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s 1
. ~....  INTRODUCTION

The condition of the Press in a democratic country

is a matter of public concern and a proper object of

- public scrutiny. A newspaper is something more than a
commodity to be bought and sold, and the production of
newspapers should not be governed by commercial
interests. Moreover, any large concentration of power
‘=-in private or irresponsible hands constitutes a

 potential threat to political freedom and constant

- vigilanca is required to prevent its abune.l

The classic laissez~faire view of the press is

summed up by William P. Hamilton of the Wall Street Jouxnal. :%f

who is reported to hava saids

.. A newspaper is a private enterpriae awing nothing
whatever to the public, which grants it no franchise.

. It is therefor affected with no public interest. It is, ;f :
* emphatically the property of the owner, who is selling co

‘a manufactured product at his own risk. . . .2
Zechariah Chafee, Jr., by contrast, has uritten: 

e » « It is the first principle of our Bill of .
Rights that the government must let all the powerful
‘enterprises in the press run loose. .. I am as sure as I
am of anything that this ought to be so. My point is
that this freedom from legal responsibility throws on

“ the owners and press associations of newspapers the
heavy moral responaibility to do for themselves what
" the law does for other enterprises. It is the task of
. the press itself to make sure that it increasingly
perfornms the services whidh the American people need
 from the prass.3
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Whatever the merits of either of these antithetical.
views, thers are no established rules setting forth the '
specific responsibilities of the press to its readexs. -

o rThe principle of “social responsibility of the

press” holds that the power and news semi-monopoly position
of the madia, and their Constitutional freedom, impose on'
them an obligation to sce that all sides are fairly ‘=
presented and that the public has enough information to
decide; and that Lf the media do not take on themselves
this reaponaibility. it may be ne«:easa:y £or some other ;

4.

agency o£ tha puhu.c t:o enforce 1t. But: this is stiu

chiefly a coneept. not law or even a gene:any acceptad '
In t:ha nineteem:h century a city uke aartford.
COnnecti.cut. ‘had’ 13. 000 people and 13 newspapers. If a
reader didn®t 1like the way's paper presented its news or
was against ‘a paper®s editorial policy, then he had plenty |
of others to choose from.5 . . o
In 1957 in the United States, there was one daily
for approximately every 90,000 pesople. And only six per
cent of the cities with a local daily newspaper had - . “

7. ‘Today, the pituation is no better, . :

competing ownership. .
with one daily‘f‘ fo:: approximately 115,000 people (based on a
200 million population and a total of 1,754 daily newa=~

papers as listed in the 1967 E. & B. Yaarbook). = '



3

: - . Concentrxation of ownership among American newspapers
has been proceeding since the latter part of the nineteenth
century in the wake of even more far-reaching consolida-
tions and mergers in business and industry at large.e

As a Yesult of this predominance of one-paper towns
and, also, because of the shrinking number of owners, many
newspapexs have come to accept the greater responsibility.
of presenting all sides of a controversy fairly and
equitably.g_ Wilbur Schramm writess EN

e e o With the coming of higness and fewness, the

separate, c¢lasghing voices are no longer raised so '~

readily in a “free market place of ideas” . . . A new

" responsibility has come to rest on our news and opinion
- maedia. Whereas, formerly they were responsible only -
for voicing clearly and vigorously the views each

- represented, in full confidence that the public would
be able to read contrary viaews and decide between them,

....now it is coming to ba obligatory for these media

actually to seck out and rep:eaent all significant

points of view.l0 , - | W

: Two well-known men in the field of journalism equate
press responsibility with the special position given the
press in the Pirst Amendment. .

.. Noxman Isaacs. managing‘editor of the Louisville
mzmaa, ‘said, "We are common carriers. The frecedom of the
press was given for that purpose-—and that purpose alone..
Freedom of the press cannot mean the license to keep people
from knowing."ll ‘ o , S

. .. louis M. lLyons, curator of the Nieman Foundation,
said, "There is only one function which,justitiaé‘tha\.,_.°

exalted protection given the press in our Constitutions



that is as a common cariier of information.” ' And the
conveying of this information is vital for'a menifest =~
reasons people who govern thefiselves have to know the
ecore, L2 T -

Inasmuch as ou: damocracy is baaed upan the asaump-
tion of an anlightened public and t‘he newspaper serves aa a
vital source of.’ info:mation for that public. t'nere .ia today
an implied resyonaibility upon the press to prasem: an
objective pictura of contmversial subjects to the people. ;
If the px:ass meets this ‘responsibility the people should be
better able to choose intelligently their xepresem:atives :
in govermnent. , Hawevar. :Lf t:he press faila ‘to provide fuu
and 1mpartia1 covexaga of polit:ical campaigns. then the ‘
foundation of our democracy ‘may be weakened. L

What racouxae is thm:e :l.f the p:ess fails to provida
the 1nformation pcople need to govern theraselves? _

"'Tn 1947 the Commiesion on Freecdom of the Press,
headed by Robert M. Hutchins, then president of the
Univarsity of Chicago. said, “the freedom of the press is ‘
in danger.® The Commission, which was composed of 12
scholars and President Hutchina. offamd threa reasons for
its statement: ~ Fa SRS A
77 10 as the 1mportance of conmunication has o
increased, ite control has come into fewer hands.
T 20 the ‘few in control have failed to meet tha needa
of the pedpla. « 7 4w e e e 7



.. 3. Press practices at times have been so

irresponsible that, if continued, society is bound to take

control for its own protection.13 EEE

Tha ‘Commission also asserteds

‘ Ho democracy will indefinitely ‘tolerate concentra~
... tions of private power. irresponsible and strong enough
. to thwart the democrat1c aspirations of the people. If
. .these giant agencies of communication are irresponsible
not even the Pirst Amendment will protect their freedom
from government contxol. The Amandmant‘will bo Loy
amanded 4 o _ :

In 1951 Marquia childs expressad similar thoughts on

press ftaedom Be saids. . )

The palitician.who has grounds for believing that a
“oaper curtair’was pulled down on him will think in
terms of revenge. Or in any event he will scarcely be
an eager defendex of the rights of a free press. If
‘such resentments grow and are multiplied, the ground is
prepared psychologically for radical actions that can
undarmine the relationship between the cstates. . « « X
do not believe that these are imaginary fears. In Ty
opinion they go to the root of the relationship of
-freedom on the one hand and responsibility on the other
hand; between the privilege enjoyed by the press and
the gervice to society which is inherent in the very
nature of the franchige it enjoys.15
o Again. the last sentence in Pete:son‘s essay on

social rasgcnsfbility stahes'that'“it“may ba'nmcessary for
sama agency of the public to enforce it," Should the media
fail in their responaibility.‘§v ' ‘bh_3"”’,' ‘ .;}fﬂ

Whather cont:ol of the press 1n any £brm'w111 ever

occur in the United States may he doubtful. but theaa -
shatemants suggant that it is an alternativa ahould tha
press fail in its implied responsibility tc 1ts rsadars.

now well is the preas perfbrming in the area of
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immediate interest in this study=-political news reporting?

Rxﬁaa_ﬂxitiniam
. Senatoz W1lliam Proxmire o£ ﬂiaconain uaa the .
Democratic candidate for Governn: af Wisconsin 1n 1952.:;
Dnring a radio spaech.while campaignlng far governor in Tii
La Crosse. w&:.. P:oxmire saids . o

y charge againat a majority o£ tha<newapapers of
g w1aconsin is not a blanket denunciation. But it is
deadly serious. Some vigorously Republican papexs have
done a splendid_job of reporting our.speeches, while
denouncing us /fpemocra editorially. Unfortunately.
- .most papers have been less than fair.l7

' Bric’ Sevareid saids -

o Nearly allithe great weekly publications, such as-
Z2ime and Lifa, are not only for Eisenhower in their
. editorials, but some are unabashedly using their news
and picture space as well to help his cause., by giving
him the predominant play, week after week. But they
are fairness itself, compared to some big midwest and , 2,
© - wastern dailies where Stevenson is reported as if he Ee
were a candidate fbr county clerk. o o .1 v

. In January 1953. Rdbert 8. Estabrodk. an editorial
writer ﬁor tha Waahington Rgg:, claimed that ~8ome news-

papera p:ostituted' thair news functiona to: partiaan

pu:pouee.r In elahoration of this charge. he snids

b 3 have baen told of one large paper in upatate New i
York which devoted its entire front page to a visit by S
Eisenhower, but when Stevenson spoke in that city the

oo gtory was buried in the inside. One correspondent- Ll
complained to me that while he was in Bpringfield he o

- would have had trouble gathering from a local - L
Republican paper that Stevenson was ever a candidate.

o~ muach less that his headquartcrs were in Springfield..

In talking with correspondents I had heard similax
..complaints covering papers in many parts of the
Midwest and along the Pacific Coast.l?



. rhev;Sso_ccverage of the preasidential canpaign was
again a source of controversy. Pierre Salinger, President
Kennedy's preasfbééfetarQL;exprébaed concern over the
slantiné Of news that he said turned some newspaspers into
'campaign shdets. "20 ‘Even Richardlﬁixbn‘abpréés secretary,
Herbert Klein. criticized reporting ‘of the campaign. saying
that about 15 per ‘cent of the stories filed‘by corres-}
pondenta traveling with Nixon were unfair.2l s

| ‘criticism of the press in the 1964 presidential
election was almost entirely from the Republicans;’ It
é@emad‘éSjﬁe‘diféctedfmainiyméﬁ’éﬁlﬁmnfsté;'but sometimes
included ‘reporters and tended to spill ‘over to include the
entire press at times,22 “ Lo
©" " press criticism is not new. The first American book
extensivaly attacking the press was published in 185923 and |
thexe had been attacks before that; but the chief wave of
criticism followed the publication of a series of articles
by Will Irwin in Colliera in 1911.2% Among other ‘things,
erin assarted that the 1n£1uences of the newapaper had
shifted from its editorials to its news columns.25
in”1956fwhéédbia‘é&teradn Qféée."dkiti&iad'zsf the
press/ increased in force and intensity in the twentieth

w26

éénéury. and Wilbur Bchramm wrote in 1957 that masa

communication has been subjected to ‘an 1nc:eaaing wave of

" ‘What has been accomplished to determine whether this



criticism is justified? .

There have been ‘numerous ‘studies conducted and
publiahed which have inveatigated the perfoxmance of news-
papera in preaenting news of political campaigns.

In 1937 Edwin 0. Stena of the University of Ransas -
éﬁﬁiished“a study on'tha‘1936 presidential campaign. He
studied. 21 U. s. dailies and concluded that 20 of th§ 21
nawapapers gave a ma;ozity of their political naws spaca to
the candidata they supgorted aditorially. 9V,}}ﬁ,§,§j§§;

Stene investiqatad 15 large dailies in the. 1944
pxesidantial eampaign., e determined that. with the .
exception of the New York Timea, the newspapers gave.more
favo:ahle news attention to the candidate they supported
editorially.zg . T TR i e

Hartin Millspaugh studied four Baltimore newspapers
in the 1948 presidential campaign. He found that, although
all four of the newspapers editorially supported Dewey, two -
gave Truman equal or greater mows space.’’ . . . .

.. Jean Begeman examined 21 dailies throughout the
country. She reported bias toward the Republicans in the
number and prominence of items, photos, and haadl&nas.3l

. Arthur E. Rowse wrote ‘Slanted Nawa., a study of the
1952 Hixon fund affai:.a,ae surveyed the front page of 31

newspapers BQdAcompa:ed»how‘each,handled_thia newsworthy -



event. ' ‘He concluded that, with the possible éxcepticn o€’
the New York Times. all papers surveyed--both Republican
and Democrat--showed evidence of favoritism in' their news
columns, which colncided with the papets‘ editorial -
poeltians.32 Barmeasn T R

A one-day Associated Press study on October 10, 1952,

analyzed ‘115 dailies. The :esulta:-*“

" Thirty-one per cent of the newspapers examined gave
equal treatment to eithar Eisonhower and Stevenson or
Eisenhowar and Truman. Forty—-seven per cent gave the

. _Democrats the dominant coverage. Twenty=-one per cent
'gave the edge to Eisenhower. A majority of newspapers,
.. which supposedly have been supporting the Republican
" candidate in their editorial columns, have been leaning
. over backwards so far to be fair in their news coverage
' that they have actuallg been giving *the break” to tha
; Democratlc candidate. . I
This unusual finéing way be peculiar to the newa of the
paxticula: day studied., L _ \ e im
Sidney KObre researched 34 Florida dailies in their
hnndling of the 1952 presidantial alection. He concluded
that. while 21 dailiea editorially favored the Republican
patty. and aight supported tha Democratic party (five were
nautral). ths ?lo:idaﬂnewspapeta favgred.the Democratigwﬂ
patty 1n their ‘news pages hy a small percentaga.??> .
Charles E. Higbio surveyad 14 Wisconsin newspapers
,during tha 1952 presidential election campaign. ae
indicated that. .although major Democratic and RQPUblican .
political figurea were. accorded nearly the same. amount of

front page space, the GOP presidential candidata appeared
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more often in the major headlines ané in the news pictures
of”thé”éampaién.ss . ‘
©7’* Nathan Blumberg, in Qne Party Prasg?, studied 35
daily newspapers on their coverage of the 1952 presidential
éampaigns””ﬁh'indiéated that there was élantiﬁg in the news
columns. Of the 33 papers which took an editorial stand in
the campaign, 22 gave a greater amount of front page - =
coveraga ‘to'the candidate they supported.36
: Eobart Batlin reported that thrae San Francisco”
newapapers gave more nearly equal news treatment to the two
major partiee'in'the 1952 preSiaantial campaign than-d&id
the same newspapers in the 1896 campaign. But they still
gave the phrty‘each‘aﬁppo:ted‘éditorially‘ah advdntagé;37a

" Malcolm W. Klein and Nathan Maccoby investigated
four pro~Stevenson and four pro-Elsenhower newspapers in
the 1952 campaign. 'Th&Y‘found‘that‘éllftﬁé papers gave the
editorially suppo:ted candidates more eoverage ‘than the .
unsupported candidates. % G T

A study by LeRoy C.- Perguson ‘and Ralph H. ‘Smuckler
in Wisconsin in 1954 showed that Senagorial ‘campaign news
édVeraQQ was directly related to the editorial policy of
the papér#.i'rbui’papars‘editorially favoring Senator
McCarthy favored him consistently more in their news =~ '
columns than did the two papers that editorially nupported

the Democratic aenatorial candidate, Fairchild.39~
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L In 1956 Douglas C. Kelley surveyed the coverage by
six Michigan dailies of the cong:esaional campaign in two
marginal Michigan districts. He found that incumbents
fa:ed bettaﬁ thﬁﬁ non-incumbents in news cove%ageaghd H:W
aepublicans generally better than Democrats.?? .
: Charles W.. Zuegner atudied the political news
coverage of two major dailies during the first 100 days of
the Eisenhower Administration. He concluded that political
bias wﬁa3deginitely_present,in,both newspapers in their
.. ,James W. Markham examined 26 Pennsylvania newspapers’
coveraée of the 1958 state election. He found that the
newspapers in their coverage favored the same party thei:
‘editoriala favorad.ézu

o Guido H. Stempel IIX investignted the 1960 campaign
coverage of 15 newspapers, the so-~called “"prestige press.”
He revealed that the Deﬁoétaﬁs'gbt"SIightly batter news
coverage than the Republicans did; the margin, however, was
very slight. Stempel added that ""'by no stretch of the
imagination can tha prestige presa ba called one-sided in
its newa coverage o£ this campaign.*és fff'“, ;_y“»,, .

“ Despite ‘this impressive array of avidence. newsmen
often discount charges of bias. After the 1960 presidential
election, Robert E. Blackmon queried 107 héﬁsp&péf’eéitczs
to saa if they ‘had detected *bias for or against political

candidatea or parties in the straight news. " Their answers
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ran fiva to one in the negative.4é o
o Stempel conducted a follow-up study of the 1964
preaidential campaign utilizing the same 15 prestige
nawspapara,’ vIn,aummary¢vhe‘Qeterminedvthat_tha 15 news=~. .
ﬁaperq §ga16.iﬁvi964 as a'grgué gave nlmostwgﬁual space to
botﬁ gidga; _thernemo§rats again received slightly more
qéaée._ﬁutgth§ Repub1i¢gna received more front page
coveraga.as
Ofitha 18 atudies praviously mentioned. 13 . :
xesea:chers found newspapers suspect. newa £avoritism-
bias. greater coverage. more haadllnes and picturea were
their findinga. ‘ e o ‘ o -
, | It appears that the criticism os political news .
rapcrting by the press-examples of which'were mantionad .

previcualy-had some validity.;

| . : . .
" In 1961 Nathan Blumberg, dean of the School of

Journalism at Montana State University, saids
" We'always have critice of the press--gcod and bad,
qualified and unqualified, right and wrong-—but rarely
* have we witnessed a steady barrage laid down ina =
frontal assault aimilar to that which we recently have
" been subjected.46

Blunberg added'that *the voicéa‘zSE criticiaﬁ?Kcome £rom

every side and the babel is triumphantly loud and noiey.

but the fact remains that nothing much ever really

happens;“47'*1n other words, critics criticize and
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publishers and editors ‘defend,’ but nothing constructive
arises from the polemic. B BRI
""" David Starr, managing editor of the tong Island
nailg zxgna in 1963 added aupport to Blumberg® s contention
vhen he aaid. 'Newapapers must expect eriticism. - We're
£ai: gams because we make everyona else our fair game
What bothera me is 8o much of the criticism is uninformed
and that we do so little to answer it.*%® "

- ”‘ Humerous recommendations have been mads on how to
ohtain more conatructive eriticiam of the press.

e Jamcs s. Pcpe. managing editor of the Louisville
anxigz,&nunnal in 1948 said:"I'd ‘1ike to see appointed a
univeraity committee to make the first academic study of
individual newspapars ‘and to ‘grada them closely on parform—
ance o£ thair perpetual obligation to present a balanced
and uﬂbiasad and intelligtble picture of human affairs’ day
hy day ‘449 S e o _ ‘

"' ‘Arthur E. Rowse in Slanted Newa recommended a
naetwork of‘panals of working newspapermen 'in various
sections of fhe~céhnérﬁ.f“wheaé”pénéla.’sthsoréd by one of
the national newspaper organizations. cduld meet regularly
to judge newspaper objectivity. 9‘7“ ‘ pf[ TR .

Blumbexg.Sl Erank Kelly and ‘Harry s. Ashmoresz 1n -
1961 :ecommendee_: _@:hat; an independent national board or
committee be establiahed‘to“evaiua;gvpraqs performance and

press criticism. Blumberg suggested that this board,
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compoged of vigorous, competent critics, would examine and:
invegstigate the press on a national scale, independently.
without fear or favor.  They would be free to report
regularly what they found. They would defend the press
against uﬂigformed or misinformed attacks as well as point
out the shortcomings of individual newspapers. The
commit;ea.would allow space in its reports for replies and
for dissenting opinion.  But most important. it woulﬁ
provide tha central point for a contznuxng study ot the
Amarican pxess and the critics would know: whsre their head~
qua:tars are 1ocated.53 .

william Benton. chairman of the boaxd and puhlisher

of tha Emgxglggadia,aninanniga declared in 1963 that he

helieved there was é naed “for a continuing body eo

«54

crxticiza the petformance of the presa. John Tabbel. in

auppo:t of Banton s statemsnt. said. “Tha nass media. and

the public even more, are in need af a citizan's commission

or a board of review n55

“ arthur M. Schlesinger in 1965 recommanded thatt U

“. . .n newapaper appoint an advisory council. including
representatives of the principal segments of the -
comounity, which should from time to time transmit to

.. the editor or publisher its findings of the coverage of

news. This would in no way violate the newspapers®

. cherished freedom of judgment. It could always ignore

- recommendations deemed unsuitable, but the plan would
expose the paper to a systematic and thoughtful outside
review which would almost certainly lead to better wuya

- of discharging its modern obligations.56¢ . . -

.. Of the many recommendations mentioned, I believe '
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Blumberg. Kally,and Ashmore had«the better idaa-ldﬁbvioualy
and unfortunately their suggest;on has not become a reality
and its implementation is unlikely. . = . .. . :

Whatwfan be done now to answer the critias and
inprove press perfornance?

o In 1961 Nathan Blumberg partially answered this

question when he saids

The American press has notably improved its perform=

ance as the result of criticism and critical surveys.

. Make no mistake about ity the greatly improved
dmpartiality of coverage of the 1960 campaign was due,
in large part, to the fact tga newapapers knew thay
were being closely watched. ; a e

Responsible criticism based on scholarly surveya Rﬁ
can help improve press perfbrmance as well as help &
eliminate false, unfounded criticism. To be most effective,
however, the suxvey results should be published and should
refex to spgcific_newséapa:e,.rathg:ﬁthan the general term,

"press.® . . s
e Today. unfortunately. xesaarch in newspaper . .. .
pOIitical campaign news coverage is not in vogue. Of the
18 published studies previously mentioned in this chapter,
12 were in the period 1948-1956; of these, eight concerncd,
the 1952 campaign.. Only four.ég these studies were . .
published after 1958, . wk e

- The _suumary of theses and disaertations that appears
annually in Jouxnalism Quartexly revealed a peak of ten
studies on political news coverage in 1956, eight in 1958,
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four in 1960, three in 1962, one in 1964, and then an up~.
swing'té four in 1965. The trend is obviously downward = -
with*only a2 minor change in 1965, doubtless due to that
1964 pacu;}q;ity; an election where many normally Republican
éapérs endorsed a Democrat.

More researchers are needed in this field of
politiéallngws ieporting.
In 1966 John C. Merrill, professor of journalism at
the University of Missouri, saids
. The press needs criticizing=-from within and from
without. Responsible and intelligent criticism is as
good for the press as it i3 in the press. Perhaps the

critics will soon be forthcoming; there are many of us
who feel that it should be and hope that it will be,58

Purpoge
The resecarch ocbjectives of this thesis are: (1) To

provide a‘descriptive analysis of the presidential campaign
coﬁarage. in terms of space and display., of eight Wisconsin
newspapefs for the years 1956 and 1964; (2) to describe the
dixeati@n (favorable. unfaﬁorable. neutzral) of coverage and
headlinés. by party., in the eight papers forxr both
campaigns; (3) to determine the completeness of coverage by
comparing‘ﬁignificant campaign events displayed on Page One
of the Naw.Ybrk Times with their coverage in these eight
newspapers; (4) to provide a descriptive analysis of the
a&mihistrétive}#nd non~administrative news coverage, in

terms of space, 0f the eight newspapers for 1956 and 1964;
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and (5) to analyze the data compiled and to avaluaﬁe their
parformance in comparison with two studies on the prestige
press" (Guido H. Stempel IIx's research on 'cha 1960 and :
1964 presidential campaigns). .. ..o oo
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CHAPTER II
.- . METHOD

“ This chapter includes the design of the research .-
conducted and the procedura followed in the collection, -
classification, and tabulation of the data.

action of News

“:. Most of the prior research in the area of political -
news reporting, discussed in Chapter I, related news
favoritism or bias with a nowspaper's editorial support for
a candidate. - Consequently, in determining which newspapers
to utilige in this study, primary concern was with the -
editorial stands of newspapers toward presidential candi-
dates. . | . . BTN - .

The ediﬁoriél éfeferehcés‘bf the'entif;vWisébnsiﬁ
daily press was tabulated from the polls published in the
October and/br November editions of Eﬂi&n:.&.knhlinhax
during election yeara since 1932. In é few instances.
individual newspapers' editorial pagos had to be examined

to 6atermine a paper 8 editorial stand, using the collec~
tions at the wisconsin State Historical Soclety.
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Several newspapers had given the same political
party’s candidate their editorial endorsement throughout
these years. And some of the papers had only departed once
£from absolute one~party endorsement. Because of their one-
sided supéo;t, these newspapers were considered more
suspect of political party favoritism in their news columns
than other Wisconsin papers that were lass rigid in their
party endorsements. ..

- The field of saelection was further delimited by =
another characteristic~-non~competitive status. To be
included in this study, a paper had to be the only daily
newspaper published in its city. It is believed that papers
wit:hout local comsetitzan have a greater raesponsibility to
provide their readers with both sides of controversial ’
ispues, because of their near—-monopoly situations.

- The product of this selection was these eight news-

paperss

. -1 Fort Atkinson~Jeffexson County Union =
('ritl.?d the Daily a’efferson COunty Union in
1956

1 2« Green Bay Press-Gazolita

3. Janesville Gazetta = BN
(Titled the Janesville Daily Gazette in 1956)

T a "'Lac::oaaen:.bm -
5. &arshfield Hm“ﬁg:g\]ﬂ‘”

6. Oshkosh Northwestexn
‘20 (Pitled the Oshkosh Rally Noxthwestern in 1956)

7. Sheboygan Rrass
8. Wausau Record-Herald
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8ince 1932, six of the papers had always supported

the same political party's presiéuntial candidate. The
othar twn*-Green Bay Ezaasrﬁazﬁtha and the Marshfield News~
Hﬂ:ﬂlﬁr-only onae departed from this pattern. i ¢ 1932~the
Gxeen Bay‘E:angrﬁaza;na aupported Pranklin D.lRooaevelt:
howaver. sinca that time. it has supparted only Republican
preaidential candidatea. And ﬁhe N§uaraﬁ:31d,daparted fromq
its otharwise consiseent Republican support by giving
Roosevelt the edge over Thomas B. Dawey in 1944.. The only
paper of the eight toxsupPortrthe-nemocratic:can§;dgt9’“4:
regularly was the Sheboygan Pregs. PR

';}Five 65'556 eiéh;-ﬁews§£§é¥s sélécted haﬁérbééh‘yf
under the same ownership since 1932.  The Janasville
Gazatte, Oshkosh mmmm and Wausau mnr.d-'aemm
changed ownership after 1932. but prior to the 1956 |
campaign. Thus., all eight newspapers were cwned-and .
presumably influenced*-by the same parsons in 1956 as in
the 1964 campaign.'

| Thsae eight newspapers have a conbined circulation
of 201.064. almost 17 ‘per cent of tha total daily newspapet
cixculat;on in the state of’Wiaconsin.

A brief sketch of the cities and newspaper

circulations followss
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Under Study
1955 '1964b 1956 1964 T
Pop._:w Pop.™ Circ.  Circ. Prime Industry
Poxt - - f L L
Atkinson 7.257 8,501 3.885 4,762 Agriculture
Green Bay “’56.827 67,856 '37 109 '40.571"Lumber Products,
T S T L ; ; Lo g Fisheries,. g
Grains
Janesville 31,058 37.309 22,356 25,372 Automobiles,
il e e mes 0 0 s Pane,  Farming o
LaCrosse 47,559 - 47,861 32,697 - 32,907 = Manufacturing,.
‘ ‘ S : . AMgriculture,
. Breweries
Marshfield 13,449 14,903 9,932 11,624 Agriculture,
: | Brewary
Oshkosh 43,500 46,148 18,650 25,935 Hanufacturlng.
R T AT h s I Agriculture
Sheboygan 44,394 46,342 = 25,856 28,445  Manufacturing,
Agriculture
Wausau 31,331 32.582 17,136 18,965 Lumber Products,

Agriculture

8pigures are interpolations from the 1950 and 1960

U. 8. Census.

Ppigures from Editor & Bublishar Xearbook for

applicable year.

®pata from 1967 N. W. Aver and Sofa Dixectory.
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. -A8 the foregoing figurea reveal, the circulation of
all eight newspapers has increased since 1956. Also of
note is that in 1956 these papers comprised 15.6 per cent
of the total daily newspaper circulation in Wisconsin, but
today_#hqﬁ gkgure,has increased to 16.9 per cent. Thus,
these papers are gaining in both absolute and relative
circulation, in terms of their importance to the state as a
vhole. frive,of tha:eight newspapers had an increase in per
capita circulation from 1956 to 1967. The Green Bay Brass-
Gazatte, Janesville Gazaetta, and LaCrosse Ixibune were the
papers tpﬁexpe:ience a decline in per capita circulation
during this period (this is based on the tabulated data
above and the estimated population/circulation figures in
the 1267 E. & RB. Xearboogk).
It must be remembered for purposes of thia 8tudy
that these eight newspapers are not intended to be a
representative sample of Wisconsin newspapers; therefore,
the findings of this thesis cannot be interpreted as neces=-
arily reflecting the performance of the Wisconsin press as
a whole.? " |

... The political campaigns of 1956 and 1964 were
sclected to provide a comparison of a factor in campaign
news coverage that has not been studied on the presidential

1ebe1-~incumbéncy. The only study on incumbency was done
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in 1956 when Douglas C. Kelley found that incunbents fared
better than non-incunbents in.news coverage. He surveyed
two congresaional campaigns in six Michigan dailies.l
R 'rhis st:udy will describe ‘the coverage received by
ngzuhu.gan ‘President Dw.i.ght D. Eisenhower and Dﬁmti.c:
President Lyndon Baines Johnson, who were incumbents  *°
:unn:l.ng ‘for melecbion during 1956 and 1964, respectivaly.
Y7 gme time span of the two campaigns was arbitrarily’
defined as September l-November 5, 1956, and September 3-
uovembe? 2, 1964. The September 1, 1956, date was picked
as the approximate midpoint between when Adlai’ Stevenson
unofficially began his campaigning and when President =
Elaanhcwar officially opened his campaign for reelecticm.
'i‘he September 3. 1964. date waa w’hen the newspapers had the
stories ahcut Goldwater '8 campaign kickoff in’ Prescott, 3
Arizona. ‘Both Rovam‘ber 5. 1956, ‘and Novenﬂoex 2, 1964. were
the laat full days of the campaign before the' elaction.
1 .To examine variations. in coverage f:om one time
pax:i.od ta another, each campaign was divided into five time
periods. The five periods in the 1956 campaign were
septembar 1~September 14, September 15—Septemr 27,
Septenber 28~0ctober 10, October. ll-October 23. and
October 24-November 5.. .In the 1964 prasidential campaign.
the time periods were September 3-September 15,
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Septamber 16~September 27. Septembar 28°Oct:ober 9.
Octobar 10—0ctober 21. and October 22~8ovembar 2.

“.To ‘pgecluaa. needless effort a random sample of three

‘dajm was drawn from each of the five time periods of each
campaign. * 8ince one of the papers. did not publish a |
Saturday or Sunday edition and five others did nbt publish
on Sunday, only weekday editions were sampled. ...

- The sarpling method used was established by trial
and error, A "weekday-only® calendar was drawn of the .
campaign period and- the f£ive time periods separated. Then
start:ing'with the first day of the campaign every subse—
quent third dav was checked on the calendar. If, as
occurred in the 1964 campaign, the days marked were grouped
20 that threa were in sach one of the five time periods
established, then the sample was satisfactory.  BHowever, in
the 1956 campaign, the second weekday of the first period
proved to be the only starting point that permitted every
third day to provide the distribution reguired. -

This sampling method resulted in an equal distribu~
tion of weekdays being studied. Three Mondays, three
Tuesdays, ctc. were studied in both campaigns.

The same 15 editions of the eight newspapers were
surveyed for each of the campaigns.
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;A Two content analysis techniques were used’~space
meanukemeut anﬁ headline classification——and these were
applied to all the news coverage about the campaign.
Editoriala and signed columns of opinion and interpretation
were axcludad. | | _
_ Eadh news story was measu:ed and its length in “
column 1nches recorded. It was also classified as being
Demoeratic, Republican. or bipartisan on the baais of
'statement analysis. Separate figures were maintained for
page one and 1nsi&e gages; Bacausa a nurmber of the newa
stories covered both canaidates. pro and con, 1t was
necessary to analyze each story for the nuMber of column
1nches devoted to each candidate. N
, Eadh campaign news headline was claasified into one
0!.' th@ following five aategoriesx . ,
B 23 Streamer——a" headllne acrcas tha top of the page.
 ;2.; Spread Head--A headline more than two columns
wida. but not axtending across the page.
3. Two~CO1umn Head--A headline two columns wide.
_4.: Major One-Column Head-~A headline of 24 points
or.more. normally appearing at tha top of the column or ih 
some<otbar strong display position (above the,fold). '
,  M } :5;‘ Minor One-Column Head--Any othex éhefcpiumn
head. | |

It vas‘assumad_that these distinctions are



30
indications of real differences in news value in the
opinion of the editor when he selected a particulax size
headline for a story. ‘

) Baadlines were, also, classified as being Democratic,
Republican, or bipartisan. . '

. To have stopped here and presented the data would
have provided the readers of this thesis a dos&iptive and :
:alétively non-controversial prenentation of the coverage
ot thasa twa political campaigm (comparable to Guido H.
Btempel. IIx's two ltuaieo). Bowaver. to provida a ”
cmnplately accurata pi.cture o£ tha news cwerage anothe:
variabla had tc he intzoduced--direction (favorable. |
untavorable. er neutral) . column i.nchea may nhw balanced
coverage of twc canﬁ.tdates. but: it dcea not reveal that: one
candidate 'had 75% £avoxahle-25% unfavorable covarage and
the other had 25% favoxable-'ls% unfavorable. In order to
br:ing ditection into thia m:udy and ntill nct invalidate
(bacause of. the subjective judgments required) the study.
difeétion values were introduced in separate tables.

L f.,'ma problem of detamin.tng direction of haadlinei
was not as difficult aa“detamining direction 6: news text.
There »m"litue quesc:l.oxi vhether the headlines aupporfod a
candidate or was: unfavorable téhimr when doubt existed in
this area, then the headline was clacsiﬂedi néutral. o
. . In determining the direction of néw; text, the & 0

problem was more difficult. However, much of the judgment
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problem was eliminated by a maxim proffered by Chilton . -
Bush.  He wrote that, since “the only purpose a candidate
and his suppottars have for making a statement about their
candldacy or the oppoaing czndidacy is to advance their own
candidacy, the diraction of all such statements is
determined merely by referring to the source.*? = .

o o Direction will be discussed further in the procedure
section of this chapter. - .

R Although 1t is desi:able in content analysis to
condﬁét a :eliability test tc determine the degrea of )
consistency of coding. such a test was not conducted on Ehe
data o£ thia thesis. All éacisiona on televancy. direction.
and inclnaion/bxnluaion.wera maae by tha author/boder. The
training of othar coders was hot 9osszble thhin the
limitation of tima and money for this study.

Significant Event Coverage =

-, The front paga coverage of the two presidential
campaigns by the New York Iimes was surveyed. The Iinesa
was chosen because it is gehéraliy recognized as one of the
fairest and most reliable newspapers in the United States.>
Ten significant speeches made by each of the presidential
candidates that were displayed on the front page of the

Timas were compared with their coveraga:in the eight papers
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under atuﬂy €0 ‘reveal how completely these eight Wisconsin
newspapers covered the campaign. o | o
Mm&nimumm\m

‘Any column inches of text that were strictly -
administrative were so classified. Thus, when the President
met a foreign dignitary in his capacity as head of state,
signed a bill into law, oOr consultcd with his cabinet on'
governmental matters, these events ware classified adminis-
trative. If the President mixed politice with official
government business, by speaking on his administration’s
gainx‘while signing a bill, then the column inches of text
went oniihe'nbn~administrati§e side of the”ledgex;f‘When
doubt existed as to whether the news was adminiatrntive.
the news was classificd non*adminietrative.'

| As mentioned previoualy in this chaptar. thase data
will hefﬁéed‘éo”daécriba”thn‘news“covesaga received by a
Repuhlican incuﬁbant President in 1956 and a Democratic
incumbent President in 1964. o R

n‘:ﬂ;gglzggtjnnf:‘ TR RS
"7 7". The research involved the careful scanning of 15
editiona of the eight newspapers for each campaign.

311 news headlines and column indhes of news taxt

that mentioned the presidential candidatea by name or title
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were clggs}:iad,v by newspaper as bemocratic, Republican, ox
bipartisan.on the basis of statement analysis. In addition,
any column. ‘ipchsjs. of text. that were adninistrative were so
cmmiﬁe&' g e
S :;Thf;ﬁ;_ﬂ same . yardsticks-~column: inches and headlines~-
werea categorizad by newspaper as favorable,: unfavorable, orx
neutral to thoir respective referents in accordance with
the working. definitions and coding instructione set forth
below. The coded data were then tabulated to reflect each
newspaper®s coverages . °. vro

(1) news coverage (page one, inside and total) in
column inches, by party . .. . |

,(2}_9&1‘3{:@:11:,&96;9:! space by party., in cach of five.
tims periods ’

(3) f_n\;;:r‘u}?er of each of five types of headlines, by
PRXLY o oo e Lol s
ooane {4) direction of coverage in percentage., by party

(5) direction of headlines in perxcantage, by party -

5 -Covaraga of the ten significant events was tabulated

by newspaper for each campaign and party.

Finally, the bar graph for administrative versus . .
non~administrative coverage for each campaign by party was

draft;ed-;‘ phe e e L e e e e

S e

The operational dafinitions for this thesis are as

follows:
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. Headlines The heading over a news column. Decks or
secondary heads were counted separately.

.News Btory (or non—-editorial, non-advertising

cov erage)a Includea fecature atories: but not items on
editorial pages, signed editorials elsewhere, latters to
the editor. nor ayndicated colunns, comic strips, and
advice to the lovelorn. | |

: ggféxenta |
S _ Adlai h. Stevenson

” Dwight D. Eiseﬁhcwer

‘Barry M. Goldwater

" Lyndon B. Johnson
bifééfionz Favorsble, unfavorable, or neutral to a
refexrent. | | |

“ ?avorables Indicating pxaise or support for a
referent without dcing likﬁwisa for the referent's
opponent.

"yngggggggggs Indicating criticism or 1ack of support
£or a referent without doing likewige for the referent‘s
opponent. o | B
' " _ﬁggggg;: Indicating neither praise nor support tor a
refarent nor criticism or 1ack of support fbr him. Also' v
used when direction is so balanced that it cannot be deter-
mined to be favorable or unfavorable.

The underlying rule for determining direction was



35
consistency.” Bpecial care was taken to achieve consistency
in coding all newspapers. It was felt that even though =/
basic decisions as to coding might have been made :
e:rbneond%ygpiffthaaa decisions were kept throughout the
codihg.ﬂthe meanu:amont:would‘not be biased.

Qoﬁimmmm L

.zmmsm..m,msamamm

Include Q news headlina or the column indhes of a y
news atory in this study 12 it mentions (by name or title)
Eisenhowar or stavenson in tha 1956 campaign and thnson or
Goldwatar in 1964.‘\, ‘

 coluun Inches: |

;.‘ ﬂhen é referent is mantioned in an itam dhiefly
about other aubjects. maasure only the number of column i
indhes dealing with the candidate.f} e o

2; Where news columns are printed in extra-wide
columns. incraaas the column inch figure so as to account
£or the additional space.‘w'

3. Meaaura relavaﬁt news text to the nearest eolumn
1ndh.z Howavar. mantien of a candidate autcmatically givea
him space measurement equivalent tc a minimum of one column
inch.

Rirxections

1. When a headline or a column inch is both favor—

able to onae candidate and unfavorable to his oppdnent. make
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a8 judgment as to which ia predominant.

2. When a headlina or a column inch is both neutral
to cne candidate and favorabla or unfavorabla to his
opponent. classify it to the 1attar candidate.

3.: Consider a prediction of election victory to be
a pro-candidate stntement. This includea xeports £rom '
pollste:s, _IfMthe‘prediction is of a nautral nature.
classify it as neutral.

4. Vhen headlines or column inches of news text are
generated as a result of news emanating from the referent
or a member of his party as a source, classify them as
favorable to the referent, unless the statements of the
reporter have a decidedly unfavorable f£lavor.

5. <Classify headlines and column inches of news
taxt which strictly concern the candidate with respect to
his functions in a present political office as neutral.

6. Classify headlines and column inches of news
text covering the administrative movements of a candidate
as favorable to the candidate.

7. Classify items as neutral when judgments cannot
be made as to whether the action reported would be favor-

able or unfavorable to the referent.
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CHAPTER III
LW RESULTS o

" This chapter will anaiyzé the data couected and
then a’val&ata the eight Wisconsin nwspapers‘ ierfériﬁancea
as eon\pareﬁ to the prestige press" in Guido Stempel III'
studiea of 1960 and 1964.2 B

Cnnmlmhm
. ‘rhe Repnblican Party consistently received more
overage on both the front and inside page.s 1n 1956: the
onl.y exception was coverage by ‘the Sheboygan Px.e.aﬁ. which
gave Stavenaon greater page one coverage t:han the Co
Republican candidate (sce Table 1); this was. of couzae.
the only paper of tha eight that aupported Stevenson. "'

; WOxthy of note is the one*sided covsxaga of the
Daily .’Jafferson cOunty .'\lniﬂn and the Oahkosh D_a.u.g North~
mmm 'I.'heir editor:ially supported candidate. Eisenhawer.
:eceived wore than twice the column inch cove:age received
by hia Demcratic :i.val uznmn*'-nem. 37, Repub. 81:
mnz;huaa;sxnr~nem. zoa. Repub. 423).; | S

: In 1964 the Democrata (1.e.. Lyndon B. Johnaon) had
a slight edge in space f.or tha eight newspapeta as a whole.

as shown in Table 2. Rcwever. thia edge amounted to less



TABLE L
CDLUMH IHCHES DKVO&ED BY EIGH& WISCOHSIB HEHSPAPERS TO 00VE&AGE O?’TﬁE
1956 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN, SEPTEMBER-  1-NOVEMBER 5
) _{D-Democrat; R-Republican: 8~Bipartisan) B

D R B D R B D R B
Daily Jefferson
County Union 32 68 - 5 13 - 37 B1. -
Green Bay
Press-Gazette 62. 96 ' 145 169 126 207 265- 127
Janesville ’
Daily Gazette- 86 88 == 100 120 114 186 208 114"
lLaCrosse Tribune 102 177 7 193 209 66 295 386 73.
Marshfield
News-Herald 130 140 8 137 155 84 267" 295 92.
Oshkosh Daily ”
Norxthwestern 11 126 =~ 192 297 14 203" 423 14
Wausau
Record-nerald 106 125 24 196 258 75 302 380 99
Suh-Totals - 529 820 40 .968 1,218 479 1,497 2,038 519
Sheboygan Preaa 116 77 13 178 205 93 - 294 282 106

Totals 645 897 53 1.146 1 423 572 .. 1,791 2.320. i?ZS:

6t



TABLE 2

COLUHH IKCBES DBVOTEb BY EIGET WISCONSIB NEWSPAPERS TU CDVERAGB 0? THE
. S 1964 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN, SEPTEMBER 3-NOVEMBER 2
S (D-Democrat: nrnepublican: B-Bipattisan)

| Page One - | Insidej B Total
i : ; ' T
P R B p° - R ° B D R B
- Fort Atkinson- o ' |
-Jefferson County = o B _ S : o o=
‘Daily Union =~ 83 91 8 - 27 28 7 10 119 15
Green Bay - S o L
;Preas-ﬁazette 120 145 - 380 .. 309 155 ;; 500 454 15§
“Janesville o 3 S - R L S
‘Daily Gazette* - 127 124 1 115 = 110 159 = 242 234 - 160
. LaCrosse Tribune®* 108 110 @ 24 205 o212 104 313 322 - 128

Marshfield - D T o o ‘
- News-Rerald = 208 174 16  .261 199 155 469 373 215

- Oshkosh Daily : o T o :

Northwestern. 134 141 == 247 261 166 38l 402 166
‘Wausau w T N ‘ SR oo
Record-Herald® 104 146 3 188 181 197 292 327 200
 Sub-Totals 884 831 52 1,423 .1,300 943 2,307 2,231 1.039
" Sheboygan Press = 156 109 36 245 277 268 401 386 - 304

" Totals 1,040 1,040 83 1,668 1,577 1,211 2,708 2,617 1,343

’ '*Thesé newspapers have a nine-column page. To make figures comparable to -
those papers with eight columns, I have multiplied the original column inch
figures for these newspapers by 8/9 or .889.

oY



than onefpéx cent‘(.8#D of the‘tot§1 céﬁeraée. Thefrént‘j
puga:cove:agé‘wai evén. to the inch. The total coveraée‘ |
shows that four of the eight newspapers gava the Democrats ‘
more coverage in this camgaxgnt the Demncratic Shahoygan -
Exngg,was one ‘of these, but it only pxevxded ita'
editorially aupported candidate a 15-inch advantage. |

_~A The gmcunt of coverage in 1964 was about 423% moref“tf
ﬁhan in 1956 (31% more, if stories deemed bipartisan are1 fii
axcluaed). This 1arge percentage varianca. perhaps.
:eflects a greater awareness on the part of the newspapexe f%
atudied of the need to inform their readers more fully .. pj
abaut prea;&entzal candidatea éuxing political campaigns;;:g
It may also be due to generally expanded coveraga of a11 j}:f
kinds. since these papers were growing in circulation o
during 19»6~64.

Tha parcentage figuxes of news apace allocation R
overall shuwed that the majority of nawspapars in 1956 (aee
Table 3) were w;thzn seven pe: cent of absoluta balanced |
caverage-*SO-SO split. The Shebcygan.E:ﬁaa Preaented fhe :
most nearly balanced covarage when it gave 51% of ita spac@
to che Damocrats and 49% to the Republicans. The imbalance
of political news coverage by the Daily Jefferson cOunty
mﬁm (31 % Dem.-'sa 7% Repub.) and the Oshkosh Daily

-~

ug;;huggggxn (32.4%;Dem -57 G% Rapub.) reflects eiﬁher a



TABLE 3

PERCENTAGE OF DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN SPACE IN EIGHT WISCONSIN KEWSPAPERS IN m =
OF PIVE TIME PERIODS DURING THE 1956 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN - | ,

Sept.,1~’ Sept. 15~ Sept. 28~ Oct. 11~ " Oct. 24¥f‘ '. K Total

. Sept. 14 Sept. 27 Oct. 10 QOct. 23  Hov. 5 ~ + Total Col.In.
D R D R D R D R P R D R
Daily Jefferson | | . :
COunty Unlcn 4.2% 2.6% 5.9% 20.3% 9.3% 2.6% 8.5% 4.2% 3.4% 39.0% 31.3% 68-7%v 118
Green Bay | : R 3 o -
Press Gazette 11.9 10.8 9.1 12.7 7.6 7.0 8.1 15.9 7.2 9.7 43;9 56.1 472
Janesville. - - ‘» ‘ :
Daily Gazette 6.3 4.6 3.3 5.9 10.4 5.3 10.2 19.8 17.0 16.2 47.2 52.8 394

LaCrosse Tribune 7.3 3.5 9.5 14.5 8.8 5-lv 8.2 15.2 9.5 18.4 43.3 56.7 681

Marshfield ‘ : -
News-Herald 9.3 1.4 8.5 7.3 11l.7 6.3 12.1 15.1 5.9 22.4 47.5 52.5 562
Oshkosh Daily | ' j o ‘
Northwestern - 2.2 3.4 6.5 13.6 10.4 10.1 6.3 16.1 7.0 24.4 32.4 67.6 626
Wausau ' , ' , | ‘ , .
Record-ﬂerald . .7.8 9.2 5.6 12.2 8.1 4.0 11.9 14.3 10.9 16.0 44.3 55.7 . €82

Sheboygan Press 9.4 3.8 8.5 9.4 13.1 8.7 12.0 11.1 8.0 16.0 51.0 49.0 576

Note: These percentage figures are derived by divi&ing the total number of column o
inches shown in the extreme right hand column of this table into the column inches of space & N
candidate received on the three days sampled during each of the above time periods.
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deliberately intraduced editorial biaa in the paper 8 news
columna or a warped cense of political news judgment on tha:{
pm:t o£ tha nwspapers' dito:s and/or publiahara. .

] xn 1964 the paper most favorable to the Democrat.s g
%9 ~h8 Marshfield Hews-Hexald with 55.6% for the Demcrats.{
and 44.4"‘6 for the Repuhlicans (see Table 4). ’rhis papar o ?i;' f‘
was also the furthest: from 'balamed coverage=-a mre 5. 6%.

, 'i'he paper mat favorable to the Republicana wae t‘he
Hausau m-aaum with 52 9% of its space :Eor the S
aepublican candidata and 47.1% for the Democrat. fhe -
LaCrosse mmma with a pro-nepublican 50.8 to 49 2 splzt.
pravid@d the most naarly balanced coverage of the e:lght : Jrige:
‘,newapapers for 1964. | ety
‘ L A lock at newspapers individually shows a maxked ;
diffarance in coverage between 1956 and 1964 in most news-'
Papers. Bix of the papers moved closer to a 50-50 ratio i.n'i_{
news coﬁaraga. 'rhe imat notable shifts in 1964 were the
Fo::t Atkinson-'aaffe:son Ccnmty Daily Union (16 7% shift) .
the OehkOSh nal.l;g mm:mm:n (16 3% sh:lft) ’ and the Gree‘n;
Bay Bxgaa-ﬁazgm (8 6% shift). Of course, :I.n tarms of "
approachmg balancad coverage, the first two of thase
papera had more room for 1mprovement than the others.

The Sheboygan Prasg provided exactly the same L
coveraga in both campaigns-'sm pro-Democrat and 49% pxc-f U
Republican. , ',_' SRR | .I E ‘, BN
: 'x‘he Marshfield ma:'hﬁmlﬁ was t:he only gaper of t:he

H



TABLE 4

PERCEQTAGB oP DEHDCRBTIC ARD REPUBLICA& SPACE IN EIGHT WISGOKSIB‘RE&SPAPBRS IK EACB
s o QF EIVE TIME PERIODS DURING THE 1964 PRESIDEHTIAL CAMPAIGN . :: . -

Sept. 3= Sept. 16~  Sept. 28 Oct. 10- - Oct. 22 .. . Total
Sept. 15 Sept. 27 ° Oct. 9 Oct. 21 Nov.vz‘"YA‘{Total“‘ Col.In.
» R’ 'p 2 D R. P =® D R D- R
Fort Atkinson- R 1 o 4v | oo o
Jefferson County =~ = : ‘ '
Daily Union‘ _ 51463%;17-0% 7 4% 14 4% 3 7% 12. 3% 14 0% 3-5% 3 1% 4.8% 43 0% 52 0% 229

Green Bay . = . - Sn o S S :
Press Gazette . . 10.2 7.5 7.7 11, 12.4 11.5 13.0}; 8.8 - 9.2 'B.4 52.5;‘47.5 . 954
Janesville g s , S B - o
Daily Gazette* . 9.3 6.3 9.0 11.9A" 8.0 8.6 10.1 6.3 14.4 10.6 50-8‘149;2‘ 477
LaCrosse Tribuae* 8.7 (5.5 9.5 9.9 7.0 12.2 12.0 8.0 12.0 15.2 49.2 50.8 . 636
Marshfielda . - - = o e e S
Hews-Herald 10.1 “8.6 .6.7 8.9 9.0 10.7 16.9 7.5 12.9 8.7 55.6 44.4 - 842
Oshkosh Paily -~ =« -~ - e e w UV O
Northwestern . 4.5 10.0 8.7 8.8.12.4 12.5 9.6 8.0 13.5 12.0 48.7 51.3 783
Wausau BN R S AN R S U i
Sheboygan Press 3;9 . 8.4 5.2 16.1° 9.8 7.5 14.6. 9.5 '12.5 ';7.5 51.0 49.0 787

*These . nawnpapara have a nine*column page. To make totals comparable to those of
pape;p with eight columns. I have. mnltiplied the original total column inches for these papera
by 8/9 or .889.

Y Note: These pe:centage figurea are derived by dividing the total number of column
inches shown in the extreme right hand column of this table (except for the three starred.
papers where the unadjusted figure was used) into the column inches of space a candidate
received on the three days sampled during each of the above time periods.

4 4
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eight to move from nearly balanced coverage in 1956 (47.5%
Dem.=52.5% Repub.) toward more one-sided coverage in 1964
(55.6% Dam.~44.4% Repub.). The shift of 8.1% was away from
the ﬁguarﬂgzalﬁ_a editorially endorsed candidate, Goldwater,
and 3.1% away from a 50-50 split.

" The data in the 1956 campaign would support a
hypothesis that editorial preference results in news prefer—
ence; all eight papers gave their editorially endorsed
candidates more news coverage than his opponent. This same
hypcthesis is not substantiated in the 1964 campaign,
because three newspapers (Green Bay®s, Marshfield's, and
Janesville's) all gave their eondorxscd candidate’s opponent

greatex coveraga.

Table 3 reveals that the Democrats in the 1956

campaign had an advantage in the first time period.
President Eisenhower didn't start his campaigning until
September 13 and Stevenson had been campaigning actively
aihge he received the Democratic nomination in August. The
Republican presidential candidate., actively campaigning
during the second time period., dominated the news.
Stevenson was the more newsworthy in all eight papers
during the middle time period. The start of this time
period was when the President "took a relaxed view” and was

3

campaigning very little.” During the last two periods
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Eisenhower was predominant in the news. He was campaigning
harder and also during the last period the Suez Crisis
resulted in more édministrative‘news.cohcerning the
President.
 TaBla'3 shows that the Republican candidate, ‘in all
papers but the Green Bay Press-Gazette, received more news
cdve#age“during the last two time periods than in the other
three combined. This trend is not true for Stevenson.f His
la:gest'percentage of deWs exposure was in the first three
periods,;excepﬁ fof'twd‘newapapeis.*'ln the Janesville
nailx;ﬁaza:;g. Stevenson was covered more during the latter
part of the campaign. | : |
In looking at the variations of coverage through the
1964 campaign, the Republican's strongest time periods were
the second and third (see Table 4). The Democratic candi-
date had slightly more coverage in the first period than
his pppdnent. Campaign coverage of President Johnson
éompietely‘ddminatéd the period beginning October 10, with
a1l eight’newspapers giving the Democrats more space. The

last period was also predominantly Democratic.

L I would seem feasible that the proportion of head-
lines. for each political side would be virtually tha same
as the proportion of space for each side.: Generally, this

is so.
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: In 1956 the Daily Jefferson County Union and tha
c:smcosh nailx Northwastern did follow their prior pattern
and heavily favored Eisenhower in headline distribution 3¥4
(sec @abla 5) The Green Bay'zzﬁssrﬁnza:xa. LaCrossef
mxihnng anﬁ the Wausau Bannxd.ﬁﬁxalﬁ led their newsk‘
colunns with nearly balanced headlines for each party.;qug
th&\ﬁéxshfield News-Herald and Sheboygan Brasg reversea 7
theﬁéaives.” They provided the candidate they opposed,- i |
eﬁitorially. Rore headlines. vet less space in their nawﬁ ‘
colurms. | | e
’ The Jenesville Daily Gazetie had the greatest. B
'"percentage diffaerence between its headline distribution';ii
{€(34%.Dem.-66% Repub.) and its news coverage (43 9% Dem -: §
HVSG l% Repub.). This difference of about 10% (43 9% minus
34%0 favors the paper's editorially endorsed candldate.’;ff
A - Table &, likewise, displays the balanced emphasis in
the 1964 campaign by these eight nswspapers. The percant*
age difference in the amount of headlines for the two ' x;i :
presidential candidates was only .8% of the total number ‘”;
with Goldwatet receiving the greater quantity. _ ‘
- Only two newapapers--the Marshficld uﬁuaraﬁ:and,and}f
tha Wausau Record~Harald--gave one candidate more news. zgii
ccvarage ‘and then gave the cther candidate more headlinea‘éﬁf
Tha Fort Athnson*wef‘evscn County Daily.nnign.had tha E

greatest percenﬁage difference between ita h&adline -



TAELE 5

DISTRIBUTION OF HEADLINES FOR THE DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDAEBS
IR EIGHT WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS DURING THE 1956 CAMPAIGN
(D-nemocraticz anepublican; B-Bipartisan)

Streamer Spread Two~-Column One~Column ,Ona~Coiukn | Total

P R B D R B D R B D R B D R B D R B

Daily»aafferéon

County Union: 1 1 2 5 1 2 7 1
Green Bay : o
Press-~Gazette 1 2 4 2 8 6 1 6 14 1 19 24 2
Janesville
Daily Gazatte 1 3 1 3 13 13 17 17 33 1l
LaCrosse Tribune 2 3 1 9 1l 4 2 23 18 1l 29 32 3
Marshfield ‘
News~Herald 1 3 8 17 10 7 7 1 27 26 1
Oshkosh Daily
Borthwestern 1l 2 12 1 3 18 42 2 21 58 2
Yausaa ' .
Record~Herald 1l 1l 10 13 s 5§ 1 7 12 23 31 1
Sub=Totals s 12 2 22 58 1 35 20 2 76 115' 6 138 211 11
Sheboygan Press V 2 4 11 18 1 14 15 1 27 37 2
7 16 2 33 76 2" 35 26 2 90 130 7 165 248 13

TotaIS'

7 Note: These £igures are the simgle arithmatic totals of headlines that were “ >
classified Democratic, Republican, or Bipaxtisan that appeared in the 15 newspape: editions @

suxveyed in the 1956 campaign.vlu.



TABLE 6

DISTRIBUTIOE‘OF HEADLIRES FOR THE DBMOCRHTIC AND RE?ﬂBLICAE PRESIBERTIAL CAHDIDATES
- IN EIGHT WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS DURING THE 1964 CAHPAIGH - B
(D-Democratic: RrRepublican: B-Bipartisan) ct

T S S A S Hajor N .1 Minor - © -
- Btreamer Spread . Two=Column = One-Column One-Column - Total

“pD R B D R B P R B D R B D R B D.,R B

Fort-Atkinson~ . | _ | A /
Jefferson County S T el R ‘ e e P
Paily Union - =~ 1 + 11 - = 2.1 - 11 147 1 12 18 2
Green Bay S S ST S R D PR
Press-Gazette - . 12 10 2° 14 106 2 7 5 2 19 19 52 44 6
Jamesville Lo e
Daily Gazette . = 0 11 2 7 &6 . 1 1 oo 16 7157 34 33 2
LaCrosse Tribune '2 8 13 12 3° 7 1 - 8 13 - 30 34 3
Marshfield FE S R R o R SR
News~Herald =~ ~ . = ‘5 2 13 12 1017 2 13 1 41 42 0 2
Oshkosh Daily - N R S T .
Borthwestern -~ . 10 .7 2 515 .1.19 16 . 15 18 49 56. 3
Wausau | SR S f} - k - L: PN ; Lo '; _  ] ¥
Reccrd-ﬁerald : S 6 4 16 11 1 11 11 T .7 100 1 40 36 3
Sub-Totals O 1 O 46 43 6 68 63 8 55 51 S 89 100. 2 258 263.21
Sheboygan Press = 10 10 1 15 122 . 1 17 211 43 43 2

Totals .0 10 56 53 7 83 80 8 56 51 5 106 121- 3 301 306 23

‘Notes Thesa figures are the simple arithmetic totals of headlines that were
classified Democratic, Republican, or Bipartisan that appeared in the 15 newspaper editions
surveyed in the 1964 campaign.

6V
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distribution (40% Dem.~60% Repub.) and its news coverage *
(48%-52%) . This difference of eight per cent favors the
paper's editorially endorsed candidate. ,

Headline distribution in the 1956 campaign was |
similar to tha news coverage in that race-~1opsided. Thefiﬁ
Republican haads numbered almost 50% more than the ,1'
Democrats '(248-165). In contrast, headlines in 1964 wore
almost balanced (301*306). with the Republican candidate‘ :
getting the edge. : B R :

‘ Table 7 revaals that the eight W&sconsin newapaperslj
in 1956 aonsiatantly gave the candidates they supported o
eﬁztorxally a greahe: percentage of favorable news covarage;
than hia opponent. And the nawspapera also gave thaxr !5‘ .
canﬂidate a opponant a highar percentage of untavordble | i
news thnn theix candidate. Note the wide variation between*
the Sheboygan Pxoss, which editorially backed Stevenson.:jl
and all the other nevspapers on the chart thnt supportaﬂ S
the Republican candidate. | ""

. Generally. the foregoing is true of headlines. as |
ahowa in Table 8. An editorial endorsement meant a 1arger i
percantage of favorable haadlinss for the man aupported andf
a smaller percentage of unfavorable ‘Theads than his |
OPPOnant.L Note that the Marshfield Nﬁuﬁrﬂﬁxnlﬂ Pro&ided
almost perfectly direct;on-balancad haadlxnes for the two f;;

candidates.



TABLE 7
DIRECTION OF COVERAGE BY PERCENTAGE IN EIGHT WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS
IN THE 1956 CAMPAIGN, BY PARTY

Democratic - . . : e ‘Repdblican

Favorable Unfavorable Neutral ‘fﬂa#ofable Unfavorable Seutrél

Daily Jefferson

- County Union 56.8% 13.5% 29.7% 84.2% 6.6% 9.2%
Green Bay , ' : .
Press~Gazette 73.4 14.5 12.1 75.1 6.2 18.7
Janesville

| Daily Gazette 66.1 15.1 18.8 74.5 9.4 16.1

‘ LaCroase Trihnnﬁ 75.6 18.6 5.8 86.6 6.0 7.4
Marshfield
News—-Herald 71.2 16.8 12.0 78.3 _ 15.8 5.9
Oshkosh Daily
Horthwestern 71.9 ) 13.8 1403 74.8 1l.8 13.4
Wausau _

Record-Herald 76.5 11.6 11.9 88.6 7.6 3.8

Sheboygan Press - 81.6 15.3 3.1 . 55.3 30.1  14.6

yro———

g , : —
Data exclude administrative coverage.

. " Hote: These figures are derived by dividing the total column inches of
coverage of a candidate obtained from the 15 newspaper editions surveyed into each of
the column inch totals of the three direction categories (favorable, unfavorable,

neutral). :

18



TABLB 8

DIRECTIOH oF HERDLIEES BY PERCENTAGE "IN EIGHT WISCOESIH HEWSPA?ERS
1IN THS 1956 CB&P&IGE. BY PARTY

Democratlc i; '- : o Republican

Favorable Unfavo:able ,Heutralﬂ Favorable Unfavorable _Heutrél

‘Daily Jefferson

‘County Union  ~  50.0% == . 50.0% ~ 85.7% = == 14.3%
‘GreenBay . - . . R
_Press-Gazette | 42.1. = 15.8 42.1  69.6 . . 4.3 . 26.1
Janesville - 1 I R Y A
Daily Gazette ~  47.1. ' 35.3 17.6  58.6 - 10.3 3l.1
LaCrosse Tribune  37.9. . ~13.8 = 48.3. ~ 5L.7 . 3.5  44.8
Marshfield CoL oL K AR
News~Herald .. 55.6 = 14.8 . 29.6 52.4 = 14.3 . 33.3;

"Oshkosh Daily = =~ = S S A
Ebrthwastern . 9.5 L 9.5 81.0 g 35.4 . 4.2 | 2 §0.4
‘Wausau S o - L : TS RO
RecOtd‘Ketald 7 - 4708 8-7 . . 4305 : - 53-3 . 1304 . 33- 3
Sheboygan Press  48.1 = . 7.4 44,5 . 29.7 297 40.6

Bata exclude administrative headlines.

T thes Theaa figures are derived by dividing the total number of headlines
that were classified Democratic.or Republican into each of the headline totals of
‘the: three direction categories (favorable, unfavorablae. neutral). - ,

zs
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In 1964 five of the seven newspapers that editorially
supported Goldwater gave him a greater percentage of ’
favorabla coverage and headlines than his Democratic ~f9f
opponent (see Tables 2 and 10). The two exceptions are - ”
shown in Table 10. The Green Bay Rxgaa Cazette gava
President Johnson 15% unfavorable headlines and Goléwatcr
20.5”. The LaCrosse Tribuna gave Johnson 59.1% favorable
headlines and gave Goldwater only 40.5%. | |
~ As ghown in Tables 9 and 10, the Sheboygan Enﬁﬂa
departed from the norm by favoring their editorially .
endoraed candidate’s opponent with more favorable news
coverage. Goldwater received 69.9% favorable covarage.af
while 5oﬁnson had 60.3%. Furthermore, the Democratic
candidate had more unfavorable coverage (14.5%) than- ,
Goldwater (8.1%) in the Prgss. This sane departure from
the usual is noted in Table 10 vwhere the Republican eandi~
data had a greater percentage of favorable headlines ;‘c
(44. 2 to 41) than his Democratic opponent. |
t S8even of these eight Wisconsin newspapers in thev
19551campaign gave their editorially supported candidgta
more favorable news coverage and headlines than hia o
opponent. The non-conformist was the Marshfield Hﬁﬁar
naxald, which gave Stevenson 55. 6% favorable hsadlines to
Eisenhower's 52.4%. ' o
In 1964, however, only five of the eight newspapezs

gave their editorzally supported candxdate mote favar&ble



TABLE 9

DIRECTION OF COVERAGE BY PERCENTAGE IN EIGHT WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS
IN THE 1964 CAMPAIGN, BY PARTY.

Favorable Unfavorable Neutral Favorable Unfavorable Xeutral

Port Atkinson~
Jefferson County - '
Daily Union 58.3% 27.8% 13.9% 66.7% 3.4% 29.9%

Green Bay _

Press-Gazette 55.7 20.9 23.4 68.6 11.9 19.5
Janesville : ,

Daily Gazette 38.2 35.6 26.2 76.4 10.3 13.3
LaCroase Tribune 69.3 22.9 © 7.8 77.6 ‘8.3 14.1
Marshfield

Hews-ﬁerald 80.9 38.1 11.0 76.9 1103 11.8
Oshkosh Daily

Horthwestern 45.9 34.0 20.1 70.1 10.7 19.2
Wausau

Record-Herald 54.9 21.8 23.3 74.9 10.7 14.4

Sheboygan Press 60.3 14.5 25.2 69.9 8.1 22.0

 Note: These figures are derived by dividing the total column inches of
coverage of a candidate obtained from the 15 newspaper editions surveyed into each
of the column inch totals of the three direction categories (favorable, unfavorable,
neutral) .

vs



TABLE 10

DIRECTION OP'BEﬁDLJBnS BY PERCECNTAGE IN LIGBT HISCQ&SIK NEWSPAPERS
dN THE 1964 CBMPAIGN« Bi PARTY

Democratic | P j o Ragublié?n?

' Favorable Unfavorable’ Reutial'; Favofablé Unfavotable. Beutral

?bxt;ntkinscnr

Je&fazson County . = S e g
Green Pay =~ ' E T e
Press-Gazette . 4245 15.0 42.5 45.5  20.5 . | 34.0
Janesville = = | S s T S )
LaCrosse Tribune 59.1 o 18.2 22.7 40.5 - 13.5 = -~ 46.0
darshfield SO ST S S S
News-Herald = 41.7 ©16.7  41.6 . 43.9. 12.2 . 439
Oshkosh Daily R - ) Lo
Northwestern 41,5 ©17.0 415 66.1, 143 19.6
Wausau oo ' ‘ L o :
Record-Herald  20.0 20.0 . 60.0 . 62.2 8.1 29.7
Shaboygan Press . 41.0 o 103 48.7 o 44.2i' ;' ‘16.3 ?J 39.5

. HNote: These figures are derived by dxviding the total number of headlines
that were classified Democratic or Republican into each of the hﬂadline totals of
the three dlrection categoxies (favorahle. unfavorable. neutral)- ‘

1]
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coverage ant¢ headlines than his opponent.

Significant Event Covaerace
Tahlea 11 and 12 show that the 1956 campaign
coverage by these Wisconsin newspapers was generally com=
pleta. Out of a possible score of twenty only :wovnews-'
papéra had less than ten pointe. The Daily Jefferson o
couﬁty4ﬂninn,9rovided the most inadequate coverage of this
campaign. And it appears that the Oshkosh Dally 2 ?
Enxghx&anﬁxn reflected its editorial policy in its news
colunns. Democratic news was continually buried (see
Table 11), while Republican events continually made front
page naws. :
B The four newspapers that gave the least adequate fﬁ
coverage in the 1964 campaign were the Fort Atkinscn. Green
Bay, Janesville, and LaCrossc newspapers. All scored lesa
thailﬁalf of the possible 40 points obtainable ﬁor_perfect
coveraga. o
' Comparison of coverage of significant events f

(Tables 11, 12 and 13, 14) revealed that the eight. newa~;
papers covarad the 1956 campaign events checked more fully
than the significant events of the 1964 race. The,average
scores for the 1936 Democratic anQ Repﬁ?lican év§n§ 5?;1
coverage were 15.0 and 18.25, respectivély; In coﬁtfaét55 
in 1964 the avcrage event scores were dcwn ta 11.63 for

Democratic aignificant events and only 9.75 for Republican7;



TABLE 11

COVERAGE OF SIGHIFICANT DEMOCRATIC EVENTS® BY RBICHT WISCONSIM NEWSPAPERS
DURING THE 1956 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGH

Daily Jefferson

County Union x x x 1 x 1 % x 1l 1 . :
Green Bay

Press~Gazette x 1 1 10 1 1 x 2 1 1 14
Janesville

Daily Gazette x b 8 1 1 1 2 1l 1l 1 1 17
LaCrosse Tribune 2 1 1 1 1 1l 1 1 1 X 17
Marshfield

News-Herald 1 1 18 1 1 1 9 1 1 1 18
Oshkosh Daily

Borthwestern 8 1 10 10 3 3 x x 22 9 -9
Wausau

Record=Herald 13 1 l 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 - 18
Sheboygan Press 14 1 1 1 1 1l 1l 1 1l 1 19
Average score . - 15.0

®Bvents described in Appendix A.

*8The gcore is computed by assigning 2 points for page one coverage.
1 point for inside page coverage, and O points if the event is not covered.

Note: X indicates event not covered; numerals indicate page on which event
appeared.

LS



TABLE 12

COVEBAGB OF SIGHIFICART REPUBLICAN EVENTS* BY EIGHT WKSCDNSIH HEWSRAEERS
DURIBG ™HE 1956 PRESIDE%TIAL CAMPAIGH

Daily Jefferson

County Union 8 1 1l 1l 1 1 x 1 1 1 17
Green Bay : . " - g w
Press—-Gazette x 1 1 i 1 1 1 1 1 2 17
Janesville - . - R - : i ' : ‘ R
Daily Gazette 1 1 1 1 1l X 1l 1 1l 1l 18
LaCrosse Tribune 7 1l 1l 1 b} 1l 1 A 1 1 19
Marshfield ' .. : : . - 5 - e 5
News~Herald 1 1l 1l 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 20
Oshkosh Daily : \ . P : ; . : o :
Korthﬁestern 1l 1 R 1l 1l = l 1 l 2 17
Wausau e ' . N T B : B 5, T - Ve
Reccrd-ﬂerald 1 1 1 1l 1l 1 1l 1l 1 1l 20
Sheboygan Press 1 1 1 1 1 xx 1 1 ‘1 1 18

Average Scora L  ’ P " - B .. 18.25

- _®Events descxihed in Appendix B.. , e
**The score is computed by assigning 2 poznts faz page one coverage,
1 point for inside page covarage, and O pointe if the event is not covered.
Hotes X indicates event not covered; numarals indicate page on.whidh event
appeared. 'i',

y B E R e v : OIS PRI L A Conat DY aend wiALT R
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TABLE 13°

COVERAGE OF SIGNIFPICANT DEMOCRATIC EVEETS BY EICGHT WISCONSIN NEWSPAPERS.
DURING THE 1964 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGH

Port Atkinson=-
Jefferson County

Daily Union 1 1 1 % X X % 1. X X 8 -
Green Bay

Press-Gazette 1 18 1l 8 l 6 x. X 1. 1 13
Janesville

Daily~Gazette 17 1 1l x x b x: 12, x x 8
LaCrosse Tribune 2 1 6 1l 1l x X 2 x X 9
Marshfield

Hews-Herald 1l 1l 1l 1: 14 1. 1 1 9: X 16 .
Oshkosh Daily

Northwestern 1l 1l 1l 11 18 1 10 1 14 X 14 ¢
Wausau

Record~Herald 15 1 b 1l x X - x- 1. 23 1l 12 -
Sheboygan Press 23 1. 1 x 1. x 1 10 15 13.:
Average Score : _ i» - “’_1}:5§;>

*Events described in Appendix C.
*2The score is computed by assigning 2 points for ‘page one coverage;
1 point for inside page coverage, and O points if the asvent is not covered.

o Note: X indicates event not covereds numerals indicate page on which event
appeared. :

0%,



TABLE 14

COVERAGE OF SIGEI?TCA&T REPUBLICAB EVENTS® BY EIGHT “ISGQHSIH EEWS?APBES
DURING THE 1964 2RESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGK .

Fort Atkinson~ f

- Jefferson County - » S , -
Daily Union: -1 X 1 X x x X x x x 4
 Green Bay : R ;

P:ess-Gazet@e . 1 o= x 12 .xllf 24 x x: x 2; T

Janesgville - :

 Daily-Gazette = 1 x = x X X x x 2 1 5
- LaCrosse Tribune 1 2 1 = x x .1 x 3 1 10
" Marshfield | L A R

- News-Hexrald- = = - 1 10 - x 10 1 14 1 8 -1 1 @ 14
~ Oshkosh Daily S R S , B

- Northwestern : 1 x 1 14 x 1 1 19, B O 1_ i ;4
. Wausau = S g . . -
' Record-nerald Sy ox 271 x 12 1 8 .1 1 1
’smboygan Press 1 1 1 10 x 8 10 x 1 1 = 12
. Average Score ’ S D - ﬁn,; '_ .75

*Events deseribed in hppendixIJ.

. **The score is computed by assigning 2 points for page one coverage,
1 point for inside page coverage, and 0 points if the event is not covered.

Notes X indicates event not covered; numerals indicate page on which event
appeared.

09
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events.
| The reason for this difference in coverage may be
explainaﬁ by greater electronic media coveraga of the ‘
events chosen for the 1956 campaign. In 1956 five of the
_1Democ:at1c and five of the chublican speeches were
'Wtelevised. But in 1964 only one speech of each party's.
candidate was televised. This suggests that the ten
"significant® 1956 events were more newsworthy than those

selected for 1964.

One of the purposes of this thesis is to compare the
1956 and 1964 campaign coverage without the "administrativef
events that acecrue to an incunbent President by virtue of |
his office. '

' Thgse campaigna were sclected for study. becausa in
both instances incunbents were sacking reelection. Further-
more, the incumbents were from different parties.

Table 15 shows that Eisenhower bested his Democratic
opponent., Adlai Stevenson., in news coverage 56.4% to 43.6%.

In total coverage, Président JOhﬁson came out ahead
of Barry Goldwataer 50.4% to 49.6%.

In the seven newspapers that endorsed the Republican
candidatca. President Eiscenhower recsived less administra-
tive coverage (5.4%) during the 1956 campaign than
President Johnson (8.2%) in 1964. (These pexcentages are

based@ on the total column inches of campaign coverage less



TABLE 15
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PERCENTAGE OF ADMINISTRATIVE AND'NOQ‘ADMINISTRATIVE COVERAGE
FOR THE 1956 AND 1964 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGNS

" 1956
100%
(2,120)
51.4%
Eisenhower
(1,791)
 43.6%
Stevenson
0%

| —Admin.—

Total (4,111)

Non—Admin. COVerage:'

Note:}Figures in par

coverage.

Eisenhower
Goldwater

y

1964

(430) 8% Pres.

(2,278)

42.4%
Johnson

2,617)

L 49.6%
Goldawater -

Non~
Admin.

54.1%
53.9%

entheses are column inches of
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bipartisan naws.): ‘ | o | .

The figures reveal that ‘the Republican candidates :
fqrv?;ea;dgnt‘(Bisenhowa: and Goldwater) during these two
campaigngﬁggpgistep§1y received.a larger,shﬁré‘of the non-
adm;pigt:gtivevnewéﬁcpve:ége Ey these seven wisdbnsin_qews-
papers; ?%senhower‘had.ss.éx in 1956(and‘coldwgter¥received
only alightly less at 53.6% in 1964. “

The Sheboygan zzaanr—the only newspapar of tha eight
that consistently supported the Democratic candidate-gave
Eresxdent Eisenhnwer only 2.8% administrative coverage in
1956 anﬂ it gave President Johnson 7.1% in 1964. ‘Non=

éministrative ~coverage in the Exgﬂa.was 52. 5% for Adlai
Stevenson in 1956 and 47.2% for President Johnson in 1964.
?hzs_newspaper provided both incumbents with 1ess,ad@inis-
trative news coverage in‘i964 (Eisenhower 5.4% - 2.8% =
2.6%: Johnson S.i%,- 7.1% = 1.1%) than the other seven
papera.~‘And it also provided both Democratic candidates
with m@re non*administrative coverage. . .

o This ‘Suggests that the apparently “fairer' more

balanced 1964 covarage by a predominantly Repdblican group
ofvpapers was at base no fairer than in 1956. Gel#water 8
campaign, iike::ké'g. was over—-reported. Johnson, by
m&kihévééaé newé_simply,as President, managed to enjoy a

slight edge in total publicity in 1964.



 Guido H. Stempel III researched the 1960% and 1964°

presidential campaigns. He studied the same 15 newspapers
in both campaigns and cailed them the "prestige press.”
These newspapers had been singled out in a 1960 poll of =
editors as "most superior for news coverage, integrity and
public lervice.“6

‘They are, in the order the editors picked them, the
New York Times, the Christian Scienca Monitor., the
Milwaukea Journal, the Bt. Louis Poat-Dispatch. the
Washington Post., the Louisville Courier~Journal. the Hall
Streat Journal, the Atlantic Constitution. the Chicago
Tribune, the Des Moines Register. the Kansas City Stax. the
Baltimore Sun, the Miami Herald, the Chicago Daily Hews.
and the 1los Angeles ZTimes. | AR

The research method used in the first part of this
stud§ was exactly the same as used by Stempel.: Stempel did
not investigate direction, completeness of coverage or the
adminigtrative and non-adninistrative coverage. - Thus, in
comparing these eight Wisconsin newspapers with Stempel‘®s
*prestige press” only column inch coverage and headline
distribution will be considered.

- Considering the “prestige press™ as a whole, it is
noted that the Republican candidates in both campaigns:
raceived more front page coverage. And the Democrats had

the edge on the inside pages and more total coverage (as
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shown in Table 16). In the 1956 campaign, the Wisconsin
papers gave the Republican candidates more coverage across
the board with almost a 13% total news coverage advantagea.
In 1964 the‘Page One coverage was perfectlyvhalanced and
the Democrats ﬁad less than a 3% edge on the inside pages.

in Stempelfs 1960 study neither Hixon;nor Kennedy

was an;inéumhent. The result was balanced coverage by the
”prestigé’préss.“ But 1n51964. President Johnson was
running‘fot reelection and he received 3.8% more coverage
than Goldwate: in ihe *prestige press.” ‘Thié may have been
due to:édﬁinistrative coverage..és found in the eight
Wisconsin papers. |

5 ‘Now in the 1956 campaign, Eisenhower, the incumbent,
hadua 13% advantage in the eighﬁ Wisconsin papers® news
coverage. Yot only 5% of that 13% was administrative news
coveraéé (as determined earlier in this study, Table 15).
The B%Ldifferanca in favor of the Republican candidate can
be classified as either the newsworthiness of Eisenhowar or
the favoritism or bias of thesc eight newspapers as a group.

‘In the 1964 campaign when the Democratic incumbent

was ruhninq for reelection, there was extremeiy balanced
coveragé in these eight Wisconsin papers. '?resident
Johnson received more coverage in the Wisconsin newspapers
than Goldwater=-1.7% more. Tabkle 15 reflects that President
Johnson actually had 8% administrative coverage in 1964.
If his administrative coverage, the 8%, is subtracted from



TABLE 16

TUI'I\L COLUMN INCHES OF SPACE DEVOTED TO COVERAGE 01’ THB 1960 AND 1964
: - PRESIDERTIAL CAMPAIGHS BY THE "PRESTIGE PRESS®™ AND BY THE BIGHT
5 WISCOESIH HEWSPAPERS IN THE 1956 AND 1964 CAMPAIGNS =

D ‘R D R D R
~ Totals, 1960 6,842 7,053 44,018 43,489 50,860 50,542
Totals, 1964 6,662 7,022 48,844 39,823 50,506 46,845
Eight ﬁiséonéin Bew§§a§ars ST
Totals, 1956 ~ 645 897 1,146 1,423 1,791 2,320
Totals, 1964 1,040 1,040 1,668 1,577 2,708 2,617

- Note: Thesa
this theBiB. :

data woere extracted from Stempel's two studies and |

S9



| 67
his total coverage (50.4% as shown in Table 15} to
determine his mn*ad'ninistrativa coverage. then Lyndon
Baines Johnaon actually mceived only 42 4% coverage as
compated wi.th 49.6% £or: Ba::x:y Goldwatax. o

_The only conclusion that can be d:awn is that'. seven
of these eight Wisconsin newspapers have knowingly or
unknowingly allowed their news columns to continually favor
their editorially endorsed candidate with more campaign.
cove::age.-f*ff 5

j In 1960 only three of the prestige praas" were more
than 5% away from a 50-50 split--the M:lantic gnna:mnian
on the Democratic side and the gm;m—_nn Sgience umm;m: '
and clu.cago mmm on the Republican aide (See ’rable 17) .
In 1964 tha Chj.cago mmma remained in such a’category.on
the Rapuhh.can sz.de. joi.neﬁ by the Miami Haxald, the. .
Louisville W@mb and the New York mma_ on the
Democratic side._ o L .. o

Fiva of the Wisconsin newspapera in 1956 (as ahown
in 'rabw 18) were more than 5% away from balanced coverage.
But ‘the 1964 campaign brought about a remarkable ahlft: to
more balanced coverage. Only one newspaper—-the Marshfield
Hows-Herald: --was more than 5% away from a. 50—50 split and -
it only missed by .6%. e

Equauty Or. near. equality (5% varianca from a 50-50
split) was a prevailing feature with the | prestiga press"
and it appears that the majority of Wisconsin newspapers in
thié ﬁtudy failed to meet this in 1956; however, in 1964
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'I‘ABLE 17

P&RCEHT&GE OF BPACE IN THE 'PRESTIGE PRESS® RECEIVED
* . BY.THE DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN CARDIDATES
: DURIRG TEB 1960 AND 1964 CAHPAIGNS ‘

D R D R
Atlantic Constitution  60.2* 39.8  53.0% 47.0
Baltimore Sun 52.8 47.2* 52.2% 47.8
Chicago Daily News  48.4. 51.6®  53.9* 46.1
Chicago Tribune 40.8 59.2% 34.4 65.6%
Christian Bcience |

Monitor 41.5 58.5%  48.9 5l.1%w
Des Moines Register 45.8 54.2%  50.5* 49.5
Kansas City Star 52.2 47.8*  54.4% 45.6
Los Angeles Times 45.2 54.8%  49.9 50.1*
Louisville COurier-

Journal - . 54.5% 45.5 57.8% 42.2
Miami Herald 51.3  48.7*  59.4%® 40.6
Milwaukee Journal 54.4% 45.6 = 51.0" 49.0.
New York Times 50.3% 49.7 57.0* 43.0
St. Louis Post-

Dispatch 54.6% 45.4 52.0* 48.0
Wall Street Journal 47.2 52.8% 45.2 54.8%%»
Washington Post - = = S51.9  48.1%%" 53,5  46.5ves
Average 50.2 49.8  51.9 48.1

*Xndicatea the newspaper's editorial endorsemant.
s*Indicates no endorsement (nesutral).

*e*Indicates no editorial endorsement per sa, but
a definite leaning toward the party's candidate basad on
editorial statements.

Note: These data extracted from Stempel'’s two
studies.
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TABLE 18

PERCENTAGE OF SPACE IN THE EIGHT WISCONEIN NEWSPAPERS -
RECEIVED BY THE DEMOCRATIC AND REPUBLICAN CANDIDATES
SR . DURING THE 1956 ARD 1964 CAMPAIGNS

D R D R
Fort Atkihson‘ A
Jefferson County ~ : : CLeED e
Daily Unxon ‘ - 31.3 cB.7* 48.0 52.0"

Green Bay ?reas-Gazette 43.9 56.1* 52.5 47.5%

Janesville
Daily Gazette - A47.2 - 52.8* ¢ 50.8 49.2¢
- LaCrosse Tribune ' 43.3 56.7* 49.2  50.8%
Marshfield News-Herald = 47.5 52.5® - 55.6 44.4*
Oshkosh Daily ‘ o o - '
Northwestern 32.4 67.6% 48.7  51.3*
Wausau Record=-Herald 44.3 | 55.7% 47.1 52;9'
~ Sheboygan Press 51.0% 49.0  51.0% 49.0
~ Average 42.6 57.4 50.4 | 49.6

#*Indicates the newspaper's editorial endorsement.
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their record was near perfect and superior:(ifvnewa
coverage equality is a gauée) to the perfofmaﬁce of the
"prestige press.”

The seven "prestige press" papers (three in 1960 and
four in 1964), which gave one candidate more than 10% more
coverage than his opponent, alwéya favorad the candidate
they had editorielly endorsed. This is also true of the
five Wisconsin papers in 1956. The only exception to this
pattern occurred in 1964 when the Marshfield News-~Harald
gave President Jdohnson 11.2% more coverage than its
editorially endorsed candidate Goldwater.

Elsven out of 14 “prestige press” that editorially
endorsed a candidate in 1960 favored their candicate with
more news coverage. In 1964 all of the "prestige press,®
except the Christian Science Monitor which was neutral.
gave their editorially supported candidate more news cover=
age than his opponent.

In the 1956 campaign, all eight Wisconsin papers
gave their endorsed candidate more coverage. While in the
1964 race, three of these papers gave their gndorsed candi-
date 's opponent nose coverage.

In Stempel's studies, headline distribution so
closely approximnted the space distribution in both
campaigns that comparison of display would indicate nearly
the same thing as the comparison of space allocation.

Generally, this is true of the Wisconsin press studied, so



detailed comparisons will not be included here..
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" CHAPTER IV
.. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

' This thesis has examined by content analysis the
news coverage of the 1956 and 1964 presidential canpaigns
by aighéiWiécéhéih'néﬁsbapets;”“Its7pu&§dsé.§as’butiined
eariiér;"ia:to provide a descriptive analysis of the two
campaigns and then to evaluate the performance of these
eight papers by comparing their coveraga with that of the
“p:eatige press.® R ‘ Y

‘ " With the foregoing’ accompliEhed. certain conclusions

can be drawn.

- The perfbrmance o£ the eight w1sconsin nswapapars;
as a whole, in rnporting ptesidantial campaign news seems to
have imprcved.: They yrovidad.more ba;anced“ngwsMcoyeragg
in 1964 than in the 1956 campaign.._ T o -
S The more balanced coverage 1n 1964 compares favorably
with the 1960 and 1964 performances of the prestiga
preas.“Atha papers rated as "most superior for news
coverage, integrity and public aervice. e e e

o xndividual performances of the eight Wiaconain L
papers in 1964, as compared with 1956, showed marked )
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improvement. In 1956 the Jefferson County Dnilg.nninn and.
tha Oahkosh ﬂﬂ:ﬁhﬂa&tﬁnn.provided such unbalanced campaign
nevs covarage. comparea with the six other‘ﬂisconsin
newspapars studied. that their performance cannot 1egiti—
mately be explained away.‘ These two newspapers allowed N
knawingly ox unknowingly. their aditorial preferences tc
color their'campaign news t:eatmant.

The balanced news coverage by all eight Wisconsin |
yapers in 1964 is phenomanal. No paper deviated as much as
6% from 50—50 coverage. Three of these papars--creen Bay
m—mﬁ Janesville Daily Gazetta, and the Marshfield
ﬁgﬂnrﬂg:alﬁr*gave their editorially supported candidate's
opponent more coverage; thia reversal is a heartening sign
for thoae who ‘believe in a clear separation betWeen a W
newapaper 8 editorial paga and its news columns. In f .
contrast. xt is interesting to note that all the prastige“
preas“ in 1964 gave their editorially endorsed candidgge
greater coverage. | _ .‘_‘52  |

} The data on direction (favorable. unfavorable. and
neutral) presented in this thesia reveal that theaa news=
papera tended to provide their endoraed candidate mo:a
favorable and leaa unfavorable news coverage than his w“_“ 
cpponent. N | o
| i Rawaver. in comparing the direction in these two |
cumpaigns. the trend is encouraging. Three out of eight
newspapers in 1964 varied from the norm of the 1956
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election, where with only one exception, newspapers
provided more favorable and lesa unfavorable coverage £or
their editoriany supported candidate. - |
‘ i ¥ comparing signlfieant events, the survey results
show that in 1956 the eight newspapers covered the campaign
better than they did in 1964. This seems hard to believe
in view of the large increase in the amount of space
allocated to preaidential cmai.gn news in 1964 (42% more)
over 1956. = o

" The fact that 50% of the events selected for the
1956 campaign were televised, while only 10% were for 1964,
might indicate that the events selected in 1964 were just
not as important=--less newsworthy=--as those picked in 1956.

The eight Wisconsin newspapers provided the presi-

dential incumbents with more total news ‘coverage than their
pontieal opponents ‘(Eisenhower 56.4% and Johnson 50. 4%’ .

A comparison of these figures with the "preatige
press® proves interesting. In 1960, when both presidential
candidates were secking office for the first time, the
“prestige press."”. o.vé#ail.__j p%gsented balhpced ‘eoverage.
However, in 1964 the incunbent, President Johnson, received
3.8% more coverage than Goldwater. This percentage differ= .
ence seems reasonable. An incumbent President has the
advantage of admini.’strgt,ive, news coverage that is not avail-
able to his challengexr..
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. Now whan administrative coverage is omitted and the
eight Wisconain papers are compared with the prestige .
pxess.“ it is clear that the Wisconsin papers, as a whoie
favored Eiuenhcwa: in hews coverage and discriminated
against President Johnson in quantity o£ news coverage;v;
o If tha administrative and non-administrative covéf*
age are compared. Johnson had more administrative covorage
(8% to S%) than Eiaenhower.‘ But Johnson came out on the
short end of the non*adminiotrativa coverage, 42 4% to 51.4%.

o AIthough Johnson reoeived more administrativo o
coverage in 1964 than Eisenhower did in 1956. he only
xecaivodxa’.4%‘oogeyinytotal news coverage over his chal-
1én§er. Boriy Goldwaten,“ Bioonhowoi.lon iho oghor-hand.
ha& a 6.4% edge in nevs coverage._?uv; | | -

G:anted that the ove:all porformance of the eight

Wisconsin newapapers in 1964 ghowed improvement over 1956,
the foregoing reveals that these newspapers still need to
reevaluate their political‘reporting news standards prior
to the forthcoming preaidential election campaigna.'

Imamm:mm?

- c:itics of these conclusions might argue that tho
perfbrmnnoe of theae eight Wisconsin papers has not impxoved.
even, though a uurface comparison of the 1956 and 1964 cover=
age seems to inéicate improvement. G e e e

They cnn point to Johnson's administrativa coverage
and argue that this factor alone overshadowed otherwisa
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partisan coverage. O: one can say that. although theaa o
newspapers endorsad Goldwater. their heart was not really
in it; not 1ike in 1956 when Eisenhower was a popular :
candidate to aupport. One might also 1ook at the election
rasults in the saven counties where these newspapers that
supported Goldwatar and Biaenhawer were published.” The L
mujority cf ths people in these counties in 1956 voted £§:
Eiseﬂhewer.vhut in 1964, the ma;ority voted for Johnson.;)
Conceivably, the newspapers responded to public opinion ﬁnd
albeit, initially endorsing Goldwater, they saw that their
readers Were more and more pro-Johnson. *So;~they~*€ha
editora~~responded accordingly in their news columns.
' "This 1ine 6f argument scems far-fetched: editors
probably do not operate 8o deliberately. o

A follow-up atuﬁyvcn the 1968:alection campaign
might provide the answér, | |

. : meh GOAL?
Some ‘people having read this thesis to this point

might believe that balanced (column inch equality) coverage
13 what the author thinks all newspapers should strive for;
Ehia. I do not beldeve. - o oesnos |

" In 1957, J. Russell Wiggins. ‘executive editor of the
waShingtcn Past, saids
" “nhe staff of the Post was under instructions to:

_report the 1956 campaign fairly, objectively and
according to its best news judgment. It 4ia juat that.
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The result we can safely say, was an admirable product.

"and as far as can be determined, the best cawpaign
election job, we have ever done.

- One Of the most interesting aspects of the result is
confirmation of our belief that campaigns should not be
reported by ruler~and-compass methods, but that good

. news judgment, and lack of bias, operating by them~

' selves,~will produce the equality of treatment sought
for. We had the library see what the results would be
from a tape measure tally, on the papers from =

- September 1 through Novembey 67 findings (for national
‘campaign_news only) . . . Jnews text 51% Repub. and
49% Dem./. They came as close to a 50-50 ratio as
anyone could want; had they been any closer, we might
have had cause to worry about whether we_actually used
a8 ruler instead of honest news judgment.l

I agree, wholeheartedly, with Editor Wiggins that
balanced coverage should not ba the aim in political
campaign news reportingsy rather, that balanced fcovérage
will be the consequence of fairness, objectivity. and

honest news judgment practiced by a newspaper staff.

_ Euxgaﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁxﬁh .

| This atudy'was concerned primarily with the non=
metropolitan. monopozy newspaper, because as stated earlier.
thesa newapapars have a rreater responsibility to thaira
readers than ﬁhe larger matropolitan papers that have intra-
city com@etition.A

 However, ccmpetitive. metropolitan papers should have
some responaibility to ﬁheir readers. COnaider the Chicago
2x1hnng In 1960 this newapaper gave the Republican “
candidate 18.4% more coverage than his Damacxatic opponent.
In 1964 thza coverage imbalance'want up to 34.4% for the ‘ |
1ngnmhgng ?resident Johnson anﬁ 65.6% for tha Regﬁblican
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candidate Goldwater. How can a newspaper justify (not that
they are required to) such a difference in newsworthiness
oﬁ candidates? Hathan Blumherg once said, “Biaa. 1ike
lova. cannet be measured. but it is not impossible to
determine whethar it exists.”z ?Xt existed 1n the campaign
news coverage of the Chicageo Txibung in 1960 and 1964.

The Ixibuna, however, is just one of many newspapers,
large and small, that needs to practice fairness,
objectivity, and honest news judgment in reporting presi-
dontial campaigns.

More research is needed in this field of campaign
news reporting. Newspapers--large and small, monopoly and
non=-monopoly, metropolitan and non-metropolitan--should be
investigated on a continuing basis.

Having looked at the sophisticated and not-so~
sophisticated methods used to evaluate press performance
during political campaigns, I strongly believa that future
studies should use only one content analysis technigue~-
space measuremont.

This thesis revealed, as did Stempel‘’s 1964 study.
that headline distribution so closely approximates the
space distribution that analysis of these two technigues
will indicate nearly the same thing. It is recommended
that the extra effort of categorizing headlines be discon-
tinued in future studies, unless the researcher has strong

suspicions that the usual correlation will not be found.
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FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER IV

16. Russall Wiggins, "Hlection Postscript: The
Washington Post Measured Its Campaign Coverages Found They
Came Out Even,” Nieman Reparts, 1l:7 (Januvary 1957).

zﬂathan R. Blwubaég. "Mawspaper Bias In the 1952
Presidential Campaign," Higman Reparts. 83116 (July 1954).
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1956.
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APPENDIX A
SIGNIFICANT DEMOCRATIC EVENTS IN THE
1956 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

.hi.A Septenber 10, CIiffside Park, New Jersey-~}ﬂ
Adlai Stevenson charged that misconduct and corruption“ o
marked the Republican administration. | R
B 2. Septenber 29. Milwaukee, Wisconsin-Stevenson
proposed federal programs for education with government aid.
o 3. October 4, Pittsburdgh, Pennsylvania--Stevenson
said Eisenhower was guilty of "gross misstatements“ and
generally attacked the administration.

'4.i October 10, Seattle, Wash:ngton-Stevenson said
Eisenhower 8 administration was torpedoing its own world
atom-fbr-peace program. He also charged the President with
”undue and “hazardous“ delegation of executive
responsibility.

5. October 12, Oakland, California--Stevenson said
the U.S. should take the lead to halt hydrogen bonb tests.
He charged the administration with irresponsibility and
deception in foreign policy.

6. October 16, Chicago, Illinois--The Democratic
candidate said he would seek world agreement on ending the

H-bomb tests, if elected.
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7. October 19, YOungstown. Ohio~--Stevenson suggested

that the draft might be raplaced by a professional,
specially trained. highly paid. volunteer defense corps.

8.. Octdber 24, uaw Ybrk. New York—~stevenson said
that tha kay to world peaca was curbing the a°bomb He
also aesailed Rixnn and the adminiatration's foreign policy.

” ”9. October 30. Boston. Massachunetta--Stevenson
dhargaﬁ that the President waa a part*time politician and
that EiBBﬁhOWQr had given the nation false reassurances |
about the Middle East. A

' 10. November 2, Butfalo. New York--Stevenson saiad
the uiddle Bast crisis was a direet product of the abysmal.
complete and cataatrophic £a11ure of President siseﬁhowez's
fbreign policy. " |

SOtes These evants all appeared on page one o£ the
sew Ybrk ximas.on the datea inﬁicated. |
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' APPENDIX B

SIGNIFICANT REPUBLICAN EVENTS IN THE
1956 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN

- «vlei September 13. Gettysburg. Pennsyivania"-s |
Emsenhower opened hzs campaign and called for a new crusade
to capture lndependent and Democratlc votes.. | .' p d
- 2f September 20, Washington, D. c.--The President
sald that his administration had restored peace around the
world, stopped aggress;on and built prosperzty and unity at
home. - L . o . : R
‘ M3.“Septenber 26.gPeoria._illinoia;-ﬁiaenhower
asealled Stevenson s farm progran. He sald that it was a
program for politiciana, not farmers.

o 4.. October 2, Lexington, Kentucky--The President
charged that Democrats in Congress had been solely
responsxble for killing the federal aid to school construc=
Fiqnﬂw n : g | .7., M‘ ‘!‘ | p, A S
- 15; October iO.‘fittsburgh;Pennsylvania--Eisenhower
struck hard at Stevenson's proposals for abolition of the
draft and hydrogen bomb tests.

6. October 17, Minneapolis, Minnesota--Eisenhower
promiged better times for the farmers through rigid
supports. He heaped scorn on Stevenson's promise of rigid
price supports for farmers.

7. October 20, lLos Angeles, California--Eisenhower
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revived the 1952 corruption charge against the Democratic
Party and ridiculed Stevenson's draft stand.

8. October 24, Washington, D. C.--President
Eisenhower‘Elaimé&"fhé‘ﬁ&ﬁ”oﬂxﬁésting the H-bomb would
imperil the U.S. lead in arms. 'He eaid that it was an
111usion to believe Btevenson®s argument that the ban would
lead’ to progzess ‘toward peace and lessening ot the nuclear
war threat. = ° e |

e "“October 26, New York, New York--Eisenhower vowed
io pursue policies of peace and strength that would not
lead to man's being crucified upon a cross of iron.

©10. November 2, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania=-The
President asked the nééj.oxi to judge whether it would feel
"gafe or secure® in the present world crisis under =~
Stevenson's design for diaaster**ending the draft and
hydrogen bomb tests. o o
tha: These events all appea:ed on page ona of the

New ?brk Iiman,on the dates indicated.



90

APPENDIX C

" -SIGNIPICANT DEMOCRATIC EVENTS IN THE
... > 1964 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN o
. vf Beptember 8. Detroit. Michlgan-§£ooident ;:‘
thnson opened h&s campaign and appealed ﬂor the sdbmeigonce
of paasions and conflicting interesta while pursuing o
prosperity. justice and peace.‘ He also attacked Goldwater's
viewa on “conventional nuclear weapong.® | _
| 3*_ Septamber 17. Seattle. Washinéton-~rhe Presidant
assured tha country that hia administration had 'taken
avary step man can devise to ensure that neiﬁher a madman
nor a malﬁunction could triggex a nuclear war. o
| Ma, Septambar 23. Atlantic city. New Jersey-Johnaon
promiaed to cut excise taxaa next year. He aaid there is
no 1imit to what a united. tolerant nation could achieve.
4, Septeﬁber 29, Mancheater. uew aampshire-—The .
Presidant invited rasponaible nepuhlicans to join with
hlmself as a political protectot and his candxdacy as a
aanctuary ﬁor dissident Republicana.r, . o
o U5' Octobcr 8, Chicago. Illinois-aohnson assexted‘h
that continuance of paace and prosperity 1s the basic
campaign issue.
6. October 13, Butte, Montana--The President
predicted if he ware elected that the extremist groups—-

Klu Klux Klan and the John Birch Soclety-—-in this country



91
would be spotlighted to show Americans what they really are
~=hate preachers.

7. October 15, New York, New York--President
Johnson pledged ‘o take important new steps toward
1essening world tension. if electad. ﬁe promised aid to
Asians and hailed the improvamant in U.S.—SOviet relations.
- h‘he; Octobe: 19, Washingtan. D. c.-Tha President
said that duspite the Chineae COmmuniats‘ nuclear explosion
and the change of government in the soviet Union. “ﬁhe key
to puace ia to be £ound in the strength and tha good sense
o£ the U.S.» He pledged atrong support .0 countries that
lacked nuclea: weapona. é | o
" 9. october 29, san Diego. California=-Johnson
stressed tha naed for xestraznt and reaponsibility in |
dealing with a communist world armed wien nuclear weapons
and he urged a big votex turnout. o |

" 10. Octcber 30, F’hiladelphia. Pennsylvania=The
Pzeaident defended the clargymen and said that "men in the
pulpit have a place in political leadership of our paople
and they have a placa in our public affairs.

Notes These events all appea:ea on page one o£ the -
ﬁéﬁ York zimgs,on the dates indicated, except the one event
with the starred date. Tha£ stér9 appeafeduin'the'£bllawing
day i Zimﬁa . LRI e e lsnne onnl o
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4apm?:mzx D
BIGNIFICANT REPUBLICAN EVENTS IN THE
.o l°'64 PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGH » .
‘ in;f September Ge Pre&cott. Arizona-soldwater open@dl
his campalgn and pxcmised a gradual change. if elected.

2. Sepﬁember 16. ‘Bt. Petersburg. Florida~~Senator
Gol&water pledged to work to overturn a series of U.S.
Supreme Court decisions on righta of dafendants in criminal
prosecutions. | | | ‘

vt’ﬁ 3, September 17. Montgomery. Alabama~~Gol&water
éﬁiﬂqthﬁt 1“ was desixable to sell the Tennessee valley
AMthority to private enterprise. He also called for elimf
ination of earmarkeﬂ federal grants to cities and statea.

| “ 4. September 22. Charlotte, North Carolzna*-

Galdwater challenged Preaident Johnson to a television |
debate. He also accused the Presxdent of avoiding issuas
of the campaign. He promisaﬂ “to give the government of ’
thas natzon backvto the people of this nation.

) ‘( Sf‘ September 24, Dallas, Texas-Goldwater said that
the reaponsxbla use of power through military force was Ehem
key to d rational solution that could end the cold war
without nuclear dastruction or a COmmunxst takeovar.

6. September 30, Cinexnnati. OhiO*-Goldwater charged
that the Johnson administration was soft on communism and

that the Democratic Party is the party of "the corrupt, the
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power mad, and the radical of the left.*®

7. October 10, San Francisco, California--
Goldwater attacked the “silly sick, weak attitude about
world communism” that permeates Washington. He said as the
administration leaders looked around the world they "shudder
and shake"” and want “to yield and give.®

8. October 21, Pikesville, Marvland--Goldwater said
President Johnson “"doesn’t underatand the President's job."
And he charged that in the field of foreign affairs Mr.
Johnson and his crew followed a “"policy of drift, deception
and defeat.”

9. October 24, San Diego, California~-—-Coldwater
gaid the State Department gave data to aides before they
had full clearances and said the White House was careless
about the Jenkins case.

10. Octobher 29, Cedar Rapids, Iowa=-—-Goldwater charged
that ministers were "loud advocates” of the President. He
sald representative government was not in working order due
to the insatiable desire of President Johnson for more and
more power. He also attacked the Supreme Court decisions on
prayer in school.

Note: These events all appeared on page cne of the

New York Times on the dates indicated.
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