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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

The Question 

People of the conservative political inclination often assert that the media have a 

strong liberal bias. L. Brent Bozell and Brent H. Baker, editors of the book And That's 

the Way It Isn't: A Reference Guide to Media Bias (1990), among others of the 

conservative poHtical persuasion, point to somewhat compelling anecdotal evidence of a 

liberal media bias. A significant liberal media bias, however, has yet to be empirically 

proven. In fact, W. Lance Bennett, author of News: The Politics of Illusion (1988), 

asserts that although the media are biased in certain aspects, they are not biased in terms 

of ideology. Members of what is commonly referred to as the religious right, such as 

Focus on the Family, the Concerned Women of America, the Christian Coalition and the 

American Family Association, feel particularly alienated fi"om the media. Although no 

study has been found concerning media's treatment of the religious right, research 

concerning bias in the coverage of presidential elections coupled with the existing 

research regarding newspaper coverage of religion in general might lead one to believe 

that if there is a bias against the religious right, it is not significant. This study, 

consequently, is a content analysis of five major newspapers' coverage of the religious 

right. 



The Rehgious Right 

Before proceeding with this study, it is necessary to define the religious right. 

Common themes of the religious right include an anti-homosexual sentiment, a anti-

abortion stance, the support of school prayer and an endorsement of censorship (Jelen, 

1991, p. 66). Some religious groups may concur with the religious right but have other 

more driving issues on their agendas. The Roman Catholic Church, for example, does 

not condone homosexuality and abortion; the Church, furthermore, has rigorously 

censored throughout history. Yet, according to the "New Morality Scale" in Wade Roof 

Clark and William McKinney's American Mainline Religion: Its Changing Shape and 

Future, members of the Roman Catholic Church at least ostensibly illustrate a higher 

degree of tolerance than other Christian groups (Clark and McKinney, 1987). Some 

Roman Catholic leaders, although by no means a majority, have allied themselves with 

the religious right. Further, some Jews, Don Feder and Michael Medved among the 

limited few, have aligned themselves with the religious right. Thus, an operational 

definition of the "religious right" might be a religious organization generally of 

"Christian" persuasion (not necessarily a specific denomination) who utilizes the issues 

of homosexuality, abortion, censorship and church/state relationships to unify and 

recruit its members. 

The largest conservative Christian organization, the Christian Coalition, has 

grown from about 2,000 during its inception after Pat Robertson's failed bid for the 

presidency in 1988, to more than 1.7 million members in 1995; its yearly budget is 

more than $20 million (Slavin, 1995). According to the first extensive poll of the 



Christian Coalition, 98 percent of its members are registered to vote and have voted in 

the previous three elections; 82 percent of its members are Protestant; 68 percent are 

Republican (Berke, 1995). Sixteen percent of its members are Cathohc, and two percent 

are Jewish. The poll also revealed members of the Coalition believed that "moral 

decline" was the most important issue facing Americans, beating out other issues such 

as abortion, which only scored ten percent and the budget deficit or taxes, which only 

scored nine percent. The survey was taken from a data base of the Coalition's 1.7 

million members. The poll was conducted by Frank Luntz, a Republican pollster. 

Ralph Reed, the coahtion's executive director, did not release all of the results of the 

poll, citing that it was taken for the organization's internal use. 

Justification 

Although the United States has no official religion, it considers itself a religious 

country. In a 1978 Gallup poll, 58 percent of all Americans said that they considered 

religion very important. Italy scored second with 36 percent (Erikson, 1991). Statistical 

Abstracts (1994) reports that there are 358,194 churches and 1,230 different religious 

nonprofit organizations in the United States. The American National Election Study, 

Wald maintains, found that 59 percent of Americans attend church at least once a month 

with 35 percent attending at least once a week. But Wald claims that religion manifests 

itself in American life in ways different than membership or attendance. He points out 

that polls consistently rank the clergy higher than 23 other occupational groups in terms 

of ethical standards. "More Americans identify with a denomination than a political 



party, and the typical citizen is much more likely to attend church than a political 

meeting," Wald writes. "The proportion of citizens who claim to evangelize on behalf of 

their faith exceeds the percentage who report having tried to influence another person's 

vote" (1992, p. II). 

Religion and politics have mixed throughout recorded history, and the United 

States is no exception. The First Amendment, however, prohibits the establishment of 

religion by the state. The founding father's vague language in the constitution and a few 

of the Supreme Court's recent decisions (Roe v. Wade and Engel v. Vitale) have created 

a contentious environment. This environment often produces a situation that creates 

conflict and drama, thus warranting a significant amount of news coverage. Ideally, the 

role of the journalist is to be a neutral observer, who merely conveys the information to 

the public. If there is a significant liberal bias, journalists should be obligated to give 

fair and objective coverage of the religious right to preserve the integrity of reporting. 

Further, when one considers the numbers of the religious right and its highly efficient 

methods of political mobilization, it is unlikely that this phenomenon will disappear in 

the near future. To the knowledge of the researcher, newspaper coverage of the religious 

right per se has never been measured. Thus, if someone in the future is interested 

conducting a study concerning the religious right, this study will provide some 

background and a starting point. 

4 



Purpose 

The purpose of this study was to find out if there was a liberal bias in regards to 

newspaper coverage of the religious right. A content analysis of the religious right in 

newspapers will shed some light on the subject. This study spanned from 1992-1995. 

The sample included five newspapers: The Dallas Morning News, the Houston 

Chronicle, The New York Times, The Washington Post, and the Los Angeles Times. The 

Dallas Morning News and Houston Chronicle were selected for a nonelite perspective. 

The other three papers were included for an elite perspective; Stempel (1965) and 

Graber (1971) considered The New York Times, The Washington Post, and the Los 

Angeles Times prestigious. Additionally, all of the papers, including the nonelite 

newspapers, enjoy a large reading audience in metropolitan areas that ranked nationally 

in the top ten. 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Politics and Religion 

Politics is nothing new to the Christian right. Michael Lienesch (1993), author 

of Redeeming America: Piety & Politics in the New Christian Right^ traces the origins of 

the Christian right to the post-revolutionary Federalists like Timothy Dwight and 

Jedidiah Morse. The early Christian right opposed alcohol, Catholicism, Masonry and 

union organizing. Further, many Protestants, including those on the right, opposed 

slavery. But the primary objective of 19th century Protestants was to spread the word, 

not to become involved in politics. "Suddenly, just as the American chosen people were 

asking what were the uses of chosenness. Protestantism was inspired with a desire to 

convert people to spread its civilization, to expand and conquer," writes Martin Marty, a 

noted religion historian. "The evangelical awakenings uniformly inspired them to share 

the saving word of Christ's gospel and new developments in transportation made their 

dreams feasible" (Marty, 1970, p. 48). Certain moral problems, however, hampered the 

development of the nation, conservative Protestants believed. Consequently, they 

opposed prostitution, gambling, drinking and other various vices. 

Three words are invariably mentioned when discussing the religious right: 

evangelical, fundamental and charismatic. They are often misused, however. Indeed, 

Jim Guth, a political scientist at Furman University, argues that fundamentalists and 

charismatics, who branched off of the Pentacostal movement, have a history of 



antagonism (Eliade, 1987; Brownstein, 1996). He pointed out that when Pat Robertson, 

a charismatic, ran for president in 1988, he did not receive a significant amount of the 

Southern Baptist vote (Brownstein 1996). Although fundamentalists and charismatics 

might agree on certain issues, they are certainly not a monolithic political force. 

Nevertheless, fundamentalists are the offspring of 19th century evangelicalists. 

Fundamentalists separated when evangelicals became allies with more liberal 

Protestants. The etymology of the word evangelical comes from the Greek word 

euangelion, meaning "good news." Thus, in the broadest sense, an evangelical is anyone 

who disseminates the "good news" of the Gospels. The Encyclopedia of Religion 

(Eliade, ed., 1987), however, gives a more detailed definition. "The term 

evangelicalism usually refers to a largely Protestant movement that emphasizes (1) The 

Bible as authoritative and reliable; (2) eternal salvation as possible only by regeneration 

(being bom again); and (3) a spiritually transformed life marked by moral conduct, 

personal devotion such as Bible reading and prayer, and zeal for evangelism and 

missions," writes Marsden (p. 190). 

Evangelicals have used technology to share their message throughout history. 

Richard Quebedeux, author of By What Authority: The Rise of Personality Cults in 

American Christianity^ offers an historical account of religious movements in America. 

"The Lutheran and Calvinist Reformations were evangelical, since they were centered 

on the proclamation to the masses of the word of God," he writes. "In the ensuing 

centuries, evangelicals have shared their faith through the media of the pulpit, popular 
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hymnody, the printed word, the camp meeting, the city revival campaign, and, now, the 

electronic church" (Quebedeaux, 1982, p. 66). 

Fundamentalism, Quebedeaux asserts, has a more adversarial history. "Rooted 

in biblical literalism and premillennialism, fimdamentalism was bom in the late 

nineteenth century among the new, mral-bom city dwellers, whence it spread to the 

villages and small towns in the countryside," he writes. "As a movement, 

fundamentalism was the vehicle of a kind of class warfare between the increasingly 

'sophisticated'~and better educated—longtime city residents and the country folk. Its 

very nature was oppositionist, known much more for what it was against than what it 

was for" (Quebedeaux 1982, p. 27). Fundamentalism is based on three major facets: 

premillenniahsm, dispensationahsm and biblical inerrancy (Wilcox, 1992). 

Premillennialism is the belief that the return of Christ is imminent and that his 

return will be triggered by the Antichrist. Postmillennialism, on the other hand, is the 

belief that Christ will retum after one thousand years of perfect peace. Wilcox points 

out that these differences have tremendous political ramifications. If one believes that 

the Antichrist will cause the Second Coming, political battles are futile. If one is a 

postmillennialist, however, politics may very well be an acceptable means of improving 

the world. Dispensationahsm is the belief that God and man have had covenants 

throughout history. We are now in the sixth dispensation, fundamentalists believe. The 

seventh dispensation is the kingdom, thus emphasizing the approaching retum of the 

Lord. Finally, fundamentalists believe that the Bible is literally true (Wilcox, 1992). 
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The modem charismatic movement began in the 1960s (Wilcox, 1992). The 

movement included Jim and Tammy Bakker, Jimmy Swaggart and Pat Robertson. 

Charismatics generally believe in premillennialism, speak in tongues and practice faith 

healing. Wilcox notes that the charismatic movement is similar to the pentecostal 

movement, the most pronounced difference being the role of speaking in tongues. The 

Encyclopedia of Religion describes the Pentecostal and charismatic movements as 

follows: This form of Christianity centers on the emotional, nonrational, mystical, and 

supematural. . . . Supreme importance is attached to the subjective religious expenence 

of being filled with or possessed by the Holy Spirit (Ehade, 1987, p. 229). 

During the 20th century, Lienesch asserts that the Christian right followed a 

consistent pattem of activism followed by a period of latency. The Christian right was 

fairly active during the 1920s, claiming a victory with Prohibition, but lost momentum 

with the defeat of William Jennings Bryan's argument for creationism in the Scopes 

Trial. "Fundamentalist leaders saw the teaching of evolution as striking at the heart of 

their doctrine of biblical literalism, as well as representing the worst excesses of the 

modemist movement," Wilcox explains (1992, p. 4). The Christian right, joining the 

wave of anti-communism, reentered the political scene in the 1950s but lost some power 

with the fall of Senator Joseph McCarthy (Lienesch, 1993). Fundamentalists, as well as 

others in the Christian right, opposed communism because of the its atheist nature. 

Further, ftmdamentalists believed that scripture predicted a war between the forces of 

God and the Antichrist. The Bible, they assert, prophesied that the forces of the 

Antichrist will come from the region of the former Soviet Union (Wilcox, 1992). 



Chapman (1991) traces the politicization of the religious right to two Supreme 

Court decisions: the 1962 case prohibiting organized prayer in public schools. Engel v. 

Vitale, and the 1973 abortion decision. Roe v. Wade. The reaction to these social issues 

created an environment favorable to reuniting the evangelicals and the fundamentalists, 

on the political level at least. Jerry Falwell's Moral Majority enjoyed considerable 

political power during the 1980s but stumbled in part because of the scandals of Jim and 

Tammy Bakker and Jimmy Swaggert, political allies of Falwell. Furthermore, Pat 

Robertson's claim to have expelled Hurricane Gloria from the coast of Virginia did not 

help the credibility of the movement. Wilcox adds, "Although Falwell publicly sought 

to forge a coalition of ftmdamentalists, evangelicals, pentecostals, and conservative 

Catholics, Jews and other Protestants, this effort floundered because of the relative 

intolerance of the fundamentalist pastors who headed the state and local organizations" 

(1992, p. 12). The phenomenon of the Christian right, however, is more complex than a 

series of peaks and valleys. Lienesch (1993) explains: 

The movement is no flaming meteor. On its face, it may seem self-evident 
and simple, an explosion of moral fury that attracts our amazed attention only to mn 
its course rapidly and then be forgotten. When considered more closely, however, 
it appears far more substantial and more complicated. Rooted in the past, connected 
to the political context of its times, the Christian right has demonstrated a 
distinctive approach to politics characterized by altemating strains of 
accommodation, activism, and alienation, continuing tensions between movement 
members, and a paradoxical synthesis of piety and protest. Far from short-lived, its 
redemptive approach to politics is cyclical and recurrent. While not totally 
predictable, it is predictably periodic. It is also a permanent part of American 
politics, (p. 19) 

Today, ostensibly at least, many in the Christian right have much in common; as 

previously mentioned, they share an anti-homosexual sentiment, anti-abortion stance. 
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and support censorship and school prayer, among other issues (Jelen 1991). To sum up 

the political stance of the religious right, Jerry Falwell (1985) writes: 

We desperately need a genuine revival of spiritual righteousness in our land. 
America needs the healing touch of God because of her sins. Legahzed abortion 
has claimed the lives of 15 million babies since the 1973 Supreme Court decision. 
The multi-billion dollar pomography industry is demeaning our women and 
destroying our children. Secular Humanism attempts to elevate man to a place 
where he has no need of God. Disallowing prayer in our public schools has cut our 
children off from the right to voluntarily pray to God during school hours. 
Infanticide and euthanasia are threatening both our children and our aged. The dmg 
epidemic is sweeping our country and perverting our young people. Homosexuality 
is spreading everywhere, claiming our youth as its victims. The nearly 50 percent 
divorce rate threatens the very stability of our monogamous culture. America is in 
trouble and only God can save her. (p. 12A) 

Many assume that the religious right enjoys incredible solidarity because these 

themes are commonly seen throughout the movement. The religious right, however, 

tends to splinter along evangelical, fundamentalist and charismatic lines. Lienesch 

writes, "Combining and diverging, each of these strains contributed to the development 

of the New Christian Right of the 1980s, producing an alliance that was astonishingly 

broad based but at the same time quite tenuous" (1993, pp. 15-16). Thus, seemingly 

minor differences in religious philosophy might translate into major differences 

politically. Lienesch, for instance, points out that ftmdamentalists viewed the teaching 

of creationism as a cmcial issue, while evangelicals thought that moral reform 

campaigns should take precedence. Mainline Protestants, he adds, have their own 

agendas (1993). In The Political Mobilization of Religious Beliefs (1991), Ted Jelen 

also notes the fragile nature of the Christian right and relates it directly to James 

Madison's Federalist 10, the preeminent pluralist document. "Even assuming the 
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possibility of a temporary majority based on some religious belief, pluralist theory 

predicts that doctrinal or stylistic differences will render such a coalition very unstable," 

Jelen writes. "The complexity of the governmental process in the United States 

(including such features as overlapping jurisdictions, federalism, and the separation of 

powers) makes it unlikely that a coalition of religious conservatives (or liberals) will 

have the longevity necessary to effect major changes in govemment policy" (1991, pp. 

14-15). 

Chapman maintains that churches not only have a right to participate actively in 

politics, but a duty. Her view of the role of the church in pohtics is more idealistic and 

less utilitarian than that of the religious right. "Political activity, far from being 

inappropriate or irrelevant, is an intrinsic expression of the faith commitment of the 

community called," she writes. "Political activity is one dimension, one fundamental 

component, of a faithftil response based on love, shared responsibility, and commitment 

to a God whose love, compassion, and justice for and within the creation have no limits" 

(Chapman, 1991, p. 49). 

Religion and Joumalism 

Although there is a host of literature conceming religion and politics in the 

United States, studies conceming religion and joumalism are not as plentiftil. Many 

scholars, however, have noted the increased quality and quantity of religion coverage in 

the latter half of the 20th century. Kenneth Briggs, author of "Why Editors Miss 

Important Religion Stories," writes, "I. . . declare categorically that in the past two 
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decades or so, religion reporting has never been better. . . . [0]n the whole there are 

more highly qualified people now writing about religion than ever before— many of 

them with a solid education in the fine points of religion— and they are writing with 

intelligence, perception, and often with wide latitude from their editors" (Hubbard, 

1990, p. 48). 

Who reports religion? Judith Buddenbaum, a specialist in religion joumalism, 

drew a composite of the religion reporter in her 1987 study, "Covering Religion News at 

Daily Newspapers." She sent mail surveys to 141 newspapers requesting information 

conceming demographic characteristics, staffing arrangements, allocation of space and 

news-gathering practices. She found that religion joumalists are typically college-

educated females, religiously active, Protestant, with approximately ten years' 

experience in joumalism and about four years' experience covering religion news 

(Buddenbaum, 1987). Although she believes that the data indicate that religion has lost 

much of its stigma as a second-class beat, the field leaves room for improvement. For 

instance, she found that only one-fourth of the reporters at small newspapers have titles 

that reflect their duties and responsibilities. Thus, Buddenbaum suggests that editors at 

the smaller papers give appropriate titles to their religion reporters. Conceming larger 

newspapers, she writes, "Still, without allocating additional resources, larger newspapers 

might consider giving their religion joumalists authority at least equal to that enjoyed by 

joumalists at smaller newspapers to check wire service stories and to assigning other 

reporters to an occasional religion story in an effort to increase the accuracy and breadth 

of religion reporting at their newspapers" (Buddenbaum, 1987, pp. 20-21). 
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Buddenbaum also found that religion specialists generally use religious sources, 

while non-specialists relied more upon secular sources. "Although the two groups of 

joumalists produced similar proportions of multiple-source stories, the rehgion 

specialists used those sources to provide several religious perspectives on an issue or 

event," she writes. "The non-specialists more often focused on the secular viewpoint, 

giving just enough information from a single religious source to give a religious angle to 

the article " (Buddenbaum, 1986, p. 15). Although the specialist and non specialist 

produce different types of work, Buddenbaum argues that the results should not be 

constmed as meaning that one group covers religion news better than the other. 

Emest C. Hynds (1987), in a similar study, included religion editors in his 

sample. The addition skewed the results in two areas: education and gender. 

Buddenbaum found 59 percent of religion reporters to be women, while Hynds found 54 

percent of religion reporters and editors to be men. Further, Buddenbaum found that 

roughly half of the religion reporters had completed their college educations, while 

Hynds' study revealed that 93 percent of religion editors and reporters were college 

graduates. 

Hynds believes that religion coverage can be expanded and improved, especially 

when compared to sports, business or lifestyles. Nevertheless, he maintains that religion 

reporting has improved. He writes, "Most religion editors and reporters say quahty is 

improving, in part because of an increased emphasis on interpretive reporting and 

analysis of issues involving religion and an increasing professionalism among religion 

editors and writers" (Hynds, 1987, p. 448). 
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Kenneth Briggs, author of "Why Editors Miss Important Religion Stories," 

maintains that although religion reporting can be improved, there is no bias against 

religion in the media (Hubbard, 1990). He points out that before the 1960s most 

coverage conceming religion was banal and patronizing, except for the tmly bizarre or 

unusual. "Those who imagine the news business as a finely tuned conspiracy ob\ ioush 

know nothing about such matters," he writes. "Newspapers may strive to look like well 

honed instmments for the sake of public credibility, but the tmth is that they are as much 

the creatures of chance, chaos, and whim as any other human undertaking, perhaps more 

than most" (Hubbard, 1990, p. 48). 

Briggs points out that the duty of the press is to keep the public informed so that 

it can make necessary decisions in a democratic society. Thus, the press focuses on two 

kinds of activities, the manner in which public officials exercise power and the use of 

public funds. Therefore, Briggs argues that religion becomes secondary, given the 

function of the press (Hubbard, 1990). 

Mike Maus, author of "Believers as Behavers: News Coverage of Evangelicals 

by the Secular Media" also believes that the problem with the media and joumalism lies 

in the fundamental nature of reporting and not in a liberal media plot. "[E]vangelicals 

and the secular media need to understand each other better," Maus observes. 

"Stereotyping by joumalists and evangelicals has been counter-productive, leading most 

reporters to miss important trends and most evangelicals to fail to communicate their 

stories as effectively as possible to reporters and the general public" (Schultze, 1990. p. 

270). 
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Martin Marty observes that religion stories such as those about the Scopes Tnal 

and Father Charles E. Coughlin made the front pages in the first half of the 20th century. 

During the early 1960s, however, he points out that the civil rights movement and the 

Second Vatican Council, both of which had tremendous social ramifications, forced the 

media to cover religion more thoroughly. At about the same time, the United States 

elected its first Roman Catholic president, John F. Kennedy. More recently, the 

religious beliefs of Jimmy Carter and Ronald Reagan strongly influenced their public 

and foreign policy. The Christian right, incidentally, gained much of its political pow er 

during the Reagan years and remains a potent force during the 1990s. Noted scholars 

such as Marty, Briggs and Hubbard among others, agree that religion is with us, and it is 

reported more than ever before (Hubbard, 1990). 

Despite these improvements, however, the media continue to draw criticism 

conceming religion, the biggest one being the relative lack of coverage when compared 

to other fields such as science, medicine or sports. Marty, a religion historian, attributes 

the lack of religion coverage to the diversity of religion in the United States, making it 

difficult for the press to cover religion stories that would interest a wide range of people. 

Further, Marty points out, "What should the press do when there was conflict in 

religion? The churches did not like to publicize their problems. They wanted the press 

to do public relations, to cover smorgasbords and ordinations, suppers and stewardship 

drives" (Hubbard, 1990, p. x). 

John Dart also asserts that religion news coverage has improved tremendously 

since the 1950s. Dart, however, claims that the major weakness in religion news 
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coverage is the lack of academic stories, which is especially apparent when one 

considers the extensive coverage that science and medicine receive. "Comparisons of 

science and religion sometimes appear ill-founded: religion is a matter of opinion bound 

by varying degree to tradition, whereas science works with objective data unfettered by 

past concepts ," Dart writes. "It may be tme that religion honors faith and science 

seeks facts, but the joumalistic standard for the two fields has been unnecessarily 

disparate. Medical and scientific discoveries rarely purport to be conclusive or 

unalterable" (Hubbard, 1990, pp. 37-38). Furthermore, he suggests that academic 

gatherings such as the Society of Biblical Literature, the American Academy of Religion 

and the Society for Scientific Study of Religion provide reporters with a rich source of 

stories (Hubbard, 1990). 

Hubbard, in "The Importance of the Religion Angle in Reporting on Current 

Events," finds that joumalists are not comfortable with religion. He writes, "Editors 

view religion stories as soft, irrelevant, and non-objective" (Hubbard, 1990, p. 3). He 

insists, however, that if joumalists understood religion better, they would have 

understood several key events with much more clarity. For example. Carter's 

evangelical background propelled his political agenda, a feature that was largely 

unnoficed by the majority of joumalists unless expressed explicitly. "Religion. . . does 

make a difference to American culture and the national ethos," he explains. "The 

challenge for religion writers and the media in general is to make the implicit religious 

dimension in American life more explicit" (Hubbard, 1990, p. 18). 
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Hubbard interviewed 13 of the leading religion newspaper reporters and found 

three major problems with reporting rehgion. First, most reporters agreed that it is 

difficult to cover stories which cause embarrassment to a religious group, primarily 

because religion officials are hesitant to talk about things that are unflattering to a 

religious group. Second, many of the respondents said that their editors were receptive 

to most of their story ideas unless the subject was theological and abstract. Finally, 

Hubbard found that mainline Protestant denominations were underreported because their 

activities lacked "pizzazz" (Hubbard, 1990, p. 13). 

The Nature of the Media 

The second part of the literature review focuses on media bias and its effects on 

the reporting of the rehgious right. Bozell and Baker (1990) compiled a considerable 

amount of evidence to support a liberal slant in media coverage in their book. And That's 

the Way It Isn 't. The most compelling proof offered, however, centers on the media 

elite. Many polls, such as the 1980 Lichter, Rothman and Lichter poll, indicate that the 

media ehte are consistently liberal in political orientation. General joumalists, on the 

other hand, are more fluid in their political orientation, they argue. Weaver and Wilhoit, 

in their 1986 study, concluded that general joumalists are more apt to reflect the 

attitudes of the adult public at large (Shoemaker & Reese, 1991). 

Bozell and Baker utilize a misleading statistic about women and abortion. Their 

poll indicates that 82 percent of joumalists favor abortion, while only 49 percent of the 

general public are pro-abortion. A 1990 General Social Survey (GSS) indicates that 31 
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percent of the general population favors abortion under any circumstance, and 57 

percent favors abortion under certain circumstances, leaving only 12 percent who 

believe abortion should be illegal under all circumstances (Erikson, 1991). 

Finally, Bozell and Baker point to the fact that 74 percent of the general public 

support school prayer, while only 25 percent of joumalists support school prayer. 

Erikson, however, downplays this statistic. "Even on school prayer the public's 

conservatism should not be exaggerated," he writes. "Consider for instance, responses 

to a 1988 National Election Studies (NES) survey where respondents were offered four 

choices: a full prayer ban, allowing a moment of silence, a nondenominational prayer, or 

a Christian prayer. Most (53 percent) preferred the 'mild' solution that schools offer a 

moment of silence. Only 10 percent wanted schools to set aside time for recitation of 

Christian prayers" (Erikson, 1991, p. 70). 

Bozell and Baker, armed with a bevy of anecdotal information, thus argue that 

the media are biased toward the left. "Reporters should keep their personal opinions 

from influencing the news stories they write and produce," they argue. "But joumalists 

are only human. A reporter's political outlook is bound to sway the judgments he or she 

makes each day, such as what events are newsworthy and on whom to rely" (Bozell & 

Baker, 1990, p. 19). 

Bennett is a harsh critic of the media. He writes, "Mass communication 

technologies beginning with the wire services and progressing to satellite feeds have 

combined with corporate profit motives to create a new form of 'lowest common-

denominator' information, lacking both critical perspectives and coherent organizing 
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principles" (1988, p. 22). He argues that the combination of commercialization, 

advances in technology and the actual practices of joumalists produce four information 

biases. News, Bennett posits, is personalized, dramatized, normahzed and fragmented. 

Conspicuously absent from his observation is the political bias of reporters. The fact 

that news is personalized and dramatized is particularly relevant to this study. 

Personalized news emphasizes the individual over the institution. It allows the 

audience to identify easily with the news figure. Thus, one chooses the realities that best 

fit his or her prejudices and stereotypes. Although personalized news might hold the 

attention of the audience, the media need to focus on institutional and political 

considerations to establish a proper context. The actions and motives then become more 

clear. Personalized news allows the audience to identify positively or negatively with 

the news figures, and project his or her feelings and stereotypes onto the public scenario 

(Bennett, 1988). "Personalized news encourages people to take an egocentric rather 

than a socially concemed view of political problems," Bennett writes. "Moreover, the 

focus on attractive political personahties encourages a passive attitude among a public 

inclined to let those personalities do their thinking and acting for them" (Bennett, 1988, 

p. 40). Thus, when personalities such as Falwell and Robertson express their views, 

many assume that they speak for the entire religious community, when in fact they 

might only represent a minority on certain issues. Stereotypes are thus perpetuated. 

News stories, Bennett insists, have potential based on their dramatic component 

rather than their overall importance in the political realm. The Supreme Court, he points 

out, does not receive the same amount of media coverage as other political entities, but 
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in terms of political importance the Court enjoys enormous power. Yet it does not 

provide the dramatic personalized action the media look for in a story. If the media 

adopted another format, Bennett claims, the Court might receive the same coverage as 

the president (Bennett, 1988). 

The ramifications of dramatized news are severe. First, many chronic social 

issues go unreported because they do not develop quickly enough. But more 

importantly Bennett adds, "People may think they understand an issue, when, in fact, 

their understanding is based on a mixture of fantasy, fiction, and myth" (Bennett, 1988, 

p. 46). The media, therefore, only cover issues that have drama, such as an anti-

abortionist activist killing an abortion doctor or the scandalous escapades of Jim and 

Tammy Faye Bakker instead of reporting the more positive aspects of the religious 

right's platform. 

After observing the finished news product, Bennett focuses on the joumalists. 

Distortions and biases are inherent in the practices of joumalists. Pressures from news 

organizations, fellow reporters and sources lead to the standardization of the news, 

which in turn lead to the four information biases. News organizations do not wish to 

change substantially the standard news gathering routines and presentations because it 

might resuh in the loss of a significant share of the market (Bennett, 1988). Sources, 

often politicians, are dependent on the media. The media, however, are almost equally 

dependent on politicians. If a reporter casts a politician in a less than favorable hght, he 

or she can refuse to grant interviews to the reporter. The reporter is out of a source; 

more importantly, a competing news service might have gained a source. Furthermore, 
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politicians are a fairly convenient source for reporters to cover. Possibly, with the influx 

of conservative senators and representatives in 1994, the religious right will receive 

more media attention. 

The objectivity that Bozell and Baker long for in joumalism paradoxically 

standardizes the news. Bennett writes, "All the basic practices that later became known 

as 'objective joumalism' were developed as efficient means of selling mass social and 

poHtical values to a mass audience" (1988, p. 124). "Objective" reporting allows 

prepared propaganda to pass as news, and it normalizes spontaneous occurrences by 

reporting them in familiar terms. To remedy the situation, joumalists should be able to 

analyze discrepancies between public opinion and public policy in the name of open 

communication and democratic dialogue (Bennett, 1988). 

Epstein gives the reader an intimate, behind the scenes perspective of the 

network broadcast news. His thesis is that the final news product is the result of a 

process that suits the needs of the particular organization, a point largely underscored by 

Bennett. Epstein's study is unique because he had direct access to the network news at 

NBC. He was allowed to attend meetings, travel with the camera crews, observe 

newsroom activities and interview employees. Epstein found that any distortion that 

occurs in the news is the result of a stmctural process and not the working of an 

elaborate conspiracy. He writes: 

In sum, network news is not simply determined by the personal opinions of 
newsmen. The picture of events that correspondents and commentators present is 
constantly questioned, modified, and shaped by technicians, news editors, 
producers and executives with quite disparate values and objectives. This 
inevitably creates some tension. From the executives' point of view, it would be 
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best for the organization- and the least trouble for them personally- if newsmen 
had no values whatsoever. But since this is recognized as an impossible demand, 
the news operation is organized so as to limit the opportunities for newsmen to 
impose their personal views on sensitive issues for any prolonged period of time. 
Recmitment, training, supervision, rotation, editing controls and general policies 
all reinforce this purpose. (1973, p. 231) 
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CHAPTER III 

METHOD 

Hypotheses 

Graber (1971) found that newspapers covered the 1968 presidential election in a 

uniform fashion. Weaver and Wilhoit (1986), however, concluded that the elite 

newspapers are generally more liberal in orientation than the nonelite newspapers. 

Joumalistic style dictates that sources be identified and that paraphrases receive 

attribution to minimalize editorializing in the body of a news story. Thus, one might 

believe that a bias in terms of unattributed statements is not likely. Further, another of 

the tenet of joumalistic style maintains that each side receive a chance to express their 

point of view. Therefore, one might be led to believe that the stories will be balanced. 

The following hypotheses were developed. Bias will manifest itself in terms of 

prominence. The religious right will receive more prominence in The Dallas Morning 

News and The Houston Chronicle than in The Washington Post, The New York Times or 

the Los Angeles Times because of the influence and size of religious groups in the 

south. 

Hypothesis one: Hia: The religious right will have a higher percentage of stories 
in the first section of the paper in The Dallas Morning News and the Houston 
Chronicle than in the other newspapers. Hi^: The rehgious right will have more 
front-page stories in The Dallas Morning News and the Houston Chronicle than 
in the other newspapers. Hic: The rehgious right will have more stories at the 
top of the page in The Dallas Morning News and the Houston Chronicle than in 
the other newspapers. H^: The religious right will have larger headlines in The 
Dallas Morning News and the Houston Chronicle than in the other newspapers. 
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Hypothesis two: There will not be significant difference in the number of 
biased unattributed statements for the opposition or the religious right in the elite 
and nonelite newspapers. 

Hypothesis three: Neither side will be quoted or paraphrased more than 60 
percent of the time within a story. In other words, the stories will be balanced 
within a range of 60-40 percent in both the elite and nonelite newspapers. 

Hypothesis four: Bias will also manifest itself in terms of length. The Dallas 
Morning News' and the Houston Chronicle's stories will average more words 
per story than the stories in the elite newspapers. 

Hypothesis five: The direction of the majority of stories will be neutral. Hsa: The 
coverage will remain neutral during both of the time periods studied. 

Content Analysis 

Many of the more well-known newspaper content analyses concem presidential 

coverage. Guido H. Stempel studied the amount of space allotted to presidential 

candidates from I960 to 1988. He found that the Democratic and Republican 

campaigns in I960 received almost identical amounts of space in their news columns 

(Stempel, 1961). Third-party candidates, on the other hand, consistently received less 

coverage than the major candidates during this 28-year time period (Stempel 1969; 

1984). The 1984 study illustrated that although Repubhcans received more overall 

space in the 1980 election. Democrats enjoyed more front page coverage. He also found 

no connection between the amount of space and the fact that the Democrats received 

more editorial support. Again, Stempel found that coverage was equal for both sides in 

the 1988 presidenfial election (1989). 
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Doris A. Graber found that coverage of the 1968 presidential race was uniform 

in terms of subject matter, apparent news sources and the nature and degree of partiality 

in presentation (1971). She maintains that newspaper personnel had a common idea of 

what is newsworthy and how it should be presented. Graber concluded that differences 

in political attitudes cannot be attributed to a variety of press information. Additionally, 

she concluded that newspapers provided "a very shallow portrait of the candidates based 

largely on general character traits." Graber again found uniform coverage in her study 

of the 1972 presidential campaign. The most pronounced difference from coverage of 

the previous presidential election, she asserted, was the reduced emphasis on personality 

characteristics of candidates and an increased emphasis on professional qualifications 

(Graber, 1976). 

The amount of coverage and the topics covered are important factors in 

determining bias. But how the topic is covered might better illustrate an existing bias. 

Therefore, this study will include a semantic analysis, similar to the one in John Merrill's 

1965 study, "How Time Stereotyped Three U.S. Presidents." Merrill found strong 

negative bias toward Tmman, strong positive bias toward Eisenhower and moderate 

positive bias toward Kennedy (Merrill, 1965). Merrill's criteria included attribution, 

adjecfival, adverbial, contextual and photographic biases. Additionally, he included 

outright opinion. Attribution bias might be a major factor in the present study, although 

joumalists are encouraged to use the neutral verb "said" for attribution. Outright 

opinion, joumalistic style dictates, will manifest itself in the unattributed statements. 

Analyzing the 1968 and 1972 elections, Fedler, Meeske and Hall (1979) repeated the 
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study. "[T]he careful and thoughtful reader who does not expect to fmd the opinions of 

the magazine in its unsigned articles may not find Time very satisfying," they 

concluded. "Time has never claimed to be objective. It is still not." 

The purpose of this study is to gain a better understanding of how newspapers 

cover the religious right. As previously stated, often people of conservative political 

inchnation believe that the media are biased toward the left. A content analysis of news 

reports conceming religious right in five major newspapers will help reveal the nature of 

coverage. Three of the papers analyzed in the study. The New York Times, the Los 

Angeles Times and The Washington Post, are considered elite. The elite papers were 

selected because of their influence on the pubhc and other newspapers (Stempel, 1965; 

Graber, 1971). The New York Times and The Washington Post provided an east-coast 

perspective, while the Los Angeles Times reflected the west coast. The Dallas Morning 

and the Houston Chronicle added a southern and nonelite perspective. A random 

sample of approximately 60 articles for each newspaper was obtained, providing a 

manageable size. 

Stories were selected only if they included a quotation or a paraphrase of 

someone identified with the religious right to help ensure procurement of pertinent 

articles. Thus, a story that merely mentioned the religious right was not included. 

Further, this study focused on reporting, so editorials \\ ere excluded. A story that 

focused on the religious right but included an opinion or point of view for balance was 

included. A person was coded as a member of the religious right if he or she expressed 

any of the following characteristics: an anti-homosexual sentiment, an anti-abortion 



stance, the support of school prayer and an endorsement of censorship. Members of the 

Christian right, ftirthermore, prefer abstinence-based sex education, if any at all, and 

some favor the teaching of creationism. 

The articles were accessed from Lexis/Nexis, a database used by attomeys and 

law students, containing full-text articles from newspapers around the country. This 

database was chosen not only because it contained the all of the newspapers included in 

the study, but also because it is extremely thorough. Unlike other databases, 

Lexis/Nexis allows the researcher to specify the time period and the newspaper during a 

during a search of key words. The date, page, byline, headline and word count are 

included with the article. The articles were accessed by entering the following 

keywords: religious right. Christian right, homosexual and Christian, family values, 

abortion and Christianity, sex education, evangelical. Christian Coalition, Pat 

Buchanan, Ralph Reed, Christian and fundamentalist, Pat Robertson and censorship. 

The notation is as follows: Key word and date after beginning of time period and date 

before end of time period. An exclamation point may be added to the end of a word, 

meaning that all forms of that word will be searched. Thus, the search Christian! would 

include Christians and Christianity. These keyword searches provided a considerable 

selection pool, ranging from a total 1300 hits to nearly 3000. A considerable amount of 

overlapping reduced the size of the pool, as did letters to the editor, editorials and 

impertainent stories. Adding more keywords to the searches only marginally increased 

the number of usable articles, if at all. 
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The analysis spanned eight months during during each of 1992-93 and 1994-95, 

beginning on September I and ending April 30 of each respective time period. 1992-93 

was selected because the Democrats controlled Congress, and 1994-95 was selected 

because of the Republican shift. The study began September 1 because Labor Day 

traditionally marks the final push of a candidate's quest for office. The study ended in 

April because candidates do not begin their terms until late January, allowing for four 

months of a new legislative period. Observing these two time periods allowed the 

research to measure the consistency of reporting. 

A search through Lexis/Nexis provided several hundred possible articles for each 

newspaper. The citations were examined, and potential articles were placed in a pool. 

Sixty articles were randomly selected from pools ranging in size from a low of 107 for 

The Los Angeles Times and a high of 185 for The Dallas Morning News. The stories 

were selected by lot. Several articles, however, that appeared relevant upon initial 

examination of the citation did not meet the criteria of having at least one person who is 

clearly identified with the religious right. It often took more than 100 potential articles 

to acquire 60. 

The stories were then categorized into seven subjects: politics, education, school 

prayer, family values, censorship, abortion and other. These subjects were chosen 

because were idenfified as issues pertinent to Christian conservatives (Jalen, 1991). 

Many stories had a combination of these subjects. The primary subject was categorized, 

however, only on the subject mentioned in the lead sentence. If the lead concemed a 

politician's platform, it was classified as politics. For example, if a story was about a 
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particular candidate's views on family values, it was classified as politics. The 

secondary subject was family values. If the story contained a creative or descriptive 

lead, the coder was instmcted to look for the subject in the next sentence. 

As previously mentioned, an operational definition of the "religious right" is a 

religious organization of "Christian" persuasion (not necessarily a specific 

denomination) that opposes issues favoring homosexuality and abortion yet endorses 

censorship and in some instances, a stronger church/state relationship. The preliminary 

study contained articles that were about the murder of abortion doctors. Some abortion 

foes condoned this violence. Several prominent members of the rehgious right publicly 

condemned the murders of abortion doctors. Thus, someone who was anti-abortion, yet 

condoned the murder of an abortion doctor was considered outside the realm of the 

religious right. White (1994), a former speech writer for Pat Robertson and Jerry 

Falwell, considered the following groups members of the religious right: Concemed 

Women for America, Focus on the Family, Eagle Fomm, Christian Coalition, Family 

Research Council, Operation Rescue and the Rutherford Institute. The following 

people, he pointed out, are spokespersons for the Christian right: Ralph Reed, Pat 

Robertson, Beverly LaHaye, Phyliss Schlafly, James Dobson, Patrick Buchanan, 

William Bennett, Oliver North, Cathie Adams, the Rev. Flip Benham, Randall Terry, 

Gary Bauer and Dan Quayle (1994). 

Conversely, a "liberal" or the "opposition" supports homosexual and abortion 

rights but do not advocate a strong church/state relationship or censorship. "Liberal," 

however, is a relative word. Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison, for example, would hardly be 
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classified as a liberal. But she more than likely would be coded as liberal or as the 

opposition in a story about abortion, because she supports abortion rights in many cases. 

Common opposition groups include the American Civil Liberties Union, People for the 

American Way, the Antidefamation League, National Organization for Women (NOW) 

and the Baptist Joint Committee. 

Graber (1972) coded sentences as positive, negative or normative. In her study, 

negative statements included attacks on an opposing candidate, which is acceptable 

considering the fact that her study involved personal qualities in presidential images. 

Lee (1972), however, maintains that space is generally a positive value. Further, a 

reporter cannot be responsible for what an individual says. Thus, in the this study, 

quotes and paraphrases were always coded as neutral. The number of times a member 

of the religious right or the opposition was quoted or paraphrased was quantified. The 

coder was also instructed not to count a person if he or she was not clearly identified as 

a member of the religious right or the opposition. 

Descriptive words, unattributed statements and headlines were categorized as 

favorable liberal, somewhat favorable liberal, neutral, somewhat favorable religious 

right or favorable religious right. A word or unattributed statement was coded as 

favorable if it was gratuitously flattering or if it places the opposition in a bad light. A 

suspect word in an unattributed statement was coded as favorable if a more neutral word 

can readily substitute it without changing the meaning of the sentence. 

As previously stated, Graber's coding apparatus had three elements: positive, 

negative and normative. The coder in the preliminary test of this study, however, found 
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it difficult to group all of the statements into three categories. Two extra categories, 

somewhat favorable religious right and somewhat favorable opposition, were created to 

remedy the problem. If a person or group of people were indirectly placed in a bad light 

or indirectly placed in a good light, the statement was considered "somewhat favorable." 

For instance, a reporter included a statistic that claimed anti-gay violence had increased 

over the last year. In and of itself the statement was seemingly harmless. This story, 

though, concemed Amendment 9, the anti-gay rights amendment in Oregon. One can 

easily infer that Amendment 9 is to blame for the increase in violence. Therefore, this 

statement would receive a "somewhat favorable opposition" rating. 

A neutral sentence merely described an event. A sentence was also to be 

counted as neutral if its descriptors were applied to either side. The following sentence 

was coded as neutral: "Pat Buchanan did not comment on the highly emotional abortion 

issue." Abortion is obviously highly emotional on either side. Once again, a quote or a 

paraphrase was coded as neutral, unless the attributional verb is biased or modified with 

a biased adverb. These same general guidelines apply to headlines and lead sentence. 

Most importantly, the coder determined if the lead or headline is substantiated later. 

Bias, some researchers believe, is more likely to manifest itself in unattributed 

statements. "The opportunity for the reporter to express his bias is much greater in the 

unattributed sentence because he has full control of the content of that sentence," wrote 

Stempel and Evarts (1974, p. 646). Preliminary tests also indicated that biased words or 

phrases would more than likely appear in the lead sentence and unattributed statements. 

The possibility, however, certainly exists that bias appeared elsewhere. Like Merrill, 
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adjectival and adverbial biases were counted, but unlike Merrill, contextual bias and 

photographic bias will not be included because these biases are more subjective in 

nature. If a reason is given for the anonymity of a source, it should not be counted as an 

unattributed source. General or vague sources, such as "political experts say" or 

"liberals believe" will be counted as unattributed if they are not later substantiated with 

an identified source. 

This study measures bias in three forms: in terms of balance, in terms of injected 

prejudice or opinion and in terms of prominence. The first two forms of bias were 

measured in terms of the individual stories themselves and in terms of the newspaper as 

a whole. The individual stories, therefore, were characterized in five different ways: 

favorable for religious right, somewhat favorable for religious right, neutral, somewhat 

favorable for opposition and favorable for opposition. This determination was made by 

a ratio of two factors: the number of times each side was quoted versus the number of 

biased unattributed statements (Appendix A). Assuming a story has one or no biased 

unattributed statements, a story was considered favorable for the opposition if the 

religious right was quoted or paraphrased between one and 20 percent of the time in the 

story, somewhat favorable opposition between 21 and 40 percent, neutral between 41 

and 60 percent, somewhat favorable religious right between 61 and 80 percent and 

favorable between 81 and 100 percent. These percentages were selected because of the 

nature of reporting; reporters generally have deadlines to meet, and sources might be 

unwilling to cooperate, making it difficult to obtain a precise 50/50 balance. Further, 

sometimes a source might not say something that is relevant to the story. Certain stories 
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will warrant more quotations of one side than the other. For example, a story covering a 

fundamentalist convention will naturally feature more of the conservative point of view. 

Such a story, eVen if covered objectively, will likely be counted as somewhat favorable 

for religious right. 

A story moved into another bracket if there was a net total of two unattributed 

statements, two brackets for three unattributed statements and so forth. The headline 

and the lead were taken into consideration in the same manner. A somewhat favorable 

statement only counted as half for the net total of biased unattributed statements. The 

percentages for balance and the numbers conceming the biased unattributed statements 

were also chosen because of the nature of the media. It is feasible, considering the 

deadlines a reporter must meet and the unwilling sources a reporter will come across, 

that a biased phrase or word might innocently find its way into copy. If more biased 

words or phrases, however, appear in a story, it leads one to believe that the reporter is 

either careless or has an agenda of her/his own. 

Bias, nevertheless, can manifest itself in forms other than semantics or balance. 

A group or individual possibly could receive a certain amount of coverage, but it might 

be buried in the back of a newspaper or covered in such brevity that it becomes 

distorted. One must remember, however, that newsworthiness is relative. For example, 

if Pat Buchanan held a press conference on the day of the Oklahoma City bombing, he 

probably would not make the front page. If a newspaper developed a pattem of placing 

Buchanan deep into section A or even section B over a period of time, one might get 

suspicious. Prominence was defined in terms of the page, section, location, size of the 
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headline and length of the articles in both words and paragraphs. Researchers found that 

stories on page one of a section were more prominent than the other stories and that 

stories at the top of the page were more prominent than stories at the bottom (Stovall, 

1988; Kenney & Simpson, 1993). Additionally, the size of the headline was measured 

in columns. Location was defined in terms of top, bottom and middle. An article was 

coded as "top" if it began at the very top of the newspaper. An article was coded as 

"bottom" if it began on the second half of the page and touched the very bottom of the 

page. Otherwise, the article was coded as "middle." 

Lee (1972) generally considered space a positive value. Lexis/Nexis provided 

the coder with the number of words, which is a much more accurate method of 

determining the length of the article than merely counting paragraphs. Therefore, the 

coder was instmcted to record the word count. An alpha level of .05 was used for all 

statistical tests. 

The Coders 

The author of this study, who served as the primary coder, coded all 295 articles. 

For reliabihty, a secondary coder coded The Washington Post. Holsti's (1969) formula 

was used, producing an agreement of R=.868 between the two coders (Wimmer & 

Dominick, 1994, p. 179). 
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CHAPTER IV 

RESULTS 

The search yielded a sample of 295 articles (Table 4.1). Sixty articles were 

obtained for The Houston Chronicle, The Dallas Morning News, The New York Times 

and The Washington Post. The search for the Los Angeles Times produced only 55 

articles that met the qualification of having at least one clearly identified person quoted 

from the rehgious right during the time span of the study. The time period 1992-1993 

contained 144 articles, while the 1994-1995 time period contained 151 articles. In 1992-

1993, The Dallas Morning News' sample contained 26 articles, leaving 34 for 1994-

1995. In 1992-1993, the Houston Chronicle's sample contained 28 articles, leaving 32 

for 1994-1995. In 1992-1993, the Los Angeles Times' sample contained 23 articles, 

leaving 32 for 1994-1995. In 1992-1993, The Washington Post's sample contained 35 

articles, leaving 25 articles for 1994-1995. The New York Times' 1992-1993 sample 

contained 32 articles, leaving 28 for 1994-1995. 

Hypothesis la: The nonelite newspapers will have a higher percentage of 

articles about the religious right in section A than the elite newspapers. The nonelite 

newspapers {The Dallas Morning News and the Houston Chronicle) contained 91 

articles (75.83%) that appeared in section A and 29 articles that appeared in a section 

other than section A (Table 4.2). The ehte newspapers (The Los Angeles Times, The 

Washington Post and The New York Times) contained 133 articles (76%) that appeared 

in section A and 42 articles that appeared in a section other than section A. The 
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differences between the elite and nonelite newspapers were not significant 

(x2(l,N=295)= .001; 2=-9738). The hypothesis was not supported. 

A newspaper-by-newspaper analysis (Table 4.3) revealed that the Los Angeles 

Times pubhshed 39 articles (70.91%) in section A, leaving 16 articles (29.09%) in the 

other sections. The New York Times contained 49 articles (81.67%) in section A, 

leaving 11 articles (18.33%) in the other sections. The Washington Post contained 45 

articles (75%) in section A, leaving 15 articles (25%) in the other sections. The Dallas 

Morning News also published 45 articles (75%) in section A, leaving 15 (25%) in the 

other sections. The Houston Chronicle contained 46 articles (76.67%) in section A. 

These differences did not prove to be significant (x^(4,N=295)= 1.914; £=.7516). 

During the 1992-1993 time period, the elite newspapers published 63 (70%) 

articles in section A and 27 articles in the other sections (Tables 4.4-4.7). During the 

1994-1995 time period, the elite newspapers pubhshed 70 (82.352%) articles in section 

A and 15 articles in the other sections. The shift was not statistically significant 

(x^(l,N=175)= 3.657; 2=.0558). During the 1992-1993 time period, the nonelite 

newspapers published 40 (74.074%) articles in section A and 14 articles in the other 

sections. During the 1994-1995 time period, the nonelite newspapers published 51 

(77.272%)) articles in section A and 15 articles in the other sections. These differences 

were not statistically significant (x^(l,N=120)= .166; £=.6839). 

Hypothesis lb: The nonelite newspapers will publish a higher percentage of 

articles conceming the religious right on the first page of a section (Table 4.8). As 

predicted, the religious right received more front-page coverage in the nonelite 
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newspapers than in the elite newspapers. During the span of the study, 55 articles 

(45.83%) appeared on the front page in the nonelite newspapers, leaving 65 articles 

placed on other pages. The elite newspapers, on the other hand, had 57 (32.57%) 

articles that appeared on the front page, leaving 118 articles that appeared on other 

pages. These differences were statistically significant (x^(l,N=295)= 5.316; 2=0211). 

A newspaper-by-newspaper analysis (Table 4.9) revealed that the Los Angeles 

Times published 23 articles (41.82%) on page one, leaving 32 articles published on a 

page other than one. The New York Times published 14 articles (23.33%) on page one, 

leaving 46 articles published on a page other than page one. The Washington Post 

published 20 articles (33.33%) on page one, leaving 40 published on a page other than 

page one. The Dallas Morning News published 32 articles (53.33%) on page one, 

leaving 28 articles published on a page other than page one. The Houston Chronicle 

published 23 articles (38.33%) on page one, leaving 37 articles published on a page 

other than page one. These differences were statistically significant 

(x2(4,N=295)=12.368 ; 2=- 0148). 

During the 1992-1993 time period, the elite newspapers published 32 articles 

(35.555%)) on page one and 58 on a page other than page one (Tables 4.10-4.13). 

During the 1994-1995 time period, the elite newspapers published 26 articles (30.588%) 

on page one and 59 on a page other than page one. These differences were not 

stafistically significant (x^(l,N=175)= .487; 2=.4854). During the 1992-1993 time 

period, the nonelite newspapers pubhshed 24 articles (44.444%) on page one and 30 

articles on a page other than page one. During the 1994-1995 time period, the nonehte 
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newspapers published 31 articles (46.969%) on page one and 35 articles on a page other 

than page one. These differences were not statistically significant (x^(l,N=120)= .076; 

2=.7824). 

Hypothesis Ic: The rehgious right will have a higher percentage of stories at the 

top of the page in the nonelite newspapers than in the elite newspapers. The editors of 

the elite and nonelite newspapers placed their stories on the page fairly consistently. 

The editors of the nonelite newspapers placed 58 of their stories (48.333%) on the top 

of the page, 26 of their stories (21.667%) on the bottom of the page and 36 of their 

stories (30%)) in the middle. The editors of the elite newspapers placed 91 of their 

stories (52%) on the top of the page, 35 of their stories (20%) on the bottom and 49 of 

their stories (28%)) in the middle of the page. These differences were not significant 

(x^(2,N=295)= .384; 2=.8253; Table 4.14). 

A newspaper-by-newspaper analysis revealed that the Los Angeles Times 

published 27 articles (49.09%) at the top of the page, 12 articles (21.82%) at the bottom 

of the page and 16 articles (29.09%) in the middle. The New York Times published 29 

articles (48.33%)) at the top of the page, 14 articles (23.33%) at the bottom of the page 

and 17 articles (28.33%) in the middle of the page. The Washington Post published 35 

articles (58.33%) at the top of the page, 9 articles (15%) at the bottom of the page and 

16 articles (26.66%) in the middle of the page. The Dallas Morning News published 26 

articles (43.33%) at the top of the page, 15 articles (25%) at the bottom of the page and 

19 articles (31.67%)) in the middle of the page. The Houston Chronicle published 32 

articles (53.33%) at the top of the page, 11 articles (18.33%) at the bottom of the page 
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and 17 articles (28.33%) in the middle of the page. These differences did not prove to 

be statistically significant (x^(8,N=295)= 3.665; 2=8861). 

During the 1992-1993 time period, the editors of the elite newspapers placed 43 

articles (47.777%)) at the top of the page, 19 articles (21.111 %) on the bottom and 28 

articles (31.111%)) in the middle (Tables 4.17-4.20). During the 1994-1995 time period, 

the editors of the elite newspapers placed 48 articles (56.470%) at the top of the page, 16 

articles (18.823%) at the bottom and 21 articles (24.705%) in the middle. These 

differences were not statistically significant (x^(4,N=l75)= 1.39; 2=499). During the 

1992-1993 time period, the editors of the nonelite newspapers placed 29 (53.703%) 

articles at the top of the page, 13 articles (24.074%) on the bottom of the page, and 12 

articles (22.222%)) in the middle. During the 1994-1995 time period, the editors of the 

nonelite newspapers published 29 (43.939%) articles at the top of the page, 13 articles 

(19.696%)) on the bottom and 24 articles (36.363%) in the middle. These differences 

were not statistically significant (x^(4,N=120)= 2.828; 2=-2433). 

Hypothesis Id: The religious right will receive larger headlines than the 

opposition in the nonelite newspapers. The religious right received slightly larger 

headlines in the nonelite newspapers than in the elite newspapers (Table 4.19). For the 

entire sample, the average headline size in the nonelite newspapers was 2.717 columns, 

as opposed to the nonelite newspapers, whose headlines averaged 2.44 columns. 

Hypothesis Id was not supported (t=l.727; 2=0853). 

Individually, these differences were not significant (Tables 4.20 and 4.21). The 

average headline size in the Los Angeles Times was 2.255. The average headline size in 
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The New York Times was 2.417. The average headline size in The Washington Post 

was 2.633. In the Houston Chronicle, the average headline size was 2.667, and the 

average headline size was 2.75 in The Dallas Morning News. In a newspaper-by-

newspaper comparison, neither the Scheffe F-test or the Dunnett t-test revealed these 

differences to be statistically significant. 

During the 1992-1993 time period, the average headline size was 2.329 columns; 

the average headline size was 2.544 columns during the 1994-1995 (Tables 4.22-4.27). 

The change in size was not statistically significant (t= -1.171; 2=2433). The average 

headline size decreased from 2.87 columns in 1992-1993 to 2.591 columns in 1994-

1995. This change was not statistically significant (t=.996; 2=3214). 

Hypothesis two: There will not be significant difference in the number of 

biased unattributed statements for the opposition or the religious right in the elite and 

nonelite newspapers. This hypothesis received no substantiation. The elite newspapers 

contained an average of 1.114 biased words or biased unattributed statements per story 

in favor of the opposition, while the nonelite newspapers contained an average of 458 

biased words or biased unattributed statements in favor of the opposition (Table 4.31). 

These differences were significant (t=-4.l89; 2=0001). 

The Washington Post averaged 1.35 biased words or biased unattributed 

statements in favor of the opposition, followed by the Los Angeles Times with 1.309, 

The New York Times with .7, the Houston Chronicle with .55 and The Dallas Morning 

News with .367 (Table 4.29 ). A newspaper-by-newspaper comparison revealed 

significance with the Scheffe F-test with the following comparisons (Table 4.30 ): the 
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Los Angeles Times versus The Dallas Morning News (F=3.735); the Los Angeles Times 

versus the Houston Chronicle (F= 2.423); The Dallas Morning News versus The 

Washington Post (F=4.251) and the Houston Chronicle versus The Washington Post 

(F= 2.813). A newspaper-by-newspaper comparison revealed no significance with the 

following comparisons: The Dallas Morning News versus The New York Times (F= 

.488) and the Houston Chronicle versus The New York Times (F= .099). 

During the 1992-1993 time period, the elite newspapers averaged 1.189 biased 

words or unattributed statements, while the nonelite newspapers averaged .63 biased 

words or unattributed statements (Tables 4.32 and 4.33). This difference was significant 

(t=2.l63; 2=0322). During the 1994-1995 time period, the elite newspapers averaged 

1.035 biased words or unattributed statements, while the nonelite newspapers averaged 

.318 biased words or unattributed statements. This difference was significant (t=3.899; 

2=.0001). The decrease of biased words or unattributed statements in the elite 

newspapers was not significant (t=-.662; 2=5086); the decrease of biased words or 

unattributed statements in the nonelite newspapers was not significant either (t=l.835; 

2=.069). 

Biased unattributed statements or biased words favoring the religious right were 

also counted. The nonelite newspapers averaged .125 biased unattributed statements or 

biased words favoring the religious right per story, while the elite newspapers averaged 

.189 biased unattributed statements or biased words per story (Table 4.36). A t-test did 

not find these differences to be significant (t= -1.114; 2=2661). The Washington Post 

averaged .3 biased words or biased unattributed statements favoring the religious right, 
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followed by The Dallas Morning News with .183, The New York Times with .167, the 

Los Angeles Times with .091 and the Houston Chronicle with .07. A Scheffe F-test did 

not reveal any of these differences to be significant (Tables 4.34 and 4.35). During the 

1992-1993 time period (Table 4.37), the nonelite newspapers averaged .019 biased 

unattributed statements or words per story, while the elite newspapers averaged .156 

biased unattributed statements or words per story favoring the religious right. These 

differences were significant (t=2.466; 2=0149). During the 1994-1995 time period 

(Table 4.38), the elite newspapers averaged .2 biased words or unattributed statements 

favoring the religious right, while the nonelite newspapers averaged .215 biased words 

or unattributed statements. These differences were not statistically significant (t= -.163; 

2=.8708). The shift during the two time periods was not statistically significant for the 

nonelite (t= -2.443; 2=0161) or elite newspapers (^.601; 2= .5489). 

Hypothesis three: Neither side will be quoted or paraphrased more than 60 

percent of the time. In other words, the stories will be balanced within a range of 60-40 

percent in both the elite and nonelite newspapers. During both time periods, the 

religious right was quoted or paraphrased and average of 10.967 times in The Dallas 

Morning News, followed by The Washington Post with 8.483, the Los Angeles Times 

with 6.982, the Houston Chronicle with 6.817 and The New York Times with 6.483 

(Table 4.39). Meanwhile the opposition was quoted an average of 7.033 times per story 

in The Dallas Morning News, followed by 4.636 in The Los Angeles Times, 4.383 in The 

Houston Chronicle, 4.067 in The New York Times and 4.033 in The Washington Post 

(Table 4.40). Balance was not achieved in the elite newspapers or the nonelite 
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newspapers, favoring the religious right. The Houston Chronicle quoted the opposition 

39.133% of the time, followed by the Los Angeles Times at 39.903, The Dallas Morning 

News at 38.888%, The New York Times at 37.914% and The Washington Post at 

32.222%. 

Hypothesis four: The Dallas Morning News' and the Houston Chronicle's 

stories will average more words per story than the stories in the elite newspapers. This 

hypothesis was not substantiated. The elite newspapers averaged 1032.903 words per 

story, while the nonehte newspapers averaged 971.958 words per story (Table 4.41). A 

t-test did not reveal these differences to be significant (t= .983; 2= .3266). 

A newspaper-by-newspaper analysis for both time periods (Table 4.42) revealed 

that the Los Angeles Times averaged 1157.727 words per story, followed by The Dallas 

Morning News with 1083.7, The Washington Postwifh 1051.483, The New York Times 

with 899.9 and the Houston Chronicle with 860.217. A newspaper-by-newspaper 

examination using the Scheffe F-test and the Dunnett t-test yielded a significant 

statistical difference only when the Los Angeles Times and Houston Chronicle were 

compared (Table 4.43). 

The elite newspapers averaged 1001.4 words per story during the 1992-1993 

time period and averaged 1062.656 words per story during the 1994-1995 time period 

(Tables 4.44 and 4.47). This difference was not statistically significant (t= -.714; 

2=.476l). The nonelite newspapers averaged 1000.833 words per story during the 1992-

1993 rime period and 942.485 words per story during the 1994-1995 time period. This 

difference was not statistically significant (t=.797; 2=.427). A newspaper-by-newspaper 
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analysis revealed no significance during either time period (Tables 4.45, 4.46, 4.48 and 

4.49) 

Hypothesis five: The direction of the majority of stories will be neutral. Us^-

The coverage will remain consistent, regardless of direction, during both of the time 

periods studied (For statistical purposes, when the time periods are compared, the 

"somewhat favorable" categories were collapsed with their respective favorable 

categories.) The five-point scale for overall bias was: favorable opposition, somewhat 

favorable opposition, neutral, somewhat favorable religious right and favorable 

religious right. Overall bias was measured in terms of the net number of biased 

unattributed statements versus the amount of coverage the religious right received. This 

hypothesis was not substantiated (Table 4.50). For the whole data set, 50 (16.949%) 

were classified as favorable opposition; 46 (15.593%) were classified as somewhat 

favorable opposition; 74 (25.085%) were classified as neutral; 57 (19.322%) were 

classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 68 (23.051%) were classified as 

favorable opposition. 

During both time periods, four (6.667%) of the Houston Chronicle's stories were 

classified as favorable opposition (Table 4.50); 10 (16.667%) were classified as 

somewhat favorable opposition; 16 (26.667) were classified as neutral; 12 (20%) were 

classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 18 (30%) were classified as 

favorable religious right. 

During the 1992-1993 period, three (10.714%) articles of the Houston Chronicle 

were classified as favorable opposition (Table 4.51); six (21.49%) articles were 
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classified as somewhat favorable opposition; nine (32.143%) articles were classified as 

neutral; seven (25%) articles were classified as somewhat favorable religious right and 

three (10.714%) articles were classified as favorable religious right. During the 1994-

1995 period, one (3.125%) article was classified as favorable opposition; four (12.5%) 

articles were classified as somewhat favorable opposition; seven (21.875%) articles 

were classified as neutral; five (15.625%) articles were classified as somewhat favorable 

religious right, and 15 (46.875%) articles were classified as favorable religious right. 

These differences were not statistically significant (x^(2, N=60)= 4.479; 2=-1065). 

During both time periods, five articles (8.33%) of The Dallas Morning News 

were classified as favorable opposition; 11(18.333%) were classified as somewhat 

favorable opposition; 18 (30%) were classified as neutral; 13 (21.667%) were classified 

as somewhat favorable religious right and 13 (21.667%) were classified as favorable 

religious right. 

During the 1992-1993 time period (Table 4.51), two (7.692%) articles of The 

Dallas Morning News were classified as favorable opposition; seven (26.923%) articles 

were classified as somewhat favorable opposition; nine (34.615%) articles were 

classified as neutral; five (19.231%) articles were classified as somewhat favorable 

religious right and three (11.538%) articles were classified as favorable religious right. 

During the 1994-1995 time period (Table 4.52), three (8.824%) articles of The Dallas 

Morning News were classified as favorable opposition; four (11.765%) articles were 

classified as somewhat favorable opposition; nine (26.471) articles where classified as 

neutral; eight (23.529) articles where classified as somewhat favorable rehgious right, 
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and ten (29.412) articles where classified as favorable religious right. These differences 

did not prove to be significant (x^(2, N=60)= 3.084; 2=.2l39). 

During both time periods (Table 4.50), twelve (20%) stories of The New York 

Times were classified as favorable opposition. Ten (16.667%) of its stories were 

classified as somewhat favorable opposition; eight (13.333%) of its stories were 

classified as neutral; 10 (16.667%)) of its stories were classified as somewhat favorable 

religious right, and 20 (33.333%) of its stories were classified as favorable religious 

right. 

During the 1992-1993 period (Table 4.51), nine (28.125%) stories of The New 

York Times were classified as favorable opposition; five (15.625%) stories were 

classified as somewhat favorable opposition; five (15.625%) stories were classified as 

neutral; six (18.75%) stories were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 

seven (21.875%)) stories were classified as favorable religious right. During the 1994-

1995 period (Table 4.52), three (10.714%) stories of The New York Times were 

classified as favorable opposition. Five (17.857%) stories were classified as somewhat 

favorable opposition; three (10.714%) stories were classified as neutral; four (14.286%) 

stories were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 13 (46.29%) stories 

were classified as favorable religious right. These differences did not prove to be 

significant {x\2, N=60)= 2.414; 2=.2991). 

For both time periods (Table 4.50), sixteen (26.667%) of The Washington Post's 

stories were classified as favorable opposition; five (8.333%) of its stories were 

classified as somewhat favorable rehgious right; 14 (23.333%) of its stories were 
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classified as neutral; 12 (20%) of its stories were classified as somewhat favorable 

religious right, and 13 (21.667%) of its stories were classified as favorable religious 

right. 

During the 1992-1993 time period (Table 4.51), 11 (31.429) articles of the The 

Washington Post were classified as favorable opposition; two (5.714%) articles were 

classified as somewhat favorable opposition; eight (22.857%) articles were classified as 

neutral; seven (20%)) articles were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 

seven (20%) articles were classified as favorable religious right. During the 1994-1995 

time period (Table 4.52), The Washington Post contained five (20%) articles that were 

classified as favorable opposition; three (12%) articles were classified as somewhat 

favorable opposition; six (24%)) articles were classified as neutral; five (20%) articles 

were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and six (24%) articles were 

classified as favorable religious right. These differences were not significant (x^(2, 

N=60)=.174;2=.9165). 

During both time periods (Table 4.50), 12 (21.818%) stories of the Los Angeles 

Times were classified as favorable opposition; 10 (18.182%) of its stories were classified 

as somewhat favorable opposition; 19 (34.545%) of its stories were classified as neutral; 

10 (18.182%) of its stories were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and 

four (7.273%) of its stories were classified as favorable religious right. 

During the 1992-1993 time period (Table 4.50), eight (34.783%) articles of the 

Los Angeles Times were classified as favorable opposition; five (21.739%)) articles were 

classified as somewhat favorable opposition; six (26.087%) articles were classified as 
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neutral; three (13.043%) articles were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, 

and one (4.348%) article was classified as favorable religious right. In the 1994-1995 

time period (Table 4.52), four (12.5%) articles of the Los Angeles Times were classified 

as favorable opposition; five (15.625%) articles were classified as somewhat favorable 

opposition; 13 (40.265%) articles were classified as neutral; seven (21.875%) articles 

were classified as somewhat favorable religious right, and three (9.375%) articles were 

classified as favorable religious right. These differences did not prove to be statistically 

significant (x^(2, N=55)= 4.526; 2=.104). 
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Table 4.1 
Newspaper Totals by Time Periods 

Newspapers 

The Morning News 

Houston Chronicle 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Totals 

1992-1993 

26 

28 

23 

32 

35 

144 

1994-1995 

34 

32 

32 

28 

25 

151 

Totals 

60 

60 

55 

60 

60 

295 

Table 4.2 
Total Number of Stories by Section: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1995 
Percent by Row Totals 

Classification Section A Other Sections Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

133 (76%) 

91 (75.83%) 

224 (75.932%) 

42 (24%) 

29(24.17%) 

71 (24.068%) 

175(100%) 

130 (100%) 

295 (100%) 

p=.9738 chi-square: .001 DF: 2 
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Table 4.3 
Total Number of Stories by Section (Newspaper-by-Newspaper 

1992-1995) Percent by Row Totals 

Newspapers Section A Other Sections 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

39 (70.91%) 

49 (81.67%) 

45 (75%) 

45 (75%) 

46 (76.67%) 

224(75.932%) 

p=.7516 chi-square: 1.914 DF: 4 

16(29.09%) 

11(18.33%) 

15(25%) 

15(25%) 

14(23.33%) 

71 (24.067%) 

Totals 

55 (100%) 

60(100%) 

60 (100%) 

60 (100%) 

60 (100%) 

295 (100%) 

Table 4.4 
Total Number of Stories by Section: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1993 

Newspapers Section A Other Sections Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

63 (70.0%) 

40 (74.074%) 

103(71.527%) 

27 (30.0%) 

14 (25.926%) 

41 41 (28.472%) 

90(100%) 

54 (100%) 

144 (100%) 

p=.6 chi-square: .275 DF: 1 
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Table 4.5 
Total Number of Stories by Section: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1993 

Newspapers Section A Other Sections Totals 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

15 (65.217%) 

26 (81.25%) 

22 (62.857%) 

20 (76.923%) 

20 (71.429%) 

224 (75.932%) 

8 (34.783%) 

6(18.75%) 

13(37.143%) 

6(23.077%) 

8(28.571%) 

71 (24.067%) 

23 (100%) 

32(100%) 

35 (100%) 

26 (100%) 

28 (100%) 

144(100%) 

p=.463 chi-square=3.599DF=4 

Table 4.6 
Total Number of Stories by Section: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1994-1995 

Classification Section A Other Sections Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

70 (82.352%) 

51 (77.272%) 

121 (80.132%) 

15(17.647%) 

15(22.727%) 

30(19.868%) 

85 (100%) 

66 (100%) 

151 (100%) 

p=.4377 chi-square=.602 DF=1 
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Table 4.7 
Total Number of Stories by Section: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1994-1995 

Newspapers Section A 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

24 (75.0%) 

23 (82.143%) 

23 (92.0%) 

25 (73.530%) 

26 (81.25%) 

121 (75.932%) 

Other Sections 

8 (25.0%) 

5(17.857%) 

2 (8.0%) 

9 (26.470%) 

6(18.75%) 

30 (24.067%) 

Totals 

32(100%) 

28(100%) 

25 (100%) 

34(100%) 

32(100%) 

151(100%) 

p=.4383 chi-square=3.768 DF=4 

Table 4.8 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1995 

Classification Page One Other Pages Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

57 (33.57%) 

55 (45.83%) 

112(37.966%) 

118(67.43%) 

65(54.17%) 

183(62.033%) 

175(100%) 

120(100%) 

295 (100%) 

p=.0211 chi-square: 5.316 DF: 1 
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Table 4.9 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Newspapers Page One Other Pages Totals 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

23(41.82%) 

14(23.33%) 

20 (33.33%) 

32 (53.330%) 

23 (38.33%) 

112(37.966%) 

32(58.18%) 

46 {16.61%) 

40 (66.67%) 

28 (46.67%) 

37(61.67%) 

183 (62.033%) 

55 (100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

295 (100%) 

p=.0148 chi-square: 12.368 DF: 4 

Table 4.10 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1993 

Classification 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

Page One 

32 (35.555%) 

24 (44.444%) 

56 (38.888%) 

p=.2895 chi-square: 1.122 DF=1 

Other Pages 

58 (64.444%) 

30 (55.555%) 

88(61.111%) 

Totals 

90 (100%) 

54(100%) 

144 (100%) 
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Table 4.11 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1993 

Newspapers Page One Other Pages Totals 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

11(47.826%) 

7(21.875%) 

14 (40.0%) 

13 (50.0%) 

11 (39.286%) 

56 (38.888%) 

12(52.174%) 

25(78.125%) 

21 (60.0%) 

13 (50.0%) 

17(60.714%) 

88(61.111%) 

23 (100%) 

32(100%) 

35 (100%) 

26(100%) 

28(100%) 

144(100%) 

p=.1961 chi-square=6.04l DF=4 

Table 4.12 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1994-1995 

Classification 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

Page One 

26 (30.588%) 

31(46.969%) 

57 (37.748%) 

Other Pages 

59(69.411%) 

35 (53.030%) 

94(62.251%) 

p=.0394 chi-square: 4.243 DF: 1 

Totals 

85 (100%) 

66 (100%) 

151 (100%) 
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Table 4.13 
Total Number of Stories by Page: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1994-1995 

Classification Page One Other Pages Totals 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

Morning News 

H. Chronicle 

Totals 

12 (37.5%) 

7 (25.0%) 

7 (28.0%) 

19 (55.882%) 

12 (38.33%) 

57 (37.748%) 

20 (62.5%) 

21 (75.0%) 

18(72.0%) 

15(44.112%) 

20(61.67%) 

94(62.251%) 

32(100%) 

28 (100%) 

25 (100%) 

34(100%) 

32 (100%) 

151 (100%) 

p=.1029 chi-square=7.707 DF=4 

Table 4.14 
Article Location: Elite versus Nonehte Newspapers 1992-1995 

Percent by Row Totals 

Classification Top 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

Bottom Middle Totals 

91 (52%) 35 (20%) 49 (28%) 175 (100%) 

58(48.333%) 26(21.667%) 36(30%) 120(100%) 

149 (50.508%) 61 (20.677%) 85 (28.813%) 295 (100%) 

p=.8253 chi-square: .384 DF:2 
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Table 4.15 
Article Location: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Percent by Row Totals 

Newspapers Top Bottom Middle Totals 

LA Times 

NY Times 

W. Post 

Dallas MN 

Houston C. 

Totals 

27 (49.09%) 

29 (48.33%) 

35 (58.33%) 

26(43.33%) 

32 (53.33%) 

149 (50.508%) 

12(21.82%) 

14(23.33%) 

9(15%) 

15(25%) 

11(18.33%) 

61 (20.677%) 

16(29.09%) 

17(28.33%) 

16(26.66%) 

19(31.67%) 

17(28.33%) 

85(28.13%) 

55(100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

60(100%) 

295(100%) 

p=.8861 chi-square: 3.665 DF: 8 

Table 4.16 
Article Location: Elite versus Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1993 

Classification Top Bottom Middle Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

43(47.777%) 19(21.111%) 

29 (53.703%) 13 (24.074%) 

72 (50.0%) 32 (22.222%) 

28(31.111%) 

12 (22.222%) 

40 (27.777%) 

p=.l029 chi-square: 7.707 DF: 4 

90(100%) 

54(100%) 

144(100%) 
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Table 4.1 "̂  
Article Location: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1993 

Newspapers Top Bottom Middle Totals 

LA Times 

NY Times 

W. Post 

Dallas MN 

Houston C. 

Totals 

8(51.429%) 

17(53.125%) 

18(34.783%) 

13 (50.0%) 

16(57.143%) 

72 (50.0%) 

5 (25.714%) 

5(15.625%) 

9(21.739%) 

8 (30.769%) 

5(17.857%) 

32 (22.222%) 

10(22.857%) 

10(31.25%) 

8 (43.478%) 

5(19.231%) 

7 (25.0%) 

40 (27.777%) 

23 (100%) 

32(100%) 

35 (100%) 

26(100%) 

28(100%) 

144(100%) 

p=.5814 chi-square: 6.59 DF: 8 

Table 4.18 
Article Location: Elite versus Nonelite Newspapers 1994-1995 

Classification Top Bottom Middle Totals 

Elite 

Nonelite 

Totals 

48(56.470%) 16(18.823%) 

29(43.939%) 13(19.696%) 

77(50.993%) 29(19.205%) 

21 (24.705%) 

24 (36.363%) 

45 (29.801%) 

85 (100%) 

66(100%) 

151 (100%) 

p=.2401 chi-square: 2.853 DF=2 
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Table 4.19 
Article Location: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1994-1995 

Newspapers Top Bottom Middle Totals 

LA Times 

NY Times 

W. Post 

Dallas MN 

Houston C. 

Totals 

19 (59.375%) 

12 (42.857%) 

17 (68.0%) 

13 (38.235%) 

16(50.0%) 

77 (50.993%) 

7(21.875%) 

9(32.143%) 

0 (0%) 

7 (20.588%) 

6(18.75%) 

29(19.205%) 

6(18.75%) 

7(25.0%) 

8 (32.0%) 

14(41.176%) 

10(31.25%) 

45(29.081%) 

32 (100%) 

28 (100%) 

25 (100%) 

34 (100%) 

32 (100%) 

151 (100%) 

p=.0877 chi-square: 13.779 DF=8 

Table 4.20 
Size of Headline: Elite versus Nonelite Newpapers 1992-1995 

Classification Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

*2.44 

*2.717 

1.216 

1.529 

.14 

.092 

*Measured in Columns; t= 1.727 p=.0853 DF=293 
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Table 4.21 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Newspapers 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

55 

60 

60 

60 

60 

Mean 

*2.255 

*2.417 

*2.633 

*2.75 

*2.667 

Std. Dev. 

1.126 

1.211 

1.288 

1.601 

1.469 

Std. Error 

.152 

.207 

.189 

.156 

.166 

*Measured in columns 

Table 4.22 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper Comparison 1992-

1995 (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

Scheffe F-test 

.961 

.72 

.103 

.562 

.018 

.455 

.056 

.291 

.01 

.192 

Dunnett t 

1.961 
1.697 
.642 

1.499 
.27 

1.349 
.472 

1.079 
.202 
.877 

p=.2586 DF: 4 
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Table 4.23 
Size of Headline: Elite versus nonelite 1992-1993 

Classification Count Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

90 

54 

*2.544 

*2.870 

1.265 

1.555 

.133 

.212 

*Measured in Columns; t= -1.372 p=.1722 

Table 4.24 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1993 

Newspaper 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

23 

32 

35 

26 

28 

Mean 

*2.304 

*2.312 

*2.914 

*3.0 

*2.75 

Std. Dev. 

1.185 

1.091 

1.401 

1.6 

1.531 

Std. Error 

.247 

.193 

.237 

.314 

.289 

•Measured in Columns p=. 1706 DF= 4 
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Table 4.25 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper Comparison 1992-

1993 (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison Scheffe F-test Dunnett t 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

.784 

.333 
1.18 
.686 
.112 
.9 
.015 
.379 
.056 
.804 

1.771 
1.154 
.022 

1.656 
.689 

1.898 
.241 

1.232 
.472 
.793 

'(Significant at 95%) p=. 1706 DF= 4 

Table 4.26 
Size of Headline: Elite versus Nonelite Newspapers 1994-1995 

Classification Count Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

85 

66 

*2.329 

*2.591 

1.159 

1.509 

.126 

.186 

•Measured in Columns; t= -1.1.205 p=.2301 
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Table 4.27 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1994-1995 

Newspaper 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

32 

28 

25 

34 

32 

Mean 

*2.304 

*2.312 

*2.914 

*3.0 

*2.75 

Std. Dev. 

1.185 

1.091 

1.401 

1.6 

1.531 

Std. Error 

.247 

.193 

.237 

.314 

.289 

•Measured in Columns p=.l706 DF= 4 

Table 4.28 
Size of Headline: Newspaper-by-Newspaper Comparison 1994-

1995 (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

p=.6491 DF=4 

Scheffe F-test 

.269 

.372 

.212 

.001 

.01 

.001 

.206 

.017 

.293 

.163 

Dunnett t 

1.037 
1.22 
.92 
.06 
.202 
.068 
.909 
.259 
1.083 
.807 
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Table 4.29 
Unattributed Biased Statements Favoring the Opposition: 

Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Classification 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

The Morning News 

Houston Chronicle 

Mean 

1.309 

.7 

1.3 

.367 

.55 

Standard Deviation 

1.794 

1.062 

1.603 

.863 

.999 

Standard Error 

.242 

.139 

.207 

.111 

.129 

Table 4.30 
Unattributed Statements Favoring the Opposition 1992-1995: 

Newspaper-by-Newspaper Comparison 
(Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison Scheffe F-test Dunnett t 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

3.735^ 
2.423^ 
1.56 

.007 

.148 

.448 
4.25 ! • 

.099 
2.813^ 
1.857 

3.865 
3.113 
2.498 

.168 

.769 
1.398 
4.123 

.629 
3.355 
1.857 

•Significant at 95% 
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Table 4.31 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Opposition: Elite versus 

Nonelite Newspapers 1992-1995 (Average number per story) 

Classification Mean Standard Deviation Standard Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

1.114 

.458 

t=-4.1899 p=.0001 DF=293 

1.531 

.937 

.144 

.095 

Table 4.32 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Opposition: 

Elite versus Nonelite 1992-1993 

Classification 

Elite 

Nonelite 

t=2.466;p=.019 

Count 

90 

54 

Mean 

1.189 

.63 

Std. Deviation 

1.702 

1.087 

Std. Error 

.179 

.148 
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Table 4.33 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Opposition: 

Elite versus Nonelite 1994-1995 

Classification 

Elite 

Nonelite 

t=3.899;p=.000l 

Count 

85 

65 

Mean 

1.035 

.318 

Std. Deviation 

1.331 

.768 

Std. Error 

.144 

.095 

Table 4.34 
Unattributed Biased Statements Favoring the Religious Right: 

Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Classification Mean Standard Deviation Standard Error 

Los Angeles Times .091 

Â ew York Times .183 

Washington Post .067 

The Morning News A 61 

Houston Chronicle .3 

.348 

.537 

.312 

.493 

.619 

.047 

.069 

.04 

.064 

.08 
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Table 4.35 
Unattributed Statements Favoring the Religious Right 1992-

1995: Newspaper-by-Newspaper Comparison 
(Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison Scheffe F-test Dunnett t 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

.268 

.018 

.18 
1.374 
.447 
.009 
.447 
.329 

1.789 
.584 

1.036 
.272 
.849 

2.344 
1.337 
.191 

1.337 
1.146 
2.675 
1.529 

Table 4.36 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Religious Right: 

Elite versus Nonelite 1992-1995 

Classification Count 

Elite 175 

Nonelite 120 

t=2.466;p=.019 

Mean 

.189 

.125 

Std. Deviation 

.507 

.441 

Std. Error 

.038 

.04 
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Table 4.37 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Religious 

Right: Elite versus Nonelite 1992-1993 

Classification Count 

Elite 90 

Nonelite 54 

t=2.466;p=.019 

Mean 

.156 

.019 

Std. Deviation 

.394 

.136 

Std. Error 

.042 

.019 

Table 4.38 
Biased Unattributed Statements Favoring the Religious 

Right: Elite versus Nonelite 1994-1995 

Classification Count 

Elite 85 

Nonelite 65 

t=-.l63;p=.8708 

Mean 

.2 

.212 

Std. Deviation 

.573 

.573 

Std. Error 

.062 

.071 
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Table 4.39 
Average Number of Times Religious Right is Quoted 

or Paraphrased per Story 1992-1995 

Newspapers Religious Right II H! Standard Deviation Standard Error 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

The Morning News 

Houston Chronicle 

6.982 (60.097%) 

6.483 (62.086%) 

8.483 (67.778%) 

10.967(61.112%) 

6.817(60.867%) 

4.94 

4.308 

6.637 

8.297 

3.895 

.242 

.137 

.207 

.111 

.129 

Table 4.40 
Average Number of Times Opposition was Quoted 

or Paraphrased per Story 1992-1995 

Newspapers Opposition Standard Deviation Standard Error 

Los Angeles Times 

New York Times 

Washington Post 

The Morning News 

Houston Chronicle 

4.636 (39.903%) 

4.067 (37.914%) 

4.033(32.222%) 

7.033 (38.888%) 

4.383(39.133%) 

4.12 

3.236 

4.004 

5.566 

4.322 

.556 

.418 

.517 

.717 

.418 
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Table 4.41 
Story Length: Elite versus Nonelite 1992-1995 

Classification 

Elite 

Nonelite 

t= .-983 p=.3266 

Count 

175 

120 

Mean^ 

1032.903 

971.958 

Std. Deviation 

566.337 

454.954 

Std. Error 

41.349 

42.811 

Table 4.42 
Story Length: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1995 

Newspaper 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

55 

60 

60 

60 

60 

Mean^ 

1157.727 

899.9 

1051.483 

1083.7 

860.217 

Std. Deviation 

706.371 

336.896 

592.106 

455.298 

425.581 

Std. Error 

94.438 

58.779 

54.942 

43.493 

76.441 

•Number of words per story p=.0083 DF=4 
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Table 4.43 
Story Length 1992-1995: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 

Comparison (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison Scheffe F-test Dunnett t 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

.148 
2.398^ 
1.801 
.306 

1.415 
.957 
.029 
.045 

1.036 
.651 

7"1 
3.097 
2.684 
1.106 
2.379 
1.956 
.343 
.422 

2.036 
1.614 

'Significant at 95% 

Table 4.44 
Story Length: Elite versus Nonelite 1992-1993 

Classification Count Mean^ Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

90 

54 

1062.656 

1008.833 

655.313 

470.82 

69.076 

64.07 

•Number ofWords per Story p=.5989 t= .527 DF:142 



Table 4.45 
Story Length: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1992-1993 

Newspaper 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

23 

32 

35 

26 

28 

Mean^ 

1344.087 

930.594 

998.457 

1113.308 

911.821 

Std. Deviation 

909.73 

353.959 

632.557 

455.781 

471.713 

Std. Error 

189.92 

62.572 

106.922 

89.386 

89.145 

•Number of Words per Story p=.0574 DF=4 

Table 4.46 
Story Length 1992-1993: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 

Comparison (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HCv. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

Scheffe F-test 

.482 
1.748 
1.695 
1.229 
.406 
.355 
.146 
.004 
.087 
.057 

Dunnett t 

1.388 
2.645 
2.604 
2.217 
1.274 
1.191 
.764 
.125 
.588 
.478 



Table 4.47 
Story Length: Elite versus Nonelite 1994-1995 

Classification Count Mean^ Std. Deviation Std. Error 

Elite 

Nonelite 

85 

66 

1001.4 

942.485 

455.452 

439.199 

49.401 

54.062 

•Number ofWords per Story p=.4245 t= .801 DF:149 

Table 4.48 
Story Length: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 1994-1995 

Newspaper 

LA Times 

NY Times 

WPost 

DMN 

Houston C. 

Count 

32 

28 

25 

34 

32 

Mean^ 

1023.781 

864.821 

1125.72 

1061.059 

816.5 

Std. Deviation 

472.05 

319.022 

534.019 

460.463 

383.338 

Std. Error 

83.447 

60.29 

106.804 

78.969 

67.765 

•Number ofWords per Story p=.0354 DF=4 
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Table 4.49 
Story Length 1994-1995: Newspaper-by-Newspaper 

Comparison (Scheffe F-test and Dunnett t) 

Comparison 

LAT V. DMN 
LAT V. HC 
LAT V. NYT 
LAT V. WPOST 
DMN V. HC 
DMN V. NYT 
DMN V. WPOST 
HC V. NYT 
HC V. WPOST 
NYT V. WPOST 

Scheffe F-test 

.03 

.894 

.491 

.19 
1.283 
.769 
.078 
.045 

1.746 
1.17 

Dunnett t 

.345 
1.892 
1.401 
.871 

2.265 
1.754 
.56 
.425 

2.643 
2.163 
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Table 4.50 
Overall Frequency of Bias: 1992-1995 

HC 

DMN 

NYT 

POST 

LAT 

1 

6.667% 
(4) 

8.333% 
(5) 

21.667% 
(13) 

26.667% 
(16) 

21.818% 
(12) 

2 

16.667% 
(10) 

18.333% 
(11) 

16.667% 
(10) 

8.333% 
(5) 

18.182% 
(10) 

3 

26.667% 
(16) 

30.000% 
(18) 

11.667% 
(7) 

23.333% 
(14) 

34.545% 
(19) 

4 

20.000% 
(12) 

21.667% 
(13) 

16.667% 
(10) 

20.000% 
(12) 

18.182% 
(10) 

5 

30.000% 
(18) 

21.667% 
(13) 

33.333% 
(20) 

21.667% 
(13) 

7.273% 
(4) 

N 

60 

60 

60 

60 

55 

1= Favorable Opposition 
2= Somewhat Favorable Opposition 
3= Neutral 
4= Somewhat Favorable Religious Right 
5= Favorable Religious Right 
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Table 4 51 
Overall Frequency of Bias: 1992-1993 

4 5 N 

HC 10.714% 21.49% 32.143% 25.000% 10.714%, 28 
(3) (6) (9) f ) (3) 

DMN 7.692% 26.923% 34.615% 19.231% 11.538% 26 
(2) (7) (9) (5) (3) 

POST 31.429% 5.714% 22.857% 20.000% 20.000% 35 
(5) (2) (8) (7) (7) 

NYT 28.125% 15.625% 15.625% 18.75% 21.875% 32 
(9) (5) (5) (6) C) 

LAT 34.783% 21.739% 26.087% 13.043% 4.348% 23 
(8) (5) (6) (3) (1) 

1= Favorable Opposition 
2= Somewhat Favorable Opposition 
3= Neuttal 
4= Somewhat Favorable Religious Right 
5= Favorable Rehgious Right 

76 



Table 4.52 
Overall Frequency of Bias: 1994-1995 

1= Favorable Opposition 
2= Somewhat Favorable Opposition 
3= Neuttal 
4= Somewhat Favorable Religious Right 
5= Favorable Religious Right 

1 2 3 4 5 N 

HC 3.125% 12.5% 21.875% 15.625% 46.875% 32 
(1) (4) C) (5) (15) 

NYT 10.714% 17.857% 10.714% 14.286% 46.429% 28 
(3) (5) (3) (4) (13) 

DMN 8.824% 11.765% 26.471% 23.529% 29.412% 34 
(3) (4) (9) (8) (10) 

POST 20.000% 12.000% 24.000% 20.000% 24.000% 25 
(5) (3) (6) (5) (6) 

LAT 12.5% 15.625% 40.265% 21.875% 9.375% 32 
(4) (5) (13) (7) (3) 
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CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 

Summary 

The results of this study, in one way or another, support the three studies 

mentioned earher: a uniformity of coverage as suggested by Graber (1971). a 

distinction between the elite and nonelite newspapers as suggested by Weaver and 

Wilhoit (1986) or an overall liberal bias as proffered by Bozell and Baker (1990) A 

summary of the findings might illuminate the situation better. 

Hypothesis one: Bias will manifest itself in terms of prominence. The religious 

right will receive more prominence in The Dallas Morning News and the Houston 

Chronicle (nonelite newspapers) than in the Los Angeles Times, The New York Times 

and The Washington Post (elite newspapers). 

Hypothesis la: The nonelite newspapers will have a higher percentage of articles 

about the religious right in section A than the elite newspapers. The nonelite 

newspapers contained 91 articles (75.83%) that appeared m section A, while the elite 

newspapers contained 133 articles (76%) that appeared in section A. These differences 

were not statistically significant (£=.9738). This hypothesis was not supported, thus 

supporting Graber's 1971 study. The shift during the time periods was not statistically 

significant for the nonelite newspapers (p=.6839). In 1992-1993, the elite newspapers 

published 63 articles (70%)) in section A, as opposed to 70 articles (82.352%) in 1994-
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1995. This shift was not significant at the 95% confidence level but was significant at 

90% (2-.0558). 

Hypothesis lb: The nonelite newspapers will publish a higher percentage of 

articles conceming the religious right on the first page of a section. As predicted, the 

religious right received more front-page coverage in the nonelite newspapers than in the 

elite newspapers. During the span of the study, 55 articles (45.83%) appeared on the 

front page in the nonelite newspapers, while the elite newspapers contained 57 

(32.57%). These differences were statistically significant (£=.0211). Assuming that 

favorable coverage of the religious right implies conservatism, this hypothesis supports 

the notion that the elite newspapers are more liberal than the nonelite newspapers 

(Weaver & Wilhoit, 1986). The shifts during the time periods for the elite and nonelite 

were not statistically significant at any level, suggesting a certain amount of continuity. 

Hypothesis Ic: The rehgious right will have a higher percentage of stories at the 

top of the page in the nonelite newspapers than in the elite newspapers. The editors of 

the elite and nonelite newspapers placed their stories on the page fairly consistently. In 

the elite newspapers, 91 stories (52%) appeared at the top of the page. The nonelite 

newspapers, on the other hand, contained 58 articles (48.333%) at the top of the page. 

These differences were not statistically significant (£=.8253), thus supporting Graber's 

1971 study. The shifts during the time periods for the elite and nonelite were not 

statistically significant at any level, suggesting a certain amount of continuity. 

Hypothesis Id: The religious right will recei\ e larger headlines in the nonelite 

newspapers than in the elite newspapers. For the entire sample, the average headline 
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size in the nonelite newspapers was 2.717 columns, while the headline size in the elite 

newspapers was 2.44 columns. Although this hypothesis was not supported at the 95% 

confidence level, it was supported at 90% (£=.0853). Weaver and Wilhoit's 1986 sttidy 

was therefore supported to some degree. The shifts during the time periods for the elite 

and nonelite were not statistically significant at any level suggesting a certain amount of 

continuity. 

Hypothesis two: There will not be significant difference in the number of 

biased unattributed statements for the opposition or the religious right in the elite and 

nonelite newspapers. The elite newspapers contained an average of 1. 114 biased words 

or biased unattributed statements per story in favor of the opposition, while the nonelite 

newspapers contained an average of .458 biased words or biased unattributed statements 

in favor of the opposition. These differences were significant (p^.OOOl), supporting 

Weaver and Wilhoit's 1986 study. The shift during the time periods for the elite 

newspapers was not significant (^=.5086). The nonelite newspapers experienced a 

decrease in biased words or biased unattributed statements favoring the religious right 

from .63 to .318. This difference was significant at the 95% confidence level, but was 

significant at the 90% (^=.069). 

Overall, the nonelite newspapers averaged .125 biased unattributed statements 

favoring the religious right per story, while the elite newspapers averaged .189 biased 

unattributed statements or biased words favoring the religious right per story. These 

differences were not significant (£=.2661), thus supporting Graber's 1971 study. The 

shift during the time periods for the elite newspapers was not statistically significant. 
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The increase from .019 in 1992-1993 to .212 in 1994-1995 for the nonelite newspapers 

was statistically significant (£=.0161). The data indicate that the nonelite newspapers 

experienced a statistically significant shift in the number of unattributed statements 

favoring the rehgious right and noticeable decrease in the number of unattributed 

statements favoring the opposition. This helps explain their shift in overall bias toward 

the religious right. 

Hypothesis three: Neither side will be quoted or paraphrased more than 60 

percent of the time. This hypothesis was not substantiated. The Houston Chronicle 

came the closest to 40%, quoting or paraphrasing the opposition 39.133% of the time, 

followed by the Los Angeles Times at 39.903%, The Dallas Morning News at 38.888%, 

The New York Times at 37.914% and The Washington Post at 32.222%. The clear lack 

of balance explains why the overall results were either neuttal or favorable toward the 

religious right, despite the fact that there is a discrepancy between the number of 

unattributed statements favoring the religious right and the number of unattributed 

statements favoring the opposition. The lack of balance was due to the number of 

stories featuring the religious right. 

Hypothesis four: The average length of the stories will be longer in the nonelite 

newspapers than in the elite newspapers. This hypothesis was not substantiated. The 

elite newspapers averaged 1032.903 words per story, while the nonelite newspapers 

averaged 971.958 words per story. These differences were not significant (t=.983; 

£=.3266). Individually, the results did not reveal any continuity along the lines of the 

elite and nonelite newspapers. Statistically, the only significant comparison conceming 
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story length is the Los Angeles Times versus the Houston Chronicle. The fact that the 

Houston Chronicle's stories are noticeably shorter than the other newspapers' stories can 

be explained by the fact that the Chronicle contains a section that summarizes important 

stories conceming religion, while the other papers do not. Therefore, the Chronicle's 

shorter story length should not necessarily be interpreted as a bias against the religious 

right. These results support Graber's 1971 study. 

Hypothesis five: The direction of the majority of stories will be neutral. This 

hypothesis was not supported. Only 25.085% (74) of the stories were classified as 

neuttal. For the whole data set 96 (32.542%) were classified as either favorable 

opposition or somewhat favorable opposition. Likewise, 125 (42.372%) stories were 

classified as either favorable religious right or somewhat favorable religious right. The 

discrepancy between the number of stories favorable for the opposition and the number 

of stories favorable for the religious right was not statistically significant with neuttal 

data excluded (x2(l,N=22l)= 7.574; £=.1085) but was statistically significant with 

neuttal data included (x2(l,N=295)= 16.233; £=.0392). These numbers can be 

explained by two possibilities. First, the addition of the two categories created a much 

more stringent test. In other words, the "somewhat favorable" categories took more 

stories from the neutral category rather than the favorable categories. Second, perhaps 

the newspapers simply have a tendency to favor one side or the other. Further research 

needs to be conducted to answer this question. 

Hypothesis 5a: The coverage will remain neuttal, regardless of direction, during 

both of the time periods studied. According to the resutts, every newspaper experienced 
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a shift in favor of the religious right dunng the 1994-1995 time period. When the raw 

data from the two time periods were compared, these shifts were not statistically 

significant. It is interesting, however, that every newspaper experienced a shift in the 

same direction. The Dallas Morning News and The Washington Post were fairly 

consistent during the two time periods. The Houston Chronicle, The New York Times 

and the Los Angeles Times, on the other hand, experienced shifts of at least seven-tenths 

of a point. This shift can be explained partially because the religious right played such a 

visible role in the 1994 elections, helping many conservative candidates win offices. 

Some organizations identified with the religious right, namely the Christian Coalition, 

experienced an increase in membership during the two time periods. Furthermore, the 

Christian Coalition actively began to recmit Catholics and Jews during the two time 

periods. Finally, Ralph Reed, executive director of the Christian Coalition since its 

inception in 1989, is generally credited with improving media relations. 

Conclusion 

An asttonomer viewing a celestial body can view it at low power for a larger 

field of view or at high power, gaining detail but losing the field of view. This study 

definitely views newspaper coverage of the religious right at low power. The results of 

this study indicate that the views of the religious right are indeed represented. The Los 

Angeles Times, the only newspaper that did not produce at least 60 articles, published an 

average of 3.43 articles a month conceming the religious right. This total does not 

include the Orange County edition, which appeared to have numerous articles pertaining 
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to the subject. The results, however, also indicate that there is a bias in favor of those 

opposed to the religious right in terms of biased unattributed statements, a statistically 

significant bias in the elite newspapers. The scale used to measure bias in this study 

canceled out the discrepancy between the number of statements favorable to the 

opposition and the number of statements favorable to the religious right because of the 

fact that the religious right is quoted or paraphrased more often. Therefore, a future 

study might use a scale that is more sensitive to biased unattributed statements than the 

one used in this study (Appendix C). For example, if a story contains a net total of two 

biased unattributed statements in one direction, it will automatically be coded in the 

somewhat favorable category, regardless of the proportion of quotations and 

paraphrases. A net total of three biased statements in one direction would automatically 

place the story in the favorable category. Further, one might put more weight on the 

headline and the lead in terms of judging the overall bias. 

The November elections of 1994 and Patrick Buchanan's sttong showing in the 

early stages of the 1996 primaries illustrate the political effectiveness of the religious 

right. Further, as previously mentioned, history suggests that the religious right will not 

simply disappear. Thus, the opportunity exists for future studies. One possibihty would 

be to conduct the study identically but increase the number of newspapers and include 

all of the articles during the time period studied. Another interesting approach to a 

future study would be to observe a newspaper or newspapers for X amount of time and 

only include two opposing organizations in the study, say the Christian Coalition and 

People for the American Way. This approach will allow the researcher to compare not 
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only how each organization is covered but how often the organization is covered. 

Further, definitions will be much simpler with this approach. Perhaps a newspaper will 

cover the Christian Coalition in a neutral fashion but cover People the American Way 

much more favorably or with more frequency. A researcher who uses this approach will 

gain a substantial amount of detail, but like the astronomer, he or she will lose a 

significant area in terms of field of view. Who is to say, for instance, that Pat 

Robertson's Christian Coalition speaks for Beverly LaHaye's Concemed Women for 

America or James Dobson's Focus on the Family? Further, if the Christian Coalition 

receives coverage in a certain manner, it does not mean other conservative Christian 

pohtical groups will receive the same kind of coverage. The majority of the stories 

studied were covered by political reporters instead of religion reporters. Perhaps there is 

a difference in the way they cover the religious right. Therefore, another possibility for 

a future study might focus on the two types of reporting. 

Does the fact that a certain amount of bias favorable toward the opposition mean 

that there is a conspiracy of sorts, as suggested by Bozell and Baker? Probably not. 

First, the religious right is a complicated and relatively new phenomenon. The Christian 

Coalition, the largest and most powerful entity of the religious right, was founded only 

seven years ago. For instance, the religious right is often perceived as a predominantly 

white and Protestant movement, yet Negroes, Jews and Catholics have cooperated with 

the Christian Coalition at one time or another. Second, when one considers the marked 

shift from 1992-1993 to 1994-1995, this study indicates that perhaps reporters have 

learned more about the phenomenon. Further, most of the stories were covered by 
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political reporters instead of religion reporters. Perhaps a political reporter might ha\ e 

difficulty understanding the difference between a fundamentalist and a charismatic. 

This distinction, as well as others, are cmcial to understanding the phenomenon of the 

religious right. Therefore, it is conceivable that bias manifests itself because of 

ignorance rather than malevolence. Third, the stories leaned toward the religious right 

in the nonelite newspapers; The Washington Post and The New York Times were nearly 

neuttal in coverage. Only the Los Angeles Times leaned toward the opposition. 

Although all of the elite newspapers averaged more biased unattributed statements 

favoring the opposition, there is not a statistically significant difference between The 

New York Times and the nonelite newspapers. Bozell and Baker repeatedly insist that 

The New York Times is a bastion of liberalism. Thus, this finding is a direct 

conttadiction of the Bozell and Baker study. Finally, based on the large number of hits 

in the keyword searches on Lexis/Nexis, the religious right and the issues pertinent to 

the religious right receive a large amount of coverage. 

Interestingly, The New York Times used stories from other sources 50% of the 

time, while other newspapers combined to use news services approximately 18% of the 

time. In The New York Times, there was not a statistically significant difference 

between the overall bias of its wire stories and the other stories. Does the fact that The 

New York Times use other sources half of the time indicate a bias? Fans of Bozell and 

Baker might contend that editors of The Times do not wish to allocate their own 

resources on the issue. The editors of The Times, on the other hand, might point out that 

their newspaper is a national paper and that significant events conceming the religious 
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right occurred in other parts of the country, therefore necessitating the use of other new s 

services. The other elite newspapers in this study consider themselves national 

newspapers, and they allocate their resources to accommodate the religious right. 

Therefore, the fact that the Times does not use its own resources indicates a severe bias. 

One must consider the nature of the bias; it is rather subtle. Most of the stories 

were biased because of a lack of balance. Only a handftil of stories was egregiously 

biased because of unattributed statements. Although it is detectable, one must be trained 

to find it. First, it is unlikely that most people consciously recognize whether one side is 

quoted or paraphrased 45%, 55% or 65% of the time. Second, as a group, the elite 

newspapers averaged a little more than one biased unatttibuted statement per story. 

Does one biased unattributed statement create a negative impression on the reader? 

Once again, only future research can answer these questions. 

Most of the unatttibuted statements favoring the opposition characterized the 

religious right as extteme. One can argue that the religious right is exclusionary and the 

characterization is appropriate. One must remember, however, that it is not the duty of 

the reporter to characterize individuals or groups. Further, the opponents of the religious 

right were not characterized as extreme. The following words, for example, were used 

to describe the religious right or its members: ulttaconservative, far right, rightist and 

right wing. Ultraliberal, far left, leftist and left wing, however, were never used to 

describe the opposition. Indeed, some social conservatives resent the term "religious 

right," because the media almost never use the term "secular left." Bias that favored the 

religious right, on the other hand, was mostly flattering for the individual or 
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organization, rather than condemning the opposition. Bozell and Baker, incidentally, 

argue that conservatives are generally labeled more than liberals in their 1990 study. 

Finally, this study treated all stories equally. Some stories inherently placed the 

religious right in a bad light, yet received a favorable religious right rating because the 

stories did not include a member of the opposition and contained no biased statements. 

The New York Times, for instance, published Pat Robertson's response to allegations of 

anti-Semitism. One could argue that the story is favorable for the religious right on the 

grounds that The Times allotted valuable space so that Mr. Robertson can defend 

himself. Others might argue the opposite, however; the fact that Mr. Robertson had to 

respond to such allegations places him in a bad light at least by implication, if not 

outright. This kind of story, nevertheless, would represent a problem in other coding 

schemes as well. One popular method is to code the each quote, paraphrase and 

unattributed statement as positive, negative or neutral in the story. The story is deemed 

neutral if the majority of statements are coded neuttal. Consider the following 

hypothetical situation, however: 

Reporter: "Mr. Robertson, are you an anti-Semite?" 

Robertson: "Of course I'm not an anti-Semite." 

Although one might argue the question is loaded by implication, Robertson's response 

must be coded as neuttal. It does not put the opposition in a bad light nor is it flattering 

for Robertson. These types of stories help explain why The New York Times leaned 

toward the religious right more than the other elite newspapers. 
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The coding scheme in this study is more stringent than the scheme previously 

mentioned. The scheme in this study puts much more weight on balance. A story that 

only quotes or paraphrases the religious right, for example, could be coded as neuttal as 

long as 51% of the story is coded as neuttal in the other coding scheme. The coding 

scheme in this study, however, would classify the story as favorable rehgious right, 

assuming that there were no biased unattributed statements. Furthermore, a story could 

theoretically have an unlimited number of biased unattributed statements and still be 

classified as neuttal, as long as the majority of statements are classified as neutral. 

The results of this study, in one way or another, support the three theories 

previously discussed conceming media bias. Bozell and Baker's argument that the 

media are biased in favor of the opposition received some substantiation by the fact that 

conservative groups are labeled pejoratively much more often than groups opposing the 

religious right. No other aspects of this study, however, support Bozell and Baker's 

claims. Weaver and Wilhoit's notion that the elite newspapers are more liberal than the 

nonelite newspapers is supported when one considers the fact that the elite newspapers 

averaged a significantly higher number of biased unattributed statements favoring the 

opposition. 

Additionally, the editors of the nonelite newspapers placed significantly more 

stories on the front page than did the editors of the elite newspapers. Graber's sttidy 

received some substantiation. Newspaper coverage was similar in the following areas: 

story length, story location on page, section of newspaper, and balance. 
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One might argue that the nonelite newspapers are generally more supportive of 

the religious right. After all, nonelite newspapers averaged a significantly lower number 

of biased unattributed statements favoring the opposition, causing them to lean more 

toward the religious right in the overall rating of bias for both time periods. Generally, 

however, coverage was neutral. The nonelite newspapers leaned toward the religious 

right slightly in terms of both prominence and overall coverage. Their elite counterparts 

tended to characterize the religious right as extreme at times and did not give them as 

much front-page coverage. The religious right, nevertheless, was given a chance to 

express their views as illustrated by the number of hits during the keyword searches 

(Appendix D) and fact that the opposition was generally quoted less than 40 percent of 

the time. Regardless, this study answers some questions but raises many, many 

interesting other questions for future research. 
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APPENDIX A 

CODING SHEET 

BACKGROUND 
I. Newspaper: 2. Date: 

5. Author: 

7. Headline Size (# of columns): 
9. Wire Story? 

10. Direction of Lead: A B 
(Use same five- point scale) 

3. Page: 

D 

4. Approximate Location: 1. Top 
2. Bottom 
3. Middle 

6. Direction of Headline: 
a. Favorable liberal 
b. Somewhat favorable liberal 
c. Neutral 
d. Somewhat favorable religious right 
e. Favorable religious right 

8. # of words: 

b. religious right 

d. "Family values" 
h. Other (explain) 

11. First direct quote: a. opposition 

12. Subject: 
a. Politics b. Education c. School prayer 
e. Censorship f. Abortion g. Theological 
i. Combination (list) 

STORY CONTENT: 
13. Number of times religious right or "conservative" side is quoted or paraphrased: 
14. Number of times opposition or "liberal" side is quoted or paraphrased: 
15. Total Number of biased unattributed statements 

a. liberal b. religious right 

16. Direction of unattributed statements: A 
A 
A 
A 
A 

B 
B 
B 
B 
B 

C 
C 
C 
C 
C 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

E 
E 
E 
E 
E 

17. Person(s) quoted or paraphrased: (religious right only) 

18. Overall bias: B D 
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APPENDIX B 

SCALE USED TO DETERMESIE OVERALL BIAS 

# of Biased 
Unattributed 
Statements 

4 Opp 

3 Opp 

2 Opp 

0-1 Opp/RR 

2RR 

3RR 

4RR 

1-20%* 

A 

A 

A 

A 

B 

C 

E 

21-40%* 

A 

A 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

41-60%* 

A 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

E 

61-80%* 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

E 

E 

81-100%* 

A 

C 

B 

E 

E 

E 

E 

A= Favorable Opposition 
B= Somewhat Favorable Opposition 
C= Neuttal 
D= Somewhat Favorable Religious Right 
E= Favorable Religious Right 

*Percentage of Times Religious Right is Quoted or Paraphrased 
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APPENDIX C 

PROPOSED SCALE FOR FUTURE BIAS 

# of Biased 
Unattributed 
Statements 

3 Opp 

2 Opp 

1 Opp 

0 Opp/RR 

IRR 

2RR 

3RR 

1-20%* 

A 

A 

A 

A 

B 

C 

E 

21-40%* 

A 

A 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

41-60%* 

A 

B 

B 

C 

D 

D 

E 

61-80%* 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

E 

E 

81-100%* 

A 

C 

B 

E 

E 

E 

E 

A= Favorable Opposition 
B= Somewhat Favorable Opposition 
C= Neuttal 
D= Somewhat Favorable Religious Right 
E= Favorable Religious Right 

*Percentage of Times Religious Right is Quoted or Paraphrased 
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APPENDIX D 

TOTAL NUMBER OF HITS USING LEXIS/ 

NEXIS KEYWORD SEARCH 
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Table D. I 
The Dallas Morning News: Total Number of Hits 

Using Lexis/Nexis Keyword Search 

Keywords 

Christian Coalition 
Religious Right 
Christian Right 
Homosexual and Christian! 
Abortion and Christian! 
Family values 
Sex education 
Evangelical 
Pat! Buchanan 
Christian & Fundamentalist 
Pat Robertson 
Censorship 
Ralph Reed 
Totals 

1992-1993 

14 
35 
5 

38 
55 

137 
38 
75 
53 
54 
27 
63 
6 

600 

1994-1995 

68 
67 
16 
25 
87 
98 
54 

105 
47 
32 
45 
55 
14 

713 
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Table D.2 
The New York Times: Total Number of Hits 

Using Lexis/Nexis Keyword Search 

Keywords 1992-1993 1994-1995 

Christian Coalition 41 93 
Religious Right 94 84 
Christian Right 28 25 
Homosexual and Christian! 68 56 
Family values 248 146 
Abortion and Christian! 94 120 
Sex education 52 67 
Evangelical 113 103 
Pat Buchanan 69 39 
Ralph Reed 9 41 
Christian & Fundamentalist 106 41 
Pat Robertson 88 68 
Censorship 151 161 
Totals 1161 1044 
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Table D.3 
Los Angeles Times: Total Number of Hits 

Using Lexis/Nexis Keyword Search 

Keywords 1992-1993 1994-1995 

86 
110 
44 
57 

197 
148 
114 
160 
48 
16 

100 
59 

140 
1279 

Christian Coalition 
Religious Right 
Christian Right 
Homosexual and Christian! 
Family values 
Abortion and Christian! 
Sex education 
Evangelical 
Pat Buchanan 
Ralph Reed 
Christian & Fundamentalist 
Pat Robertson 
Censorship 
Totals 

37 
197 
54 
88 

470 
148 
96 

132 
77 
11 

143 
102 
208 

1763 
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Table D.4 
Houston Chronicle: Total Number of Hits 

Using Lexis/Nexis Keyword Search 

Keywords 1992-1993 1994-1995 
Christian Coalition 23 57 
Religious Right 112 87 
Christian Right 13 19 
Homosexual and Christian! 46 37 
Family values 207 158 
Abortion and Christian! 93 96 
Sex education 69 48 
Evangehcal 90 98 
Pat Buchanan 50 66 
Ralph Reed 6 25 
Christian & Fundamentalist 62 37 
Pat Robertson 55 55 
Censorship 81 51 
Totals 907 900 
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Table D.5 
The Washington Post: Total Number of Hits Using 

Lexis/Nexis Keyword Search 

Keywords 1992-1993 1994-1995 

107 
83 
29 
34 

156 
125 
104 
88 
41 
41 
32 
58 

138 
1036 

Christian Coalition 
Religious Right 
Christian Right 
Homosexual and Christian! 
Family values 
Abortion and Christian! 
Sex education 
Evangelical 
Pat Buchanan 
Ralph Reed 
Christian & Fundamentalist 
Pat Robertson 
Censorship 
Totals 

53 
70 
22 
54 

268 
88 
47 

104 
85 
19 
74 
97 

106 
1087 
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