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.  ABSTRACT .

‘
1

Thié ;iudy was conducted to assess the volume and',
hature of the .treatment of education bx the press and the
public, ds-contaihed in the opiqiénated sections of daily
newspﬁpers. The researgher also éought to determin? the
. nature of the relationsh%p bétween press covérage.and public

comment on educational issues. ‘ A‘ '

= . Th# data for the study were: -obtained by examlnlﬂg
the oplnlonated sectlons - edltorlals, columns, letters to
the edltor,.and articles = publlshed in the three dally *
newspapers of Newfoundland and Labrgdor durlng a. five-year
period, from Jdnuary 1, 1979 to December 31 1983.
concerned with pr}mary, ‘elementary, and secgpdary edycation
\an*wﬂgféiélassified in order to make possible ‘a description of

“the volume and nature of the treatment. .

—
-y

All items
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Some of the general_ flndlngs whlch resulted_from
this analysis were'
1.” The volume of press and'public expressions
directed towards education fluctuated over
the period, the amountcpeing.proportion e

to the .degree of ¢ontroversy surrounding *

specific issues at a particular time.

2, Although much presé coverage and public
o cojkqgs~was classified as being critical of

educational decisions and practices, almost-

o
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" Issues related to teachers, the curriculum, and.

~ Student-related issues were treated favou;ably

-

411, of these items were aimedréﬁjimproving the .

'y o . 4 -
quality of,education, : Cte

4

$chool administration ranked amohg the top four

"issues in Volume with both press coverage and =

;- a4

public comment. - . ~ L

+

5& the press ‘and the public. The press were

completely supportive of denominational educ%;ioﬁ}

‘while public contributors gave favourable

i

treatment to teacher-related mgtteré.

majoriﬁy of press covefage'anq publi
was claésifiéd as'being'dritical towards bus
thg curriculum, and the reorganized high school
program.

Public contributors were more. prone than members

e '

the férme; embodying more gfiFical, more
éupportive! and less neutral statements than the
latter. . . |
Press and éublié responses to pre%iouslf—pﬁblished
items were predominantly éontréry'tolépinions
voiced by the instigating writers. - However,
members of the press tended to agree with the
instigating items more often than did public

respondents. : ’ ' . .

R
L T

of the press to voice strong. positions on issues, - ., . . _..
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CHAPTER I -

.. '+ INTRODUCTION ;. -

4 " ' The Nature of ithe Study. .
R Co ~ .

' 1nf1uenced, and’ been influenced by, the maSs media in

-

- L;'f ‘Researchersl suggest hhét PUbllc OPLnlon has bOth

generaf and newspapers in partic&lar. If any p01nt of v1ew

a . =L
)

f

: . o
Kl 1

B .i - of ldeas tq\take place., The press is an'especially

o 1,i-1s to, be’ effEctive in 1nﬁ1uen01ng the oplnlon of others, a' .

' communication netnprk must be present to‘permlt an exchange‘-

approprlate medium for- examination of the interactive process

- B -L 'between the media arfd the publlc. Newspapers seek not'bniy -

d

\

[

\ to disseminate factual 1nformation to the)public through the
’ c

‘ regular reporting of events, but also to mould publlc oplnlon ‘

‘F‘.l oot through sections such as edltorlals and columns. Inkaddition,

a

newspapers prov1de a foruﬁ?-- particularly the "lettersg: to the

° ' _ edltor" sectlon == through which members of the §§b11c nay

-4

express thelr Vles.

@
»

. ﬁ' ¥ . 2. ,The . presence of this ‘two-way £1ow of

-
o

C e . E , \

e ."feomment makes the more opinlonated”pages of newspapers a .

L S
-

information and

Charles R Foster Jr., Editorial Treatment of

N Educatlon in the American Press (New. York:
T ’P' 9. " o A )

ﬁitcheIl'E. Shapiro,Wenmo&th Williams, "Agenda Setting

" in the-1982 Lllinois Gubernatorial Campaign",

at the Annual Meeting 0f the.Central. States;Speech Asgociation

! (Lincoln, Neb.: April 7-9, 1983}

AMS Press, 19337

Paper Preserfted

s
Walter, H. Worth, “Kﬁ Analysis of Editorial Treatment of

r Education in the Alberta Press" (Unpublished Master s Thesis, .

University of Alberta 1952) , p ‘5.

-

e
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valuable source iﬁf;he investigation of any area of general

public concern [and 'interést. .The educational System is an

.

. area ofmimmediate'concern to the public. Every individual

has direct dealings with the school for varyi ng perlods of
[ ’
time, to say' nothlng of the many lndlrect assoélatlons .
-
between that institutigon and society at larde. Hence, if

there is,a relationship "between media coverage and public =
. ! // .
. responsé, one would expect.it to become visible in matters

‘pertaining to education.

avy

A recent study conducted by Shapiro and Williams

concludes’ that "the more- coverage an issue receives, the more
4 ) . .
- 2

" important the public perceives that issue to be". It found

* that during the 1982 Illinois Gubernatorial Campaign the

~issues dpon which the mass media.placgd great emphasis were
.highly correlated with peréeived importance ny the voters.
This possible "agenda setting" function of the media has

implitations for all social institutions -- especially the

educational systeni, whose direction and pace of changg are

.arguably the result of decision makers' perceptions of public

1
»

opinion. This power of the press has been recogniged by

pressure groups who seek to influence educational decision
-méking.3 Thus, the potenéial of this medium can range from:

-

';L__.__a?.___ )
T 2Shapiro -and Williams, loc. cit.
A :
“ a Roger Baskervxlle, "Increasing VlBlbLllty of Rural

and Small Schools: Pblitical Organization =~ An Alternative",
Paper Presented to the Rural Education Conference,
: Manhattan, Ks.: Novembef 16, 1981. :

\




a strong ally to an equally powerful adversary, dependlng On
the nature and 1ntens;ty of its position. ‘

Accepting this=premise, the significance of the press
as an'»infii;ence on and reflection of the public will should be
ef acute interesr to educators. To this end, the 1}best1gator
sought to determlne the nature and strength of the relation-

i+

ship between the media and publ;c oplglon with respect to

_educational issues. The &pproach utilized consisted of an

examlnatlon of the three dally newspapers of Newfoundland and
Labrador durlng the past five years. This analysis sought to

ascertain the extent to whlch public comment (as exemplified

througﬁ letters to the editor and articles) is influenced by,

H

in response to, or the instigator of coverage by the media (as

‘demonstrated by newspaper editorials and columns). Thus, by

assessing the volume and natuﬁk of the treatment accorded
education by both the_publie aﬁdlthe press, a more precise
uﬁders;anding of the relationship between the two comgonehrs
.shouldsbe acéuired.

. Because of the possrb;e impact of\the press on the'
development of education, an improved understanding of‘the
nature of the relationship between the press and the public
v1ewp01nt would be beneficial to any involved in the fleld. }
The educat10na1 system operates within the #ocxetal domaln
and, to a certain degree, is dependent upon governmental |

directive. Politidal decision makers, especially elected

offiéials, are apt to place much emphasis upon public opinion.

P
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.Accordlngly, if the public will is interpreted as. being ultra-

\

supportlve of a certaln position then thyt posltlon will almost —

assuredly receive serious consideration by dec1s;on makers.

» «

Statement of the Problem ™. hN

_The problem’ addreesed by thlS study is twofold and

~‘may be consxdered in terms ‘of the follow1ng two general . ;,

/ ’
questions and tre more specific inquiries contained .in each:

I, Whatg}S'the nature of press coverage of eduéation?
- What was the extent of press coverage of
education over the period?

- Which particular issues generated most coverage?

1

- How did the press treat education generally and

specxfzc issues in particular? In othé?‘WEEEET

AN was the press supportive, neutrdl or critical?
X .

o - - What are the similarities/differences in
A treatment of education by the different

£

newspapers? ¢ . .

'II: What is the nature bf public comment and its
‘relationship to press coverage? .

- What was the extent of public comment on ’
educational issues? '

- What issues in education are addressed most
frequently by the public? '

-'1s public comment about education generally 7
supportive, neutral or critical?

- To what extent are positions espoused by the“z?
public compatible with those of the press?

- To what degree does public‘comment result in

.

. press coverage and vice-versa?

B e PE YNGR
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Theoretical Framework

i .
The investigator suspects/that there is a direct
rﬁelétionship between press treatment of a particular iésue
:and publigc o‘pini‘on towardﬁ thﬁt‘ issue: Covéragé of subjectsy
by newspaper persoﬁnel (editors, columnists, etc.) are read

and:sémetimes responded to by members of the general public

vy tu

2 s e

/

"(through letters to the edltor or spec1a1 articles) in the

newspaper.

This simple model J.llustrad:es some of the var:.ous :

L]

'inter'actions between the press and thepublic:
: N A

S
~3

©

Political Decision Makers

A

~ . . .
e e o T N, ROV A
i

, ( Editorials, |- N _
/\ Columns / - S
/"‘“’—\ . - /

Press 3 / : Public

. Treatment . Comment
'/ Letters to '\ "
' \y the Editor, 7
" . N Articles

Political Decision Makers

R

. e e
e
.
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Accordlng to the precedlng dlagram, 1nformatlon

. flows among all of, the components. For e&ample, the editor

determlnes a position on an issue he/she deems ‘worthy of

comment.\ This. personal opinmion is then puinshed as an

. edltorlal; which may be perused by polltlcal ‘decision makers

and the geﬁeral public. If members of the paper’ s.readershlp

feel ;trongly about the issue (or’another matter) they may

make their views known through the letters to the editor or

<

special article sections. Such expreseions then come to the

attention of political decision makers, newspaper. personnel

H
&

and the general public and may indeed stimiilate additional
comment from any of the parties ihvelvedn

) The above model is based on the, assumption that there

are lnteractlng anfluences among its various components. This

-

study seeks to determlne the’ dlrectlon, strength and ndture of

such 1nteract10ns. ) ’

Significance of the Study

The findings of this study should be of importance to '

educators, political action groups, and indeed an§ individual
or éroup anterested re‘the systems.of'cpmmun;catioh anq .
influence through the news media. The data wiil serve tp
enhance the exlstlng body of theoretical knowledge relaied to
the media and publlc 0p1nio;. In additlon, this research

should be of practlcal benefit to. those who wish- to avail of

_*the media or whose fortunes are somehow connected with public

.o \

a \ (s

-

N s

iny v

= o e —




_opinion. .With improved insight into the press as an .

~—

influence on and reflection of publi¢ opinion, individuals -

would be in a superior position in determining whether and -

_how to utilize the media. _ N

e

Historical research, such as the present study, is
k]

of va;ue to the entire field of education. "It is necessary
to know and understand edyeatiOnal aceomp;ishments and
trends of the pest in order to gain perspective of Present
and future directions:"4 Derermining the nature of the
trea;ﬁent of education by the press and the public will

’

provide the educator wirh the rare oppertunity of'lookinghae

his/her "working world" through the eyes of outsiders.

Consequenfly, such information can be beneficial to educators

because "... an awareness of how people percei&e_education is
important to all. those who have to respOnd to current
pressures":s Furthermore, an ana1y51s of the relatlonshlp
between the press and public comment should a351st the
educator in recognlzlng the media as a force which cannot

affordably be overlooked in the SOClO‘pOlitlcal framework

in which the educational enterprise mus t operate.

.
-

. 4Fred N. Kerlinger, Foundations of Behavxoral
Research (New York: Holt, Rinehart and winston, 1973)
‘p. 702, .

5P J. Warren, Public Attitudes Towards Education
in Newfoundland amd Labrador, 1983 (Department of
Educational Administration, Faculty of Education, Mem rial
University of Newfoundland, 1983), p. 2.
v .
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. . Definitioniof Terms
: ‘ \

e

"% Media. A chanheleﬁ public communication, such as

PSS

7

]
4

the press.

-

Press. *Nestape:;-and those connected wi}h their

.+

) publicatidnJisu h as editors and columnistg. ¢

. e

4

i

Press Cov rage. Discussion of ‘topics by newspaper

personnel in'sections.such as editorials and columns.- .
AN tl .
W -

Publlc Comment. Puhllcatlon in newspapers of - ,

“

» expresslons by members of the general public.‘ This would .
- ' usually be revealed thfbugh letters to the estor, but

sometlmes in special articles as well.

SuEEdrtive.~ Favourable or tommendatory-in nature. .

Essentlally declarations of beliefs in the value of education,

,s,l

,or 1Q pralse of the work of the educatlonal system.

.3-. vn‘n & .
Neutral. -Comment/coverage which discusses issues or

topics‘in the field of -education, with&ut‘clearlx‘taking 

- sides. - ‘ : S
- : Critical.. Attacks on the system. Questioning the
value of quality education, or urging changes from preseit .

practices. s i . : ' . o

o
. ~

. e e, ok Paante—g e 7T
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:methodology as the predomlnant technique.

R

Review .0f Related Literature and Research

Attenpts to survey existing writings related to

this study were hampered by an apparent scarcity of

references to research of thlS nature. However, a number .

of sources were located which substantlated the utility

and legitimacy of newspapers as a basrs for emplrlcal study.

‘\

- The present research study relied upon hlstorlcal

it may be argued

that hlstorlography has a necessary releuance to. all the social

‘sciences and to the formulation of public and prlvate.pollcies

for these reasons:

A 1. ALl the data used in the-social

sciences ... and in the formulation of

' public and private p011c1es are drawn
from records Qf, experience in, or
writing about ‘the past.

2, ,Adl policies respecting humapn
~affairs, public or private ... involve -
interpretations of or assumptions about
the past.5 . o ’
" . In the social sciences and humanities, press couerage
o .

has been documented in various studies. For example, Grusky

wanted "to 1nvest1gate the relationship between admlnlstratlve

succession and subsequent change in group performance" 7

6Soci Science Research Council, Theory and. Practlce
in Historicgd Study: A Report of the Committee on
Hlstorlograbhy (New York, 1946), pp. 134- -5. -

7o Grusky, "Manager1al Successlon and Organizational
Effectiveness", American Journal of Sociology: LXIX, 1963,

Pp. 21-31.

R
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That study analyzed.sports pages and.associated records to . . .

I3

and baseball teams, with respec€~to the timing'of changes»

in'coaches and managers In a\51m11ar veln, Coleffian and

Neugarten resorted to newspapers (and partlcularly repofts-
L

of social” events) as a useful source of lnﬁormatlon.ln v bt
" studying the upper class.8 v .

In 1937, Foster completed a thesis entltled Editorial .=

Treatment of Educatlon in ‘the American Press. HlS analy31s of

twenty-five selected newspapers was the first 1n—depth attempt

¢ u '

to examine the press in terms of th@ nature "and volume of its

» ' .treatment of educatlon.; Foster concluded that the majorlty of

B s i
edltorlals were favourable towazds edudatlon, and that much of
' the editors' attention centered on school flnance and college

football.'9

Regearch sﬂmxlar to the Foster proyect \ana’most

useful in the selectxon and organlzation of the present

study, was. conducted by Worth in 1952 Hls examination of

editorial treatment in Alberta utlllzed an instrument of
. data cellection wnich was modified for use in.the present

reseatch.',Wonth concentrated qn:six.Albefﬁa daily newspapers
* over a fiveryear period'(1945-§0). His studyaidentified

issues perceived as important by the editors and found that,

P ' 8Eugene Webb, Unobtrusive Measures (Chicago:

1 - g s

McNally and company, 1966) , p 77,

Rand,

SFoster, op. git;, P. 3?.

———
i —

determine the performance of_uarioué7p;ofess}onaf-fqotbalkjgé = &?f
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|4 in Ieneral, the editorials tended to look favourably upon
: (s- N - ) N ) i { . ~. :
i b ! mos educatlonal 1:=s£sue=s‘1"0 \‘ S L
. l'.' ." : i
IS * . e The past two decadeskhave witnessed a grow1ng
.. emphasxs upon the study e;\tﬁétpress and its. treatment of
' ' - edhcation.11 On the ane hang, chkson found ‘that a majorrty

‘of the publlshers and edltor were "satlsfled wrth present

Ay

coverage of education and did not consider 1t desirable or

1ona weekly educatlon news

.. e . feasible to publls

Co supplement” 12‘ on| the.dther hhnd. a 1981 survey of newspaper

N \
o editors on trends in e&ﬁcational news coverage 1nd1cated that

.; ) many newspapers are expand:.ng land improving the:.r covérage
[} “ @
P o _ and are covering a varrety oﬁ.educatlonal activ1t1es 13.

¥
Y-v ¥ ~ .

‘ ) ) E LI D .
R 10Worth, op. cit., pp:)6-7. K
‘ ' 11DurJ.ng the peried 1963 to-1972 at least seven '

doctoral dissertations were completed on various aspects
of the press and edycation. A minimum of six additional
theses have been wrltten in tth general area since 1972.
T, Co ‘ ‘ { '
e, . ‘ l2.James P. Dickson, "A Study of the Perceptions '
. of Publishers, Editors and Education Reporters Related
- to the Desirability and Fea51b111ty of Three Approaches
to Increasing Newspaper Coverage ‘of Rmerican Education®
(Unpublished Doctoral Disseértation, Ohio University, 1975).

» Al

" Ldpinest c. Hynds, "Newspaper Education Coverage
Has Beeén Expanded, Improved", Newspaper Research Journal
" Vol-. 2, No. 3, (April, 1981). .
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14
«Tﬁe~signifioance of newspapers as a tooI of

communication is further attested to by Buffett in- Develoging

4

- a School- Communityggommunicatlons Program, which deSignates :

, the press as hav1ng~"a major role in the school-community

14

progrqm“ It is somewhat ironic that in spite of apparent

iterature as to the significance of the

press to- education, 1i tle effort has been expended in seeking

-

to assess its sxgniﬁi

ane. -Research deSLgned to investigate

the nature of the relationship betweem the media and public

4 |

.opinion oR edqcational matters is practically non-existent.

It appears as though researchers- to date have omitted

T~

consideration of the role of the public -- the component which,

‘of necessity,~determines the_deéree to which the press is an

influence on or a refleetiqn<zs?gﬂblic/§pinion‘on‘educationql_

-

- issues.

et

exposes an'éxisting lack of evidence of the nature of the
9% A

relatidnship'oetween the press and pﬁ?lic oommént, thgs .

~ reinforcing the legitimacy an&‘necessity for this undertaking. .

’

.
~

- : ,‘u

YMpreq Buffett (Ed.), Develop__g a_School- cOmmunity
Communications Program-(Committee on Publications,
Department of Education, Memorial University of Newfoundland,
1976), p. 20, , . LY

s,

B
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B
o v ' v Overview of the Study . ¢
* ' :‘ N . *

°

Thls study is orqanized lnto ﬁ;ve chapters. Cnapteén

§

‘.I describés the nature of the problem addressed, the .
\

theoretical framework, d the 31qn1flcance of ‘the study
It.also COnggéps afdeflnltlon of key temms and a review of
- . -

N

by P . RN . . L
the-relative%@%éamlted amount of related literature and .

\
4 . - . . M o
i . , ' ’

'research. - . . . : .
‘ Chapter i1 outllnes the regearch methodology |
utilized. . The chapter descrlbes the research approach, the
'Itime perlodxlnvolved, and the results of a pllot study
conducted earlle}. It also documents the. procedures sed

r “"

.1n collecting, recordlng, and analyzrng data.. ' . ;

<, The flrst maJor component of - the' study -- Press
Treatment of Educatlon -- is the focus of Chapter III.
Analysis of data w1ll determine the extent of press coverage

of educatzon, partlcular 1ssues whlch generate most coverage,A

the nature of treatment ‘6f education in gen—ral,mand a'_

comparison bf treatment by differen* newspapers. . -

chapter s concentrates upon the secqnd major focuS‘

of the study - Puhlic Cdmment on Educatlon and 1ts ~

Relationshlp to Press Coverage. This segment examines the
extedt and nature of public comment and the relatlonshlp
between that comment and the press coverage descthed in

. Chapter III. ° R
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. Chapter Y contains a summary of

“the study, a
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L . mPTER II

. ®, - w0y RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

G T . R . —_— ‘. R T
. " As previously mentifned' kthis investiga‘t-i'on of the

. 14 “\ o v

¢« . e nature of press coverage and pubch comment and thelr

L o

’

P e relat;‘gnshlp,' £ any, was of an h:n.storlcal. nature. The- data

I3 r:'. »

\
T of varlous sectlons (ed:.torlals, c umns, letters

'e‘d:.tor, and artlcles) appear:.ng 1n °the Prov:.nce s three

-

- da:[ly newspapers -~ The Da:.ly News and Tlhe. Evem.ng Te«legram .
[ s ! -, '

:Ln St. John ‘g®and The Western Star in Corner Brook - over

i ' . -, -a f:.ve-year per:.od from January l, 1979 to*thcember 31. 1983. :

'1' o \"_ ’ ‘. ) These newspapers were selected because of tmelr ‘
c1rculat10n, geographical distrlbutx,oﬁ .and volum”e P£ content

. ‘ Cen :Ln speclf}.c sectlons under study. - In- the Fall of 1983, the

Evem.ni Telegram had a dally Monday-to-Frlday circulation gf

. appro 1mately 3@00 and a weekend c:.rculatloxr of nearly ;

: .
\ )dlstnbuted thrOughout the Provmce. The Dallx News

vStar 11,500, The J.nclusa.on of all three dallles mlnlml.zed the
o , ' pOSSlbllJ.ty of any extraneous blases or prejudlces of a

particular publicat:.on havmg undue 1nfluence over, the ‘

‘The Geneéral _'lfp‘proach. 2 P ol

, o K for the study were collected through n in-de Iexamlnat.ron s

had a dajily c1rculat10n of approx;mately 9, 500 and the Western .

'reeults. ‘ 'I‘.he several weekly newspa'pers of the .Prov.mce were, L

|
t' .
. i : " ‘ . not included because they would have made the study
s' . unmanageable. Also, the weekly pubhcatlons had a relatively
:
¢
8
f
Ef

“ g N [ : rY FW
-

'
L

3
|
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small 01rculat10n, hqd/\ecalized dlstrlbutlon areas, and were
A
not readlly avallable for ‘examination.

. o

" The Time. Period Involved

>

~ The time period e;entually selected for the study
cemmeneed January 1, 1979 and concluded December 31. 1983.
It 15 felt that this flve—year ana1y515 is exten51ve en ugh
*to ;ssure that p011c1es and attltudes observed are of a
suﬁ%tanrial, rether than sporadic, nature. An additional o
advantage of this time span ie its currency, which'sheuld

provide valuable insights in determining immediate and

future'direpﬁions to any individuals involved in any aspect

‘.‘ “

" of public relations. Nevertheless, the period should be of

sufficient duration to enaple identification of any

significant developmental trends in the treatment of. !

education by the'pneef and the public.

N 7
' The Pilot Study /,)
. L (B .
Vi Serious consideration was given to the adoption of

appropriate measures to ensure procedural efficiency in the - |

research methodology for this study. The fact that little

research of a similar nature had been done anywhere {and

o

one involving the Newfoundland press) meant that this
research would bée travelllng in "unchartered waters". Some

major concerns at that poxnt were questlons such as: Was '\‘
N F Y .
coverage of educational issues of sufficient volume for such

~

—

e e o i ke




‘b ——— e

N e

T ——— s

VY 4B e 1 &7 0 o R ey e+ o -

-

~

@

17 -
] . . " ) Y ’
in-depth study?;taow many years should be encompassed?;

Whicﬁ hewepapers ought to be examined?; What ciessifications
wou%d be approériate?;end so on. ‘Prior to entering these.
"waters", wisdom d'ict*d the use.of a pilot.

‘ The-pilpt study.e§hcen;rated upon a detailed
.ekaﬁination of editBLials and letters to the editor of the
three daily;neWSpapers for 1981. While this is neither the

s

time nor the place for an intensive discussion of the

&

informatiop acquired; some of the;more significant observatigns
should be noted. Between January 1 and December 31 of that
year, the thregxdaily newspapers printed a-total of 53
editorials and 62 ietters“td the editor dealing‘with educatién;
The number of edltonals ranged from 13 to 22, and the n}aber .
of 1etters printed varled from 16 to 29. Tables containing

more specific results' of the pilot study are attached in

Appeﬁdices A and B.

On the basis of ‘these. and other results obtained from

r
v

the prellmlnary 1nvestlgatlon, it was decided to have the . ‘,I"

3
v

study examlne edltorlals, columns, letters to the edltor, and
’ artleles of the three Newfoundland daily newspapers over the
most recent flve—yeaf ‘period. &An qddlt;ona; reeult of this
examination-was tﬁe éeletien of one‘and the substitutioe of
another classificatienfihlthe dat;-recordind inetrﬁment.

x -
The pilot experience was certainly of benefit, not “\\

5 Ve . . . \tj .
" only for identifying specific areas that rg%uired some

ut:more importantly for hblping establish 4

-

modificatio

N et it
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the parameters, the breadth, and the scope of the proposed.

research. activity.

Data Collection and Recording

The somewhat unique-nature of this study
necessxtated the use of an organizatxonal framework to
efflclently examine the 1nformatlon to be gathered. The'
Afollow1nq steps outllne the procedures devised for the
collectzon and cla531f1catlon of data:

1., Read-all editorxals, columns, lettersv

to the editor, and articles in the three daily
newspapers specified; .

P

2, Survey the mass of . comment in order to

the treatment on various issues;

make possible a descrlptlon of the nature.of . /(

3. To facilitate the sorting of this
material, the-following ten categories- - each
des;gnated by an appropriate capital letter -
were utilized: )

-~ Administration . .

- Bussing o ",
Curriculum

Denominational ducation System
Education in Gé&neral N
“Finance "

Other Issues

Revised High School

Students .

-'Teachers _ L

P4

HohmoHMEEOWX>

L I A |

? '4. Under these main:headings; sub-topics were-
.o recorded by combining the capital 'letter of the

main heading with a small letter or letters denoting

the sub-topic. As each item was read, a notaticn .
* with the appropriate letter headings was made on an
index card and then placed in' -a correspchding file.
. ). . 3 N

sz

2
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agsembled,ras far as\the scope of the study will permit.

R As already noted, the study. is delimited to an

. the’ concentration of th

Ethese dailies, even

5. With respect to _quotations and footnotes,
gsources .will be acknowledged by the capltallzed
first letter of ‘each word in the newspaper's name.
Dates will appear. in this order: Month, Date,
Year. For example, an item appearing in The

" Evening Telegram on August 22, 1980 will be

footnoted as E.T. 08/’22/80. -~

When the data gatherlng was thus completed, the flle

& e

cards were grouped repeatedly. in varlous comblnatlons to

‘ _permlt ready analysrs of the informatlon from dlfferent

perspectrves.

3

'Analysisvbf Data-

. . . . . : oo

Data complled from the above procedures will be
‘analyzed and lllpstrated in Chapters IIT and IV 1n order

that -the general and’ spe01f1c questxons orrglnally posed

are properly addressed. In these chapters, attentxon ls {

" paid not only to the.frequency of a partlcular'issue being

xthe subject of press/publlc comment, but also to assess lts

Emanatlng from these findlngs w111 be

'

aw effort to ldentlfy and explore the srgnxflcance and

force and meaning.

‘poss1b1e 1mplicathgs of information acquired and data

-~

éxamination of the three daily newspapers.in Newfoundland
and Labrador durlng a five-year perlod (Januaxy 1, 1979 to

'R
Degemher 1, 1983). A further delimitatron arises from

study upon only four sectlons of .

houéh ie is probable that readers are

(- pp————— ER T

- «
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iannenced by all that they read in newspapers, not only the

sectlons under analysis. A third delimitation of this
research prOJect is that only letters to the editor and
articles which were publisped are included as reflections of
public comment. No attempt was nade'to ascertain how nany
letters were Screened out prior tQ,publication. Finally,. .
thls study 1s dcllmlted to press coverage and publlc comment
on prlmary, elementary, and secondary educatlon.‘ .Thus,
references to pre-school and post- secondary educatlon were
not'lncluded in the analysls.

) ‘As with all research relylng in part on qualltatrve,
in addltlon to quantltatlve, analy51s/there are certain

llmltatlons which should not be overlooked when considering

? /4

-conc1u31ons and recommendations arlslng ‘from the results of

. this“study. ‘These include:

e - 1. The general applicability of the findings will
be-limited by the nature of the study Since
the’ three daily newspapers under an?ly51s have
circulations heav1ly concentrated in the areas
surroundind\st. John's and Corner Brook, the

. AN 3 : ‘. .
results may not be generalxzable to all regions

Nt

of the Province. ) A -

2. Despite the investigator's quest for objectivity,--

the nature of the data collection method implies

that to some extent the researcher’ § own personalﬂ

nbeglefs may be pro;ected into the material
-exatined and conclusions drawn therefrom.

3. The p;esent study is concerned with only news-
paper coverage and public comment as expressed
in that medium, thus excluding all other types
-of mass media such as radio and television.

7+
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" accorded education in general, and a comparison of the

" treatment. of education by the different newspapers.

‘betyeen January 1, 1979 and December 31, 1983. The results

CHAPTER III

PRESS TREATMENT OF EDUCATION .

The first major.component of the study, Press
Treatment of Education, is the'focus of‘tﬁis chapter.
'bescriptive and ehelytica lnformatlon will be prov1ded
to determlne the extent of press coverage, Whlch partlculaa

.issues generated most coverage, the nature of the treatment

-

The Extent of Press Coverage o S .
of Educational Issues -

The extent of press coverage over the period was
calculated by combining the total number of editdrials with

columns that appeared in the three Newfoundland dallles o

of this analysis- are shown in Table 1.

Total press coverage for the five-year perlod was
<

1233 items appearlng in 4381 editions, or 5.3 percent of all

publlcatlona. Of this 233, 195 (4.4 percent) were editorlals
#

and 38 (0.9 percent) were columns. . By paper, the Daily News o

had 81 ed;}orials and 20 columns for a tq'pl of 10%~2evoted

to education out of 1391 (7.3 percént), the Evening telegram‘

WY

had 71 editorials and f£dur columns for a total of 75/1495 W

! 1
o 0

e
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.
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) e - 6f Press Coverage of Education - . ,
) 'n;begyf- er, Between January 1, 1979, and Deqember 31, 1983
» : ©
. ’ i Ay . -
] Editorxials. - Columns ] Total @
Paper \ Number Percent of 'Tumber Percent cof Number Percent of
. L Publications ' Publications Publications
Daily News 81 5.8 20 - 1.4 - 101 7.3
Evening Telegram 7L 4.8 . 4 . 0.3 75 5.0
™ Western Star 43 29" 14 0.9 57 3.8 ,
. Fi . ) *
Total 195 4.4 - 38 0.9 233 5.3
. : ; 1
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(Eive percent), and the Western Star had 43\edltor1als and
14 columns for a total of 57/1495 (3.8 percent).

‘ Table 2 contalns:data showing the amount of coperage
given education during each of the five years in question,'
~The period .commenced with a great dealiof coverage - 52

editorials anc.five columns. In 1982, however, the comparable
numbers were 26 'editorials and five columns, .or sllqhtly more

L

" . than half the 1979 total. During the concludlng year of the

»

period, - press coverage reached=1t3 hlghest level w1th 6l -

b E
items deallng Wlth education.

-* ‘b ) .

Issues Generating Press’ Coverage

-

-

/ e 0 Y

To determlne how much attentlon the press pald to‘

- -

1nd1v1dual aspects of educatlon, edltorials and columﬁs were

Y

categorlzed according to the 10 classifications developed as-
a result’of'the pilot study. These data are presented in

}able 3. The issue rece1v1ng most attentlon was . "students
[}

'Fey were the subject of 35 edltorlals and elght columns, for

a total of 43 orx 18 5 percent of all press coverage .of o

education. Teacher-centered issues followed closely, with

-

35 editorials’and‘three columns for a total of 38 or 16.3

) -

percent. Curriculum rated third with 19 editorials and 10

-

columns, for a 29 total or 12 5 percen .
B

m* The press.paid relatively little attentiOn to such

issues as the revused high school (15 edltorl ls, bne column)~\\\\

an Finance (l13‘editorials;, three columns), eacﬁ\qccounting

]

»

o
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TABLE 2

A

Extent of Press. Coverage of Education
. B}y Year .

P

Section

Number. of Ttems

e A

P R AR

Ty '1579‘ - 1980 71981 1982
. Editorials - 52 34 31 Y26 52
- »
Columns 5 12 A 5 9
. . oo -
/ Total 57 46 38/ . |- 31 . 61
"\ . - - ¥ <]
.. - - ‘o ,‘
£
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. TABLE 3 ] .
Is >e§'Generqting Préss Coverége
. - Ranked By Frequency of Appearance
- N 3 ya g = B
Issue - f Editorials Columns | Total | Percent of Total
. L - ] / " . " ’ .

'+ Students . N\ : 35 ‘8 . 43 18.5
Teachers - . Sz 35 . -3 - 38 16.3
Curriculum , b4 .19 10 29 ‘ 12.5
Administration _ f | 20 4 | 22 10.3

" Bussing . T 22 : 1. .23 - 9.8
Education in General 16 ' 4 20 : ‘8.6
Finance - - . - 13 3 16 6.9
Revised. High School . 15 1 16 6.9
Other Issues . . 12 2 14 6.0
Denominational Education 8 2 10 4.3
Total 195 . -38 233 100.0

> -

*Due to rounding procedures, peréentagés3may not always total 100 percent.

.o

\

A

5z



-y

o TN RSN e Ul W d et i e s 1 o

a4

- Western Star had'the lewestmpercentage at 3.8, .
. ' 3 ‘ ) e —
presents a cOmparison of thehfrequency with which the varrous

. " the Western Star.

26

~—

~—

for 6.9 percent of all items. Only eight editorials and two
columns (4.3 percent) dealt with the Denominational System.

As illustrated in Table 1,” the vplﬁﬁe'of.press

TN

" coverage of educational‘issuES was 5.3 percent of the total. ’

The Daily News had the hlghest percentage at 7.3, the

/
Evening Telegram the next hlghest at five percent, and the
‘ 3 -

Table 4

_ issues were the subject of edltor{:?s or columns._'
Teachers' issues were ‘dealt with moet frequently by

‘both the Daily News and the Evenlng Telegram, and third by

Currlculum-related 1ssues were also very
. . S
p;ominent,'and ranked among the top three qn all ‘threé
newspapers. .; o 'p'

‘The DEnOmlnatlonal Education System drew least

coverage in-both the E#enlng Telegram and the Western Star,'
e T . .

 while the revised high school program'rated low in the

A

‘Western Star (9th) and the“Deiiy Yews (10th). None of the
papers paid much attention to- school finance. .
’
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ﬂ ~ TABLE 4 .
o ' Comparison of Press .Emphasis By Paper - . o - '
:/ ’ - 2 A . ' .' '“. ' .
. . " Daily News Evening Telegram “Western Star . -

Issue Number | Percent Number Percent Number Percent S
Students . 11 10.9 -8 “10.7 ) 28 ] a2
Teachers 22 21.8 13- 17.3 4 7.0
Curriculum g 15 14.9 9 -12.0 5 g.8
Adm:.n:.strathn 12 11.9 7 .9.3 4 7.0
Bussing ' 10 9.9 9 -12.0 4 » 7.0
Bducation in General 7 6.9 ° 9 12.0 4 7.0
Finance .o 6 . 5.9 6 8.0 4 7.0
Revised High School . q 3 3.0 .10 13.3 3 5.3
Other Issues : - Y 6.9 3 4.0 4 f7.0
' Denominational’ Education ‘8 v 7(‘-9 1’ 1.3 1 1.8
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The Nature of Press Treatment %
of Education . 3;
. 13 ) R . ?*a
AN b
Statistical Analysis 2
T
: ° ;
The nature of press coverage was assesséd'by ' i'
oo . $! E
categorizing eachreditorial and column as beiny either $
sup ortive{.neutral or critical of education. 'Cla551f1- :
catjion of partlcular comments to a deflnlte p081€10n was i
. F . P
no always easy, for belng crltlcal of educational dec1510n-
° makers anﬂ/or dec1sxons d1d not necessarlly mean the oplnlon e,
wa; "antl-educatlon“ * On the contrary, the wrlter may havé " &5.-
- i . ‘d\_*‘.j 1 -

been an ardent supporter of. improved educatlon, g;péit an - *;}

opp031ng force to the establlshed v1ew. ConsequentLyg to ;‘; o

fa0111tate thlS aspect ‘of the study, the three c1a531f1catlons

were a551gned particular attributes. “Supportlve" refers. to i
3

r

7 items which are commendatory in nature, contaln deolaratlons .

of Peliefs 1n the value of educatlon, or praise the work of .
+

the educational system. ?he "Neutral“'category includes P

comments which discuss issues or topics in the field of

. education, without clearly - taking sides.‘ "Critical" items ~:

N - a -
contain attacks on the fystem, calls foa decreased fundlng, v

. j“. f)_ o

and suggestions for changlng current practlées.

»-

+

- . Tab 5 summarizes thelresults of applylng these '
classiflcatlona to’ each item of .press coverage concerned
with education.ﬁ Over half of)all the newspaper edltorlals L o
and columns (51.9 percent) could be classifled as "critlcal" |

' dﬁjﬁurther 35. 6 percent were supportive, while the rem: ining -

’ » oy . i
’ ’ [ ! . - \‘N 1, . ' . :
. . . . ]
* L . N L L " . or . v __/—y") 5
- . . . f ; . 0 . . .
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v T ® ‘Th& Nature of, Press Coverage By Paper . .

[y o v ' ° T i
T Supportive i “®eutral - Critical - - Total

. .Paper’ - . { Number |- Percent ‘~Numbﬁr, Percent - | Number | Percent | Number | Percent.
* . - - P RN 1 B . ' .

-~

.

] %F
Daily News .

. Evening Telegram °
b Sy

j ﬁqste{ﬁ star.’

Total A
T e

-.26
.23

34 3.)

33.7 N

.34.7° 7
40.4

N

L3

..o
‘e

2-9

k

8

13.9

°

""14.0
_a2.5

..‘9'.3 o

Y

: "53-.'_
. -.42

a6
121°

pf'Total_

. 52.4
%55t0-
45.6

. ~51.9

101 - |.
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12.5 percent could be classified as neutral. There was little

variation among the three newspapers, although items in_ the
Western Star were slightly more supportive of educatioe, aqg

those in the Evening ?elegfam slightly more critical than

1 ¥

items in other papers.
\ The éverallvnature of pregs‘treatment of ééucatiouy
was further. delineated by}gxamining the particular issues
‘which attracted the attention of ﬁhe press. The gésuiting
d;ta a£e c9ntained‘in Table 6. — 25
. As, noted previously, therg.wefe few items that .could
be clas;ified as neutral. Actually, with the exception of .
teachers joore than 50 percent of press treétment on.every

‘issugawas categorized as beiné supportive or criyical. The

’ ' L ¢ . “ .
press aéﬁeared most supportive of denominational education
[ ]

(100 percent), education in general (65 percent), and issues

-’Egyated';qfthe welfare of sﬁudents (51.2 percent). Issues

about which ‘the presé was especially critical included

curriculum (75.8 percent), revised high school and

administration (75 percent‘each),-and bussing (73.9 perbent).

Content Analysis

[}

Education was covered'by the press in jdsﬁ over five

1
-

perceﬁt of all editions of the Provihce‘s.ﬁhree dailies. A

. large proportion of this coverage was directed tbwards the

issues ofistudents, téachers, and curriculum - which together

. accounted :otAmore than 47 aércent of the total press

coverage.
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r‘ . T "-'TABLE 5 . “'
: ‘! - The Nature Press Treatment By Issue ;
‘ - k . // ) . - - - l k -.l‘
* . - Supportive Neutral Critical Taokal
Esue. ‘ - Number | Percént | Number Percent | Number Percent { Number '| Percent
DL / of Total of Total . | of Total - L
Students 22 51.2 10 23.3 11 v{‘ T 26.6 a3 |-] 100 ~
Teachers 9 23.7 12 o 31.6 17 44.7 38 100
Curriculum . - 6 20.7 ° 1 3.5 22 75.8 29 100 .

-. Administration o . %) . 1627 2 8.3 18/ | - 75.0 24 100 . .
Bussing ' y 16 26.1 1] g.0 '|. 17 73.9 - 23 100 .
Bducation in. General 13 65.0 0 0.0 7 - .35.0° " 20 100
Finance .1 43.8 0 0.0. 9 . 56.2 16 100
Revised High School - 1 6.73 3 18.7 12 75.0 16 100
Other Issues ' 5 35.7 1 71 8 - s57.2 14 100
Denomnat:.onal Edut;anon 107 100.0 0 ) 0.0 0 - 0.0 10 100,

Totals - -l 83, 35.6 29 . 12.5 .1'21 .  S51.9 233 100.
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" on non-monetary issues, bhut oh salary‘increases felt that

Press concern,for students included‘praising student '
achievemdnt, urging employers to find summer jobs for * P
stidents, stressing'the importance of student safetr, and -
sympathizing with students during the teachers"contract
dispute. [ The editors and columnists of all three dailies

appearéd genuinely concerned for the well-being of students, ’

- and conSLstently supported efforts aimed at. "improv1ng the

lot" of students., The nature of press coverage towards
students isg typified in the- follow;nq statement on homework :* ' d’r.
Homework is certainly necessary, but "'
it ‘must be given for the right ‘reason '
and made an enjoyable extension of. the -
- school day, rather than a burden for
. te children. "(Editorial, W.S. 3/26/81)
 Much of press attention directed towards teachers d’_
: : . | . ' »
related to the collective bargaining process. Each round of
teachers contract talks drew renewed concern from the press,
which without exception implored teaohefs not to take strike - .
action. The press generally supported teachers' positions .
i ]
"teachers must realize that when it comes to: wage hikes in,

these difficult economic times, half a loaf is better than_.

' none" (Editorial E.T. 11/02/82).

; Curriculum coverage ranged from support for some
school subjects to strong criticism of others, and even ‘ v
i ‘ » N *

offered suggestions for the inclusf%n of new courses into -

thelschool curriculum. ‘In particular, the press criticized

the teaching of'e olution, ‘lamented the lack of attention
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%Bf natural resources and wildlife should.be‘streesed in the

given to art, music,.and poetry, and felt that conservation

33

samn

schools. The preﬁe also reiterated the school system's
purpose of preparing people for the workplace as evidenced

by the contention thats

The relevance of education.in the...
primary and secondary education systems
"is certainly of paramount importance if
we are to be able to seize the work
‘opportunities that will suddenly present
themselvee. (Editorial, E.T. 9/01/79)

’ Issues rece1v1ng the .least attentlon from the press
included “the revised hlgh school, flnance, and denomlnational
education. On ‘the rev15ed ‘high school, the press tended to
re}y nere on the views expounded by uniyersaty profeesors‘
-pértieularly Drs. 'Warren, Sullivan, and‘Parsons), than putting
forward orxglnal opinions. Tne apparent consensus was that
Grade 12 should be delayed to enable adeqgfiate plannlng for
implementation to take place as smoothly as.p0531ble. In
addition, the 'press ar”ﬁed that government should be placing,

-increased emphasis on the primary and elementary grades’ (rather

L] v,

than senior high school), since "it is in those early grades
that work hablts agd learnlng attitudes are formed and nurtured
- or not“‘(Column. D N. 2/08/80) . Nutpeam felt that this would

solve many of the problems, and then Grade 12 would be "icing

on a very edible cake"'(Ibid.);-‘ !
! With respect to finance, press cOveradﬁ was divided ,
on thé use of a'aehool tax to help finahce education. The

- Dally News qpeatiened whether .there should be any school tax

\.
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at all (Editoriel, D;Nz 11/26/83). The other two newspapers,

whiie not completely satis?ied, supported the continued
* . ‘ i ’
existence of School Tax aﬁthorities for:

/ With the exlétlng system beefed up,
inequities ellmlnated, and .responsible
people running the authorities, “®here
.would be no need for a new structure.
(Column, W.S. 11/27/79) ' ,

If any 1ssue served as a, unlfylng force among the
press, it was denomlnatlonal education. All three dallles
- ~
expressed completersupport for the exlstlng system of

L4

" stating that -if there was a

' danger to the denominetional‘system, he "..., would not

hesitate forJohe moment to recommend that ‘Newfoundland get

out of thie confederation without delay® (Editorial, D.N.

10/22/80) . S . ,

More than ‘half of total press coverage was clae51f1ed
-

as being "crltlcal" in nature. However, one muet bear in

.

“WMind that much of this criticism was directed at particular- '

educatlonal programs, practlces, or decislons, and was not
adversely cr1tical of "education itself" or the ‘value of a

good educatlonal system to society and t 1ndividua1. A

L

posszble lndlcato:§§3>the overall dispositlon of the press

towards education#is its treatment of education in geﬂﬁral.

1

Notwithstanding the press agsertion that Newfoundland

J

TAPREI

T Y A A

education is presently at a somewhat precarlous stage, the
"esteem in whlch education was held by the press 13 aptly

il;ustrated by the statement that: - |, b

¢ "o

e

SO ",
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No, previous generation has been
faced with so much new information
and such opportunities; people have
to be able to adapt, have to be
enabled to learn new skills, new

- methods, and the learning process »
must be continuous; under such a
system, maximum benefit *fccrues to

> all. (Editorial, E.T. 3/10/82)

L 4
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Summary «— ——
. l I )
This chapter analyzed press treetment'of'education,

b§ the three daily newspapers .of Newfoundland. over five

.percent of all editions included coverage of-eddeetional

I

issues in the editorial and column eections. The bulk of

'thiS‘treatment centered on issues related to students,

teachers, and curriculum, with little attention devoted to

the revieed high ecﬁool, finance, and denominational |

education} . ; Co ‘.
Overall press treatﬁent_of,education was classified

as being more critical than supportiye. The presg tended.to'

be supportive of ‘denominational edueation and students,“but

critical of cnrriculum, thg;revised'hijn school, schoal

» ’

administration, and bussing.

The percentage of totel coverage devoted to education

was hlgheet with the Daily News and lowest with the Western

; ..i._}-..._.-‘,....q,..,..i-.“-W,,i. .

Star. . Generally speaking, the three dailies were eimilar/inff//

the proportion and: nature of their treatment of particular .

. issues. -
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results of this analysis.®

CHAPTER IV

-
~

PUBLIC COMMENT CONCERNING EDUCATION AND ITS
*  RELATIONSHIP TO »PRE’SS COVERAGE

‘ p ’)/»—‘"‘\‘
The second component of newspaper treatment of
education’ examlned in this study has been labeIled “Publlc.

Comment“ Public comment has been defined here. as ',«‘

.publlcatlon in newspapers of expreSSLOns by members of the

general public.‘-Thls wOuld usually be -revealed through

--——-‘-

‘letters to the editor, but sometimes in spec1a1 articles as

#

well, ThlS chapter.reports first on the extent fopubllc

comment; second the issues. generating publiexcomment; and
thlrd‘*the nature of such cOmment. ‘The chapter will conclude
with an analySLs of the relatlonship betw%sn public comment

and press coverage on educatlonal issues.
‘The Extent of Public Comment .
on_Educd®ional Issues o

l’///// ' _ The extent of public comment over the period was

determlned by cOmbinlng the total number of letters to the

-edltor_and general news articles. Table 7 contalns the
. ' . ]

Public comment. on education totalled 495 items

-
o

appearlng in 4381 edltions, or 11. 3 percent of all

' publications. Of this 495 444 were letters and 51 were

articles. By newspaper, the Evening Telegram pubdished
! , S . -

‘ >' . N . —/

\
\
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- “




- i . . R A, s e e

P

st

]
vead o

LI EN
ey

: . B T ey S et o S R PN S

¢ - . <
. B - r ;\
. ;
- Pl - - - - :}
- ) ’ .. -
, : 5 TABLE, 7

: , - RN

. Extent of Public Comment on Educational S .
Issues By Paper Between.January 1, 1979, . _

and December 31, 1983 ) ‘ : . .

Lt

: T Brs to rLtor . r¥ir e ora -
Paper i r ercent ¢ Numper Percent o }\Iumber Percent. o
- Publications . - . Publ cations’ | . Publications
3 ) - . “ ' .
-Daily News ‘ 101 7.3 7 6.5 108 . 7.8 -

B

Evening Tel jram 260 . 17.4 37 7 2.5 207 | 19,9 -

Western Sta 83 5.6 - . 7 0.5 90 ~, 6.0

- Total 444 10.1 sy .2 495 - 1103

LE -
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:2 - most public comment devoted to education,uhaving 260 letters /

to the editor and 37 articles for a total of 297 items in

1495 edltlagsf:§§7§;§riy 20 percent. The Daily News carried

101 letters and sépen artrtleﬁ (7 8 percent), while the i

Western Star,contaﬁned 83 letters’ and seven artrclee (six
. percent) . : : } . . - \

. The ‘volume of-public'comyeut on‘education was also .
cOnsidéred in terms of the number of items appeering d&%{:ﬁ

: \\each of the five years under studQﬁ"Table 8 contalns this \
'5 A 1 . breakdown Durlng 1979, there'dere 85 1tems of publlc comment +
%i ) f_ B ‘lh the press, but this number dropped to the lowest level of . ;

thﬁ period the follow;ng year w1th 75: From lBBlhonward,‘the

amount \of public comment on eddcatidn continued to increase,

.

culmlnatlng in the highest total of the perrod in 1983, "when

170 items were contrlbuted to the three newspapers. ‘

. _ . -
: , < i
; Issues Generating Public Comment v
> | | | , !
I B Letters to the editor.and articles were divided ;
' C ‘ , .
according to 10 classificafions to detact how mudh.attention
. : F Y \
. the public®paid to. individual issues. Table 9 shows these .,! }
. . .o 4 . s"' B 4‘, ‘ LR
results. o / S \

P o

.Publ}c comment was very concerned about teacher-related

iss _ ) : . T

total ofd72 or 34. '8 percent of all publi'c‘ comment on educ:atiori.

 } - 7 Curriculum was a distant second, being the subject of 68"

-letters and 13 .articles for a total of 8l (16 4 percent)
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' TABLE-8
Extent of Public Comment on Education By Year
o . . .Number of Items Per Year -
-~ |  section 1979 - 1980 .| 1981 1982 1983
' Letters ‘to. the Editor 59 ‘64 70 83 168
aArticles © 26 11 6 law=—6 2 X
Total ‘ 85. | 75\ 76 " 89 170
- . . e
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"TABLE 9 - :

A : ) ‘ N N - . i

‘ . Issues eenerating.- Public Comme¥f, - NI

r Ranked By Frequency of Appearance- T , -

Letters to the Editor | Articles | Total Percent P
) : of Total:
o : s -~
. 169 S 172 34.8
.68 - 13- 81 l6.4
44 - 4 , 48 9.7
34, ’ - 9 43 8.7
- 34 6 40 8.1
32 . Vo1, 33 6.7
11 " 10 - 21 4,2
20 L 21 4.2 *
19 > 21 4.2
13 2 15 3.0
444 7 ; 51 495 R
- “ - " -
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Administration came neﬁ%‘with 44 letters to the editor and
four articles, foﬂﬁ48 items or 9.7 percent. |

The'pub}ic paid relatively little attention to
students, with only 19 letters and tweo articles (4.2 percent).

Bussing drew the least comment, being the subgect of only ';ﬁ

13 letters to: the ed{;or and two articles, for a total of 15
" . v ‘ ! .

or,three percent of all pﬁblic co@ment during the period.

Although in some cases letters to the editor of one.
newspaper were sent to other papers fbr.publicatiog, the
volume wes'ﬁﬁt farge enough to prevent meaningful comperison
of public treatment of education as it ;ppeared in eath of
the three dailies. . Table 10 permits a comparison.of cpe
amount of public comment'among the different newspapers.,

Teachers" isgues actrected most public coement in
both the Daily News and ¢he Evening Telegram, and was a close

second in the Western Star. Curriculum rated first in the

Western Star, 'second in the Evenhing Tef%gram, and fourth in }
. g,

*

‘the Daily News. Adminis;raﬁion ranked gecond in the ‘Daily

News, £ifth in the Evening Telegram, and tiedefor'sixch in

the Western jStar, ‘ o ‘ A_ o
Bussing hreﬁhleasg commenc from the phblic in both

the Dally News and the EVening Telegram, and. tied for sixth

place out of ‘the ten claaaif..cationa in the Western Star.

\

R T T e e st -1 i
‘e

N
o T L RN
:

Great differences were evident in the volume of public
comment towa;is the denominational system, rang;ng from third

in the Daily News, to sixth in ‘the Evening Telegram, to ninth
¥ ) 1

]
\

in the Western Star.
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B . : " Comparison of Public Comment Foci By Paper ' -
: T . Daily News Evening Telegram Western Star
: Issue Number Percent Number | Percent } Number Percent .
, . Teachers - 29 | - 26.9 122 41.1. 21 23.3 =
, Curriculum 14 - 13.0 40 13.5 27 30.0
> Administration - 19 17.6 24 8.1 .5 5.6 R
Revised.High School 9 . B.3 31% | 0.4 3 3.3
Finance NS ) 7. . 6.5 27 9.1 ~ 6 6.7
’ Denominational Education 15 13.9 - 14 4.7 4 4.4 -
- “Bducatipn in General -4 3.7 _9 " 3.0 8 8.9
. , Other Idsues, 4 3.7 11 - 3.7 6 6.7
- Students - ; 5 4.6 11 | 3.7 5 5.6
- Bussing 2 1.9 | . 8 2.7 5 5.6
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© opinionated, with 208 (42 pércent) s’upport-ive; 261 (52.7°

et e . e 4 .

the*orlglnal definitions glven in Chapter T, "supportlve »ff :
3 )

LI

refers to q;ems whlch were in agreement w1th present' LN

"neutral” 1ncludes dlscuSSLOn of 1ssues w&thout

N +

cleerlthaklnq;sldes;tand l'~cr1t1cal" encompagses expressrons ‘l

prectlces,

of diésetisfaction with current practiceg; Table ll‘contalns

flndmgs der;\.ved from the appl:.oation of these general

classxflcatlons, for each\cf the three newspapers. . _' S k/"

Overall public comment: towards education rwas very

percent) crltlcal, and only 26 (5.3 percent) of the rtems R

cla551f1ed as neutral. erters to each of the, newspapers -

Q@ &

seemed to vary thtle in their overall opinions.) The ’..' s .

percentage of comments fall;ng in each of the three " ) o

classlflcatLOns revealed almost no var.latJ.on, the la;‘gest
[N

, difference belng between the supportive elements of the T -

*

Daily News (46.3 percent) and the Western Star (38 9 percent)

- a gap of 7.4 percentage pointa.‘

[N

-

down accordlng to specific iasues. Table 12 demonstrates

E S ‘ thaE for each iseue publie comment tended to be either very R
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. The Nature of Public Comment .- L. PR
_on_Education ' ~§§- . i
~ ) ' ' * 2% . \z @ ‘ - - ) .' :
Statistical Analysis ' , ' . - 3
- . . . ) ) ) S . -t ' & -
To assess the nature of public comment, each letter J . i
. N Toe “ *, . : :(
to the editor-and article yas .classified ‘as being eitheE, - f
.. ° . ~ . ' & - . o . 4
supportive qpeutral, or critical of-education. 0To'paraphrase . L»Q}

The overall’ nature of public comment ‘vas - also broken e
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) TABLE 11
) ’ NI S, . *
% The iNature of Public Comment By Paper . -
» - ’ ) . »
. N Supportive - Neutral =~ Critical . . Tota {
Paper Number Percent | Number Percent | Number | Percent | Number Pércent :
of Total N of Total .| of Total
- . - . . : . ' !
- Daily_ News 50 46.3 4 “ 3.7 . 54 50.0 . 108 i00 !
Evening Telegram 123 41.4 - 15 5.1 159 ' 53.5 297 100 .
4 . . i . . § .
Western Star 35 38.9 2| 7.8 48 53.3 90 100"
Total 208 42.0 26 5.3 261 |  52.7 495 100
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: . ) .0 ’ TABLE 12 - . s -
: _ S The Nature of Public Comment By Issue ~ . /z - T
. * . . 1Y - y -
*» - . R R v .- L . X
) L}»L ' [ _ ) M
- Supportive |- Neutral Critical Total .
C Issue - Number Percent | Number '{ Percent | Number Pereent | Number ,| Percent
/ of Total of Total of Total : -
/reacners o 95 - 55.2 8 a7 69 0.1 | 172 100
Curriculum 27 33.3 2 . 2.5 - 52 64.2 B : 3 " 100
‘ Administration 19 39.6 2 w 4.2 27 56.3 . 48 100
_Pevised High School io - 23.3 1l 2,3 32 4.4 - 43 100
FPinance ' 11 27.5 2 " 5.0 27 67.5 40 loo
*Denominational Education - 16 48.5 o - 0.0 17 51.5 33 100 -
Bducation in General: ‘ 7 33.3 3 14.3 11 52.4 21 100
Other Issues .. R B 33.3 2 9.5 . 12 .57.1 21 100
Students .12 .. 57.1 S . 23.8 4 19.1" 21 : 100°
Busaing ) : - 4 26.7F 1 6.7 10 66.7 15 . 100
Total . 208 42.0 26 5.3 261 52.7 495 100
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of the Province's schools in;1983 in particular. Being

46
» ' ) 3 . i ‘ . >
critical.or very supportive. In ¥act, a clear majoritygy,
was evidenced'on\every issue as beind either critical or

supportlve., Public comment was overwhelmingly crltlcal of’

‘the issues of the rev;sed high school.(74.4 percent),

finance (67.5), bussxng (66.7 percent), and the'cu;rlculum
(64.2 percent). . - - " o
Publlc comment tended to,. be supportive of only two .
Lsaues - Btudents (57 1 percent) and teachers (55.2 percent)
Comment on the denomlnatLOnal eystem was most evenly

balanced, with 48.5 percent of the items being classlfled as

supportive, and 51.5 percent deemed critical.

-

Content Analysis

k) N ’ : *
Public comment towards education was contained in -

Ml.3 percent of all publications. Issues stimulating the

.lergest'amount of attention were tehéhers,'the curriculum,

and school administration which together acoounted for almost

59 percent of all public comment. ¢ -
As with press coverage, public:comment towards :

teachers revolved ilmost egeiusively around the collective

bé!éaining process in general and the accompanying closure
L

'members of the geqsfal public, teachers had access to the

" letters to the editor section of the press,~agd many

»

utilized the opportunity to the fullest, Although many

‘writers identified themselves as teachers, one cannot help

i

ol “ . : .
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but suspect that others contributed Spinions without being - -
so revealing. bearing‘éhis observation in mind, over 55 j‘
percent of the total ,public comment on teachers' concerns ’
were classified as supportive.— For example, one "student" :

wrote that teachers were:

]

+..more than willing to sacrifice 4
their spare time in supervising after
school activities, and-there is no
reason why this should ghange -.unless
government goes through with its threat ,
to invade the social lives of our
teachers. (Letter to the Editor, E.T.

! 2/08/83) S

v‘mu!_.‘?..r.l:,.‘ L et ot

Included ;n the 40 percent of pdblic vomment classified as

e — e & i

critical of teachers were such views as:

* The teachers' strike has caused a
distinction between teachers and the:
public that will last for years to : '
come - the teaching profession has been . . t
reduced to another union-organized : Y
bunch whe are never satisfied. (Letter:

to the Editor, W.S. 5/07/83) . ’

. According to the comments §n maﬁteré‘pertaining to , !

eduqétiOnal system. -Some writers feared that French was not

‘beiné adéqizsglyéstressed;‘suggested that the peachinq bf,

the curriculum, the public is demanding more from the‘
. . - . . » -~

¢

such units’as poetry and the metric system be given a highgr' .
priority; praised Scienyific experiﬂgnts-aﬁ a particuiar '
“achobl; and urged.that the dﬁtriculum-be'ggaréd moxe towards:
preparing .students for the workplace. The ﬁost‘extensive
debaté.raged over whether or not sex education should 53;
:Eaught'in'the schools. ﬁlthough the curriculuﬁ was glv;h .
very‘"critical" treatment by the public oﬁerall, sex  »

¥

i\‘v’
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public had some reservations, however,

educatigL itse1£“§ s favoured by slightlyﬁmqre than half &£
the'comments. hej

since the majority of this support contained stipulations
such as: ‘ )

The sex education program should -
provide information and stress
respons;bllﬂky within the.context
of cultural, moral, and religious
values. (Letter to the Editor, W.S.
4/01/82) ' ,

Public treatment of school adminisﬁration was of a -
crirical nature overall. Cc;ments:i'nged.from'attacks on
distrlct superlntendents to the pros and cons of
centralization. The public also offered free evaluatlons
of the\competency level‘of the Minlster_of,Educatlon. "One :”

. item was somewhat revealing of the public perception of school

hboards, their significance, and the desire on the part oft;he
W

‘publi'c to be kept abréast of,.that body's decisibn-making' .

ppocess. It called for increased press coverage of all
ool -board meetings because: . ‘; '
*
.+ «8chool boards operate with large i
-budgets, empiloy many people, ‘and make
far-reaching decisions on the .
.educational development of our chlldren.
and their well-being.. (Letter to the
Editor, W.S. 12/13/83)

Public.contributors to the press allotted th!‘!bast

¥

. - . o
amount of their treatment.to education in general, students,

and bussing. One might expect the public to devote little
covegage towards education in general, instead choosing to

direct attention towards particular items of immed*ate

a

-

concern. Interestingly, articles accounted for almost ﬁ‘if

an s Wy

-
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._/ 'publlc comment on educat:.on in general the laok of'&ttentlon_l' .

49
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of total public comment towards education generally - by far
the largest proportion of all issues. One such article

urged the Newfoundland public to become more involved in

. education. It advieed the Riggs and Crocker task force to: °,

/. ..acquaint themselves with publ:.c

concerns for education in the province, w

and the additional responsibility to g
make ‘known to the pblitical element

what the publié wants for its youth.

(Article, W.S. 3/08/79) S

Whlle the investigator antlclpated a small amOunt of g

et T,

paid +to students was completely unexpected. However,
st’udents were treated in the ‘most favourable manner of all
issues J.dentJ.f:Led in this. analys:.s. For mstance, a parent,
who had supervised the Grade 11 publ:.c examlnatlons at a
partlcular school, commented on how ".. .well-mannered and i

excéllently behaved“’(Letter to tgf Edltora E.T: 7/01/80) ' :
the students were. ¢ : T

Bussmg received just over three’percent of pule.c
comment on education, the least of all. The maJorlty of
thi® treatment was in reaction ,to two student fatel:Ltles in
bus-related incident .Two-thirds‘ of the comments were of
a critical nature, ﬁlcl dino tl'le _ecousation that the
authorities were\f”\.;pl'ayiog Russian roulette with the ‘lives’ "

of school childrem' [Letter to the Editor, E.T. 11/17/79). % '
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THe Relationship Between Public
Comment and Press Coverage

To ascertain thé-relationship between public comment
and press coverage of educational issues, the two groups of
contributors were compared with respect to the extent and
nature of thejr treatment. 1In adaition, public comment and
press coverage were analyzed,to assess the degree to which
each of these’ components instigated further discussion of
the issues raised.

i .

7 . : - .
The Extent of Press Coverage:and Public Comment’,

Press coverage and public comment were compared by
tabuiatinéﬁthe‘total number of itemS'ciassified_as being

press/public viewpoints,by nemspapert and overall. Table 13

.

contains these data.

-

~AS one might expect, the volume of public comment
(495 items) exceeded press coverage (233 items) by better
than’ two to one:s Public comment in the Daily News surpassed-

press coverage of education only’ slightly, 108 to 101 items

or 7.8 to-? 3 percent of total editions respectively. The

Western Star published 90 items (6. percent) of public comment

compared with 57 (3.8 percent) press initiated opinions.

The Evening Telegram, although having only 75 (five percent)-

. préss items on education, drew almost four times that amount-\

public comment, with 297 (19.9 percent). That most

s

publdc comment was contributed to this newspaper may be due
’ \ N ‘ . .
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TABLE 13- 4
. - . ey, .
* Comparison of. the Extent of Press and
Public Treatment of Education ~
: — N 2 2

. .  Paper

Press Coverage

Public Comment

¢ | Number;

Percent of

. Number-

k
&

Percent of

Publications

Dail& Ngws

Eveﬁinb Telegram

101

75

‘.Publidations

J-3
5.0

108

~297

7.8

19.9.

K e VAP By B e B 2

Western Star .57 3.8 . 90. 6.0
'~ . Overall 233 5.3 - " |+ 495 11.3
- ¥
‘
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- ‘ - ’ ‘
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.
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N
{
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to the fact that the Eveninc Telegram had the largest
circulation of the three dalfieb throughout this period.
The extent of press coverage and publlc comment
are compared for each yeax of the period in Table 14. The
first year\of/bhéygz::;d Y con31derable edu ional |
coverage oy both the press andygfie public. This’ was due in
large part to the debate over th planned reorganizatacn of
the senlor hlgh}schcol program, anludlng the addxtron of
Grade 12. The volume of-press‘ccVerage declined in each of
the succeeding years,‘reaChing'its loweet level in l982t

The public paid. least attentlon to educatlon in 1980, but

ey

1ncrea51ng amounts thereafter untll a high was reached 1n

“ 1983. The hxgh level of ‘both press,coverage and public

comment in that year may be largely attributable to the

teachers' contract dispute and the closure of the Prov1nce s
. 1B

schools.

Issues Generating Press Coverage ,and Public Comment
: : ’ b ‘ . ‘ h [

Issues perceived as worthy o kf comment by the press

and the pnﬁ’ac had sohe sxm1lar1t1es w1th the most .popular

]
1ssues of both groups varying llttle. Table 15 preaents the

‘rankings of 1ssues, according to the percentage of total

coverage of each group.« ‘

1

From the table, it can be seen that teachera, the‘

curriculum, and administratioa placed among the top fouxr on ar/ '

both lists, accountlng for a total of 39.1 perceq‘?of all

13 Vot
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. ) . T ow ) i ' ! . *
Comparison of Press/Public -Treatment By Year -~ «
L] : -
1979 1980 1981 1982 1983
. k_ - ) ‘/ - . By - .
A / Press Coverage 57 46 38 31 . 61
. - 'ﬁp\?lic Comment 85 75 76 |, - o 170
T 'r_otég-- 142 121 114 120 231
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TABLE 15
. . Comparison_ of ‘Issues Generating
Press Coverage and Public Comment N
Press Coverage ' Public Comment
Issud Percentage | Rank |-Percentage | Rank
of Total . of Total
. - [ W T T B
Stufents 18.5 1 4.2 7
Teachers . 16.3 2 34.8 1
Curriculum .- ‘ . 12.5 3 . la6.4 2
Administration . 10.3 .4 9.7 3
© Bussing © . 9.9 5 3.0 1o
.Education in General 8.6 6 4.2 7
Finance 6.9 7 8.1 5
Revised High School 6.94 7 8.7 ct4
Other Issues ' 6.0 9 4.2, . < 7
" Denominational Education- 4.3 10 6.7 . 6

" L3
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55
press coverage, and 60.9 percent of all public comment. A

“marked difference in emphasis is evident Hetween press and,
-

public treatment of student- and teacher-related Essues.

The press concentrated more upon students (18.5'percent) than
éﬁ? otheg issue, while public comment on this ifsue rated
.second 1;;t (4.2 percent). The public directed.mére than

one-third (34.8 percent) of its comment towards teachers'

* ‘

;issues, while the presé allotted 16.3.peréent of its

1

.educational coverage towards teachers. Bussing was also
Ereated differently, accounting for almost 10 percgﬂt of
éfeés coverage but only threé percenﬁ'of public coﬁment;
Howemer}.apar£_ﬁroﬁ:the issues oﬁ teachers,

curriculum, and administration, the extent of press coverage
and public comment were almost indistinguishable from each
other. 1In f;ct, the difference in fhe percentage of total
coverage Betweén them was less than two percent on édminis-

L]

tration, curriculum, finange, -and the revised high school.

~ The volume of coverage and comment varied less than three

| 4

.

S

* of the overaléé;e ﬁtiohship between the bpinidgs egbresséd

percent “on dehominational education. .

¢ . r ]
~ '

The Nature of Press Coverage and Public Comment . .

+ ¢ ' - -

The nature of press Eoveragé and public comment

towards edu&?t§8? has.much to contribute to an understanding

by these two groups in the three daily newspapers of
Newfoundland. Cbnsequenély, thig section of the study seeks

'to compare and contrast the nature of the 6vera1{\treatment

= cide ket L
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afforded education by newspaper, and by issue. The reader

is again reminded of the inherent subjectivity involved in
. 4 B i .

the classification of items as being supportive, neutral,

-

or crltlcal. . For precise explanation of the criteria :

utlllzed in determlnlng the nature of oplnlons, please refer
L]

to' the Definition of Terms in Chapter I. R

_ The naturé of press coverage and publiic comment is

summarized by éaper in Table 16, and By igsue in’ Table 17.

By newspaper, the'views‘of the press .and the public were for-

.the most part very compatlble. The 'greatest differenee :
isurfaced in the Daily News, with 12 6 percentage p01nts
separatlng the supportlve p051tionsfof the press (33 7)
'and the public (46 3). The neutral column of thls paper saw
- a marked dlfference as well," wfth the press hav1ng 13.9 .

¥

percent and the public 3. 7 percent. " The Evening Telegram
staff presented’ 2 percent more neutral 2 5 perce:t‘}o
)crztlcal, anq 6}7 pereent less supportxvetltems than 1ts
contribut{ng'pnblic. . .
slightly more supportive, more neutral, and less critical
_toﬁards edueational issues than.public comment cpnta&ned
'thereiﬁ. | '._“Ir

* " . t.
The variation between the nature of press coverage

. ’

and puhlic comment gas slight overall. although press -
coverage embodied dﬁre neutral eXpreusions than dld public

. comment. As well, the public tended to be mere.Supportive

of education than' the press. o o

L
i

+

Press coverage in the Western Stﬁf was *

L
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The Nature of PfedE’E;;;rage and

1

Public Comment By Paper

Paper

Supportive

i
- Neutral

Critical -

Total

[ Public

Press

Public

Press

Public

Public

Dailnyqﬁs

Wegtern Star,

.
Overall =

_Pres;

' 34;:7'

33.7 |*

40.4
.35.6

46,3
Ji.ﬁlﬂ
38.9 |
42:0.

13.9

9.3

14.0
125

3.7
5.1

5.3

«t& 56,0 .

7.8

«

52.5

0 .
45.6

"51.9

 53.3
“ s
52.7

50,0
1 53.5 -

Press
100
100

100

100 - -

100
100

100

' 100
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. o The immediately preceding paragraphs presented a
'comparison of press corerage and public comment‘with respect
‘r,tg_overall treatment by newspaper. In examining‘the nature i

. ,’t of the treatment’ by issue, tﬁ//total (rather than particular

- .

newspapir) coverage and public’cbmmént were analyzed.
| Hable 17 preéents this information.
\?ress co;:rage\and publlc comment treated the lssues
-of bussxng, currlculum,.and stu ents 1n-a very similar Q?nner
throughout. “On bu;sing,'the pubiic suggested that"scﬁoe&
buses shodld have. seatbelts" (Letter to the«Editor, E.T.
3/08/80) and the press proposed that government 'enact seat

»  belt leglslatlon for school buses' (Editor;al, E.T. 11/24/83).

to make the wearlng of them mandatory Regarding cugfdculum

"for most
L

v matters, a Western Star contrlbut&rgued t

.studente, a practlcal and experience-

be much'more sditable and beneficial" (Letter to the Editor, -
) 4

~ ' W.S. 3/?3/82) than the present empha51s on acadEmlcs.
Likewise, an editorial supported a move towards manual

',. . *‘trainlng, and crltlc:uzed the school system for,stggents-
. . :

comlng out ‘of schools. ‘ - . 4“

A ' .
+%a.either as products or dropouts '{’

', . o * quith a painfully weak knowledge of the

. - academic 3ubjects, and also completely .
ignorant of the practical kind of
knowledge which gan become so useful in.
_ gonditioning-a student for a career in ,
‘ ‘ technical work or useful 'in his /f
i everyday llfe. ’(Editorial, E.T. 4/30/79) ’

The aupport qiven studenta ;e EVLdenced in a- presa .item which

\\

e stated that "...a child is entitled to his pr her education, .

O

-
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: ~. The Nature of-Press Coverage and " R - F 4
o Rublic Comment By Issue i
. "
. ™
— : =
T Supportive Neutral Critical _ Total .
‘Issué Press. | Public | Press | Public | Press | Public | Press | Public
. s . Ir
Stwlents = . 51.2 57.1.° 23.3 23.8B 25.86 ‘19.1 100 100 - |
'.L'eaChe.rs - 23.7 55.2 31.6 4.7 44.7 40.1] 100 loo* .
Curxjculum ©20.7 33.3 5 2.5 75.9 64.2 100 . 100 !
Administration 16.7 39.6 8.3 4.2 75.0 56.3 100 - | 100
Bussing 26.1 '26.7 0 6.7 . 713.9 66.7 100" 100
Education in General 65.0 33.3 0 14.3 35.0 | 52Z.4 100 lo0 \\g
-Finance « 43.8 27.5 - -0 ‘5.0 56.3 |- 67.5 100 100
Revﬁed H.'Lgh School 6.3 23.% 18.8 “2.3 75.0 |, 74.4 100 100
Othetr Issues 35.7 33.3 7.1 9.5 57.1 57.1 la0 1.00
. Denominational Education | 100 48.5 0 o 0 51.5 100 100
- . . 4’4
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and they should not be used as pawns in any labor ‘dispute" &

. 1
(Editorial, E.T. 7/30/79). Similarly, a parent blamed both

the NTA and the Provincial government during the dispute for

showind "...no consideration for the children -~ the real
-’ . \ . +
losers" (Letter to the Editor, .E.T. 4/9/83.
.

rsupportive than press coverage towards the issues of

-

Agtcanvbe seen in Table 17, public comment was more

administration, teachers, and the revised’high school. For

V&
example, one public comment supported the administrative

policy of,centralization because "the programs and the

quality of instruction would suffer” (Article, E.T. B/23/79)

under. a system of

R
contended that in lalge centralized schobls, "teachers depend
\

too much on facilitie equipment to do their work for

then, resulting in a loss of persopai contact" (Article, D.N.

10/3/80). Lo A i

« The percentage of public items bn teachers dlassi

ighborhood schoels. fThe press, however,

fied
*

as suppgrtive more than doubled that of the press. According

* to one .public writer:

i Teachers are...to transmit moral and .
spiritual energy through the medium of
enlightened instruction and personal
influence. Therefore, the powers that »
be should arm the teachers with adequate
power to deal appropriately with cases
‘of jdvenile discipline, and stidnd by the
teacher at all costs. (Letter to the
Editor, D.N. 8/19/81) :

+

T

-

*
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Press coverage has described teachers as being

. - «.reasonably well-paid, and they

*have advantages many other workers
don't enjoy. ATheir recent actions

leave people Wondering about their

commitment to tie profession, as N
compared to the commitment to money : Y

~and working benefits. (Editorial,
W.S. 4/13/83)

The revised high schocl was a hotly-debated issue in

the Province's newspapers. Although the public and the press

were génera]J.ly crj‘,tical of the timing ahd manner of

i N * 1]
introduction, the former contained a much larger:portibn of

supportive 'bomments than the latter.
",.ed wise decision wh:.ch

For instance, one’public

comment viewed the introduction as

will broaden ‘the base of learning®” (AJ}tJ.cle, W S 3/6/7%), while

the editor of the Western Star felt that
Grade 12 should be delayed' (Editoridi, w.S. 9/12/79).

¢ ‘On the other hand, thé press tended to be more ' ]
suppoftive than the public towards denomi';lational education
All press coverage  towards_ dénominational

and school f inariqe,

education ﬁas of a strongly supportive nature. Typici press

comfients were: - " o . g *
o .:.that respons:Lbil:Lty for the , —_
" educatl ch:.ldrq,n is where it should

~ be, with theé churches - far and~away the
. best educational system in this part of
the world. (Editorial, D.N. 11/27/81) and

Anytime government starts to fool around
with anything as important as the Schools
Act, which among other things has to do
with our denominational system of education,
[the Minister of Education] can expect some
people will react and question what is"
b‘eing done. (Editorial D N. 6/10/83) v

a

" | Ly

Y

b
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Many of the public writers felt differently, however, with

comments such as "the denominational sysfem has t‘tarded
+ - * N
the educational growth in Newfoundland: for years, and is

still doing so" (Lettefr to the Editor, E.T. 10/17/81) &nd

. o calls to 'bridal this dormant demon denominationalism

7 - . ' }
before it's too late’ (Lettex to the Editor, W.S. 2/15/79). -

Regarding school finance, one editor felt that "

Yeducation is eve}_:ybody's business, therefore there -should

¥,

. . be few cor:tglaints bec:use we all mdst pay a‘school taxv,-//
. K - . ‘ . . /
d (Eqitorial, E.T. 8/17/83). One public comment urged that

"the\ outrageous]i.y, costly and apparently unsatisfactory
process of education is due for a radlcal change" (Letter to
\the Editor, W.S. 5/22/81), while another complained about
«« » the practlcally everyday ringing of my doorbell by kids,
4 SOlJ.CLtlng for the:.r various- schools' (Letter teo the Editor,

‘.‘ . DoNo 11/21/80)1 | ‘ Bf

&

Press Coverage and Public Commént aB Instigators

3 - .
- . >
Iy ‘ i
.

It was hypothesized in Chapter I of this stuay that
press coverage and public comment both acted as instigators
of further conu;\ent. 'I'h:n.s section,therefore examines in a ,
very preliminary way the extent and nature of this lnteraction.

kY . A,
'I'he reader is advised that only 1tems referring "directly and

LI

‘i : -gxpl.icitlﬂr'to previously ‘pub'lished cpinions® Jere included in

» ’ “this apalysis. - o -
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P']-:fess coverage and public éomment( as instigators weie
grouped according to the sé’ctions stimuiat:’,ng additional’
cpntributiJns by newspaper. Table la.presehts these data.

, Overall, a total of 125 items of prdss coverage and
public cojnment were d:irectly referrea/respﬁnded to by

subsequent published opinions. Of this total, the vast

;ﬁajority (96) fell withifthe public realm, while only 29
- “ :

" press instjgators were iqepﬁifie‘. Press coverage' resulting

in further cdmmeniwas divided fairly evenly between

editorials (15) and colﬁmns- (14) , whereas public comment:

generating additional contributions saw letters to the editor

(82) exceed articles (14) by a wide margin.

By rEwspaper,‘ the Daily'; News press coverage ‘generated
the éreatest response (13) ,' followed by the Evening Telegram.
(11) , and the Western Star a distant thifd (5). Inc’dently,
th'is proportion of ‘further comment generated as a result of
pregs coverage closely resembles tiie extent <‘3f press covera;;e
devoted toleducatioh by ‘each of the three dailies. Public
comment in the Da‘ily News ?‘nd the Western‘ Star were almost
identica.} (2'.’2A and 23 items respectively) in instigating _
additional cox‘nmen‘t. However, in terms of stimulating further
résponées; public comment ;n the Evening Telegram‘was highest,

accounting for{#bre than 40 percent of the overall total,

with 51 items. Such a high number could have been expected

indview of the fact that there were many more itemg of public

comment. in the Evening Telegram than in the other newspapers.,

L4

h
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Paper A B C D “E F Totals (C ¥ F) .
L] ’ “ . ’ .
Daily News ° 4 9 13 20 "2 22 35 L
Evening Telegram 9 e | ¥11 42 9 51 - 62 !
. ) 5 . . - . . - s :
Western Star : 2 3. 5 20 3 23 28 !
Total 15 | 14 | 29 82 | 14 | 96 _125 |
. .. ” i - h/
- ) *2 .
Key: ™ ' ’ .
' A - Editorials D - Letters to the Editor ~
- B - Columns ' } . E = Artigles . : :
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One. specific aim of this etudy was to examine the

degree to which: press coverage and publlc comment incited

further comments from each other. Table 12 addresses this

questlon. : T ' )

i Press coverage did not serve to dlrectly instigate

any further press coverage, but public comment'dld,result

’

in a significant number (80) of additional corments from

‘~the public. With regards to one group, influencing the other, .

press coverdge generated 29 (28 letters to the editor, one
column) responses from the public. .For example, a Daily News
editorial of March 31, 1981 warned of & possible teachers' 4

. f )
strike; which would be a struégle for public suppoft. On

.Aprll 1atﬂ the Minister of Labor and Manpowev/wrote that
the edltorlal in questlon was 1rrespon81ble, and he accused. .
the edltor of “.;.fosterlng labor strife gnd showxng ‘your
polltlcal bias" (Letter to the .Editor, D.N. 4/18/81) ol
. Publlc comment, on the other hand, drew answerlng
coveragé f?fm the press on 16 (14 edltorlals, two columns)a'
cha51ons .Thé January 15, 1982 edxtion of tpe Dally-News“
printed a letter whlch attacked'creatiohism es being "..
\outrlght fantasy and nonsense" (Letter to the Edltor, .D.N.

1/15/82) ‘The writer felt that the State should be able to

decide what is taught in the schools. 1In perhaps the

¥

fastest response to any letter to the editor, the editorial
g

of the same day v01ced strong disigxeement with that writer,

and gave "Thanks to God for the denominational system,of

_education*we have in this proQince" (Editorial, D.N. i/;S/BZL
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- Comparison of Instigating Ttems By Section .
A T INSTIGATORS —
Section Press .Coverage Public Comment Totals
) ) T n ] 5 - A R / ) N '
‘Editorials 0 .14

Columns

>

" RESPONSBES .

Articles

ietters to the Editor
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' To determine the nature of responses to items
~
previqusly published in these newspapers, each of the 125
rehponses were classified as belng either in agreement, or
dlsagreement with' the lnstlgatlng item to which it referred.
There was little difficulty in performmg this asPect of the

analysis, . for when' writers exp11c1tly referred to previously

publlshed‘Ltems, they Hhad no qualms about statlng the nature

of their position in_relatiojl_to_thateof—the—earl-ie&writerw

v

7

Table 20 presents these data. \ /

In' thi instance? thé nature of respénses by the -

preés-and the public varied) consi@arably. Press coverage{‘in

~

62 5 percent *of the respo:jses clearly concurrlng with the

prev:.ous ’op:x.nmn. These wo exanples are typg.cal of such
intéractions. Dr. Linegar 'wrote a letter to the editor
v01c1ng oppomtlon. to an NTA resolutlon regardlng a program
of family planm.ngb and sex education (Letter to the Ed:x.tor,
D.N. 3/05/82) '.l'he next ed:.t:Lon saeditonal ag;eed with Dr.

L:Lnegar s pos:.t:.on, and claimed that "there is. no moral sex

outsude of marrl.age“ (Edltorlal, D.N. . 3/06/&2) On Augnst 7.
- 1979 an article pu.bl:.shed in the Western Star proi:osed a

: “shorter summer hoJ.mday with more breaks throuﬁhout the year -

vbecause "students forget on vacation" (Article, W S 8/07/79)

'. The edJ.tor of that dally was qu:.ck to.respond to the article,

'and even went. further in suggesting "a.two week break after

! ‘ . - ) ) .
. . ‘ Ty
f N o . .
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¢ -’ 3 The Nature of- Re_s__ponses:t::o Initial Itenﬁg / .
. . e ie . . X -
D -~ Agree Di‘sag'ree Totai 3
= - ) - |
Editorials, I 91 -5 2 14 !
e " Y0 - } 6 - J
~ Coldmns = C - iy : 1 F 2 b
Letters to the Editor "25° 81y 106 ‘
' & - . 27. - . -» B2 . '
:Artic;le:_s R £ 2 ’ - 1 3. .
. 1 o . ‘ .
Totals 37 (29.6%) 88 (70.4%) 125 .
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 disagreed with ‘that editorial, "and defended the deeision to

every:’thr‘ee ;nonths of school™ (Editorial, W.S. 8/08/79).‘ The

editor felt this new schedule would help prevent "unlearni'ng"v

by students.

] Responses by the public, however, were ove?vhelmmgly
in disagreement w1'th the J.nst::.gator. In fact, 82 out of 109
'or 7.2 percent of the respond:.ng public vo:Lced disagreement
w1th the initial opinion. An Evening Telegram edito\al
entitled "Pushing the Panic But:.on critic:.zed the closmg of .

school§ in antic:.pation of a forecasted storm that never caxne

(Editorial, 3/01/80) . On March 12th a _let_ter to- the editor . : .

ey o

close the schools because "it 8 better t',g be safe than sorry" :

_(Letter to’ the Editor, 3/12/80)

v'intent:.on to reduce the salaries of substltute teachers) that

DurJ.ng the 1983 teachers contract negotiations a

LA

substitute teacher from Fortune wrote (regarding government's '

....a trained person is required, and surely a trained 3alary

should be paid not a portion" (Letter‘to the- Editor, D.N,

'4/04/83) . This statement drew a response from the Premier

. . {
. v L] ;
himself who wrote . in a letter to the editor published three i

days later, that “...in no province is‘the rate of pay [foi: U
subs-?tute teachers] as high as in Newfoundland“ (Letter to
#fe- Editor, D.N. 4/07/93)._ COmprised of a large number of

sinilar interactions through the 'press, mofe than 70|-perceqt ol
.3 . . N .

of the total responding comments wWere critical of the

instigator's opinion. ' s T

A

.
. .
.
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-This chapter focused on public oonm(ent on education -

-

.and its relationship to prese coverage. Le“tters. to the
~ ' 2 . - .

editor and articles dealing with educational matters were

contained in 11.3 percent of all publ'ications. P\iblic

/ comment dlrec d jmost of Lts attent;.on towards teachers, the

currlculum, an_d school administrat:.on, ahd least towards
‘- . ""\ -
educatmn in- general, students and buss:.ng. Overall pule.c

Al

: comment wa,s class:Lfled as beinq mOre ch.tlcal than support‘:.ve.. g

The publm tended to be supportl\ve of students and teachers,
: but critlcal of the r,ev:.sed hJ.gh school, flna.nce, busslng,

- and the currJ.culum 'I!he Evem.ng Telegram con‘talned more than

half of all publ.u: comment, followed' by the Daily NeWs and the -

; ' 5"_-_‘ Western- Star. The nature of thls treatment varled llttle _" .

i

among the contr:.butors of. the di‘fferent newspapers. . .
The volume of publ:.c co ent more than doubled the L
total press covsrage on educat:.‘on& Both groups were un.te
oomparable 1n the proportion of coverage dlrected towards
partlcular 1sshes. Although the’ overall nature 9f the
treatment was very mmllar by the press and t;e pubhc, the
fornier tended to be more neutral; less critical and less .

' supportive than thp .J.atter. More than 1‘7 percent of total

" ﬂﬂ_— : ¢ .

items were. found to be. clearly .'Lns 7 ﬁlve of further -comment , B

More than. three—quarters of these were public, As Opposed to
press contrlbut:LOns, although press cove;age\resulted in S

more responses from the public .than vice-versa. Press . -

’
-
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responses Eended to be much more In agreement with the @
- instlgatlng items than publlc restnonses.. Generally . . o
W
. - - B |
: speak:n.ng, responding coM;:ibutors predomlnani:ly vo:.ced .
N ., ] o .
. > T .
. opim.ons that were contrary to those expreséed by the R
& N instigators. . -
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& . P . .Purposes and;Procedures

i o - . ‘ \ .
SUMMARY , DISCUSSION, AND IMPLICATIONS

A

\' ! ’ CHAPTER V
i -

\
The problem addreased by this study was two-fold,

and was consxdered in terms. of the followxng two general

questions and~the more specific 1nqu1r1es\

F3

N e fl. What is the nature of préss coverage of
' education?

. .‘.‘ ) = What was the extent of press coverage of

L |
-;Which patticular issues generatsd most

'\coverage? ' .

. . ,
.\", ‘education over the period? .
Fd

- How did the press’ treat education generally
and specific 1ssues in partlcular? ' ‘
: = What are the 31m11a;1ties/differences in '
v ‘ uﬁtreatment of education by the different
' e new5pa§ers} '

<

"o SL2, what iq,the natute of public comment about
) ' education and what is the relatxonship between
p‘blic comment and press coverage?
5 “\ - What was the extent of public comment on
.k educational issues? .
- - -What isgues in education were addressed most
frequently by thefpubl {g? ,
' - Was public comment about educatiOn generhlly
EA - o supportive, neutral, or critical? - "
Toge -~ 76 what extent are poaitiona espoused by the
,' . . publiv compatible w%th those of the presa?
B *« = To what degreo does preas covorage reuultrin
.y . ¢ public comment and vice-versa?

-~
n-‘ -
~

contained in sach:

PR (R LTI

s — ———— 05

FRP N s

it ok

PRI T N NP



e ST

M e T

" .- To apswer these questions,.the opinionated sections

e -

x
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» ~

[editorials, columns, letters to the editor, and general news

articles) were read in all 4381»issues of the ehree daily . .

newspapers of Neﬁfoundland and Labrador - The Daily News,,'

*The Evening Telegram, and The Western Star - ~during the
v'five—year period commenclng Januaxy 1; 1979 ‘and concluding'

‘December 31, 1983. 'This mass of cemment‘ﬁas surveyed in

oféer to describe the neture of the treatment on’ various ,

/

' eéﬁcational issues. To facilitate the sorting of this
maﬁeriél, each item was placed into one of ehese 10
categories: administration,- buss;ng, curriculum,

‘denomlnatlonal education, educatlon in general fingece, the /q

revised high school, ?tudehts, teachers, and other issues.’

This procedure enabled #he data to be grogsed repeatédly in

various coTb;nabiOns to permit ready analysis of the R Y
’ infdrmation.f%gﬁ differeht perspectives. _‘ ' : -
. | C | - )
¢ N =

The Findings

el . . »

Press Treatment of Education

éhapter III provided an analysia of data gathered’
concerning the nature of preae.coverage of aducatiqn. A
_total of 233 items appeared in the 4381 editions, for 5.3 )
percent of all publications. This included 195 editoria%e
and 3% columns. The volume of educational covarage alno
fﬁarled from year to year. The period commenced with a

great deal bf press coverage (52 editorials nnd.five column‘) '

A ) . : e
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reached its highest level, with 61 items dealing with * o

74

concerned with education. _In 1982 there were 26 editorials

- -

~ y , ’ Lo
and five columns, or slightly m¢re than half the 1979 total.

ﬁd“Pg the concluding year of the period, press coverage

education, . ' .
The bulk” of press treatment was directed towards the.
\ ‘ . ce
igguds of students (18.5 percent), teachers (16.3 percent}

and the curriculum (12.5 percent). Educational issues

stimulating least pfess attention included the revised higﬁ&v

~

‘school (6.9 percent), finance (6.9 percent) and denominational

education (4.3 percent).
- _ . o : R
Overall press treatment of education was of a

critical (51.9 percent), rather than a suppoftive (35.6
percent) nature. Coverage wés‘especially supportive of

1

denominational education (100 percent), education in general X
(65 perceht), and students (51.2 percent). Press treatment v
was most critical of the curriculum (75.8 percent), the

rd
revised high school (75 percent), administBation (75 percent),
’ L

Al

and bussing (73.9 percent).

The percentagé of tot?l coverage devoted to
education was highest in the Daily News (7.3 percent),
followed‘Py the Evening Telegram (five percent),; and the K ;
Western Star (3.8 percent). Generally sp@gking, each of . ' .]
the three newspapers allotted a comparable amount of .
attention to the various issues. Issues related to ]
teachers and- the cur;iculum rated at or nenr.the top of ali

4
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three lists, while denominational education, Gradzé}z, and
finance tended to receive little attention. The ree

Sl : !
dailies were gimilar in their criticism of administration (‘
and the‘curriculum, and in their support of denominational "
educatieq.‘ The remaining issues -lackled any clear consensus,
with various #&ombinations of supporf/criticism among the '
/ # ) . b
Fh'ee.

e N ~

. Public Comment and Press Coverage

Chaptér IV examined the natufe of public comment 65
education, and the relatignship between public comment dhd
press coverage., To this énd, the extent and nature of public
'commentj(as expreséed in letLers to the editor and general-
news articleg) were analyzed, followed by a comparison of
these results with corresponding data gatﬂered in Chapter III.

Public comment on education totalled 495 items . ,
appearing in-43§1 editions, or 11.3 percent of all |
publications. The volume of public comment fluctuatéd
somewhat over the five-yearnperiod. There were B85 iﬁems of
public comment on education during 1979, but the number . LI
drobped to the lowest level of the period the following!

year, with 75. From 1981 onward,.the amount increaged

annually, culminating in the hiqhest total of the period in ’
1983, when 170 items were contributed to the tﬁ;ee .
ngwspapers. \ ,
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Wesgtern Star.

,the Western Star.

. greatly from one newfpaper to another.

' 76
Public comment ‘directed most of its attention-

~

towards teachers (34.8 percent), the curriculum (16.4

percent), and school administration (9.7 percent). Issués

[
: ’ . !
receiving least comment.included education in general ‘(4.2

o -

percent), students (4.2 percent)., and bussing (thfee

Per " % ' " ~ ' . " ]
|

Overall public comment was classified as 42 percent

et 2y 8 e e s AR S, L it b ol Aty on & T

o

L4

supportive, 5%.7 percent critical, and 5.3 percent neutral. _
: . b . ¥

Educagional issues treated most critically included the

T T i e cwE, LY
.,
\

revised high school (74.4 percent), finance (67.5 perc;nt)p
bussing (66.7 percent), and the curriculum (64.2.percent). -
Public contributors tended: to be supportive of students *

(57.1 percent} and teachers (55.2 percent). ' | -

The Evening Telegram contained more than half of all,
§ Es ’ )

public comment on education, followed by the Daily News and

-

On the-whole, the'proportion 6fvpublic

, . ; p , )
comment directed towayfls particular issues did not vary .
i .

x Oné notable exception . ' '

4
ducation, which ranked third in the

was denominational

3

Daily News, sixth ip~thé Evening Telegram, and mgdmth in the v
N N . E * .

Likewise), there was no significahtvvq;;ation

-

L g
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. | The volume of publ)c comment (495 iteﬁs) more than
‘éoubled the total presi coverage (233 items) 6h edué;tion.
ﬁThe Dally News contalned the greatest amOunt of press
coverage, while the Evening Telegram df@& the largest number
of public comments. By issue, both the press and #he public

placed much emphasis upon teachers, the curriculum, and

.. school administration. The greatest contrast related to

‘students' issues, ratgd first by the press (18.5 percent)
and second last by the public (4.2 percent). On most issues, -
however, the amounts of press coverage'aﬂd'public comment

. v
were guite comparable. |

Ll

The nature of the treatment of education was very }f

similar by both groups. Nevertheless, press coverage tended
to be more neutral and léss supportive than publiE-comment.
By issue, the presa was more—c¢ritical of school 4dministration,

>

tegthgrs, and the rqyiéed‘high school, but more supportive of

. denominational education, education in general, and finance

tﬁﬁg was public commént. ‘Remaining issuéﬁ'yere treated in g
.very compatible fashion‘by'both groups. - ' »
+ Of the 728 items of press coverage and public comment .
identif%sd in the three daily newspapers durin‘»the period,
125 were found to be clearly insilgative of furéher comment.,
More than three-qﬁarters of thésg were phblic coﬁtributiohs.
Press coverage resulted in more responses from the public
{29) than vice vprsa (16} . In addition, press responses
tendeg to be more in agreement with the instigating items .

(62.5 percent]) than were public -rasponses (24.8 percant)
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- Newfoundland's denqminatidnal system of educatdbn. In
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Overall, more than 70 percent of the responding items were |
. !

critical of the instigating opinion.’ ' 3
Discussion of the Findings ' . k N

X . ™~

e

A L
¢
-

Changing conditions of the late 1970's and the early .

}980's‘had, and .are continuing to have, a profound impact
was the economic recession with resulting government
restraint policies. There was also the Canadian Constitution ;

i

erate} which some interpreted as posing a threat to i
addition, there wer anges -in education itself, inclﬁdipg
the Provincial Governmerlt's decision to reorganizé the senior )

high school program with the implementation of Grade 12, the

schools due té a teachers' contract dispute. Each of these

| declining student population, and the closing of the Province's l
i i

]

i

factors played a role in raising education to the forefront.

of public consciousness. It is within this context that the - 3

press coverage and public comment on education,which was
‘ L

s

analyzed in the present study; were published in

'Newfoundland's daily newspapers.

L 8
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Press Treatment of Education .

'prevalent during the period) this amount was not indicative

. pfess did not feel sufficiently informed to take firm

‘ »

Education was coyeggd bygthe.p}ess in just over fivé
peréent of all editions of the Province's three dailies. ' £
While it is beyond the écope of this study to assess this . . !
lével of coverage as being }ittle or great, it/ﬁé;~be qéfe

to say that (in view of the extraordinary issues and forces "~

of "normal" préss coverage. In fact, this period mayihave.

w;pnessed the pighegt volume of press coverage of educational \ i

issues in Newfoundland's histoi&. |
Pressscoverage was mostly concerned with students,

teachers, and the curficﬁlnm. Sincegthese are arguably the

- a2
main components of any educational system,. such emphasis is

ey

to be expected. There were indications that members of the
\

positions in their treatment of some issues. Consequently,
‘the press devoted relatively little coverage to the revised ' !
high schocl and schoocl finance. The press tendea to be '

14 N .. i
critical of most 1ssues raised, and this may ,account for the s

small number of items directed towards denominafioﬁar'
education, Whenever the denominaticonal system was addressed
by the'press, the coverage was entirely supportive, .

Thg Daily News had the'greateaﬁ pe'centége of press .
coverage devoted to education, féllo;ed by the Evening’

‘Telegram and the Western Star. The writer discovered no
* . .
: -

. JJ,
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'addifipn,,membeni'of”the genaeral public read, and are .

80

apparent reason for this disparity, other than the fact
that the latter two dailies were part of a newspaper,chain
‘ 5 :
(with access to syndicated press coverage), while the Daily ‘

News was a 1péally-owned,'independent publication. Although

. N -

the volume varied, the three daily newséapers exhibited,
much similarity in the distribution of their coverage over
the various issues, as well as in the nature of such

treatment. ) ¢ P

@

Public Comment and Press Coverage

L]

People contribute to the opinionated sections of .

newspapers for a variety of reasons. Most feel strongly‘

)r~”*‘356u? a particular issue and wish to "put in their twocents
- ‘worth". Political decision-makers sometimes avail of an

o

opportunity to publicly justify thei{ positions, and certain

s -

interest groués contribute numerous items-and sometimes
creat; a false show of strength on particular iésﬁes.
_ Afthough these considerations cast some doubt as to the
E}ten; to which public: comment is representative of é;er;il
public opinion, the source remains valuable. Pub}ic cdmment;
as expressed in letters to the editor and articles, 'serves

\
to bring issues into’ the public forum, and the views ,

13 contained theré&n ppobide.some insight as to how and why

certain people feel -as they do ﬁowarda certain thingé. In
1

i

in¥luenced by, thqﬁopiniona expressed in the daily newspapdrs.,

» £y ¥ . A )
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- instigated additioqg;;tﬁ%ponses in subsequent publications.

. ‘ ’

“y

8Y
.
. Public comments on éducation, contained in oVe;‘ll
peréeqt of all publicatiornis, were made ﬁitbin the same’

context as press coveragé.. Accordingly, the volume may have

,- been uncharacteristically highidne to the particular

attrijbutes of the five-year period selected for this study. ,
i 4 4 .

Theiyolume and mnmature- of public comment closely .

resembled that of .the presé. The—majoFiéy of pdblic‘cpmm;ht

was directed é‘wards teachers, the .curriculum, and’

" administration, with comparatively little attention being .

paid to students.and bussing. The most glaring diffefence
in eﬁphas;s between press poJ;rage and public.comﬁent'l
concerned students - raﬁked first in volume with press
coveragé, but second last with publiq commenf.'

ihe opiniohated sections otithese Qaily newspapers
gerved as a forum in which ddeas, information,_aﬁd points
of view concerning educatiohai igsues Qere addressed by the
two groups. Investigation of these sections revealed that
public comment and press caverage are inﬁimatély and

inextricably connected, as demonstrated by the near-parallel

. 2
treatment of education, in both volume and nature, by the
&

-

two divisions of contributors. The interactive relationship™ °

between the press and the public was further exemplified by

ot .
the larg humbar of instances in whi¢h each group directly

N [}
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ImE‘lications for Educators . - =
o . The flndlngs of thls study. have serious- 1mp11cat10ns

_ edueators should: "- . . n& b

~

for all J.nvolved in the educatlonaﬁrocess. &n particular,

\ . . .-
. 1. Seek to cultlvate an awareness of the publlc

i

v1ewp01nt, for no one whose respon51bilit1es are to “the ;

" public can afford to be 1gnorant of what the public thlnks.

Constant examination of newspaper coverage would be one way
1

of achlev1ng such awareness. - £

2. Be wllllng to study and evaluate all forms of

- - -

crltlclsm. w1th consc1ous eqaiit to pgt aside hlas and.self-

interest in order that the ful implication o} the criticism

may 'be real1zed.
3. Recoqnlze the succesaful implementatlon of !
. !

1nnobatrons (new educatlonal pollcles, new courses of study,

.new methods, etc.) depend to a certain extent on publlc .
- - ' . '

support. ‘This calls for including in every new‘project a
plan for obtaining the necessary supporting public opinion.

4. Set up information bureaus, press conferences,

!

and other means whereby valid 1nformation about school

activities are more accurately dissemineted to the general

public. : | <

4

5. Encouraqe‘ané,assist the press in an attempt to .-

increase and improve the volume and’nature of.-its coverage /

.of educatibnal issues. /‘ : e

'
. . o
[ } . _‘/
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Impldications for Further Research

. . . " i )
This study was an endeavour to break new ground in

i
As- in any ploneerlng venture, the

L 4

nethodology and data analysls mag bq refxned in further

'undertaklngs. ;} L

As a result of this research, it 1s ngested,thatl |

any addltlonal, related 1nvest1gatxon be directed at.an

examlnatlon of press coverage and publlc comment concerning

spec;flc educational issues, rather.than an overall analysxs.

Researchers seeklng to utillze radio open-llne talk

shows as a forum of publlc debate are advised of the standard

policy of destroying tapes\of such~dlscussions at the end of
each 30-day period. ' : ) -
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' L APPENDIX A . : _'/// . : S

; ' _ ! <" PILOT RESULTS = i P . ,
7 . ’ EDITORIAL COV'ERAGE OF EDUCATION (1981) .
t
i - —__Daily News - | Evenifg Telegram Western Star -__Totals :
- Issue ' : Number ] Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
- ) : ' N . . 4 o .
Administration ) 3 13.6 0 R 2 ]{1 l : 5 * 9.4
Boundary Changes (] - 0"’ - 0 : - o T
Curriculum - o 4 18.2 1 7.6 3] 16 7 8 15.1 .
Denominational Education o - .2 -15.4:¢ o - | - 2 3.7
Finance . 1 . 4.5 2 | 15.4 1 5.5 4 7.5
Higher Education . 3 13.6 5 38.4 'S 27.8 13 24.5
School Bussing 2 9.0 1. 7.6 1 5.5 - 4 7.5
Teachers - 7 31.8 1 | 76 0. L= 8 -15.1
-Education in General 1- 4.5 0 T . 0 - o= 1 1.2
-Other Issues* 1 . —475 1 7.6 1 6 '33.3° 8 . 151
Totals 22 100.0 13 100.0-." 18} : 100.0. 53 ~ 100.0,
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. APPENDIX B - : £ oo .
. - - . . . 4 R
¥ . PILOT RESULTS :
B .- LETTERS TO THE EDITOR (1981). X * -
- . Déilv News . Evening Telegram - Western Star "Totais
- ___ Issue - + | Number Percent Number Percent Number | Percent | Number |. Percent
. Administration 03 Y 17.6 4 .13.8 1 6.2 8 12,97 7,
Boundary Changes -0 - - 0 . i = 0 = 0 -
Curriculum ) 2 11l.[7 S 2. ,6.8 - 3 18.7 .7 . .d11.3
Denominational Educat:.on . 1l- 5.8 4 13.8 . PN 6.2 6 9.6 -
Finance 3 17.6 2 6.8 1 L 6.2 6 9.6 -
Higher Edycation 3 -17.B 2 T 6.8 <1 . 6.2 6 . 9.6
School Bussing 0 o= 0 . = 2 12.5 2 342 .
.Teachers 1.} 5.8 8 . . 27.5 4 25.0 - 13- 20.9 o
Education in General . 0 = 4 S 13.8% | . 1 6.2 5 - 8.1
Other Issues 4 23.5 .3 > 10.3° \».'2 12.5 . 9 14.5°
Totals 17 100.0 29 100.0 6 - 100.0 62 100.0
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