at least two
articles appearing on at least two different days and devoted to .escren-
tially the save event/situation and involving essentially the same indi-
viduals or organizations. All stories developed‘by religion specialist
are included in the 1ist. However, the stories are based only on
articles ertten by the religio specialists., "‘The Southeran Baptist
conv ntion does not appear on e Star list and the Lutheran Church-
Misdouri Synod convention doedéd not appear .on the Times-Dispatch list
bgcause these newspapers covered these stories through articles written
by both their religion specialists and other journalists. Only the reli-
gion writers at the Times reported on these two events, fo-

——
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$ . The fep Religion Stbdriesa According to ' : .

non-Specialists at Three Newspapersa - .
P - ) T, ’

tar . R Times-Dispateh = _

Times ' - : ]

(n=304) - - .(n=136) |, , (n=3611L -
¢ . / -' "
. Pope's Healthb. . Pope's Healthb Pope's Healthb S

' (n,=2\3. 70’5’) ‘n‘=1_5'. 11‘0’) ! (n=23. 6'33)"‘

. \ . < .

Holocaust Memorial *& TV Boycott " Moral Majority

(n--.13. u-z’) . (n=13. 9‘6%), ?' (n=1u,‘3¢e’)

Ireland:Rel. Confl, Poland:Ch. & Pol, - ‘ Iran:Fund. Rev.

'_(n=11, 3.6}) ’ {n=4, 2.9%) .. (n=12, 3.5%)

TV Boycott Ireland:Rel, Confl. v Boycott | L

(nz10, 3.3%) ' (n=4, 2.9%) ¢ « (n=11,' 3;01) et ‘
Cult Deprog. Bill Papal Assas.¢ . ° " Ireland:Rel. Confl.
(n=9,-2.9%) ©. (n=4, 2.9%) (n=7, 1.9%)
Rev., Moon:Legal : Br. Royal Wedding Papal Assass.® K

(n=8, 2.6%) , (n=u, 2.9%) (n=6 1.659
Arg.%anti-semitism Holocaust, Memoripl ' Sandra Day O'Connor
(n=7, 2.3%) (n=3, 2. 2%) /;f (n= 52’ 4%)
Israeli Election Moral Majority Abortion - ‘
(n=6, 2.0%) (n=3, 2.2%) . (n=5, 1.4%)
Iran:Fund< Rev. - M. TeresaPs Viéit "Holocaust Memorial
(nz=5," y- 6%) (n=3, 2.2%) ° ® (n=5, 1.4%)
. \ .
Poland:Ch: & Pol. Hare Krishna Case Poland:Ch. & Pol.
(n=5, 1.6%) - (nz3, 2.2%) ' tn=5, 1.4%)
Papal Assass.®¢ --: o
(n=5, 1.6%)

87 "story" is defined as articles appearing on at least two dif-"
ferent days, but devoted 'to essentially the same event/situation and
involving essentially the same participants. The cut-off point was
arbitrarily set at 10 continuing stories except where ties made it
necessary to include an extra story.

barticles about the Pope's health discuss his physical condition
following an assassination attempt. e

CThese artielea discuss other aspects of thie attempted assassina-
tion.
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