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Changeo In The Wording of Cutlinol

. _ o ! Fhil To Redhco Photographs Offonaivonoss - v

~

¢ - . ..

“.

Newapapers are publiohing more photographo thnﬂ ever before, onlné%in; the
® pho:ographo and untng more color in an offort to nttroLt more roaa:rl. lut few

P ; b éuidelineh are availablo to help oditoro docido which photographn 2:. loot how--
: F -

<
worthy and which photogtaphl arh nont likoly to interolt and to pl.ll. thoir

3

readers. f ‘ : . 'L ‘ Tl

Becauoe some nawsworthy'Photograpéi upset rothor than please readoro-v“‘~m

<

especially photographa of human grief, hugiliqtion, nudity, violonce, injurioo
and death--editora also noed to kiow more about the methods that night bo>usod o

to minimize readers' complainta ahout the publication of thono typoo of
photographs. .. /{ i 1 | .
Previous reaearch -has damonstrated the vnluo and popularity of photographo..
. Schpemn and Whice found chat, "Reading of news pictures apparently begins as earl .'q;
of as com*cs, but increaaes (instead of falliug off as comics do) a!tor 15, rolchoo R

X penk in middle life and remains relativoly high."1 SVInson !ound thnt only Q&Jb! e

of qhe peraons who read a new'papor will road a typical nowt«.ﬁory. but that 51 7
&:ook at a ‘typical photograph. : Sinilarly, Larkin, Grotta and Stout found th

the newopapor ruadera 21 to 34 years old, and 42& of the older readers, wva

L
-

newspapers to publish more photographl.3,

‘l's~ MacLean and Kao,oxplain that A good picturo...oan toll a lot-toit-and wi
a big wallop that the readers won't forgot." However, HhoLoan and Kao alee ‘found
o _ . . . ) .
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that: "We.heve prectlcelly no research on how we can best make .67 eelect thoee
'good' pictures to do such Jobs for us. Deepite the thousands of reederehip end
eudiencd etudiee, editors and photogrephere still have to pﬁetty much fly .by the ~ .

seat .of their penta....'4 ~ L |

. %v—' MacLean and Hazard didvfind.eleer-cut'differences in the preferencee of man ’
and women.s Photographe' impact end popularity elso seem to vary with readers' »‘{
educationel levels, incomea, ages and races, Furthermore. .a.certeiu types of
content-—animala, p:ople, esenerx§ and highly topical news items-ere well liked
end highly read. Pictures of war, deetruction, deeth erouae greet inteneity end
are highly read, but epperently are not well likﬁd by moet people n6

Previous s*udiee also heve reported that editore and reedere generally qgree;)
on which photogrephe are most interesting end neweworthy. "Principel exeeption-
came on dramatic and grueaomé photos, Editore seemad more tolerent of violence,
but readership was divided....Generally;, reedera preferred feeture pictureés, vhile

";editors prefer freeh, hard news photoe."_7 ‘ »

-

. The problem of taste is eepqpially difficult. Newspapers normally do not
puhli hotographs eKet show frontal nudity,chscene gesturee, bLoody injuriee or
the bodiea of persove theiy readere might know. Editors also are critical of
phOtographs that are obvioualy "fcontrived-thet are poeed rather than epont‘;f/ue

"8

Thus, some -

_Qut there qte exceptions. While judging photosregre edftors seem: to epply the ru.“’
,jflprint*it.

thet, "If it's a éig story, end the picture telle

Aphotogrephs ane so obviouely neweworthy that editors set’ eeide other consideretion:

such as their populerity end testefulneee,,without mnch ebete. //
For example. hundreds of editors publiehed the photogreph of Lee Harvey

Oswald clutching at ﬂis stomach efter he was ehot by Jeck Ruby in the beeement of

a Dallae police etation. Photographs taken in Vietnel showed a 73-yeer-old monk

¥ engulfed in flemes and the chief of the South Vietnemeee National Police firing a
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Nmp pers fron nocton to 'I'okyo aleo publinhod amries of photoguphn which
~

b piatol int the buin of a hcl{lcu cnptivo. =

nhond rmn nttenpting to rucu. a young woman and a 2-year-old child from -
N Bolto 1re escape. Tha woman plungod to: hor duth wvhen the firo ucapo colhpud
1, and the blication of those photogr)phi "raiud my troub).ing quution.n and
.ar.ouu;d gry ?spouu from ;wapapcr rudora wd o '

‘Readers accused the’ nmpapcrl of chup jdurnalim, voyourian. mmitivity,
1rroopo ibility, needlgass cmationalin, an“ invasion of personal privacy. And a
tutcloo ﬂlplly of 'hmn”tugedy to sell: nmpapero.]-'o e

Psquire columisg Nou Ephron rupondod that: "They deserved to be printcd
bocauag they are grut picturu. bruthuk:l.ng picturu of something that . happened,
That they dictugb readers is mctly as it should be: that's wh‘y photojoumliu
ims often more powerful than written journalism." An editor at The Washington Post
addod that the primary criterion used to judge a photogtaph of death is "the
rinportanca of the news evant." Another news executive ngeud that, if tlu woman
“had auﬁived, there would l:ve been vary little ruction. "The picturo would not

have changed," _he explained, "but the fact of duth is what ruched 1nto tho minds

and feelinga of realderi nll

A nim:llar debate arose after newspapers published photographs of oight Anerican
co-undos who died while trying to rescue the 52 hostages from Iran. Rudcrl u:l.d
photographa of the commandos' chnrrod bodiu were distasteful and und:lgnificd and

that they "did a diaurvice to the men who died and were cruel in thoir :I.npact on

i the families of the dead.”

) Thua, readera frequgntly object to photographn of cr.ine, war, dutn;ct:lon.
poverty, unluppineoa. hunan anffcring and duth. Readers are also concom?d about |
the issues of taste, privacy and hulun grief. Explicit photographl-dauﬂod.

"7.,_ cloncups-—um moat likoly to arouse their anger. Editors, on the other hand,
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. an accident victim might be uninjured»or injured his injuries might be minor or

.variahles. .The two other authors mevi his o

are more ﬂoncerned ebout photographs' neweworxhinose. tﬁhir powerfulneee,
7. .
significance and effectiveneae at telling a otory. . -
* ’ '.
‘The debate reieeo three queetioﬂe of intereet to .photo editore. First, which ,

*

types: of photographs do readoro consider moat newewor;hy? - And eecond which types

.of photographe do readere coneider most offensive? r*evioue studies’ have elreedy

, begun to examine both questions, but the reseerph seens incomplete. SOme veriebleo

L U

" have not yet been examined Noreover, previous etudiee have not&coneidered a thirdu‘r

and potentially more important question. If editors can accurately predict that

_certein neweworthy photog*aphe will offend oome of their reedero, is tﬂere enythiug~

3
they can do to minimize thoee reccers' compleints?

-

v

hethodolo?y v

-
-

The authors isolated 22 variables which heve concerned editors and readers or

' which seemed likely to affect thcir responsee to oontroversiel photogrephe. The

variables. included‘ a pbotograph’e Tewness, genuineneae. proximity and megeétede"
a dioanter's cause (naturel vs. mandmade); a victim'e age, sex, race and friendlineee,

nudit"° the exis: ‘ence an xd extent of injuriee~ and the preaence or'ebeencevof guilt. .
ﬁﬁ/

~ ~A

juetification and grief. Also, some persons ehown in the photogrephe were identified
4l ?—

®

' more fully than ot*ere, end some petsons were identified as civilians while othere

¢ , |
were identified as firemen and eoldiers. . >
Sevz-al of the varicbles were repeetfd with minor variatione. For exemple:
N/

-

>

veerioue, and the victim might. eurvive Or die.- 't/ .,“* ‘ ’\

Onn of, the authors aelected 22 photqgrapho-ﬁbne to illuotrote each of the 22

4 A Y
unenimously egreed with all 22 sehc*ne/ The photdgraphs were intentionelly taken

from entiologies of memorable and prize%*inning pictztee 80 six’ characterietice~
; o
frequently associated with news photoe could be studied: tho photos’ tastefulness,

t
. . s
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nevsworthiness, ai}nificuncc, powq!fulnlll, .1ikability and offcnnivcn.na. '

Two cutlinel wnre written for oach photograph. The second cutline chnngdd a
ninsle word or phrase to alter rcadcro' perccp:ion- of thc major variablo undor ‘
consi ration. Fbr cxnmpic: th- firnt cutline night report thnt an acei?ﬁut
victim was a man, and the aocond cu%l!ﬁi‘£o{\tho same pkotograph might raport

- that the victim was a woman. The firet cutline for another photograph might
report that the victim was injured, and the second .cutline night report that
- .tha viaf?m vas killed: that_ he 1 ved naarbv or far luaJ that he was a crininal
or an innocent viéfip. tha: he a black or a whi '(Sca Tablo I). ~
“_ s Thui, the adthp;l'kncw tho phbtographs ‘were poverful, for example, but wanted
+  “to determine whether changeo in tha-du:lin.a of powerful phoéographn would also ‘
change the photngraphs' 1npact, peciflly their percaivod offcnlivenein.“ ’
COpies of all 22 photogtaphn wnre placed in enve%gpba, and the photographs
in n&éh envelope were arranéhf in a different Qrdgr to eliminate any’ bill that
. might be caused by ﬁhe primacy effect, Ai", tha photogtaphn in half the envcloptl
Lo (Group I) were acconpanicd by the first set of cutlincn. add “the photographa in s
the second half (Group 2) were acconpanidﬂ)by the oecona iit\ﬁfmcutlinol.
The envclopes wvere dibtributed to the otudentl cnrollcd ih tuo 1::Eoducaory

coununications classes. Host of thc students in both 01lllll were no jorl. The

\

A

rclpondents were asked to arrange thc 22 photographl in ordcr. w}th the photograph

they cons ad most offensive og/top, and the photogrnphn they considorcd pmogrcsli y

. less bffensivo order beneath it, A. quastiounaire attnched to each photogr}ph
asked the respondeits to rhte 1tn latcfulnoss, newsworthiness, significance,.
.likability, offannivanca- und poverfulness on 6~point scales. The respondents -Z\
also were ‘asked, fﬁ; a newspaper editor received this photograph should he

publish 4t?n




usually ob;bgin information abon}t what's going on in.the wox%d and how often they

‘use newspapers, television, radio and magazines.

-6

A

Ve A
L

A uﬂlrate quutionnairo asked regspondents thlit lgc, sex «nd collego mjor.

Fimlly, fiva 6ther quentiona asked about Jheir normal media psage: whcr- tiney

N v

»

- "All 22 photographs were appro::;imately the game size and ware printed in black

. ‘_and white. To add to their realism, the cutlines we. a aet ixx type and }rinted along

"with the photogrqpha, 8o they reu‘ombled actual newspaper clippinga. Despite the »

pmtpgraphs' controversial content, none of the respandents voiced any complaints

i

about being aaked to look at them, either during or after t;he study. a

Three hypotheses were formulataed to test the respondents' response t: the

~

Y

vagal?]:es. The hypothesea stated that: -

ONE: Changes in the wording of a c\\.l'tline have a nignificaqt 'impqct upon . "

readers! ‘ﬂ{ponsea to the content of a controversial or potentiflly
offensive photograph. .
[ ) !
TWO: Women are more likely to be offended by&controveraiaﬁ photographs .

than men. | .
N\ : REE:\\ Persons who rarely use the(” media ére ‘more likely ta be offan:od by <

| ¥ - . .
Y contraversial photogf:aphs than persons who use the media more regularly,

o ¥

M. . . a4
) N R
- ; [N . ) .

Findings and Analysis ‘ :

A total of 33 respondém;é evaluated 't’he.firat group of photographs, and 50
reapondg::ti evaluated- ’the second éroup. Fift;'fone of the xespondenta.fwere men,
and 28 were women., The great majority-—6 -—ere 25 of younger.:b Si‘x’tean, were
jouralism majors, and ‘62 were not. THe atatistics“d'o not -a:lway‘a';:dd up to 83 .
because some respondeni:s failed to angwer all the questions about their age,
aei. 'col&ege major and 'medﬂia usage. / ' (

¢ . .
. . \'s



The Ma nn-Whitnov U test shows that the respondents in Group 1 and tho

o | . | ,
\ . rosponchta in Group 2 reacted dif!orontly to tho’offonoivonou of only 4 of ‘ , ;;
‘the 22 photogroph-. 'rwo of those photognpho showed persons vho had npporontly
‘ been injured. 'rho roopondonto in Group 1 were told that the vi-cl:ino were {

"miraculously uninjnrod" orythat "none of their injuries were ooriouo. " The
.reapondonlto in Group 2 were toldMo, victims had been injured, or that
- ghfir injuries were serious, and they considered tho photogtapho more offonlivo."/-"
Tho third photograph showed a womnn plunging to hor death from the fift{

floor of an Atlanta hotel, The respondents in Group 1 woro told that tho photogtaph *

~had bgé‘ token recently, and they conoidorod}it more offonoivo than the Group 2
, ; lrespondento, UIV wore told that the photograph had ‘been tokon ;? 1946. The
\ ) fourth photograph oghowed a oouplo standing on a California booch. and tho' .
;r'ospondents told that the couple was seeking shelter because o‘g o storm vconoido’n'd' :

e

‘o it less offenoivo _than roepondento who were told that he c‘oupll"qv'o 19-month-old

2
W - , ‘ L.

son; had j)a{ drownod ‘

The differences between the roopondents in Group 1 and th rupondonto in
Group 2, were aignificant at the 05 lcvol for all four photo&r pho
- The mean rankings of the remaining photographs wére not oignificontly different.
Horeover, neither group consistently rankod the photographs as noro or less oﬁfonsivo
than did the other group. '.ljhe first hypothooio conooq&ont}y fails, since somd
diffegéocoo could be oxpoctod to occur due to chance alone. The first hypothesis
/./ stated that, "Changes in the wordjlog of a cotlino_hovo a significant impact upon
) f readers' reoponsea to the content of a controvétp}(l or a potentially offonsicro' -
photograph,”

'lfho respondents obviously conogl_orod soma types of photographs more offensive
than others. Because they were alike, the rankings of all) @83 ru’poﬁ,nto "m/’ i

L
-

< S N

-




ayeraged together, and the maan ecores fo} the 22 photographs u'ngod from a .high
of 14.7 to a- low 6! 5 ‘8 The higheet poseible ecore wae 22 but it would have
occnrrod only if all 83 rnpom‘onto had conoidorod the om photograph moet |
( °  offensive. ’ g . v o
As. n-pcctod, the roaﬁmdenﬁc’cmidero; photogr;pho of human suffering most
. ffmive. Two photographe received ecores of 14.7; one showed tm; accident
lvi'.ctim whoo'e clotﬁ;a m-n\‘r'e af;iu, and the ucondl‘qhavod N‘w York doto&:givu .
etanding alongside the partially covered body of a hoodlum yho had been killed
’l - by another hoodlum. o S o . .
' ' ther p‘ 081"“].?1\. considoud-\hiﬂhly of’fon‘.:lv’e and their mean scores included:
. jured person being carried from a fire, 1l4.4; a man uising his hands in
. surrender after being nhot by the policc, 14 1; the covered body of a tu!fic
victim, 13.8; a "living skeleton" frcod from a prieon camp qftcr World Way-I1I,
713.8; ;the bodies of 300 ?oldio'ra outside a priaﬁn cuip. 13.7; an A.nt wleo
ouﬁivWing, 13.6; thoﬁédiu ofll several American soldiere Milled in Q -
combat, 13.0;'. a wonap kneeling alb’ngnide her Mufod hueband following a plane
crash, 12.6; and an ured medic. caring for a wounded comrade in Vietndm, 11. 9.
Three photographs ahondperspnl falling to their dutha,i and all three
received scores of I1.7 to ‘\11.2. Thus, they ranked 12th, 13th and, l4th in offensivenes
A frontal)shot of & bare-bréested woman ranked 15th and had a mean ecore of 10. 2 ]
By cmnphriaon, a photogtlgl‘\ showing a bathing buuty-a woman mring a bikini at
a buwd 20th, with 'a mean ecore of 7.9,
Surpr:u:lngly, two phc;t.ognphl of hmn grief unkad 19th nnd 2let, indicating
‘that the respondents considered them ulativuy inoffensive.  One, with a mean
score of 8.4, showed a v;onnn clasping her handa‘tg her mouth and otandin:xg in front
~of a:: apartment 'buﬂding'dmgod by a tornado. The second, with a mean score of 6.5,

. . - \ .
showed the couple on a Califo each, Group 1 respondents, who wers told that the

B

“ : .10 o




coubio'l son had just dio&, gave tha lattar photogrqph a moag score of 8.7,

vhile the respondents in Group Z‘gavo it a mean score of 4.9. Thus, the
plwtograph's overall acoro"wqgld hcve risen only slightly if all/the respondents
had bo:n told abéut the death, and the photograph would still have been cona;dor,d '
far. less offensive than the photographs showing visible injuries and death.

| The ?ho:ograph considorod least offensive showed a buffalo grasing: in a

]

national forest. lpondonta ia* C-'oup 1 were told that the buffalo vov.{ld
* killed by hunterl, and rupondentl in Group 2 were told that it would be k:lllod

by rangers to prevent overgrasing in tho toreat. ' . _
Five of the photographs considared high%y offenaive era\aluo considered

distasteful by-a majority of Fhe responderits. The photograph considered most

diatutnful‘& shov:cd the dead heodlum, Pifty;threg ‘rupondents said it was ﬁn .

"bad" or "very bad" taste or that vit wvas "more § tutaful thnn not," whorul . \

only 27 respondents.said it was in "very good' By "good" taste or was "more
usteful than not." Other photographa- and the nunbo'r of respondents who ‘
congsidered them distasteful mcluded: the corered body of*a traffic yictim, 51;
‘the womgn plunging to her death from a hotel, 49; the woman being snrriod from a
fire, 45;..and -the bodies of 500 toldiers, 4_6 (See Table 2).

"The photograph of th; barﬁl-breut;od woman ranked 15th in off\mi‘vano!u
nevertheless, 47' res;)opdontc said it was distasteful. |

Conversely, the photographs considered most tasteful and tl;e ‘nnbor of
respondents who ranked them in "very good" or "good" taste or "more tasteful th-/
not" included: the buffalo, 76; the bathing buu:y. 67; the -injured medic trut:lng
a wounded comrade, 63; a child digging through some rubble, 62; and huv:uy-arl.d
British’ soldictl charging down a street in Belfast, Ireland, 61. S:I.xty-tvo .
rupo’tduita also considered both photographs’ %uun grief tasteful: the woman P

L 4

outside the dm-ged' ppartnént\and the couple on a. California beach. Even 20 of"

. ‘ \ \_;

o .11 | ® :
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the 33 Group 1 roupondcnt. vho were told the couplo s son had just died. connidornd .

Fi »
.

the photograph tasteful, - - . N

A majority of- the respondente cohaidorcd'oll but two of the phdto*rophc both

- Dewsworthy and powerful. The exceptions fot,bdth veriables ehowed the bathing

h

beauty and the couple on e Culifo*nil'bcach. The photograph of the couple on
the beach also was the only one conlid.rcd "somewhat" or "vory" 1nnign1£1cont.
The respondcnta were more evenly divided on the variebles of liknbility.
taste and otfennivcne.o. Nevorthalclc, 74 respondents seid they liked the
photogreph of the buffa13*~—0uriously the .occnd and third mo.t liknblo photog;dphc
showed peraoéa who ware/obviounly injured but who were behing helped by other
persons. Sixty-two respondents liked the photograph of an injured medic helping
another soldier, and 61 1iked e photograph dhowing a tclnphono lineman ndniniotoridg
mouth~-to-mouth r-auncftation to a buddy who had touched a live vire. ~

\
Conversely, tho photogrophn considerod lcant likable and the nunborfot

\:caponden a who disliked them includodt the woman plunging to hex do.th 55;

~
N

the dead gangstar, 54; the dovored body of e traffic victim, 47; thc victim

baing gatried fron e fire, 6ﬁ; the 300 dead soldiers, 64;Annd the bare-breasted

wvomar, 42, * R kN
Scores on the 6-poidt "scale also showed that 51 reapondcntl vere of fended

ph showing the 300 bodics outside a priaonor of war cnnp, 46 were

the photogreph of the dead gang-ter. and 43 were offended by the

photogreph of the Yomln ling from a hotel.

<

photographs, fty-nine;recpondcnté did not want editors to publish th.
‘ N,

L

: /7 -
photogra owing the bar.—breant-‘.uonan,~bu: 21 did. Similarly, the rocpondcntl :



v
. e . . .
© beach, 5‘2 ‘t6 29 .gd.nat pub1mung the photograph of the dud g.ng.:u. 51 to 30

. aad.nu,,t publilhing"the photoguph og the vom fnlling fron a hgtdp and 47 to 33
‘ ugamt publishing the photograph of t:ho bathing buuty. 'rho roojpondonto vere '

¢ . about ovonly dividod (38 to 41) over t:ho photograph ahowiug tho cgorod body of
N . :utnc victim.r . S EEE ! \L -
s ; ~Aa pragnnticnlly expect:ed nlnout 311 tho scores were highly corrolot:od w:l,th

uch#othor. Powor, tho only oxcoption, m higfuy corrohtnd vi.th t:ho varhb)u
of nmworth:l.hou and ligniﬂoanco but apputod to bo sonbﬁhaﬁ d:lfffer?t than thenm,
_ since ncwmrth:l.nen and aigniftqu\:::o-but not powoﬂ-woro aloo hi.ghly cotrohtod _
’ /v:u:h the othpr variables. = . S i . '5. o , ’
" The. ceefficicnts’ of c/orrolatioﬁ bftwcon noat: pn:l.rs of tho photo variablu were
} ..-:I.gnificant at.p lcu than .00l.. When the roapondenta in Group 1 were coﬁidorod
‘uparatoly, the cocfficienta of correlation botweon the varfablos of powor and
o taste, .power aud lihbﬂity. power and offmivonoss. and powor and publi.hl!on't '
»\> .publish were much lower but still nignificant at p. below .10. 'rho ‘coat/ficionts
for reapondento in Group 2 were low on three of tho ':amblu. One of chou »
' three exceptions, the correlation batween the varicblu of pfnnr and publish/don't
pub].iah wvas .37, p ¢ .001. The correlation botween,powor and taste for the
- robpondento in Group 2 was not aignif:lcant. | T §
[ ‘ - The most powerful photograph( were considered ‘the most publiohablo, bb¢ there
“were oxceptiong__(ihotos 1, 10, 15, 16 and 20). Also, all but two of the photog'npho
(Phot:os 17 and 20) were rated conoistontly powerful, significant and newsworthy.
Kondall coefficients show that women considered the photographs .unificantly
less tasteful, less iikable and more offensive ti;an did men, The women in Group 1
also -tendod; }t.:o consider the photographs leas nMrthy. ‘Thuc, the data support
the second hypothesis, which ota:od that, "Women are more likely to be offended by

controversial photographs than men,."

!
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Age was aignificaptly“ correlated with the variables of significance and
powor for tho vteupondonto in Gtoup 1, bnt'not for tho respondents :I.n Group 2,
- Youngot toapondente in Group 1l cono:l_.go;.d the photographs more oigniﬁ.cant
and more powerful.
~ The respouden:a' normal .uoago of the media did not u’mﬁcmuy affect _
their tesponsc to any of the photogtapha. Thus, the data failod to support tho
thitd hypothasia, which stated that, "Pu‘sons who rarely use the media are more N
M | ; \likely to be offended by controversial -photographs than persons wvho use the md:la

more regularly. Y
. >
_ . Pethapa most obv:l.oualy, the results oonﬂmod earlier find:lngl that the
public 1s most upset by photographs of violenco, 1njutioo and donthr. Bowovot,
the results alsg tevuled several additional trenda_ .~ -~ / R
The teepondenta were upeciouy rrified by photogﬂpho £ fires and hro
victims but were relatively tolorant f photographa vhich showed people fllling
to their deaths, Photographs of human grief cl_eatly were not ulotfmivo as
comonly imagined, Also,'respondents generally liked the photographs w.hich
showed people helpiog other people, evon when soms of the victims had been

injured, o T |
‘ It did not mttet whether. the bo!ly of an accident victim was covered o:.‘
\uncovored nogy whether ac\tdent victims live’ nearby or far avay. !Ionvor, photogupl
showing accident victims who had been injured or utiouoly injured umd more
' distutb:lng than photographs showing accident victims who had ucppod injured or
~ who had suffered only minor 1njnriu. The tonpondento aleo disliked nudity'and
g wov..t ot publish cheesacake; however, fow uid they were offended by the

cheese akp.
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Because al; the respondents ware college‘otuoents, they-oould not be
considored typical newspaper readers. Nevertheless, tho fact ﬁhpt they vore f
most disturbed by the typeﬂfof photographd that - also digturbod the rolpondents
in pravioua atudieo addaﬁcredonce to tha reeults. '

The fact that the fespondents 1n Groups 1 and 2 reacted in the same way

"ed different cutlines for th"iz photographs suggesta

thac editors camnot easily minimize the public 8. complaints about the pﬁblication
.~ of controversial,photographo; The photographs seen to have an inpact that cannot

, ’ - N ~
be altered by alteracions in their cutlines. . .

Neverthelees, readers nay be more understanding than 1is generally 1maginod
A majori*y/of the respondencs in this atudy considered 20 of the 22 photographs
newsworthy, and it seems likely that a great many editora would also ‘reject tho
_two pbotogvaphs that were not considered newswofthy-photographs showing a woman
in a bikini and a couple on a beach, Moreover, a majori:y of the respondento folt'
thac editors should publish many of the photographs whichr;hey considorod distasteful
/unlikable and offensive, However, the rospondents wvere unwilling to pub;ilh all the
photographs ﬁhey‘conﬂidered distasteful, qnlikoble,and offenlivo,.opparently bocauae
they wéighed those consideracioos rore heavily than do newopap;r editors.
smry
The authors isolated 22 variables which have concerned editors and readers
or which seemed likoly ;o affeot their responses to controversial photographs.
One photograph 11lustrating each variable was shown to 83 respopdentsé however,

~the cutline information accompanying those photographs varied~£roo group to

group,
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"Overall, there were no cignificnnt difforences in the reactions of respondento _

w o, . "

:'who .received. the different cutlines, indicating that readars: reapqﬂﬂpd to the
photographafthemaelves, and that :he photographs meaning and 1mpact was not
significantly changed by the words accompanying them,

¢ A expected, readdgs were most disturbed by photographn shbwing human -
auffering;'death and injuriéa. Wbmcn,considered the photograph. lasa tqsteful.

- less likable and more offensiih than men, Younget respondents in one group

.tended to congider the photographa/more significant and more powerful than
older respondénts. FHowever, the respondents'*normalymedia ugage did not affect

their reactions to the photographs.
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Descr{ption of Phbto a.h Variable ' Guclinel . Gueline 2 Offensivensss
| hp men, both afire - Proxtmity” ‘Two local men  Two Chicago men 1 (Tie) .
ledatod criminal - an:itud..  Mob 'ch:loftl_in : Pctty thief Iy 1 ('ri:d) '
Person injuréd in fire. Sax ' Mam T voman R
st‘upoct\ohot by police imocma ~ Escaped convict In;wcent lotorﬁt i 4 o
c.’mua body on road . Age  Jyear-old . J0-year-old 5 (Tie)
h-ud WLt pruon.r | fdemetey v, soldhr  Jew 5 (Tie)
Bodies of 300 soldiers - ° Priend/fos - Russtan . ' British - 7
Baby survim bo-bing ' Extent '.of. injury Uninjured . Injured 8
Dead American soldfers’ ~ Race . - ¥o mention Black . ' 9
Plane crash victias " Magnitude Pev killed = ' Many killed ° T N
Wounded nadtc. uoldier  Extent of injury  Minor s ‘Serious S n :
Woman flllina, to duth ,. . Newness . \Rc«nt photo ‘1946 ﬁhoto " 12 o
‘Boy. fn.uing from phno Extent of ID E Gim full ID  No-name, ago'-' ‘137_ '
.-!hn fln:lng to death ©°" ldemtity’  Hotel guest TFireman 14
'roph_u wonman | -Ic.lentity _ ;No. name; ._photo '. . ‘No name; face . .“15'_
'Lineman ‘getting aid - Extent of injury Minor burns -  Died U
- sbidters n ﬁ.u._ie  Reality Chasing terrorisss Drill = 17
'Child digs :I.xg‘rt‘nbbh Cause i Batthqt:ak_n' " Bombs, o 1
Survivor c;f. tornado Magnitude/grief’ Phyiiul dmg; 3 persons died 19
Bathing besuty : Jultifisgtion Contest 'uhnozf- Besuty at. buch- 20
Couple at beach  Griet wﬁm{ Caught in ‘ion a
Grazifdg buffale . Csuse of ;fgath, : ,m“," ; rof;;try Service 22 -
. o .
17
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