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in news broadcasts with those presented in prime-time dramatic programs to determine whether 
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STATEMENT OF PRQPOS~D RESEARCH 

We propose a basic social scientific study of the consequences 
of televising trials upon the public understanding of courtroom 
procedure and the legal system. This study Is not limited to the 
Immediate and short-run effects of cameras upon participants In the 
courtroom. That problem has been studied but not resolved and we 
believe cannot be resolved In such a limited context. Our research 
encompasses that question within a new and more far-reaching 
context by Investigating the consequences of television coverage 
for the long-range cultivation of Ideas about courts and the 
administration of Justice and hence for the attitudes and behaviors 
of future participants In al I courtrooms. 

The Immediate context and urgency of the Issue was noted when, 
on January 16, 1981, the Supreme Court of the United states ruled 
that the Constitution does not prohibit states from al lowing 
television cameras to record and broadcast courtroom proceedings 
(Chandler v. Florida). The majority1s opinion noted that no 
empirical data of sufficient validity have been offered to suggest 
that the televising of trials ~ ~ affects the judicial process. 

The Supreme Court pointed out that the appellants mustered 
nothing except generalized al legations of prejudice deriving from 
the mere presence of cameras. But In terms of the larger question 
of the effects of the broadcast media on the judicial process, and 
the absence of persuasive empirical evidence, the Court repeatedly 
stressed that "further research may change the picture," that a 
Constitutional ban on media coverage of trials could not be 
justified "without more proof than has been marshal led to date," 
and that the ful I assessment of television's Impact on courts must 
"await the continuing experimentation" (1). 

We propose to address the need for evidence noted by the Court 
and to contribute to the understanding of the nature and Impact of 
televising courtroom proceedings. The main purpose of the proposed 
research Is to subject to social scientific testing the theories 
advanced and at least Implicitly accepted or assumed by the states 
that admit cameras but held unproven by the U.S. Supreme Court, 
and never before systematically Investigated. 

Proponents claim that television coverage from within the 
courtroom Is qualitatively different from other forms of publicity 
In that by conveying real courtroom procedure to mil lions of homes 
It has the capacity to enhance public understanding and reduce 
public misconceptions about the administration of Justice while not 
necessarily interfering with what goes on within the courtroom. 



Others concede that cameras In the courTroom do not necessarily 
Interfere with the proceedings at the time, but question whether 
they improve public understanding and long-range fairness or 
justice. Depending on the selection and editing of trials and 
scenes to be televised, cameras may even confirm or heighten 
misconceptions now cultivated, at least In part, by courtroom drama 
on televIsIon. 

Thus we propose to conduct research testing theories about the 
public Impact and long-range consequences of orIgInating television 
broadcasts from InsIde courtrooms. The goal of the research would 
be reached In three steps: 

(1) AnalysIs of the actual content of courtroom coverage; 

(2) InvestIgation of the policIes and decIsIon-makIng 
processes that determIne selection, treatment, and editing of 
broadcast coverage; and 

(3) Research on the consequences of televIsIon coverage for 
the understandIng of courtroom procedure and the legal 
system. 

Background 

Trials holdIng a specIal Interest for the publIc have 
historically receIved extensIve coverage by the news medIa. RadIo, 
newspapers, and most recently, televIsIon, have covered the trials 
of polItIcal disSidents, public officIals, and crImInals charged 
wIth heInous offenses. But this coverage has usually been lImited 
by the absence of cameras or other broadcasting equIpment insIde 
the courtroom Itself. 

In the wake of photographIc coverage of the controversIal 
Hauptmann trial In the 1930's, the AmerIcan Bar Association In 1937 
adopted a Canon (No. 35) prohIbiting al I photographIc and broadcast 
coverage of courtroom proceedIngs. The canon stated that the 
taking of photographs was "calculated to detract from the essential 
dIgnIty of the proceedIngs ••• and create mIsconceptions In the 
mind of the publIc" (2). In 1952, the AmerIcan Bar Association 
amended the Canon to prohIbit televIsIon coverage as wei I (3). 
Though the ABA Canon has no force of law, It heavily influenced the 
state and federal Judicial systems In their development and 
modIficatIons of procedural rules. 
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By the 1970's, however, cameras slowly began to appear in the 
courtrooms of many states. Pressures from the television media for 
direct coverage Intensified, as access was gained to the 
proceedings of other governmental Institutions, including 
legislative bodies. The Conference of Chief Justices In 1978 voted 
overwhelmingly to encourage state supreme courts to develop 
guidelines permitting camera coverage of courtroom proceedings. 
And In the same year, the American Bar AssociatIon debated, bUT 
ultimaTely rejected, an amendment to Canon 35 to permiT 
photographic and electronic coverage under some circumstances. 

In the past three years, television coverage of courtroom 
proceedings has greatly expanded. Currently, abouT 35 states 
permit coverage of tried and/or appel late proceedings, under 
varying condItions and rules (4). Three commiTtees of the American 
Bar Association are presently considering changes In Canon 35 or 
other codes of JudIcial conduct, so as to reflecT the widespread 
presence of cameras in America's courtrooms in 1982 (5). 

The Issues 

A broad range of concerns have been raised In discussions of 
the impact of television technology on courtroom procedures and 
judicial processes. The central issues represent a contInuum from 
a "micro" focus on the internal workings and decorum of the 
courtroom to a "macro" focus on broad social and cultural 
consequences. Distinctions among levels in this hierarchy are at 
best heuristic; the larger social and cultural clImate may 
Influence what transpires in courtrooms, and vIce-versa. Thus, 
while the two foci are related, most of the research and debate has 
been directed -- inappropriately, we believe -- at the effects of 
television cameras within the courtroom. This has led to research 
which emphasizes individual cases, the self-reports of courtroom 
participanTs, and artificial experiments -- al I of which produce 
litTle in the way of firm or general izable findings (6). 

At the mIcro level, one early argument against permiTtIng 
broadcast coverage of trials was that television equipment is 
bulky, distracting, and cumbersome (7). But today, the advances in 
broadcast technology are such that the required equipment is lighT, 
compact, and nonobtrusive. 

A related concern of critics is that the mere presence of 
television cameras is psychologically distractIng to wITnesses, 
jurors, attorneys, or even the presiding trial judge (8). Evidence 
derived from artificial experimental situatIons suggests that an 
obtrusively present camera may cause people to speak longer than they 
do when the camera is hidden or when there Is no camera at al I (9). 
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In any case, the Court in Chandler reviewed the relevant 
legal and empirical arguments and concluded that, whatever the 
potential dangers in this regard, no sufficiently compel ling data 
exist to support these contentions (10). 

Another concern is whether the presence of cameras impinges 
upon courtroom participants in undesirable ways. Judges and chief 
prosecutors are often elected (and may aspire to other offices), 
and defense attorneys may uti lize the exposure to enhance their 
private practice. In short, television may offer these courtoom 
participants a powerful medium for exposure and possible pol itlcal 
or personal gain. These considerations do not always coincide with 
the demands of Justice or fairness. Such concerns have yet to be 
raised seriously in the legal literature, but have been voiced in 
testimony before the American Bar Association's recent hearings on 
cameras in the courtroom (11). 

At the next level of concern is the possibility that extensive 
publicity may damage a defendant's ability to attain a fair trial 
(12). Of course, this is potentially true of ~ form of 
publicity, whether printed or broadcast, and whether emanating from 
within the courtroom or without (see, e.g., Sheppard v. Maxwel I). 
The critical issue is not the amount of courtoom coverage, but 
whether coverage from within the courtroom might be qual itatlvely 
different from coverage without cameras present. Empirical 
information on these issues is totally lacking and wil I be 
collected in the proposed study. 

Finally, we reach the broadest level of concern. Trial 
broadcasts may be selected and edited in such a way as to be more 
congruent with familiar dramatiC representations of trials rather 
than actual trials in real courtrooms. Instead of clarifying myths 
and Imprecise or false images about courts (13), such broadcasts 
could confirm and even Increase those misconceptions, spread them 
more widely, and entrench them more deeply. 

What is needed is a rigorous, systematic investlagtion of the 
processes underlying the broadcasting of trial proceedings, the 
content of those broadcasts, and how the lessons contained in them 
counteract or reinforce the lessons cultivated by exposure to 
fictional trials. The assumptions, Images and expectations that 
may be cultivated by fictional courtroom dramas -- such as 
preconceived notions of innocence and gUi It, the generation of 
boredom and restlessness when real trials are not fast-paced and 
dramatic, the nature of evidence, and the tendency for witnesses to 
expect to be tricked or ridiculed (14) -- need to be examined in 
I ight of the production, content, and consequences of exposure to 
actual trials on television. 
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Learning f[Qm Television 

Television is our nation's most common and constant learning 
environment, as wei I as the mainstream of the culture. In the 
typical American home, the set is on for more than six hours each 
day, engaging Its audience In a ritual most people perform wIth 
little selectivIty or deviation. 

Presidents, policemen, jUdges, spies, and celebrities are 
familiar parts of a selective, synthetic, symbolic environment of 
entertainment and news in which we grow up and learn most of what 
we know In common. The classifications of the print era -- the 
relatively sharp differentiations between news and drama, for 
example -- do not apply to television. Heavy viewers watch more of 
everything. Different programs complement and reinforce each other 
as they entertain the same audiences and repeat similar 
propositions about life and society. 

Though television is only one source of citizens' Information 
about courts and law (15), It may wei I be the single most common 
and pervasive source of shared cultural myths and Imagery. Typical 
viewers of dramatic network programs wll I see 30 pol Ice officers, 
seven lawyers, and three judges every week. Two-thirds of these 
lawyers work on criminal cases, mostly murder. 

Over the past twe I ve years, Cu I tural I nd I cators research at The 
Annenberg School of Communications has found that the amount of 
time people spend "living" in the world of television makes an 
independent contribution to their conceptions of social reality 

---------(-1-6-)-. -Heavy---v-~ewers-ot-te-leY-l-s-t-on,-eve-n---wh-en--Qth-eT-f-a-ctur-s-are---------------------

held constant, report images and assumptions about crime and 
violence, Interpersonal mistrust, occupations, age and sex-roles, 
health, SCience, and other Issues which paral lei televiSion 
portrayals (17). TeleviSion viewing, In short, absorbs a range of 
otherwise diverse perspectives into Its patterned, standardized, 
homogeneous mainstream. 

The Impl ications of these findings about television assume 
added Importance when juxtaposed with the controversies over 
cameras In the courtrooms. What wll I broadcasters show of 
courtrooms on the evening news? How wll I viewers assimilate those 
images? 
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Research QueSTions 

The question of the content of televIsed materIals Is a 
particularly controversIal one, gIvIng rIse to debates about how 
the medIa wI I I, In fact, portray courtrooms. The Supreme Court in 
Chandler remarked: 

SelectIon of which trials, or parts of trIals, to broadcast 
wI I I InevItably be made not by judges but by the medIa, and 
wII I be governed by such factors as the status and posItion 
of the accused--or of the vIctIm; the effect may be to 
tItIllate rather than to educate and Inform (18). 

In lIght of the pol Icy Issues and relevant prIor research, we 
shall address three broad empIrIcal questIons: (1) what is the 
content of televisIon broadcasts of courtroom coverage; (2) what 
are the InstitutIonal processes through whIch the televIsIon media 
select and edIt courtroom materIals for broadcast; and (3) what is 
the Impact of these materIals on the vIewIng audIence's 
understandIng of the judIcIal system. 

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

We propose to conduct empIrIcal research into these three broad 
areas In two states -- one state that permits cameras InsIde the 
courtroom (for example, Florida or Rhode Island) and one state that 
does not (e.g., IIIIno!s) (19). 
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Institutional Processes 

Extended, open-ended Interviews wll I be conducted with members of 
the news media, Including local television station managers, and the 
reporters and camerapersons regularly assigned to courthouses. We wll I 
conduct these Interviews at each of the three television network 
stations In both of the research sites. We anticipate Interviewing 
roughly ten or more persons at each station, with the actual number 
depending upon the size and Internal structure of the stations. Some 
of these Informants whom we determine, In the course of our 
interviewing, to be especially critical to the shaping of news about 
courts and the legal system wi II be Interviewed more than once. 

These Interviews wi I I focus on how Judgments about "newsworthiness" 
are operational Ized In the studio and In the field. We wll I probe for 
the Influences of external forces on definitions of newsworthiness, 
such as limited budgetary resources and technological constraints. We 
wll I also examine how the constraints of available time segments and 
scheduling Influence definitions of news. Finally, we wll I examine how 
the commercial character of television and Its concomitant quest for 
ratings affect standards of newsworthiness. We wll I probe these Issues 
for the news arena In general and for court/legal system news In 
particular (20). In the state permitting cameras Inside the courtroom, 
we wll I particularly seek to determine the media's view of how this 
Innovation has Impacted upon each station's coverage of courts. And by 
comparing the responses and viewpoints of media personnel In the two 
states, we can further suggest how the availability of cameras Inside 
the courtroom may Influence the nature of television news coverage of 
courts and the legal system. 

Finally, we wi I I also Interview a small sample of judges, 
prosecutors and defense attorneys in each of the two research sites. 
Our purpose here is to examine the relationships between media 
professionals and courtroom workgroup members who either have 
participated In televised trials (In the cameras state) or who have 
been the subject of extensive television reporting of trials (In the 
non-camera state). We seek to understand -- in both states -- the 
process by which courtrooms and cases are selected for various types of 
telev.islon coverage. Is It the nature of the case, or the vlslbi I Ity 
of the victim or defendant or the personal ity of the trial Judge, or 
the prominence of the attornesy, or some other mix of criteria that 
lead television stations to or away from particular court events? 
Thus, our IntervIews wIth courtroom participants wll I partially provide 
a much-needed check against the perceptions of television station 
managers, reporters and camerapersons (21). 
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Message System Analysis 

The content of three kinds of news program messages wi I I be 
analyzed and compared. From a sIte In the state that permIts 
television coverage of trIals we wll I analyze (1) a sample 
of routine court news Items on television that do not Include 
direct broadcasts from the courtroom and (2) news Items from 
telecasts made dIrectly from the courtrooms. The third kind wil I 
be a sample of routIne court news Items from the sIte in the state 
that does not permIt cameras In the courtroom. We thus wil I be 
able to conduct a comparatIve analysIs to Isolate key 
characterIstics of televIsed trIals and compare them wIth trIals 
reported but not televIsed. This analysis wil I permit us to 
ascertaIn what aspects of courtroom procedures (e.g.,motions, 
hearings, trials, etc.) are selected for television coverage, the 
demographIc characterIstIcs of televIsed partiCipants and the 
"action structure" of the trial, Including patterns of Innocence or 
guIlt. We shal I also compare the results of this analysIs with 
empIrIcal research fIndIngs on courts (22), and wIth images from 
televIsIon entertaInment programs (see below). 

We wII I conduct message sysstem analysIs on a sample of 
programs selected from exIstIng archives of prIme-tIme network 
dramatic programs. Using the archive of 15 week-long samples of 
dramatIc televIsIon programs arled between 1969 and 1981 avaIlable 
at The Annenberg School of CommunIcations, we wII I analyze the 
portrayal of the courts and legal proceedIngs In a large sample of 
prIme-tIme programs In whIch courts and trIals appear. We wil I 
also examIne the characters who populate these programs, In 
particular the characteristics of those who are cast In legal -- or 
court-related -- roles, such as judges, lawyers, defendants, and 
witnesses. Message System AnalysIs methodology (sampling, 
training, etc.) Is presented In detail In Appendix A. 

Analysis of Effects on the Viewing Audience 

Surveys wll I be conducted on random probability samples of 
citizens In the site In the state that permits televIsion In the courts 
and In the one that does not permit televised trials. Approximately 
500 to 750 interviews wi I I be conducted In each site. In order to 
collect a substantIal amount of Information from a large number of 
people In the most efficient manner, Interviews wll I be conducted 
by telephone. We wll I design the questlonalre and execute al I 
phases of the analysis; a professional survey firm wll I draw the 
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samples and do the actual IntervIewing. 

The findings from our two previous stages wi I I be transformed 
Into testable hypotheses about the effects of trial broadcasts. 
The dependent variables wi II be developed from the findings of the 
message system analysis. Based on the patterns observed In 
fictional television trials, and the ways In which they match or 
contradict the patterns presented In broadcasts of actual trials, 
we wll I administer to respondents Items that measure selected 
assumptions, expectations, and experience with courtroom 
proceedings. Specifically, we wi I I examine people's knowledge of 
court procedures, presumptions about innocence and gui It, attItudes 
towards attorneys, and understanding of the purpose(s) of criminal, 
clvl I, and specialized (e.g., smal I claims or housing) courts. 

The analytical strategy Is based on a comparison of viewers who 
frequently watch televised trials with viewers who Infrequently 
watch televised trials, control ling for demographic characteristIcs 
of viewers, overal I levels of viewing, and direct experience with 
courtrooms. In other words, we shal I Isolate patterns of responses 
to questions about courtroom procedure given by specific groups 
who watch televised trials and compare them to patterns of 
responses given by similar groups of heavy and light viewers who 
cannot watch real courtroom broadcasts. If televised trials Improve 
understanding, the fIrst group should reflect that in comparison to 
the others. For example, highly educated light viewers of 
television may exhibit a more correct understanding of courtroom pro­
cedure than both highly educated heavy viewers and al I less educated 
viewers. Where wll I highly educated frequent viewers of televised 
trials fit into that pattern? WII I their understanding be superior 
to either light viewers or heavy viewers of television drama? Or 
wll I they tend to reflect the same (or greater) misconceptions as 
those who do not have televised trials available, on various levels 
of viewing and courtoom experience? 

This approach wi I I permit us to assess the basic educatIonal 
claim advanced by supporters of cameras Inside the courtroom. We 
can determine whether exposure to actual trials on television 
counteracts, or otherwise mediates the cultivatIon of conceptions 
about courts and the legal process, taking a citizen's direct 
experience with courtrooms and his or her personal background Into 
account. 

Benefits of Proposed Research 

The proposed research wll I have both pol Icy and theoretIcal 
value. It wll I contribute to the scientIfic understanding of how 
television reports and shapes legal Information and symbols In 
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pr Ime-tlme entertainment as well as news programs. By dol ng so, 
the research can facilitate a better understanding between local 
courts and the local media. The research can inform judges, court 
administrators, and local television stations of Informational or 
ideological biases in television coverage, thereby providing a 
basis for corrective action. The research can also Inform the work 
of Increasingly prevalent bench-bar-medla committees that struggle 
with the difficult Issues of camera coverage In local communities. 
Such committees look for guidance as to how to balance the rights 
of defendants, media requests for access, and the potential 
educational value to the local citizenry In individual Instances. 
This research may also Inform the decisions of future appel late 
courts that are asked to weigh, In Individual cases, the general 
educational benefits of camera coverage against the specific harm 
alleged by a particular defendant. 

Dissemination 

We anticipate the broadest dissemination of the findings and 
pol Icy Implications from the study, to reach the audiences of 
scholars, trial Judges, court administrators, news producers, and 
appel late courts noted above. This would Include the publication 
of a monograph by the American Judicature Society, designed to 
inform and assist bench-bar-medla committees. We would also 
publish articles in the scholarly Journals of communications, law, 
and the social sciences, and present papers at conferences where 
media and legal representatalves normally attend. 

Collaboration 

The collaboration of the American Judicature Society and The 
Annenberg School of Communications at the University of 
Pennsylvania unites two wei I-known institutions from the fields of 
soclo-Iegal research and communications research, respectively. 
Both Institutions and their professional staffs have broad 
experience In empirical research. The Annenberg researchers have 
published extensively In quantitative resesarch, whereas AJS has 
particularly emphasized qualitative research. 

In the proposed study, AJS would bear the responsibility for 
the interviews of media and court participants In the television 
trial research sites. The Annenberg School researchers would bear 
primary responsibility for the content analysis of television 
broadcasts and the viewer survey, with supportive assistance In the 
analytic and reporting phases from AJS. 
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John Paul Ryan of AJS and George Gerbner of The Annenberg 
School wll I serve as Co-Directors. Charles W. Grau and Arleen 
Sheskin from AJS and Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy 
Signorlel II from The Annenberg School wi I I serve as Co-Principal 
Investigators. The resumes of the partIcipatIng AJS and ASC statf 
have been appended to the AJS and The Annenberg School proposals 
respectIvely. 

10 



FOOTNOTES 

(1) Chandler v. Florida, 49 LW 4146 

(2) The ful I text of Canon 35 Is as fol lows: 

"ProceedIngs In Court should be conducted wIth 
fitting dIgnIty and decorum. The taking of 
photographs In the courtroom, during sessIons of 
the court or recesses between sessIons, and the 
broadcasting of court proceedIngs are calculated 
to detract from the essential dIgnity of the 
proceedIngs, degrade the court and create 
mIsconceptions with respect thereto In the mInd 
of the public and should not be permItted." 
62 A.B.A. Rep. 1134-1135 (1937). 

(3) 77 A.B.A. Rep. 610-611 (1952). 

(4) Some states permit cameras on an experimental basIs, whereas 
other states al low them on a permanent basIs. In some states, 
only appel late proceedIngs may be covered; In other states, 
both trIal and appel late proceedIngs may be covered. And in 
some states, most or al I parties (e.g., the defendant, 
attorney, wItnesses, and Jourors) must agree to the cameras, 
whereas In other states the trIal judge holds sole discretion. 
Thus, the range of conditIons under whIch cameras are permItted 
Is highly varIable across the states. 

(5) The three commIttees are: StandIng Committee on Association 
Standards for CrImInal Justice; StandIng CommIttee on Association 
Communications; and StandIng CommIttee on EthIcs and Professional 
ResponsIbility. Each of these commIttees was represented at the 
American Bar AssocIatIon's "Open MeetIng on Cameras In the 
Courtroom," January 24, 1982 in ChIcago. 

(6) See, for example, Report of the WIsconsIn Supreme Court 
Committee to MonItor and Evalute the Use of AudIo and Visual 
Equipment in the Courtroom, AprIl 1, 1979; also, A Sample 

. -·--Survey-of--the-Attitudes--of--Ind-iylduats-As-sudate-d--w-r-th-TrTars-- .-- .. - -- -_ .... - ------ _._._--
Involving Electronic MedIa and Stl I I Photography Coverage In 
Selected FIQrlda Courts Between July 5. 1977 and June 30, 1978. 
prepared by the Judicial Planning Coordination Unit, Office 
of the FlorIda State Court Administrator, November 1, 1978. 

(7) See, for example, the concerns expressed in Estes v. Texas, 
381 US 532 (1965). 

(8) See, for example, Note, "Televised Trials: Constitutional 
Constraints, Practical Implications and State Experimentation," 
9 Loyola (Chi) law Journal 910 (1978). See also, Estes v. Texas. 
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(9) James L. Hoyt, "Courtroom Coverge: The Effects of BeIng 
TelevIsed," 21 Journal of BroadcastIng (1977), p.493. 

(10) Chandler v. FlorIda, 49 LW 4147. 

(11) "Open Meeti ng on Cameras In the Courtroom," see note 5 above. 

(12) This has been the prImary concern, of course, In the legal 
lIterature. See, for example, L. Tornquist and K. Grlffal I, 
"TelevIsIon in the Courtroom: DevIl or Saint," 1/ Wlllamette 
Law RevIew 345 (1981); W. Stone and S. Edlin, "T.V. 
or not T.V.: TelevIsed and Photograhic Coverage of TrIals," 
29 Mercer law RevIew 1119 (1978). 

(13) AccordIng to a recent natIonal survey, 
"The general publIc's knowledge of and dIrect experIence 
wIth courts Is low." See Yankelovlch, Skelly and WhITe, 
Inc., HighlIghts of a Natlnal Survey of the General 
PublIc, Judges. Lawyers, and CommunIty Leaders 
(WillIamsburg, Va.: National Center for STate Courts), p.5. 

(14) George Gerbner, "Trial by Television: Are We at the Point 
of No Return?" Judicature, April 1980, ~, 416-426. 

(15) Yankelovlch, Skelly and WhiTe, Inc. reporT that 

"formal educaTion and the medIa are the public's 
principal sources of Information abOUT courts" 
(p.9), see note 13 above. 

(16) George Gerbner and Larry Gross, "livIng wiTh Television 
The Violence Profile." Journal of Communication Spring 
1976, pp.173-199. 

(17) George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy 
Signorlelll, "The 'MalnsTreamlng' of AmerIca: Violence 
Profile No. 11." Journal of Communication, Fall 1980, 
pp. 10-29; George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Nancy Signorlel Ii, 
and Michael Morgan, "Aging wiTh Television: Images on 
TelevIsIon Drama and ConcepTions of Social RealiTY." 
Journal of Communication WInter 1980, pp. 37-47; 
George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Nancy Signorlel I I, Michael 
Morgan, and Mar llyn Jackson-Beeck. "The DemonSTratIon of Power: 
Violence ProfIle No. 10." Journal of CommunIcaTion, 
Summer 1979, pp.177-196. 

(18) Chandler v. FlorIda, 49 LW 4146-4147. 

(19) The choIce of Florida Is suggesTed by the large amount of 
broadcaST coverage of courtrooms there, facl I ITated by 
state court rules that do not require consent of the defendant. 
Illinois Is suggesTed by Its comparabi I ITY wITh FlorIda along 
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relevant demograhic factors such as population, urban-rural 
mIx, racIal mIx, educatIonal level, etc. 

(20) There is a slowly-growing literature analyzing how news Is 
reported, Interpreted, and modified by the media. See, 
for example, G. Tuchman, Making News (New York: Free 
Press, 1978); Herbert Gans, DecIding What's News (New York: 
Vintage, 1980); and D. Althelde, Creating Reality, 
(Beverly Hil Is and London: Sage PublicatIons, 1976). 

(21) The Interviews wll I proceed from a flexible, loosely-structured 
Interview guide. AI I Interviews wi I I be tape-reporded and 
transcribed verbatim for subsequent analysis. For a recent 
discussion of Issues related to Interview methodology, 
see Michael Q. Patton, Qual Itatlye Evaluation Methods 
(Beverly Hi lis and London: Sage Publications, 1980). 

(22) We wll I draw upon reference literature that provides data on 
the proportion of criminal and civil case filings and trials, 
the proportion of pleas, dismissals and trials, conviction 
ratiOS, the race, sex, and age of criminal defendants, etc. 
for the states and locales under study, or nationally If 
localized data are not available. 
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BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH 

Give the following information for key professional personnel listed on page 2, beginning with the 
Principe I Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy thi s page for each person. 

NAME BIRTHDA 1 E (Mo..Oay, Yr.) 

George Gerbner 
TITLE Dean and Professor 

of Communications· August 8, 1919 

EDUCATION (B 'th b ~g'n WI t t . aeca outee e rOlnlng on cJ incl de postdoctorot) u 

INSTITUTION AND LOCATION DEGREE YEAR FIELD OF STUDY 
CONFERRED 

I1niversit" of California Ber1<o 10" 1>. • lQ!,? Journalism 
University of Southern California M.S. 1951 Communicatio:1 
University of Southern California Ph.D. 1955 Communication 

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPER'E~CE; Concluding with present posi.tion, list ir. chronological order previous employment, experi. 

ence# and honoa. lnciude present membership on any Fe~eror Government Public Advisory Committee. Lis,t, in chronological order, the titles and 

complete fefen~nce5 to recent representative publicatians, especially thollie :nost p~ttinent to this application. Do not exce~d 2 pdges. 

1964-Present 

1973-Present 
1977-March, 1981 

1972-Dec • .1980 

1969-1970 

1968-1969 

Publica tions: 

Professor and Dean, the Annenberg School of Communications, University of 
Pennsylvania. Teaching Mass Communication and Society, semi~ars in 
communications research and theory. 
Editor, Journal of Communication. 
Investigator withLarry Gross and Nancy Signorielli of "Aging with 
Televis~on" and "Aging with Television Commercials." 
Investigator with Larry Gross of "Cultural Indicators." Studies 
in progress. 
Principal Investigator of a continuing study on violence in network 
felevision drama sponsored by the Surgeon General's Comm:htee on Tele­
vision and Social Behavior. 
Principal Investigator of a study of the portrayal of violence in net­
work television drama, sponsored by the National Commission on the 
Causes and Preve~tion of Violence. 

"Mental Illness on Television: A Study of Censorship," Journal of Broadcasting, 3:292-303, 
Fall 1959. 

"Psychology, Psychiatry and Mental Illness in the Mass Media: A Study of Trends, 1900-
1959," Ment,,-l Hygiene, 45:89-93, 1961. 

"Institutional Pressures Upon Mass Communicators." In The Sociology of Mass Media 
Communicators, edited by Paul Halmos. The Soc:i,ological Review }1onograph No. 13, 
pp. 205-248. University of Keele, England, 1969. 

"Toward 'Cultural Indicators'; The Analysis of Mass 
Communication Review, 17:137-148, Summer 1969. 
Communication Content, see ,item above. 

Mediated Message Systems." AV 
Also Chapter 5 in The Analysis 

The Analysis of Communication Content: Developments in Scientific Theories and Com­
puter Techniques. New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1969 (co-editor with Ole. R. 
Holsti, Klaus -Krippendorff, \hlliam J. Paisley, Philip J. Stone). 

of 

"Dimensions of Violence in Television Drama." Report of research project in collabor­
ation with Marten Brouwe" Cedric C. Clark, and Klaus Krippendorff, sponsored by 
the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Viplence, 1969. 
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George Gerbner, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

"Cultural Indicators: The Case of Violence in Television Drama." The Annals of the 
American Academy of Political and Social Science, 388:69-81, March 1970. 

"Violence in Television Drama: Trends and SymboLic Functions." In G.A. Comstock and 
E.A. Rubinstein (eds.), Television and Social Behavior. Vol. 1 Content and Control. 
Washington: Government Printing Office, 1972. 

"Cultural Indicators: The Third Voice." In Communications Technology and Social Policy. 
New York: John Wiley & Sons, 1973 (co-editor with Larry Gross and William Melody). 

"Communication and Social Environment." Scientific American, 227:153-160, September 1972. 
Reprinted in Communication: A Scientific American Book. San Francisco, Calif.: 

W.H; Freeman and Company, 1972. 

The Violence Profile, Numbers 5 thru 11: Trends in Network Television Drama and Viewer 
Conceptions of Social Reality. Annenberg School of Communications, University of 
Pennsylvania, 1974-1980. 

TV Violence Profile No.8: The Highlights, Journal of· Communication, 1977, 27:2, 171-180 
(with Larry Gross, Michael Eleey, Harily Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox, and 
Nancy Signorielli)., 

"Scenario· for Violence," Human Behavior, 1975. 

"Living with Television, The Violence Profile," Journal of Communication, April 1976 
(with Larry Gross). 

"The Gerbner Violence Profile: An Analysis of the CBS Report" (with Larry Gross, 
Michael Eleey, Marilyn Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-fox, and Nancy Signorielli) 
Journal of Broadcasting, SUIDIC.er, 1977, 21:3, 280-286. 

"The World of Television News," (with 
(eds.) Television News Archives: 
Washington University, 1978. 

Nancy Signorielli) in W. Adams and F. Schriebman 
A Guide to Research. Washington, D.C.: George 

"Cultural Indicators: Violence Profile No.9," (with Larry Gross, Marilyn Jackson­
Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox, and Nancy Signorie11i) Journal of Communication, 
Summer, 1978, 28:3, 176-207. 

"The Image of the Elderly in Prime-Time Television Drama," (with Nancy Signoriel1i) 
Generations, fall, 1978. 

"The Demonstration of Power: Violence Profile No. 10." Journal of Communication, 
Summer, 1979, 28:3, 177-196 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, Michael Morgan, 
and Marilyn Jackson-Beeck). 

On Wober's "Televised Violence and Paranoid Perception: The View from Great 
Britain," Public Opinion Quarterly, Sprinf" 1979, 123-124 (with Larry Gross, 
Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

Women and Minorities in Television Drama, 1969-1978. Annenberg School of Communi­
cations, University of Pennsylvania, October, 1979 (with Nancy Signorielli). 
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George Gerbner, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

Aging with Television: Images on Television Drama and Conceptions of Social Reality. 
Journal £f Communication, Winter, 1980, 30:1, 37-47 (with Larry Gross, Nancy' 
Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

Media and the Family: Images and Impact. Overview paper prepared for the National 
Research Forum on Family Issues. Sponsored by the .fuite House Conference on 
Families, Washington, D.C., April 10-11, 1980 (with Larry Gross, Nancy 
Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

The "Mainstreaming" of America: Violence Profile No. 11. Journal of Communication, 
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael 
Morgan) • 

Television Violence, Victimization, 'and Power, American Behavioral Scientist, 1980, 
23:5, 705-716 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

Some Additional Comments on Cultivation Analysis, Public Opinion Quarterly, Fall, 
1980, 44:3, 408-410 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan;. 

"Television's Contribution to Public Understanding of Science: A Pilot Project" 
Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsyvlania, 1980 (with 
Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

A Curious Journey into the Scary World. of Paul Hirsch. Communication Research, 
1981, 8:1, 39-72 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

Programming Health Portrayals: What Viewers See, Say and Do, in National Institute 
of Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress 
and Implications for the 80's (forthcoming) (with Nancy Signorielli and 
Michael.Morgan). 

The Violent Face of Television and Its Lessons. In Edward L. Palmer and Aimee Dorr 
(eds.), Children and the Faces of Television: Teaching, Violence, Selling, 
New York: Academic Press, 1980-.- (with Larry Gross) 

Health and Medicine on Television, The New England Journal of Medicine, Boston, Ma., 
October 8., 1981. (with Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy Signorielli). 

What Television Teaches About Doctors and Health, 
Education Professionals in Health Sciences,in 
Michael Morgan and Nancy:Signorielli) 
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Give_ the following information for key professional personnel listed on page 2, ~.eginnin9 with the . ~_ . 
Principel Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy thi s page for each person. 

NAME TITLE 61 RTHDATETMo .• Doy. Y,.! 

Larry Gross Associate Professor· of Comm. November 22, 1942 

eDUCATION (B "I" h eq,n wI t t • n ccCo cure-a eo ra,"' 9 on d inc! ne postdoctoral) u 

INSTITUTION AND LOCATION DEGREE 
YE·AR FIELD OF STUDY 

CONFERRED 

llrandeis Universitv Wal'h~ni Mass. B.A. 1964 n -, ,1A~n 

Columbia University, !l.Y.C. New York Ph.D. 1968 Soc;"l l';;;'~hnlnov 

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Concluding with present position, list in ehronoloaieol order previous employment, experi .. 
• nee, Gnd honors. Include present membership on any Federal Government ~ublie Advisory Committee. List, in ehronoJogicoJ order, the tit~es and 

complete references to recent representative publicotions, especially those most pertinent to this application. Do not exceed 2 pages. 

1973-Present 
1968-1973 
1972-Present 
1977-1981 

Associate Professor of Communications, The Annenberg School of Communications 
Assistant Professor of Communications 
Co-Principal Investigator with George Gerbner of "Cultural Indicat'ors" 
Co-Principal Investigator with George Gerbner and Nancy Signorielli, "Aging 
with Television". and "Aging with Television Commercials" 

Papers and Publications: 

"Manipulated Time and Eating Behavior," .Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,. 
1968, 10, 96-108 (with S. Schachter). 

''Modes of Connnunication and the Acquisition of Symbolic Competence," Cha:p. 13, Communi­
cations Technology and Social Policy, Gerbner, Gross, and Melody, eds., New York: 
Wiley Interscience, 1973. 

Communication Technology and Social Policy, Co-editor (with George Gerbner and William 
Melody), New York:, .Wiley, 1973. 

"The Real World of Television," Today's Education, The Journal of the National Education 
Association, Jan. - Feb., 1974, pp. 86-92. 

"Symbolic Strategies," (with Sol Worth), Journal of Communication, 24:4, 1974, pp .. 27-39 . 

. "Art History' as Ethnography ;md· as Social Analysis," StUdies in the Anthropology of Visual 
Communication, 1:1, 1974, pp. 51-56. 

''Yes, B.ut Is It Really Communication?" Journal of Communication, 25:1, 1975, pp. 191-194. 

"The World of Television:. Towards Cultural Indicators," (with George Gerbner), Intermedia 
(Journal of the International Broadcast Institute), 1975, Vol. 3, No. ~. 

The Violence Profile, Numbers 5 thru 
Conceptions of Social Reality. 
Pennsylvania, 1974-1980. 

11: Trends in Network Television Drama 
The Annenberg School of Communications', 

and Viewer 
University of 

TV Violence Profile No.8: 
.. (with George Gerbner, 

Nancy Signorielli). 

The Highlights, Journal of Communication, 1977, 27:2, 171-180 
Michael Eleey, Marilyn Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox and 
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Larry Gross. Ph,.D. 

Publications continued: 

"Living with Television, The Violence Profile," Journal of Communication, April 
1976 (with George Gerbner). 

"Television as a Trojan Horse," School Media Quarterly, 1977, 5:3, pp. 175-181. 

"What Do' You Want To Do When You Grow Up, Little Girl? Approaches to the Study of 
Media Effects," (with Suzanne Jeffries-Fox), in Gaye Tuchman, et a1., eds., 
~ and Hearth: Imag.es Ei Women in the Mass Media, New York:-Oxford Univer­
sity Press, 1978. 

"The Gerbner Violence Profile: An Analysis of the CBS Report," (with George 
Gerbner, Michael Eleey, Marilyn Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox, and 
Nancy Signorielli), Journal Ei Broadcasting, Summer, ·1977, 21:3, 280-286. 

"Cultural Indicators: Violence Profile No.9," (with George Gerbner, Marilyn 
Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox, and Nancy Signorielli), Journal Ei Com­

.munication, Summer, 1978, 28:3, 176-207. 

"Interpretations of a Photographic Narrative by Viewers in Four Age Groups," (with 
Paul Messaris)" Studies in the Anthropology Ei Visual Communications, 4:2, 1977, 

pp. 99-111. 

"The Demonstration of Pwer: Violence Profile No. 10" Journal of CO~~I!.:!o.(:ation, 
Summer, 1979, 28:3, 177-196 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorie11i, Michael 
Morgan, and Marilyn Jackson-Beeck). 

On ·Wober' s "Televised Violence and Paranoid Perception: The View from Great Britain," 
Public Opinion Quarterly, Spring, 1979, 123-124 (with George Gerbner, Nancy 
Signorielli, and Michael Norgan). 

"Aging with Television: Images on Television Drama and Conceptions of Social Reality," 
Journal of Communication, Winter, 1980, 31:1, 37-47 (with George Gernber, Nancy 
Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

"Media and the Family: Images and Impact," Overview paper prepared for the National 
Research Forum on Family Issues. Sponsored by the White House Conference on 
Families, Washington, D. C., April 10-11, 1980 (with George Gerbner, Nancy 
Signorielli, and Michael Norgan). 

"The 'Nainstreaming' of America: Violence Profile No. 11," Journal of Communication, 
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, and Nichael 
Morgan) • 

UTelevision Violence, Victimization, and Power," American Behavioral Scientist, 1980, 
23:5, 705-716 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

"Some Additional Comments on Cultivation Analysis, n Public Opinion QuarterlY, Fall 
1980, 44·: 3, 408-410 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, and Nichael 
Morgan). 
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Larry Gross, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

"Television's Contribution to Public Understanding of Science: A Pilot Project" 
Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1980 (with 
George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

A Curious Journey into the Scary World of Paul Hirsch, Communication Research, 
1981, 8: 1, 39-72 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan). 

The Violent Face of Television and Its Lessons. In Edward L. Palmer and Aimee Door 
(eds.), Children and the Faces of Television: Teaching, Violence, Selling, 
New York: Academic Press, 1980. (with George Gerbner) 

Health and Medicine on Television. The New England Journal of Medicine, Boston, Ma., 
October 8, 1981. (with George Gerbner, Michael Morgan and Nancy Signorielli) , 

Television and Enculturation. In J.R. Dominick and J. Fletcher (eds.), Broadcasting 
Research Methods: ~ Reader, Boston: Allyn and Bacon, in press. (with Michale 
Morgon). 

Violence in Television Programs: Ten Years Later. In D. Pearl, J. Lazar, and 
L. Bouthilet (eds.), Television and Behavior: 
and Implications for the 80's., in press. 

Ten Years of Scientific Progress 

Television and Educational Achievement and Aspirations. 
L. Bouthilet (eds.), Television and Behavior: Ten 
and Implications for the 80's., in press. 

-. 
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Michael Jay Morgan Research Specialist April 15, 1953 
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INSTITUTION AND LOCATION DEGREE YEAR FIELD OF STUDY 
CONFERRED 

New Co11eze~ Sarasota, Florida B.A. 1974 Communication 
Annenberg School of Communications 

University of Pennsylvania Philade1- . 
vhia Pennsv1vania M.A. 1977 Communication 

Universit.Y of PennsyJvania Ph.D. 1980 Conununication 
RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Concluding with present position, list in chronological order previous employment, experi. 
enee, and honors. Include present membership on any Federal Government Public Advisory Committee. List, in chronological order, the tiHes and 

complete references to recent representotive publications,_ especially those most pertinent to this application. Do not exceed 2 poges. 

July 1979-Present 
April 1978 - June 

Research Specialist, The Annenberg School of Communications 
1979 Research Associate, "Television and Children's Conceptions 

of Social Reality," Annenberg School of Communications' 

1976 - April 1978 Research Assistant, Cultural Indicators Project 
, 

Publications and Papers: 

The Demonstration of Power: Violence Profile No. 10, Journal of Communication, 1979, 
29:3, 177-196. Also in G.C. Wilhoit and H. de Bock, eds.-,-~Iass Communication 
Review Yearbook, Volume 1. Beverly Hills: Sage, 1980. (wi~eorge Gerbner, 
Larry Gross, Nancy Signorie11i, and Marilyn Jackson-Beeck) 

On Wober's "Televised Violence and Paranoid Perception: The View from Great Britain," 
Public Opinion Quarterly, Spring, 1979, 123-124. (with George Gerbner, Larry 
Gross, and Nancy Signorie11i) 

Television, 
1979. 

IQ, and School Achievement, 
New York: Macmillan, 1979, 

in S. Scheuyer,. ed·. , 
237-239. (with Larry 

The TV Annual 1978-----
Gross) 

"Television, IQ, and Reading Skills," Cultural Indicators Symposium, International 
Communication Association, Philadelphia, Pa., May 1979. 

"Television and Adolescents' Reading Habits and Skills," 70th Annual Conference of 
Eastern Communication Association, Philadelphia, Pa~7 May 1979. 

"Television and Adolescents' Reading Preferendes," 3rd Confer;ence on Culture and 
Communication, Temple Universi.ty, Philadelphia, Pa., March 1979. 

"Television and Adolescents' Family Life Expectations," Unpublished manuscript, 
The Annenberg School of Communications, January 1980 •. (with Heather Harr­
Mazer) 

Television Viewing and Reading: Does More Equal Better? Journal of Communication, 
Winter, 1980, 30:1, 159-165. 

Aging with Television: Images on Television Drama and Conceptions of Social 
Reality, Journal £i Communication, Winter, 1980, 30:1, 37-47. (with George 
Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signoriel1i) 
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Michael Jay Morgan, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

Television Violence, Victimization, and Power, American Behavioral Scientist, 1980, 
23:5, 705-716, (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli) 

The "Mainstreaming" of America: Violence Profile No. 11, Journal.£i. Communication, 
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy 
Signorielli) ----

Television Viewing, IQ, and Academic Achievement; Journal of Broadcasting, 1980, 
24:2, 117-l33. 

"Media and the Family: Images and Impact," National Research Forum on Family 
Issues, White House Conference on Families, Washington, D.C., April 1980. 
(with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli) 

"Television and Adolescent Role Socialization," Cultural Indicators Symposium, In­
ternational Communication Association, Acapulco, Mexico, May 1980. . . 

Some Additional Comments on Cultivation Analysis, Public Opinion Quarterly, Fall, 
1980, 44:3, 408-410. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli) 

'Television and Enculturation, in 
, search Methods: A Reader. 

J. Dominick and J. Fletcher, eds., Broadcasting Re­
Boston: Allyn and Bacon, in press. 

Violence in Television Programs: Ten Years Later, in National Institute of Hental 
Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress and Impli­
cations for the 80's, in press. (with Larry Gross and Nancy Signorielli) 

Television and Educational Achievement and Aspirations, in National Institute of 
Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress and 
Implications for the 80' s, in press. (with Larry Gross) 

"Television's Contribution to Public Understanding of Science: A Pilot Project" 
Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1980 (with 
George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli). 

A Curious Journey into the Scary World of Paul Hirsch, Communication Research, 
1.1981, 8: 1, 39-72. 

Programming Health Portrayals: What Viewers See, Say, and Do, in National Institute 
of Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress 
and Implications for the 80's (forthcoming) (with George Gerbner and Nancy 
Signorielli). 
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Michael Jay Morgan, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

Health and Medicine on Television, The New England Journal of Medicine, Boston; Ma.: 
October 8, 1981. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross and Nancy Signorielli) 

What Television Teaches about Doctors and Health, Mobius: 
Education Professionals in Health Sciences, in press. 
and Nancy Signorielli) 
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BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH 

Give the following information for key professional personnel listed on page~, ~eginnin9 with-the 
Principal Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy thi s page for each person. 
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1977-Present 
1973-1977 
1969-1973 
1969-1971 

Research Coordinator, Annenberg School of Communications 
Research Specialisf, Annenberg School of Communications 
Research Associate, Annenberg School of Communications 
Instructor, Dept. of Psychology, Chestnut Hill College, Philadelphia 

1977-March 1981 Investigation with George Gerbner and Larry Gross, "Aging with 
Television" and "Aging with Televis~on Commercials." 

Publications: 

Apples, Oranges, and the Kitchen Sink: An Analysis' and Guide to the Comparison of 
"Violence Ratings," Journal of Broadcasting, 17:1, (Winter 1972-73), 2l-3l. 
(with George Gerbner and Michael F. Eleey) 

Men and I-lomen ·in Television Drama: A Multidimensional Exploration; paper presented 
at the Speech Association Convention, December 19.74. 

The Violence Profile, Numbers 5 thru 11: Trends in Network Television Drama and 
Viewer Conceptions of Social Reality. Annenberg School of Communications, 
University of Pennsylvania, 1974-1980. 

patterns in Prime-Time, Journa~ of Communication, 1974, 24:2, 119-124. 

TV Violence Profile, No.8: The Highlights, Journal of Commdnication, 1977, 27:2, 
171-180: (with George Gerbrter, Larry Gross, Michael F. Eleey, Mari1y Jackson­
Beeck, and Suzanne Jeffries-Fox) 

"The Gerbner Violence Profile" -- an analysis of the CBS Report, Journal of Broad­
casting, 1977, 21: 3, 280-286. (with George Gerbrier, Larry Gross, Michael F. 
Eleey, Marilyn Jacks~n-Beeck, and Suzanne Jeffries-Fox) 

Cultural Indicators: Violence Profile No.9, Journal of Communication, Summer, 
1978, 28:3, 176-207. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Marilyn Jackson-Beeck, 
and Suzanne Jeffries-Fox) 

The World of Tel"evision News, in William Adams and Fay Schriebman 
Network New·s: Issues in Content Research, Washington, D.C.: 

.. University Press, 1978:-(with George Gerbner) 
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Nancy Signorielli, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

The Image of the Elderly in Prime-Time Television Drama, Generations, Fall, 1978. 
(with George Gerbner) 

Television and Children's Conceptions about Occupations, Proceedings of the Sixth 
Annual Telecommunications Policy Research Conference, Herb S. Dordick (ed.), 
Lexington, Mass.: Lexington Books, 1979. (with Suzanne Jeffries-Fox) 

Television's Contribution to Sex-role. Socialization. Paper presented at the 
Seventh Annual Telecommunications Policy Research Conference, Skytop, Pa., 
April 29 - May 1, 1979 and International Communications Association Con­
ference, Philadelphia, Pa., May 2-5, 1979. 

Aging and Television: Portrayals in Prime-Time Drama and Copceptions of Social 
Reality. Paper presented at the 34th Ann~al AAPOR Conference, Buckhill Falls, 
Pa., May 31 - June 3, 1979. , 

The Demonstration of Power: Violence Profile No. 10. Journal £f Communication, 
Summer, 1979, 29:3, 177-196. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Michael 
Morgan, and Marilyn Jackson-Beeck) 

On Wober's "Televised Violence and Paranoid Perception: The View from Great Bri­
tain, n Public Opinion Quarterly, Spring, 1979, 123-124. (with George Gerbner, 
Larry Gross, and Michael Morgan) 

Women and Minorities in Television Drama, 1969-1978. Annenberg School of Communi­
cations, University of Pennsylvania, October, 1979. (with George Gerbner) 

Aging· with Television: Images on Television Drama and Conceptions of Social Reality. 
Journal of Communication, Winter, 1980, 30:1, 37-47. {with George Gerbner, 
Larry Gross, and Hichael Morgan) 

The Measurement of Violence in Television Programming: Violence Indices. In 
Joseph Dominick and James Fletcher; Broadcasting Research Methods: A Reaier, 
Boston: Allyn and Bacon, in press. 

Media and the Family: Images and Impact. Overview paper prepared for the National 
Research Forum on Family Issues. Sponsored by the White House Conference on 
Families, Washington, D.C., April 10-11, 1980. (with George Gerbner, Larry 
Gross, and Michael Morgan) 

Violence in Television Programs: Ten Years Later. In the National Institute of . 
Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress and 
Implications for the 80's, in press. (with Larry Gross and Michael Morgan) 

~rital Status in TV Drama: A Case of Reduced Options. ·Journal of 
Broadcastin:;, in press. 

The "Mainstreaming" of America: Violence Profile No. 11. Journal of Communication, 
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Michael Morgan). 

Some Additional Comments on Cultivation Analysis, Public Opinion Quarterly, Fall, 
1980, 44:3, 408-410 (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Michael Morgan). 
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Nancy Signorie11i, Ph.D. 

Publications continued: 

"Television's Contribution to Public Understanding of Science: A Pilot Project" 
Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1980 (with 
George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Michael Morgan). 

A Curious Journey into the Scary World of Paul Hirsch, Communication Research, 
1981, 8:1, 39-72 (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Michael Morgan). 

Programming Health Portrayals: What Viewers See, Say, and Do, in National Institute 
of Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress 
and Implications for the 80's (forthcoming) (with George Gerbner and Michael 

. Morgan). 

Health and Medicine on Television, The New England Journal of Medicine , Boston, 
Ma.: October 8, 1981. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross and Michael Morgan) 

What Television Teaches About Doctors and Health., Mobius: 
Education Professionals in Health Sciences, in press. 
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1. STIPENDS $ 
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4. COMPUTER (ACPE) SERVICES (see attached} ~ (\fl'" 
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University of PennsylvanIa, The Annenberg School of CommunIcations 
George Gerbner 

BUDGET JUSTIFICATION 

1. Message System AnalysIs -- Coding Costs 

a. Cultural IndIcators ArchIves of PrIme-Time Drama 

sample: 100 programs @ 2 hrs/pgm x 2 coders = 
75% rellabi Iity ( 75 programs) = 

700 hrs @ $4.00/hour = $ 2,800 

training: 12 coders x 3 weeks @ 20 hrs/week = 
720 hrs @ $3.75/hour = $ 2,700 

Total: $ 
Benefits: 
Total: $ 

b. TV News coding 

5,500 
468 

5,968 

400 hours 
300 hours 

720 hours 

sample: 200 pgms In each of 2 sItes = 400 programs 

400 programs @ 1 hr/pgm x 2 coders 
50 % rei labilIty (200 programs) 

1200 hours @ $4.25 per hour = 

= 800 hours 
= 400 hours 

$ 5,100 

traIning: 12 coders @ 2 weeks @ 20 hrs/week = 480 hours 
480 hours @ $ 4.00 per hour = $ 1,920 

Total: 
Benef Its: 
Tota I: 

$ 7,020 
597 

$ 7,617 
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University of Pennsylvania, The Annenberg School of Communications 

George Gerbner 

2. Computer Costs: 

The Annenberg School of Communlctlons has recently purchased and 
Instal led a Prime 550 computer. This machine wi I I be used for al I 
data analysis as wei I as text processing. The rates for the machine 
are currently under examination and may be subject to change. 

The are two classes of use -- one from 8 a.m. to 5 p.m. and one 
from 5 p.m. to 8 a.m.. The evening rates are less than the daytime 
rates and we wll I try to take advantage of these savings whenever 
possible. 

CPU 
Disk 10 
Connect 

Spooling 
Disk Storage 

3. Survey Costs: 

daytime 

$50/hr. 
$50/hr 
$ l/hr 
$ .01/llne 

evening 

$ .75/1000 records 

$25/hr 
$25/hr 
$ .50/hr 
$ .01/ line 

We propose to have the survey conducted by an organization specially 
suited to complete this work. We wll I explore the possibility of 
using firms located in the sites we ultimately chose for testing so 
as to keep our costs as low as possible; marketing firms In these 
areas should be specifically set up to survey their community and 
its environs. 

If we cannot find a suitable firm In these states, we have previously 
used Opinion Research Corporation In Princeton, New Jersey to conduct 
similar surveys and wi I I explore the cost of having them do this work. 
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The Annenberg School of Communications 
George Gerbner 

Budget Justification continued 

4. Salaries 

The salarl~s given for the four· co-principal Investigators 
wll I not cover the ful I amount of. money needed to pay for 
the time they wll I devote to this project. For example, 
Drs. Morgan and Signorlel II wll I probably spend around 33~ 
of their time on this project. Thus, the budget of The 
Annenberg School of Communications wll I have to supplement 
the proposed research in this area. 

5. Trave I 

The funds for travel are requested for any trips to the 
proposed research sites In conjunction with the content 
analysis. We may have to go to the television stations to 
select the samples of news broadcasts. 

These funds would also cover any trips to Chicago to enhance 
our collaboration with AJS as well as any trips to NSF that 
would be needed In conjunction with this research. 

3~a 

--. 



The Annenberg School of CommunIcatIons 
. George Gerbner 

Budget JustIfIcatIon ContInued 

6. DIrect and Indirect Costs 

The UniversIty of Pennslyvanla al locates costs In accordance 
wIth generally accepted accounting .practlces for instlTuTJons 
of higher educaT! on as we I I as Off Ice of Management and 
Budget CIrcular A-21 "Cost PrIncIples for Educational 
InstItutIons." This latter documenT establishes The basis 
for deTerm In I ng and a I locatl ng both dIrect and I nd I reCT costs. 

The UniversITy calculaTes Its indIreCT cost rate annually and, 
subseq uenT to rev I ew by our pub I I c acco'unt I ng fIrm and our 
cognIzant federal audIt agency (the Dept. of He;alth and Human 
Serv Ices),' we negoti aTe a fIxed rate for the com Ing year 
wIth our cognIzanT federal agency (DHHS). For the year 
begInning July 1, 1982, the IndIrecT cost rate for research 
proJects Is 65% of total dlr~T costs less equipment 
and subcontracts. . 

Indirect COSTS are real costs and If we are unable to fully 
recover these costs for a gIven program, OTher resources must 
be used to cover them. The decIsion to accept support for a 
given program or project for which ful I recovery'ot IndireCT 
costs Is not anTICipated Is made by the cognIzant Dean. 
Such dec I s Ions mUST take I nto account The val ue of the 
proposed projeCT In relation to the schQol's mIssion as well 
as Its fInancial Impact. 

Acceptance of supporT whIch does not provIde full recovery of 
both direct and Indirect COSTS represents agreemenT on The part 
of the school and the University to conTribUTe the difference 
between the agreed upon percentage and the actual overhead 
rate of 65% to the total cost of the project. 
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Current and Pending Support 

George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy Signorie11i 

A. Current Support: 

NSF -- The Role of Television Entertainment in Public 
Education About Science 

October 1, 1981 to Sept. 30, 1983 

Amt.: $200,000 

Person -Months: Gerbner & Gross -- .75 month 
Signorie11i & Morgan -- 3 months per year 

Location: Annenberg School of Communications, Univ. of Penna. 

B. Pending Support: 

(1) NSF -- Cameras in the Courtrooms (current proposal) 

Sept., 1982 to Feb. 28, 1984 

Amt: $ 78,035 

Person Months: Gerbner & Gross -- .5 month 
Signorie11i & Morgan -- 1 month 

Location: Annenberg School of Communications, Univ. of Penna. 

(2) National Council of Churches -- Religion on Television and in the 
Lives of Viewers 

July 1, 1982 to Dec. 31, 1983 

Amt: in negotiation (around $75,000 to $100,000 

Person Months: Gerbner & Gross -- .5 month 
Signorie11i & Morgan -- 1.5 months 

Location: Annenberg School of Communications, Univ. of Penna. 

(3) National Institute on Aging, NIH -- Television's Contribution to 
Conceptions about Aging 

proposal in preparation 

2 years in length -- about $200,000 to $250,000 

Person MOnths: Gerbner & Gross -- 1 month 
Signorie11i & Morgan -- 2 to 3 months per year 
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APPENDIX I 

FACILITIES 

The total research support and facilities of The Annenberg 
School of Communications, a graduate school, and the University of 
Pennsylvania will be available to assist in this project. 

Facilities include videotape machines, the videotape 
archive, and a Prime 550 computer with 1MB of memory. The computer 
will be used for all data analysis and most text processing needs. 
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APPENDIX II 

MESSAGE SYSTEM ANALYSIS METHODOLOGY 

In message system analysis the principal aspects of methodology 
are the recording instrument, the sample, units of analysis, the 
training of coders, the assessment of the rei labll ity of the 
observations, and data analysis techniques. 

RecQrdlng Instrument 

The first step of the proposed research wll I be to develop, 
pilot test and final ize the recording Instrument. Two Instruments 
wll I be developed -- one for dramatic programs and one for news 
progarms. Where pOSSible, content items wi I I be similar so as to 
facilitate comparlslons between the two program types. Each 
instrument wll I have two sections -- one focusing upon the program 
(or news story) as a whole and one for the characters who populate 
the dramatic program or news story. 

The recording Instrument, especially the sections dealing with 
the recording unit as a whole, wi I I be designed using an analytic 
framework that isolates the overal I portrayal of courts, courtroom 
and legal proceedings in regard to four basic notions -- what 
exists, what is important, what Is right, and what is related to 
what. These notions are translated Into four constructs cal led 
attention, emphasis, tendency, and structure (1). Attention Is 
measured by determining what kinds of legal and courtroom 
proceedings are presented and how often they appear. Emphasis 
examines these elements in terms of their Importance or relevance 
to the unit of analysis; that Is whether the topic Is a minor, 
significant, or major focus of the program or news story. Tendency 
Isolates whether a particular topic is presented In a positive, 
negative, or neutral fashion. Finally, the last construct, 
structure, determines what topics are related (appear together) in 
the entire message system. 

We will also examine al I the characters who populate these 
programs. We wll I be especially concerned with determining the 
characteristics of those who are cast In legal-related roles such 
as lawyers, judges, defendants, witnesses, jurors, etc. We wil I 
Include a number of demographic variables (age, sex, race, 
soclo-economlc status, marital status), as wei I as a number of 
variables of a descriptive nature -- type ("good"-"bad"), success, 
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committing violence, vIctImIzation, romantic and family 
involvement, degree of expertise, and degree of achIevement. 

Data CollectIon 

All of the new data collected for dramatic programs In the 
Cultural IndIcators Videotape Archives wll I be added to exIsting 
data for programs and characters. Thus, thIs phase of the project 
wll I be extremely effIcIent and only entaIl collection of data 
relating specIfIcally to legal and courtroom matters. The entire 
Instrument wll I be appl led to news storIes relatIng to legal and 
courtroom matters. 

We wll I first develop the Instrument and conduct an extensIve 
pIlot test by havIng our staff code 10 programs. AI I problems 
encountered wll I be dIscussed, resolved, and the Instrument revised 
accordIngly. The pIlot testIng phase wI I I also Include development 
of the necessary and approprIate traInIng materIals. Once we are 
satisfIed that the Instruments are satisfactory and we have 
Isolated any potentIal codIng problems, we wll I hire and train 
coders and complete the data collectIon. 

The Samp les 

The sample of dramatic programs wI I I Include 100 programs In 
whIch courts and legal matters are central to the plot. These 
programs wll I be selected through our computerIzed data archives. 
The tIme parameters of the samples from whIch these programs wll I 
be selected are as fol lows: Monday through Saturday evenIngs from 
8:00 to 11 :00 p.m. EST and Sunday evenIngs from 7:00 to 11 :00 p.m. 
EST. 

The sample of news programs wll I be randomly selected from the 
news lIbrarIes/archIves of commercIal statIons In both the state 
wIth televIsIon and In the state wIthout televIsIon. Prel imlnary 
investigatIon has Indicated that many stations keep vIdeotapes of 
news programs for a year after they have been aIred. The fInal 
sample should Include about 400 news programs, but, as the 
frequency of court-related news storIes Is unknown, we cannot 
estimate how many specIfIc stories this sample wll I generate (2). 

The sample shal I Include a random sample of the news broadcasts 
across a one-year period as wei I as purposive samplIng of news 
broadcasts across the same one-year tl me frame (3). Th is w II I 
constitute, in effect, one or more case studies of how local 
stations cover "major trIal events" in their community. Analysis 
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of these broadcasts wll I help us assess the atypIcal coverage of 
courts, or what local statIons vIew as especIally "newsworthy." 
The combinatIon of these two strategIes should faci Iltate a through 
assessment of the varied conditions under whIch local televisIon 
stations cover theIr local courts. 

CodIng and TraIning Procedures 

In message system analysIs coders are traIned to do a 
specIalIzed kind of observatIon. They must rei lably make the 
dIscrImInatIons required by the recordIng Instrument and record 
them In a specIfIc form. Coders must focus only upon what is 
presented explIcItly In the material they are codIng and not how It 
mIght be judged by a crItIcal vIewer. Coders are Instructed to be 
able to point to specIfic evIdence In the program for each codIng 
decIsIon they make. They cannot fal I back on or use theIr prIor 
knowledge of specIfIc programs. TheIr task is to generate the data 
for the subsequent analysIs that wll I permIt interpretatIon of the 
commen message elements and structures that are available to the 
public of dIverse vIewers. 

For the ful I analysIs of these samples, a coding staff of about 
12 coders wll I be recruited and hired to work for a maxImum of 20 
to 25 hours each week. The training perIod wi I I require five weeks 
of Instruction and testing. Training wi I I begin with an 
introductory session devoted to Item-by-Item discussIons of the 
recording Instrument. The trainee group wll I be subsequently spl It 
Into randomly assigned coding teams of two each, and al I 
coder-paIrs will begIn a traIning period In whIch they wIll view 
and code seven specIfically selected dramatic programs that have 
been viewed and coded by the supervisory staff. When coders are 
trained to code news programs, they wll I vIew and code twelve 
specific selected news stories that have also been viewed and coded 
by the supervIsory staff. In both coding phases of the project, 
each coder-pair will work independently of all other pairs, and 
wll I return a joint coding for each program. Coder-pairs wi I I then 
meet with members of our supervisory staff and discuss the 
difficulties encountered In the traInIng exercIses. Coders wll I 
contInue to code traIning programs and consult wIth our staff until 
al I problems are resolved. 

DurIng both the traInIng and data-collectIon phases of the 
project, the coder-paIrs wll I be able to monitor the aSSigned 
vIdeotape of the program or news story as often as necessary. A 
subsample of the programs wll I be coded Independently by two 
separate coder-paIrs to provIded double-coded data for the 
rei labil ity analysis. 
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Assessment of Rellabil ity 

Reliability measures are designed to ascerTain the degree to 
which the recorded data reflect the properties of the material 
being studied and not the comtamination of observer bias or of 
instrument ambiguity. Theoretically both types of contamination 
are correctable, either by refining the instrument or intensifying 
coder training; or, as a last resort, by el iminating the 
unsalvageable variable or dismisSing the incorrigible coder. 
Measures of reliabil ity thsu serve two functions: as diagnostic 
tools in the confirmation of the recording process, and as final 
evaluators of the accuracy of a phenomenon's representation in the 
actuai recorded data. 

Our rei iabil ity assessment requires the calculation of an 
agreement coefficient for each content item in the recording 
instrument. Five computational formualae are currently available 
for calculating these coefficients. The variations are 
distinguished by a difference function, the form of which depends 
upon the scale type of the particular variable being analyzed. 
Except for their respective scale-appropriate sensitivity to 
deviations from perfect agreement, the coefficients make the same 
basic assumptions as the prototpye for nominal scales devised by 
(4). Thus, In the case of the binary variable, al I formulae yield 
Identical results (5). 

The agreement coefficients range from +1.00 to -1.00, where 
+1.00 Indicates perfect agreement and .00 is agreement due sOiey to 
chance. A coefficient of .50 Indicates that performance Is 50 
percent above the level expected by chance. We have defined 
acceptabie leveis of rei labil ity as fol lows. Items with agreement 
coefficients of .8 or above are considered as unconditionally 
rei iabie, Items with coefficients between .6 and .8 are accepted 
conditionally, while Items whose coefficients fal i between 
.5 and .6 are used wIth extreme caution. Any item whose agreement 
coefficient is less than .5 will be excluded from any subsequent 
analysis. 

Rei iabillty is thus ascertained by a statistical procedure that 
measures the agreement of trained analysts (beyond chance 
agreement) for each content Item. If one were to substitute the 
perceptions and Impressions of casual observers, no matter how 
sophisticated, the value of the. Investigation would be reduced, and 
its purpose confounded. Only an objective analysis of unambiguous 
message elements, and their separation from personal Impressions 
left by unidentified ciues, can provide the basis for isolating and 
understanding stable images in symbol ic materials. 
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The Data and Data Analysis Techniques 

The final set of data wll I be compl led from the double-coded 
rei lability data base by randomly selecting one of the two codlngs 
for each program. These data wll I be added to the data generated 
for the programs and news stories that were not Included as part of 
the rei lability analysis. 

The final sample of data will be sUbjected to extensive 
analysis. Statistical techniques wi II prlmarl Iy Include 
multi-dimensional cross-tabulations. Association procedures, such 
as contingency and cluster anlaysis, wll I also be used to examinlne 
constel lations of certain types of content data such as themes and 
binary characterization attributes. Where possible we wll I devise 
multi-dimensional Indices composed of a number of content Items 
relating to a particular topic. These measures wll I enable us to 
take a number of different aspects of the portrayal of various 
topics Into account; for example, how the topic Is portrayed In 
the program, In characterizations, and so on. 
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FOOTNOTES 

1. George Gerbner, "Toward Cultural Indicators: The Analysis 
of Mass Mediated Public Message Systems." In George Gerbner, 
§± ~., (eds.) The Analysis of Communication Content: 
Development in Scientific Theories and Computer Techniques, 
(New York: Wi ley, 1969). 

2. In order to achieve a 95% confidence level In the 
estimation of a population proportion of .5 (I.e., a 
dichotomous variable), we would need 2E! broadcasts 
In each research site. Such sample sizes would be 
prohibitively costly to collect and analyze. A 90~ 
confidence level would require 96 broadcasts per site. 
Therefore, we shal I accept a confidence level between 90% 
and 95%. For further discussion of sampling requirements, 
see John H. Mueller, Karl F. Schuessler, and Herbert L. 
Costner, Statistical Reasonin9 in Sociology, 
2nd edition (Boston: Houghton Miffl in, 1970). 

We have made prel iminary inquiries regarding availability 
and access to news station broadcast tapes. Our inquiries 
suggest that back tapes ordinarily are available for at 
least one year at major network stations in large cities. 

3. For a discussion of purposive sampl ing, and its variety 
of approaches, see Patton, Qual itative Evaluation Methods, 
(Beverly Hil Is and London: Sage Publications, 1980). 

4. William A. Scott, "Rellabi lity of Content Analysis: The 
Case of Nominal Scale Coding," Public Opinion Quarterly. 
1955, 17:3, 321-325. 

5. Kiaus Krippendorff, "Bivariate Agreement Coefficients for the 
Reliabi lity of Data." In E.F. Borgotta, (ed.) Sociological 
Methodology: 1Q70; (San Francisco: Jossey Bass, 1970); and 
Klaus Krlppendorff, Content Analysis: An Introduction to its 
Methodology, (Beverly Hil Is: Sage Publ icatlons, 1980). 
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