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STATEMENT OF PROPOSED RESEARCH

We propose a basic social scientific study of The consequences
of televising trlals upon ‘the pubiic understanding of courtroom
procedure and the legal system. This study is not {imited to the
immediate and short-run effects of cameras upon participants In the
courtroom. That problem has been studied but not resclved and we
believe cannot be resolved in such a limited context. Our research
encompasses that question wlthin 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 all courtrooms.

The Immediate context and urgency of the Issue was noted when,
on January 16, 1981, the Supreme Court of the Unlted States ruled
that the Constitution does not prohibit states from allowing
televislion cameras to record and broadcast courtroom proceedings
(Chandier v. FElorida). The majority's opinion noted that no
emplirical data of sufficient validity have been of fered to suggest
that the televising of frlals per se affects the judicial process.

The Supreme Court polnted out that the appel lants mustered
nothing except generalized al legations of prejudice deriving from
the mere presence of cameras., But In terms of the larger gquestion
of the effects of the broadcast medlia on the judiclal 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 trlals could not be
Justified "wlthout more proof than has been marshailed o date,"
and that the full assessment of television's impact on courts must
"awalt 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 ls to subject to social scientific testing the theorlies
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 ftelevision coverage from within the
courtroom is qualitatively different from other forms of publicity
In that by conveying real courtroom procedure to millions of homes
it has the capacity to enhance pubiic 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 courfroom do not necessarlly
Interfere with the proceedings at the time, but question whether
they improve public understanding and long-range falrness or
Justice. Depending on the selection and editing of trials and
scenes to be televised, cameras may even confirm or helghten
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 orliginating television
broadcasts from Inside courtrooms, The goal of the research weuld
be reached In three steps:

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

{(2) Investigation of the pollcies and decislon-making
processes that determine selection, freafment, 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 recelved extensive coverage by the news media. Radlo,
newspapers, and most recently, television, have covered the trlals
of political dissidents, public offlcials, and crimlnals charged
with heinous offenses. But this coverage has usually been |imlted
by the absence of cameras or other broadcasting equlpment inside
the courtroom itself.

tn the wake of photographic coverage of the controversial
Hauptmann triai in the 1930%s, the American Bar Association in 1937
adopted a Canon (No. 35) prohibiting all photographic and broadcast
coverage of courtroom proceedings. The cancn 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 pubiic" (2), 1in 1952, the American Bar Association
amended the Canon to prohibit television coverage as well (3).
Though the ABA Canon has no force of law, it heavily influenced the
state and federal Judiclal systems In their development and

modifications of procedural rules.



By the 1970's, however, cameras slowly began to appear in the
courtrooms of many states. Pressures from the ftelevision media for
direct coverage Intensified, as access was gained to the
proceedings of other governmental instltutions, Including
legislative bodies. The Conference of Chief Justices In 1978 voted
overwhelmingly to encourage state supreme courts fo develop
guidelines permitting camera coverage of courtroom proceedings.

And In the same year, the American Bar Association debated, but
uitimately rejected, an amendment to Canon 35 to permlT
photographlc and electronlc coverage under some circumstances,

In the past three years, television coverage of courtroom
proceedings has greatly expanded. Currently, about 35 states
permit coverage of trizl and/or appellate proceedings, under
varying condifions 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 refiect the wldespread
presence of cameras in America's courtrooms In 1982 (5).

The lssues

A broad range of concerns have been ralsed 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
consequenhces. 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 fthe two foci are related, most of the research and debate has
been directed —- Inappropriately, we belleve -~ &t 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 -~ all of which produce
littie In the way of firm or generalizable findings (6},

At the micro level, one early argument against permltting
broadcast coverage of frials was that television equipment Is
bulky, distracting, and cumbersome (7). But foday, the advances in
broadcast technology are such that the reguired equipment is |ight,
compact, and nonobfrusive.

A related concern of critics is that the mere presence of
television cameras Is psychologlically distracting to witnesses,
Jjurors, attorneys, or even the presiding trial judge (8). Evidence
derived from artificial experimenital 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 all (9).



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 sufficientiy compelling 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 asplire fo other offices),
and defense attorneys may utiiize the exposure to enhance their
private practice. |n short, felevision may offer ‘these courtoom
participants a powerful medium for exposure and possible pollitical
or personal galn. These considerations do not always colncide with
the demands of justice or falrness, Such concerns have yet to be
ralsed seriously in the legal Ilterature, but have been voiced in
testimony before the Amerlican Bar Association's recent hearings on
cameras In the courtroom (11),

AT The next level of concern is the posslbility that extensive
publicity may damage a defendani's abillty to attain a falr trial
(12). Of course, this Is potentially true of any form of
publfcity, whether printed or broadcast, and whether emanating from
within the courtroom or without (see, e.g., Sheppard v. Maxwell).
The critical Issue Is not the amount of courtoom coverage, but
whether coverage from within the courtroom might be qualitatively
di fferent from coverage without cameras present. Empirical
Information on these Issues is totally lacking and will be
col lected in the proposed study.

Final ly, we reach the broadest level of concern, Trial
broadcasts may be selected and edited In such a way as fto be more
congruent with famlllar dramatic representations of frilals 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 enfrench them more deeply.

What is needed Is & rigorous, systematic investiagtion of The
processes underiying the broadcasting of trial proceedings, the
content of those broadcasts, and how the lessons contained In them
counteract or relnforce the lessons cultivated by exposure to
fictional trials. The assumptions, images and expectations that
may be cuitivated by fictional courtroom dramas —- such as
preconceived notions of Innocence and guilt, the generation of
boredom and restlessness when real trials are not fast-paced and
dramatic, the nature of evidence, and the tendency for wlitnesses to
expect to be tricked or ridiculed (14} -- need to be examined In
ITght of the producticn, content, and consequences of exposure to
actual trials on television,



Learning from evision

Television is our nation's most common and constant learning
environment, as we!ll as the malnstream of the cuiture. |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
|1ttle selectivity or deviation,

Presidents, policemen, judges, spies, and celebrities are
familiar parts of a selective, synthetic, symbollc environment of
entertainment and news in which we grow up and fearn 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 simllar
propositions about {ife and society.

Though tefevision is only one source of citizens' Information
about courts and law (15), it may well be the single most common
and pervasive source of shared cultural myths and Imagery. Typical
viewers of dramatic network programs will see 30 police offlcers,
seven |awyers, and three judges every week. Two-thirds of these
lawyers work on criminal cases, mostly murder,

Over the past twelve years, Cultural Indicators 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 coniribution to their conceptions of social reality

—factors are
heid constant, report images and assumptions about crime and
viclence, Interpersonal mistrust, occupations, age and sex-roles,
health, science, and other Issues which parallel Yelevision
portrayals (17). Televislon viewing, In short, absorbs a range of
otherwise diverse perspectives into Its patterned, sfandardtzed
homogeneous mainstream.

The implications of these findings about televislion assume
added Tmporteance when juxtaposed with the controversies over
cameras In the courtrooms. What will broadcasters show of
courtrooms on the evening news? How will viewers assimilate those
images?



esearc stions

The question of the content of televised materlals is a
particularly controversial one, giving rise to debates about how
. the media will, In fact, portray courtrooms. The Supreme Court in

Chandler remarked:

Selection of which triais, or parts of frials, to broadcast
will Inevitably be made not by judges but by the media, and
will be governed by such factors as the status and position
of the accused--or of the victim; the effect may be to
titil late rather than to educate and inform (18).

In light of the policy issues and relevant prior research, we
shal| 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 televislion media
select and edit courtroom materlials 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 onhe state that
does not (e.g., lllinois) (19).



nstitutiona ocesses

Extended, open-ended Interviews will be conducted with members of
the news media, including local television station managers, and the
reporters and camerapersons regulariy assigned to courthouses., We will
conduct these interviews at each of the three television network
stations in both of the research sites. We anticlipate 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
interviewlng, fo be especlally critical to the shaping of news about

courts and the iegal system wll|l be Interviewed more than once.
These Interviews will focus on how Judgments about "newsworthiness"
are operational ized In the sftudio and {n the fleld. We wili probe for

the Influences of external forces on deflinitions of newsworthiness,
such as |Imited budgetary resources and technological constraints. We
will also examine how the constraints of avallable time segments and
schedul ing Influence definitions of news. Finally, we will examine how
the commercial character of television and 1+s concomitant quest for
ratings affect standards of newsworthiness. We will probe these issues
for the news arena In general and for court/iegal system news in
particular (20). In the state permitting cameras inside the courtroom,
we will| particularly seek to determine the media's view of how This
innovation has Impacted upon each station's coverage of courts. And by
compar ing the responses and viewpoints of media personnel In the fwo
states, we can further suggest how the avallability of cameras inside
the courtroom may influence the nature of television news coverage of
courts and the legal system,

Finally, we will also interview a small sampie 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 extenslive television reporting of trials (In the
non-camera state). We seek fo understand -=- in both states -~ the
process by which courtrooms and cases are selected for various types of
television coverage. |Is it the nature of the case, or the visibility
of the victim or defendant or the personality of the trial jJudge, 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 will partially provide
a much-needed check agalnst the perceptions of television station
managers, reporters and camerapersons (21).

ba



ssage ste sis

The content of three kinds of news program messages will be
analyzed and compared. From a site In the state that permits
television coverage of frials we will analyze (1) a sample

of routine court news ftems on television that do not include
direct broadcasts from the courtroom and (2) news Items from
telecasts made directiy from the courtrooms. The third kind will
be a sample of routine court news Items from the site In the stafe
that does not permit cameras in the courtroom. We thus will be
able to conduct a comparative analysis o Isclate key
characteristics of televised trials and compare them with trials
reported but not televised. This analysis will permit us To
ascertaln what aspects of courtroom procedures (e.g.,motlons,
hearings, irials, etc.) are selected for television coverage, the
demographic characteristics of televised particlpants and the
"action structure" of the frial, Including patterns of innocence or
guilt, We shall also compare the results of this analysis with
empirical research findings on courts (22}, and with images from
television entertainment programs (see below).

We will conduct message sysstem analysis on a sampie of
programs selected from existing archives of prime~time network
dramatic programs. Using the archive of 15 week-iong samples of
dramatic television programs arled between 1969 and 1981 avaliiable
at The Annenberg School of Communications, we will analyze the
porirayal of the courts and legal proceedings in a large sample of
prime-time programs in which courts and frials appear. We will
also examine the characters who populate fhese programs, In
particular the characterlstics of those who are cast in legal -~ or
court-related -~ roles, such as judges, lawyers, defendants, and
witnesses., Message System Analysis methodology (sampling,
training, efc.) 1s presented in detall In Appendix A.

s cis The VYiewing Audienc

Surveys will be conducted on random probabillty samples of
citizens in the site In the state that permits felevislon In the courts
and In the one that does not permit televised trials, Approximately
500 to 750 interviews wil!| be conducted in each site. In order to
col lect a substantial amount of Information from a large number of
people In the most efficlent manner, Interviews will be conducted
by telephone, We will design the questicnalre and execute aill
phases of the analysis; a professlonal survey firm will draw the



samples and do the acfual'infervlewing.

The findings from our two previous stages wili be fransformed
Tnto testable hypotheses about the effects of frial broadcasts.
The dependent varlables wil!l be developed from the findings of +the
message system analysis., Based on the patterns observed In
fictional television ftrials, and the ways In which they match or
contradi{ct the patterns presented In broadcasts of actual frials,
we wiil administer to respondents items fthat measure selected
assumptions, expectations, and experience with couriroom
proceedings. Specifically, we will examine peopie's knowledge of
court procedures, presumptions about Tnnocence and guilt, attitudes
towards attorneys, and understanding of the purpose(s) of criminail,
clvll, and speciallzed (e.g., small claims or housing) courts,

The analytical sfrategy is based on a comparison of viewers who
frequently watch televised trials with viewers who infrequentiy
watch televised trlals, controlling for demographic characteristics
of viewers, overall levels of viewing, and direct experience with
courtrooms. In other words, we shall isclate 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 |Ight viewers who
cannot watch real courtroom broadcasts., If televised trials Improve
understanding, the first group should refiect that in comparison to
the others. For example, highly educated |ight viewers of
television may exhibit a more correct understanding of courtroom pro-
cedure than both highly educated heavy viewers and all less educated
viewers. Where will highly educated frequent viewers of felevised
trials fit into that pattern? WIill Their understanding be superior
to elther light vlewers or heavy viewers of television drama? Or
will they tend to reflect the same (or greater) misconceptions as
those who do not have televised triais avaliable, on various levels
of viewing and courtoom experience?

This approach wlll permit us to assess the basic educational
clalm advanced by supporters of cameras Inside The courtroom. We
can determine whether exposure to actual trisls 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.

opose esearc

The proposed research wiil have both policy and theoretical
value, |t will contribute to the sclentific understanding of how
television reports and shapes legal information and symbols In



prime-time entertalinment as well as news programs, By doling so,
the research can facilitate a better understanding between |ocal
courts and the local media. The research can inform judges, court
administrators, and local televislon 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-media commitfees that sfruggle
with the difficult issues of camera coverage In local communities.
Such commlttees look for guidance as to how to balance the rights
of defendants, media requests for access, and the potential
educational value 1o the locail citizenry In [ndividual instances,
This research may also Inform the decisions of future appellate
courts that are asked to weligh, In Individual cases, the general
educational beneflts of camera coverage against the speciflc harm
al leged by a particular defendant.

Dissemination

We anticipate the broadest dissemination of the findings and
policy implications from the study, to reach the audiences of
scholars, trlal Jjudges, court administrators, news producers, and
appel late courts noted above. This would inciude the publication
of a monograph by the American Judlcature Society, designed to
inform and assist bench-bar-media committees. We would also
publish articles in the scholarly journals of communications, law,
and the soclal sclences, and present papers at conferences where
media and legal representatalves normally attend.

Col laborat]

The collaboration of the American Judlcature Society and The
Annenberg School of Communications at the Unlversity of
Pennsylvania unites ftwo wel |-known institutions from the fields of
socio~legal research and communlications 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
trlal 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
analytTic and reporting phases from AJS,



John Paul Ryan of AJS and George Gerbner of The Annenberg
Schoo!l will serve as Co~Directors. Charles W. Grau and Arieen
Sheskin from AJS and Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy
Signorielli from The Annenberg School will 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.
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(1)
(2)

(3)
(4)

FOOTNOTES

Chandler v. Florida, 49 LW 4146

The full text of Canon 35 Is as fol lows:

"Proceedings In Court shouid be conducted with
fitting dignity and decorum. The taking of
photographs in the courtroom, during sesslons 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 creale
misconceptions with respect thereto In the mind
of the public and should not be permitted."

62 A.B.A. Rep., 1134-1135 (1937).
77 A.B.A. Rep. 610-611 (1952),

Some states permit cameras on an experimental basis, whereas
other states &llow them on a permanent basis. In some states,
only appel iate proceedings may be covered; In other states,
both trilal and appel late proceedings may be covered. And in
some states, most or all parties (e.g., the defendant,
attorney, witnesses, and jourors) must agree to the cameras,

whereas In other

states the frial judge holds sole discretfion.

Thus, the range of conditions under which cameras are permitted
is highly variable across the states.

(5) The three commiftiees are: Standing Committee on Association
Standards for Criminal Justice; Standing Committee on Association

(6)

(7)

(8)

Communications;
Responsibility.,

and Standing Committee on Ethics and Professional
Each of these committees was represented at the

American Bar Association's "Open Meeting on Cameras In The
Courtroom," January 24, 1982 In Chicago.

See, for example, Report of the Wisconsin Supreme Court
CommIttee to Monitor and Evalute the Use of Audio and Visual

Equ:pmenf in the

CourTroom, AprIl 1, 1979, also, A Sample
e . i

fthe
ectronic Media and Sti Photography Coverage In
Selected Florida Courts Between July 5, 1977 and June 30, 1978,

prepared by the Judiclal Planning Coordination Unit, Office
of the Florida State Court Administrator, November 1, 1978,

See, for example, the concerns expressed in Estes v. Texas,
381 US B32 (1965).

See, for example, Note, "Televised Trials: Constitutional
Constralints, Practical Implications and State Experimentation,

9 Loyola (Chi) law Jourpal 910 (1978). See also, Estes v. Texas,

11



(9}

(10}
(1

(12>

(13)

(14)

(1%)

(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

James L. Hoyt, "Courtroom Coverge: The Effects of Being

Televised," 21 Journal of Broadcasting (19773, p.493.
Chandler v. Florlida, 49 LW 4147.
"Open Meeting on Cameras in the Courtroom," see note 5 above,

This has been the primary concern, of course, In the legal
|1terature. See, for example, L. Tornquist and K. Griffall,
"Tefevision in the Courtroom: Devil or Saint," 1/ Willamette
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),

According to a recent national survey,
"The general public's knowledge of and direct experience
with courts Is low." See Yankelovich, Skelly and White,
Inc,, Hi s Natinal Survey o© e Genera

e dges ers, and Communlty lLeaders
(Willlamsburg, Va.: National Center for State Courts), p.5.

George Gerbner, "Trial by Television: Are We at the Polnt
of No Return?" Judicature, April 1980, 63:9, 416-426.

Yankelovich, Skelly and White, Inc. report that

"forma| education and the media are the public's
principal sources of Information about courts®
{p.9), see note 13 above.

George Gerbner and Larry Gross, “Living with Television

The Viclence Profile." Journal of Communicatlon Spring
1976, pp.173-199,

George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Michael Morgan and Nancy
Signorielli, "The 'Mainstreaming' of Amerlica: Violence
Profile No. 11." Journa! of Communication, Fall 1980,

pp. 10-29; George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli,
and Michael Morgan, "Aging with Television: Images on
Television Dramea and Conceptions of Social Reality.”
Journal of Communication Winter 1980, pp. 37-47;

George Gerbner, Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielll, Michael
Morgan, and Marllyn Jackson-Beeck. "The Demonstration of Power:
Viclence Profile No, 10," Journgl of Communication,

Summer 1979, pp.177-196,

Chandler v, Florida, 49 LW 4146-4147,

The choice of Florida Is suggested by the large amount of
broadcast coverage of courtrooms there, facilitated by

state court rules that do not require consent of the defendant.
Il1inois is suggested by [ts comparabillity with Florida along

12



(20)

(21)

(22)

relevant demograhic factors such as population, urban-rural
mix, racial mix, educational level, etc.

There is a slowly-growing literature analyzing how news is
reported, Interprefed, and modified by the media. 3See,

for example, G. Tuchman, Making News (New York: Free

Press, 1978); Herbert Cans, Decldlng What's News (New York:

Vintage, 1980); and D. Althelde, Creating Reallty,
(Beverly Hills and London: Sage Publications, 1976).

The interviews will proceed from a flexible, loosely=structured
interview guide. All Interviews will be tape-reporded and
transcribed verbatim for subsequent analysis. For a recent
dlscussion of issues related to interview methodology,

see Michael Q. Patton, Qualitative Evaluation Methods

(Beveriy Hills and London: Sage Publications, 1980).

We wili draw upon reference |iterature that provides date on
the proportion of criminal and civl] case fillngs 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 1f
localized data are not available,

13
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Note, "Televised Trials: Constitutional Constraints, Practical Impli-
cations and State Exper1mentat10n," 9 Loyola {(Chi.) Law Journal
910 (1978). '
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University Law Review 315 (1981).
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the Courtroom, March 16, 1981.

Report of the Media Advisory Committee Respecting Media Coverage of
Court Procedures, Rhode Island Supreme Court, 1981.
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the Use of Audio and Visual Equipment in the Courtroom, April 1,
1979,

Rosheo, B., Newsmaking (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1975).
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A Sample Survey of the Attitudes of Individuals Associated with Trials
Involving Electronic Media and Still Photography Coverage in
Selected Florida 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.

Stone, W. and S. Edlin, "T.V. or not T.V.: Televised and Photographic
Coverage of Trials," 29 Mercer Law Review 1119 (1978}.

Tate, S., "Cameras in the Courtroom: Here to Stay," 10 University of
Toledo Law Review 925 (i979).

Tornquist, L. and K. Griffall, "Television in the Courtroom: Devil or
Saint," 17 Willamette Law Review 345 (1981).

Tuchman, G., Making News {New York: Free Press, 1978).
Wasby, S., "Laying Estes to Rest," 5 Justice System Journal 58 (1979).
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7 National Journal of Criminal Defense 445 (1981).
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BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Gwe the following information for key professional personnel listed on poge 2, beginning with the
Principal Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy this pege for each person,

BIRTHDATE (Mo., D .Y.i
NAME _ TLE noan and Professor i
George Gerbner ' of Communications - August 8, 1919

EDUCATION (Begr'n with _huccufcmrenfc troining ond include postdoctoral)

. YEAR _
' FIELD OF STUDY
INSTITUTION AND LOCATION DEGREE CONFERRED : .
University of Califérpia, Berkeley ' B.A.L _1942 Jourpalism
University of Southern California . i M,S, 1951 "~ Communication
* University of Southern California PhL.D. 1955 Communication

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Concluding with present position, list in chronological order previous employment, experie
: ance, and henors. Inciude present membership on any Federal Government Public Advisory Commirtee, List, in chronological order, the titles and

ecomplete references to recent representative publications, especiolly those most pertinent to this application. Do not exce=d 2 pages.,

1964-Present Professor and Dean, the Annenberg School of Communications, University of
Pennsylvania. Teachlng Mass Communication and Seciety, seminars in
: communications research and theory.
1973~Present Editor, Journal of Communication.
1977-March, 1981 Investigator with Larry Gross and Nancy Signorielli of "Aging with
Televisjon' and "Aging with Television Commercials.™

1972~Dec. 1980 Investigator with Larry Grass of ""Cultural Indicators." Studies
- ’ in progress.
1969--1970 Principal Investigator of a continuing study on violence in network

television drama sponsored by the Surgeon General's Commlttee on Tele-
vision and Social Behavior. _
1968-1969 Principal Investigator of a study of the portrayal of violence in net-
' work television drama, sponsored by the Natlonal Commission on the
Causes and Prevention of Vlolence :

. Publications: .

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

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

- "Institutional Pressures Upon Mass Communicators.” In The Sociology of Mass Media
Communicators, edited by Paul Halmos. The Socioliogical Review Monograph MNo. 13,
pp. 205-248, University of Keele, England, 1969,

"Toward 'Cultural Indicators'; The Analysis of Mass Mediated Message Systems. AV
Communication Review, 17:137-148, Summer 1969. Also Chapter 5 in The Analysis of
Communication Content, see item above.

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, William J. Paisley, Philip J. Stome).

"Dimensions of Violence in Television Drama.'" Report of research project in collabor-
ation with Marten Brouwer, Cedric C., Clark, and Klaus Krippendorff, sponsored by
the National Commlssion on the Causes and Prevention of Violence, 1969.
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George Gerbmner, Ph.D. S ':_ | - .5

Publications continued:

¥Cultural Indicators: The Case of Violence in Television Prama." The Annals of the
American Academy of Political and Social Science, 388:59-81, March 1970.

"Violence in Television Drama: Trends and Symbolic Functions." In G.A. Comstock and
E.A. Rubinstein (eds.), Televisicr and Social Behavior. Vol. 1 Content and Control.
Washington: Government Printing O0ffice, 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 Enviromment." 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 Preofile, 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 Violerice Profile No. 8: The Highlights, Journal_Qi'Communication, 1977, 27:2, 171-180
(with Larry Gross, Michael Eleey, Marily Jackson-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-Fox, and
Nancy Signorielli). :

"Secenario- 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 Broadecasting, Sumrer, 1977, 21:3, 280-286.

"fhe World of Television News," (with Nancy Signorielli)'in'w. Adams and F. Schriebman
o (eds.) Television News Archives: A Guide to Research. Washington, D.C.: George
Washington University, 1978.

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

"The Image of the Elderly in Prime-~Time Television Drama,” (with Nancy Signorielli)
Generations, Tall, 1978.

"The Demonstration of Power: Violence Profile No. 10." Journal of Communication,
Summer, 1979, 28:3, 177-196 (with lLarry 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, Spring, 1979, 123-124 (with Larry Gross,
Nancy Signoriellil, and Michael Morgan).

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

Publications continued:

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

The-"Malnstreamlng of America: Violence Profile No. 1l. Journal of Conmunlcatlon,
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael .
Morgan) .

Teleﬁision 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 Aﬁalysis, Public Opinion Quarterly, Eall,
1980, 44:3, 408-410 (with Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, and Michael Morgan).

"Television's Contribution to Public Understanding of Sciemce: A Pilot Project”
Amnenberg 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 Resgearch,
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 (rorthcomlng) (w1th Nancy Signorielli and
Michael Morgan).

The Violént 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, Mobius: A Journal for Continuing
Education Professionals in Health Sciences,in press. (with Larry Gross,
Michael Morgan and Nancy Signorielli)
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BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Give the following information for key professional personnel listed on page 2, beginning with the '
Principal Investigator/Program Director, Photocopy this poge for each person, )
NAME TITLE : BIRTHDATE {Mo.,Day, Yr.!

~Larry Gross ' Assoclate Professor of Comm. NovemBer 22, 1942

EDUCATION (Begin with boceoloureote troining ond include posfdocform’)

YEAR -

. FIELD OF STUDY
INSTITUTION AND LOCATION DEGREE CONFERRED
Brandeis University, Walthan,Mass. B.A. 1964 Psychology
Columbia University, N.Y.C., New York Ph.D. 1968 Social Psvchology

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Concluding with present position, list in chronologicol order previous employment, experi-
ence, and honors. Include present membership on any Federal Govemment Public Advisery Committee, List, in chronclogical order, the titles and

complete references to recent representative pyblicotions, especially those most pertinent to this application. Da_not exceed 2 pages,

1973-Present Associate Professor of Communications, The Anneﬁberg School of Communications

© 1968-1973 Assistant Professor of Communications
1972-Present Co-Principal Investigator with George Gerbner of "Cultural Indicators”
1977-1981 Co-Principal Investigator with George Gerbmer and Nancy Slgnorlelll, "Aglng

. with Television" and "Aging with Television Commerc1als"

Papers and Publications:

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

: "Modes of Communication and the Acquisition of Symbolic Competence," Chap. 13, Communij-
cations Technology and Social Policy, Gerbmer, 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 Educatlon
Assoclatlon Jan, - Feb., 1974, pp. 86-92.

hsymbollc Strategies,™ (w1th Sol Worth), -Journal of Communication, 24:4, 1974, pp. 27-39.

"MArt History as Ethnography and ‘as Social Analysis," Studies 1n the Anthropology of Visual
Commnnlcatlon 1:1, 1974, pp. 51-56,

_"Yes, But Is It Really Communlcatlon?" Journal of Commuhication, 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. 3.

-The Violence Profile,- Numbers 5 thru 11: Trends in Network Television Drama and Viewer

Conceptions of Social Reality. The Annenberg School of Communications, University of
Pennsylvania, 1974-1980. : ) s

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

Publications continued:

"piving with Television, The Violence Profile,v Journal of Communication, April
1976 (with George Gerbmer).

“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 al., eds.,
Home and Hearth: Images of 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 of 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 of 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 of Visual Communications, 4:2, 1977,
pp. 99-111,

"The Demonstration of Pwer: Violence Profile No. 10" Journal of Communicationm,
Summer, 1979, 28:3, 177-196 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Signorielli, Michael
Morgan, and Marilyn Jackson-Beeck).

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

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

"The 'Mainstreaming' of America: Violence Profile No. 11," Jourral of Communicationm,
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10 29 (with George Gerbner, Nancy Slgnorlelll, and Michael
Morgan).

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

"Some Additional Comments on Cultivation Analysis," Public Opinion Quarterly, Fall
1980, 44:3, 408-410 (with George Gerbmer, Nancy Slgnorlelll, and Michael
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 FPennsylvania, 1980 (w1th
George Gerbner Nancy Signorlelll, and Michael Morgan).

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

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

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

Television and Enculturation. In J.R. Dominick and J. Fletcher (eds.), Broadcasting

Research Methods: A Reader, Boston: Allyn and Bacon, in press. (with Michale
Morgom). :

Violence in Television Programs: Ten Years Later. In D. Pearl, J. Lazar, and

L. Bouthilet (eds.), Television and Behavior: Ten Yeéars of Scientific Progress
and Implications for the 8Q0's., in press.

Television and Educational Achievement and Aspirations. In D. Pearl, J. Lazar and

1. Bouthilet (eds.), Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress
and Implications for the 80's., imn press.
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Give the following information for key professional personnel listed on poge 2, beginning with the
Principal Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy this page for each person,

NAME _ TITLE BIRTHDATE (Me.,Day, ¥Yr.)
Michael Jay Moxgan . Research Specialist April 15, 1953 .
EDUCATION {Begin with baccalgureate training and include postdactoral)
YEAR
. IELD OF STUDY
INSTITUTION AND LOCATION PEGREE CONFERRED F _
¥ew College, Sarasota, Florida : B.A. 1974 _Communication

Annenberg School of Communications,

University of Pennsylwvania, Philadel- .

phia, Pennsvlvania M.AL 1977 Communication

University of Pennsvylvania : - - Ph.D. 1980 Communication

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Cancludiné with present position, list in chronclogical order previous employment, expari-
ence, and honors. Include present membership on any Federal Government Public Advisory Committee. List, in chronological order, the titles and

complete references to recent representative publications, especially those most pertinent to this application. Do not excead 2 poges,

July 1979-Present Research Specialist, The Annenberg School of Communications
April 1978 - June 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., Mass Communication
Review Yearbook, Volume 1. Beverly Hills: Sage, 1980. (with George Gerbmer,
Larry Gross, Nancy Signorielli, 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 Signorielli)

Television, IQ, and School Achievement, in S. Scheuyér,-ed}, The TV Annual 1978-
1979. ©New York: Macmillan, 1979, 237—239. {(with Larry Gross)

"Television, IQ, and Reading Skills,™ Cultural Iandicators Symp031um, International
Communication Association, Philadelphia, Pa., May 1979.

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

"Television and Adolescents® Reading Preferendes," 3rd Conference on Culture and
Communication, Temple University, 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 Televisioﬁ Drama and Conceptions of Social
Reality, Journal of Communication, Winter, 1980, 30:1, 37-47. (with George
Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli)
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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 of Communication,’
Summer, 1980, 30:3, 10-29. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross, and Nancy '
Slgnorlelll) ' ' :

Television Viewing, IQ, and Academlc Achlevement Journal of Broadcastlng, 1980,
24:2, 117-133.

"ﬁedia 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) '

"FPelevision 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 Gerbmer, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signoriélli)

Telev151on and Enculturatlon, in J. Domlnlck and J Fletcher, eds., Broadcastln0 Re-
search Methods: A Reader. Boston: Allyn and Bacon, in press.

Violenée in Television Programs: Ten Years Later, in National Institute of Mental
' Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress and Impli-
caticns for the 80's, in press. (with Larry Gross and Naney 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"
Ammenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1980 (with
George Gerbnmer, Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli).

A Curious Journey into the Scary World of Paul Hirsch, Communication Research,
11981, 8:1, 39-72,

Programming Health Portrayals: What Viewers See, Say, and Do, in Natiomal Institute
of Mental Health, Television and Behavior: Ten Years of Scientific Progress

and Tmplications 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 Journai of Medicine, Beston, Ma,:
~ October 8, 1981. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross and Nancy Signorielli)

- What Television Teaches about Doctors and Health, Mobius: .é_Jdurnal for Continuing
Education Professionals in Health Sciences, in press. (with George Gerbner
and Nancy Signorielli)
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BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Give the following information for key professional personnel listed on page 2, beginning with the
Principel Investigator/Program Director. Photocopy this page for each person.

NAME : . TITLE | BIRTHDATE (Mo., Doy, Yr.)
Nancy Signorielli ‘ " Research-Coordinator : July 29, 1943
EDUCATION {Begin with bacedlgurecte training ond include postdoctoral}
: : YEAR
FIELD OF STUDY
INSTITUTION AND LOCATION ’ DEGREE CONFERRED
Wilgson College, Chambersbure, Pa. A.B. 1945 Psvchology
Queens College of the City University of - '
New York, Flushing, New York M.,A. 1967 Psycholoey
University of Pennsvlivania Graduate School _
- of Arts and Sciences, Philadelphia, Pa. Ph.D. . ~ 1975 Communications

RESEARCH AND/OR PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: Concluding with present position, list in chronological order previous employment, experi-
snce, and honors, Inciude present membership on ony Federsl Government Public Advisory Committee. List, in chronclogicel erder, the titles gnd
complete references to recent representative publications, especiclly those most pertinent to this application. Do not exceed 2 pages.

1977-Present Research Coordinator, Annenberg School of Communications

1973-1977 Research Specialist, Annenberg School of Communications
1969-1973 Research Associate, Annenberg School of Communications
‘1269—1971 Instructor, Dept. of Psychology, Chestnut Hill College, Phlladelphla

‘

1977—March 1981 Investlgatlon w1th George Gerbner and Larry Gross, "Aglng w1th
Television" and "Aging with Telev15ﬁon Commercials,"”

Publications:

Apples, Ofanges, and the Kitchen Sink: An Apalysis and Guide to the Comparison of

"Violence Ratings," Journal of Broadcasting, 17:1, (Winter 1972-73), 21-31.
(with George Gerbner and Michael F. Eleey) ’ R

Men and Women in Television Drama: A Multidimensional Exploratlon, paper presented.
at the Speech Association Convention, December 1974.

The Violence Profile, Numbers 5 thru 1l: Trends in Network Television Drama and
Viewer Conceptions of Social Reality. Anmenberg School of Communications,
University of Pennsylvania, 1974-1980,

Patterns in Primé-Time, Journal of Communicatiom, 1974, 24:2, 119-124.

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

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

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

The World of Television News, in William Adams and Fay Schriebman (eds.), Television
Network News: Issues in Content Research, Washlngton, D.C.: George Washington
. University Press, 1978, . (with George Gerbner)
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 Nancy Signorielli, Ph.D. ' B ' J

Publications continued:

.The Image of the Elderly in Prime-Time Telev1sion Drama, Generations, Fall, 1978.
(with George Gerbmer)

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

Television's Contribution to Sex-role Sotialization. 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 Conceptions of Social
Reality. Paper presented at the 34th Annual AAPOR Conference, Buckhill Falls,
Pa., May 31 - June 3, 1979, '

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

On Wober's "Televised Violence and Paranoid Perception: The View from Great Bri-
tain," 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 Michael Morgan) o .

The Measurement of Violence in Television Programming: Violence Indices. 1In
Joseph Dominick and James Fletcher, Broadcastlng Research Methods: A Reader,
Boston. Allyn and Bacon, in press.

Media and the Famlly: Images and Impact. Overview paper prepared for the National
Research Forum on Family Issues. 5Sponsored by the White House Conference om
Families, Washington, D.C., Apr11 10-11, 1980. (with George Gerbner, Larry
Gross, and Michael Morgan) ' o

Vielence in Televiéion 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)

' Mﬂrital Status in TV Drama: A Case of Reduced Options. "Journél of

Broadeastine, in press. . _ : . . .

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

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




Nancy Signorielli, Ph.D.

Publications continued:_

"Television's Contribution to Public Understaﬁding of Sciefice: A Pilot Project"
Annenberg School of Communications, University of Penmnsylvania, 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).

Prbgramming 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 Gerbmer and Michael
" Morgan). _ :

Health and Medicine on Television, ' The New England'Jburnéiigf;MediCine, Boston,
Ma.: October 8, 198l. (with George Gerbner, Larry Gross and Michael Morgan)

What Television Teaches About Doctors and Health., Mobius: A Journal for Continuing
- Education Professionals in Health Sciences, in press. (with George Gerbner,
and Michael Morgan),

.
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Unlversity of Pennsylvania, The Annenberg School of Communicatlions
George Gerbner

BUDGET JUSTIFICATION
1. Message System Analysis ~- Coding Costs

8. CuITQral indicators Archives of Prime~Time Drama

400 hours

sample: 100 programs € Z hrs/pgm x 2 coders
300 hours

75% rellabitity ( 75 programs) =
700 hrs @ $4.00/hour = $ 2,800

training: 12 coders x 3 weeks € 20 hrs/week 720 hours

720 hrs @ $3.75/hour = § 2,700
Total: §$ 5,500

Benefits: 468
Total: § 5,968

b. TV News coding
sample: 200 pgms in each of 2 sites = 400 programs
400 programs € 1 hr/pgm x 2 coders = 800 hours
50 % reilability (200 programs) = 400 hours
1200 hours € $4.25 per hour = $ 5,100

training: 12 coders € 2 weeks @ 20 hrs/week = 480 hours
480 hours @ $ 4,00 per hour = $ 1,920

Total s $ 7,020

Benefits: 597
Total: 5 7,617
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Universlity of Pennsylvania, The Annenberg School! of Communications

George Gerbner

2-

Computer Costs:

The Annenberg School of Communictions has recently purchased and
instal led a Prime 550 computer, This machine wil| be used for all
data analysis as well as text processing., The rates for the machine
are currently under examinatlon 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 will try to take advantage of these savings whenever
possible.

daytime = evening
CPU $50/hr. : $25/hr
Disk 10 $50/hr $25/hr
Connect $ 1/hr $ .50/hr
Spool Ing $ .01/line $ .01/line

Disk Storage $ .75/1000 records

Survey Costs:

We propose To have the survey conducted by an organlization specially
suited to complete this work. We will explore the possibillty 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 thelr 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 will expiore the cost of having them do this work.
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1he Annenberg School of. Cowmunica?!ons
George Gerbner

4.

Budget Justification contlnued

Salarles

The salarles given for the four’ co—prlncnpal invésTigaTors'
will not cover the full amount of money needed to pay for
the time they will devote to this project. For example,

Drs, Morgan and Signoriel i will probably spend around 33%

of their time on this projJect. Thus, the budget of The
Annenberg School of Communications will have fo supplemenf
the proposed research in This area.

- Travel

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 fo the television: sfaflons to
select The ‘samp les of news broadcasfs. : - :

These funds would also cover any Trlps to Chlcago to enhance
our col laboration with AJS as well as any trips to NSF Thaf :
would be needed In conjunction with Thus research. o
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The Annenberg School of Communicaf!ons
George Gerbner :

Budget Justiflcation Continued

6.

Direct and Indirect Costs

- The University of Penns!yvanié al locates costs In accordance

with general ly accepted accounting pracfices for lnsfiTu?Jons
of higher education as well as Office of Management and
Budget Circular A-21 "Cost Principles for Educational -

- Instltutions,™ This latter document establishes the bas[s

for determining and allocating both dIrecf and Indirect costs..

The University calculates its Indirecf cost rate annually and,
subsequent to review by our public accounting firm and our
cognizant federal audit agency (the Dept. of Health and Human
Services), we negotiate a fixed rate for the coming vear

with our cognizant federal agency (DHHS). For the year
beginning July 1, 1982, the Indirect cost rate for research
projects is 65% of Tofal direct cosfs less equ:pmenf

- and subconfracfs.

Indirect costs are real costs and {f wé3are'unable'fo fuliy -

recover these costs for a given program, other resources must

be used to cover them. The decislon to accept support for a
glven program or project for which full recovery of indirect
costs is not anticipated 1s made by the cognizant Dean.:

Such decisions must take into account the value of the
proposed project In relation to the school's mission -as well :
as [ts financxal Impact.

Accep+ance of support which does not provlde full recovery of
both direct and Indirect costs represents agreement on the part
of the school and the University to contribute the dlfference
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 Signorielli
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
Signorielli & 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
Signorielli & 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
Signorielli & Morgan -- 1.5 months

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

' National Institute on Aging, NIH -~ Television's Contribution to
Conceptions about Aging

~~
[¥%)
Al

proposal in preparation
2 years in length —— about $200,000 to $250,000

Pergson MOnths: Gerbmer & Cross -- 1 month
Signorielli & 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 530 computer with IMB of memory. The computer
will be used for all data analysis and most text processing needs.
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APPENDIX 1

MESSAGE SYSTEM ANALYS!S 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 rellabliity of the
observations, and data analysis techniques.

Recording instrument

The first step of the proposed research will be to develop,
pllot test and finalize the recording Instrument. Two instruments
will be developed ~- one for dramatic programs and one for news
progarms, Where possible, content items will be similar so as to
facilitate comparisions between the two program types. Each
instrument will 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, will be designed using an analytic
framework that isolates the overall 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 called
attention, emphasis, tendency, and sitructure (1}. Aftention Is
measured by determining what kinds of legal and courtiroom
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 fopic is a minor,
signiflicant, or major focus of the program or news story. Tendency
isolates whether a particular fopic 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 wil! also examine all the characters who populate these
programs. We will be especially concerned with determining the
characteristics of those who are cast In legal-related roles such
as lawyers, Jjudges, defendants, witnesses, jurors, etc. We will
Include a number of demographic varlables (age, sex, race,
socio~-economic status, marital status), as well as a number of
variables of a descriptive nature -- type ("good"-"bad"), success,
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committing viclence, victimization, romantic and family
involvement, degree of expertise, and degree of achlevement.

Data Collection

All of the new data collected for dramatic programs in the
Cultural Indicators Videotape Archives will be added to existing
data for programs and characters. Thus, this phase of the project
will be exiremeiy efficient and only entall collection of data
relating specifically to legal and courtroom matters. The entire
instrument will be applied to news storlies relating to legal and
courtroom matters. '

We will first develop the Instrument and conduct an extensive
pilot test by having our staff code 10 programs. All problems
encountered will be discussed, resclved, and the Instrument revised
accordingly. The pilot testing phase will 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 will hire and train

coders and complete the data col lecticn,

The Samples

The sample of dramatic programs will include 100 programs in
which courts and legal matters are central to the plot. These
programs will be selected through our computerized data archives,
The time parameters of the samples from which these programs will
be seiected are as follows: Monday through Saturday evenlings from
8:00 fo 11:00 p.m. EST and Sunday evenings from 7:00 fo 11:00 p.m,
EST.

The sample of news programs wiil be randomly selected from the
news |ibraries/archives of commercial stations inr both the state
with television and In the state without television. Preliminary
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 speclfic stories this sample will generate (2},

The semple shall include a random sample of the news broadcasts
across a one-year period as well as purposive sampling of news
broadcasts across the same one-year time frame (3). This will
constitute, in effect, one or more case studies of how local
stations cover "major frial events® in their community. Analysls
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of these broadcasts will help us assess the atypical coverage of
courts, or what local stations view as especlally "newsworthy."

The combination of these two strateglies should facilitate a through
assessment of the varled conditions under which local television
stations cover thelr local courts.,

aini ures

In message system analysis coders are trained to do a
speclal fzed kind of observation. They must refiably make the
discriminations required by the recording instrument and record
them in a spectiflic 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 insfructed to be
able to point to specific evidence In the program for each coding
decision they make, They cannot fall back on or use thelr prior
knowledge of speciflic programs. Thelr task Is fo generate the data
for the subsequent analysis that will permit interpretation of the
common message elements and structures that are available 1o the
public of diverse viewers,

For the full anaiysis of these samples, a coding staff of about
12 coders will be recruited and hired to work for a maximum of 20

to 25 hours each week, The training period will require five weeks
of Instruction and testing. Training will begin with an
introductory session devoted to item-by~item discussions of the
recording instrument, The trainee group will be subsequently splif
into randomly assighed coding teams of two each, and all
coder-pairs will begin a training period In which they will view

and code seven speclfically selected dramatic programs that have
been viewed and coded by the supervisory staff, When coders are
trained to code news programs, they will 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 Tndependently of all other pairs, and
will return a jolnt coding for each program. Coder-pairs will then
meeT with members of our supervisory staff and discuss the
difficulties encountered In the training exercises. Coders will
continue to code tralning programs and consult with our staff untili
all problems are resolved.

During both the +fraining and data-collection phases of the
preject, the coder-pairs will be able to monitor the assligned
videotape of the program or news story as often as necessary. A
subsample of the programs wilt be coded independently by two
separate coder-palrs to provided double-coded data for the
refiability analysis,
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s ent ili

Reliabillity measures are designed 1o ascertaih 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, elther by refining the Instrument or intensifyling
coder training; or, as a last resort, by eliminating the
unsalvageable variable or dismissing the Incorrigible coder.
Measures of reliability thsu serve two functlions: as diaghostic
tools In the conflirmation of the recording process, and as final
evaluators of the accuracy of a phenomenon's representation In the
actual recorded data.

Qur relliabllity assessment requires the calculation of an
agreement coefficient for each content Item in The recording
Instrument. Five computational formualae are currentiy available
for calculating these coefflcients. The variations are
distingulshed by a difference function, the form of whlch depends
upon the scale type of the particular variable being analyzed.
Except for thelr respective scale-apprepriate sensitivity to
devlietions from perfect agreement, the coefficlients make the same
basic assumptions as the profotpye for nominal scales devised by
(4). Thus, In the case of the binary varlable, ali formulae yield
identical results (5).

The agreement coefficlents range from +1.00 to -~1.00, where
+1.00 Indicates perfect agreement and .00 Is agreement due soley to
chance. A coefficlient of .50 indlcates that performance is 50
percent above the level expected by chance, We have defined
acceptable levels of rellability as fol lows., |tems with agreement
coef ficlents of .8 or above are considered as unconditional ly
rellable, Items with coeffliclients betwsen .6 and .8 are accepted
conditional ly, while items whose coefficlents fall 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.,

Reliabillty is thus ascertained by a statistical procedure that
measures the agreement of trained analysts (beyond chance
agreement) for each content Ttem. |If one were to substitute the
perceptions and impressions of casual observers, no matier how
sophisticated, the value of the investigation wouid be reduced, and
Its purpose confounded. Only an objective analysis of unambiguous
message elements, and their separation from personal Impresslons
teft by unidentified clues, can provide the baslis for Isolating and
understanding stable images in symbolic materlals.
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The Data and Data Analysis Technlgques

The final set of data wili be compiled from the double-coded
rellabi{ity data base by randomly selecting one of the two codings
for each program. These data will be added to the data generated
for the programs and news storles that were not Included as part of
the reliabiilty analysis.

The final sampie of data will be subjected To extensive

analysis. Statistical techniques will primarily include
multi-dimensional cross-tabulations, Association procedures, such
as contingency and cluster anlaysis, will also be used to examinine

constel lations of certain types of content date such as themes and
“binary characterization attributes. Where possible we will devise
multi=dimensional Indices composed of a number of content items
relating to a particular topic., These measures will 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

George Gerbner, "Toward Cultural Indlcators: The Analysis
of Mass Mediated Public Message Systems." In George Gerbner,
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~{New York: Wiley, 1969). -

In order to achleve a 95% confidence level in the
estimation of a population proportion of .5 (i.e., a
dichotomous varlable), we would need 384 broadcasts

In each research slte., Such sample sizes would be
prohibitively costly to collect and analyze. A 90%
confidence level would require 96 broadcasts per sife.
Therefore, we shall accept a confidence level between 90%
and 95%. For further dlscussion of sampling requirements,
see John H, Mueller, Karl| F. Schuessler, and Herbert L.
Costner, Statistic eas0n in Soci

2nd editlion {(Boston: Houghton Mifflin, 19707,

We have made preliminary Inquirles regarding availablllty
and access T0 news station broadcast tapes. Our Inquiries
suggest that back tapes ordinartiy are avallabie for at
ieast one year at major network stations in large cities.

For a discussion of purposive sampling, and [ts variety
of approaches, see Patton, itat u ethods
(Beveriy Hills and London: Sage Publications, 1980).

Willlam A, Scott, "Reliability of Content Analysis: The

Case of Nominal Scale Coding," Pubiic Opinion Quarterly,
1955, 17:3, 321-325,

Klaus Krippendorff, "Bivariate Agreement Coefficlents for the
Rellabitity of Data." In E.F. Borgotta, (ed.) Sociological
Methodology: 1970, (San Francisco: Jossey Bass, 1970); and
Klaus Krippendorff, ent Anglysis: An_lnfroduction to its
Methodology, (Beveriy Hills: Sage Publications, 1980).
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