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Does Graduate Work Matter?
Characteristics of Journalists Who Went to Grad School

This paper reports a secondary analysis which compares characteristics of graduate school-
trained journalists to those with only college-education. It also considers differences between
studies in and outside the communication field. Besides demographics and job characteristics,
assumed differences in perceived influences of education, in journalistic role concepts and
audience perceptions were tested. Overall, the analysis revealed few differences. But journalists
with graduate education were found to be more likely than college-educated journalists to work for
larger news organizations, and to support an interpretative role.

In the United States, journalism and mass communication is an established, but still
growing academic field (Becker & Kosicki 1998). Many would agree that Joseph
Pulitzer’s prophecy has come true: “Béfore the century closes schools of journalism will
be generally accepted as a feature of specialized higher education, like schools of law or
of medicine” (Pulitzer 1904, 642).! Of course, discussions about academic training in
journalism continue.” But itlis an indisputable fact that the overall education level of
journalists ilas iﬁcreased over the last decades, and that college training in journalism

has become the most common career start for journalists.’

Pulitzer was hoping that such. a development would contribute to high-'quality
journalism. But it is not entirely clear what a higher, formal education level really
means to the practice of journalism. This study does not lpok at the actual work of
journalists, but it tries to uncover differences in attitudes and perceptions. Undertaking a
secondary analysis of two representative surveys of U.S. journalists, it focuses on
journalists who went to graduate schooi. Past research has already expl_ored
characteristics of journalists with an undergraduate background in journalism. In
general, differences with other journalists Were not {/ery notable. This paper now
examines journalists with graduate education, analyzing their demographics, job

characteristics, role concepts and perceptions of audiences and education influences.’
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A relativély small percentagé of U.S. students continue educatioh in graduate schools.
Man}l' of them start an academic career, but still a considerable number go into
professional ‘journalism. In 1992, about 11% of all news journalists held a graduate
degree, and about 7% held a graduate degree in journalism/communication'(Weaver &
Wilhoit 1996, 39/236).° In 1996, about 18% of newspaper journalists held a graduate

degree, and about 10% in journalism/communication (Voakes 1997).

Although since 1995 the total number of students enrolled at the master’s level in fhe
- communication field has declined a little bit, there has been a long-term growth in
graduate education. Aécordingly, the ‘number of master’s programs in the
communication field has increased from 167 in 1995 to 174 in 1996, plu’sla stable

number of 35 doctoral programs (Becker & Kosicki 1997).

Literature Review

‘A higher education level may correlate with certain attitudes of journalists, regardless of
the field of study. But there is also an expectation that studies in the communication
‘ field make a difference. If both assumptions were true, at least to some extent, graduate

studies in the communication field should be a very formative type of education for

journalists.

It is hard, though, to establish a direct link between journalists’ education and mass
media content, as propc;sed by the hypothesis: “Media workers who have a
‘corhr‘riunication' college degree produce content with different characteristics than do
tﬁose with other majors” (Shoemaker & Reese 1996, 264). Instead, it is easier to explore

demographic and attitudinal characteristics. This implies that journalists’ attitudes may
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have some impact on their work and on the content they produce. Much research,
however, suggests that organizational and societal factors are more important influences
in ‘shaping mass media content.” Besides, even individual attitudés, like role peréeptiéns
and ethics, can be influenced by societies’ political system (Zhu et al. . 1997) or by
family upbringing (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 154) rather than by academic education.
Therefore one cannot expect too many and great differences due to the ﬁéld and level of

studies.

\

Comparing journélists who were undergraduate majors in journalism with those who
‘were not, Weaver and Wilhoit (1996, 41) found differences mainly in job profiles:
While lall types andA sizes of media organizations tend toAhire coliege graduates now,
daily newspaper journalists are most likely to hold a college degrée in journalism. News.
magazines seem to be least likely to employ college graduates who majored in

. . 8
journalism.

But when it comes to job satisfaction or role perCeiﬁtions, no significant ‘dlifferences
were found. A degree in the communication field did not predict membership of a
professionél group (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 130). Nor was majofing in journalism as
an undergraduate correfated with role perceptions. Mainly political orientation seems to
predict whether journalists endorse a “disseminator” role (more ;:onservative)' or an

“interpretative” or “adversarial” role (more liberal).

Weaver and Wilhoit took their overall findings as an indicator that growing academic
education in journalism has not led to a homogeneous conception of journalistic

practice. At the same time; they criticized journalism schools for obviously not inspiring
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their graduates “to participate in building a stronger institutional foundation for the

field” (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 170).

Educators may find it troubling that journalists’ academic training leaves so few
obvious marks. They may take some comfort in the fact that nearly half the respondents
in the Weaver and Wilhoit study mentioned journalism school teachers as influential for
their ethical views, yet newsroom learning is perceived as far more important. Besides,
the more years of schooling journalists had, fhe more likely they were to tolera;e

controversial journalistic tactics (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 154/168).

But one still wonders whether journalists who went to graduate schéol see themselves
more inﬂuenced by their education than others. After all, they should be affected by an
academic socialization most clearly. One could also expect graduafe school-trained
journalists to have a special role understanding. Since they should be specifically
trained to analyze, interpret and question viewpoints and so’ciefal developments, it is
feasible to think that they would endorse a similar role for journaliém. The highest
educated journalists might adopt an “interpretative” role or a self-perception as
“educators” of the public (see Melin-Higgins 1996). If this were true they might be also
more likely to approve concepts of “public journalism” which tries to stimulate citizens
to participate in deliberation processes (Charity 1995; Merritt 1998)_. But it could also
mean that journalists with the highest education are rather elitist, and that they haVe a

‘low opinion of their audiences.
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Hypotheses

First, journalists with graduate work wére examined regarding their demographics (age,
gender, race, politics, religion), media size, job profile and job satisfaction. No
hypotheses were made here, except for an ‘expect'ationbthat they would be more likely to

work in higher positions and larger media organizations.

Finally, eight hypotheses were tested, the first two of which drew on journalists’
perceived influence of their education:

H la) Journalists who hold a graduate degfee in the communication field réte the
linﬂuence of journalism teachers on their ideas about ethics in journalism higher than
j_ournalists who were journalism majors in college and did not go to graduate séhool.9

H 1b) Journalists who hold a graduate degree in the communication field rate the
influence of their joumali\stic fraining on their concept of newsworthiness higher than

journalists who were journalism majors in college and did not go to graduate school.

The remaining hypotheses aiddressed journalistic role concepts and audience
perceptions:

H 2a) Journalists with graduate education are more likely to seek an impact on society
than,those with undergraduate educaﬁon only.

H 2b) Specifically, jourﬁalists with graduate education in the-commﬁnication field are

more likely to seek an impact on society than those with an undergraduate education in

the communication field (no graduate education).

H 3a) Journalists with graduaté education are more likely to endorse an interpretative

~ and educating role of journalism than those with undergraduate education'only.
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H 3b) Specifically, journalists with graduate education in the communication field are
more likely to endorse an interpretative and educating role of journalism than those with

an undergraduate education in the communication field (no graduate educatioh).

H4a)J ournalists with graduate education are more likely to approve concepts of public |
journalism than those with undergraduate education only.

H 4b) Sbeciﬁcally, journalists with graduate education in the communication field are
more likely to approve concepts of public journalism than those with an undergraduate

education in the communication field (no graduate education).

H 5a) Journalists with graduate education are more likely to have a low opfnion of their
audiences thaxwllthose with undergraduate education only. |

H 5b) Sbéciﬁcally, journalists with graduate educaﬁon in the communication field are
more likely to have a low opinion of their audiences than those with an undergraduate

education in the communication field (rio graduate education).

Method

This study is based on a secondary analysis of two large surveys of U.S. news
journalists and newspaper journalists, respectively. The first survey was carried out By
Weaver and Wilhoit in 1992, as a replication of a study they did in 1982. It adopted a
multistage sampling procedure, first randomly ‘selecting 574 news organizations from
media indpstry directories. Finally, individual journalists were drawn according to a
systematic interval from a éompiled list from the selected organizations. By telephone,

1,156 journalists were successfully interviewed. The response rate was 81.3%, the

AN
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sampling error margin at the 95% level of confidence plus or minus three percentage

points.

';l“he second survey was carried out ’by Paul Voakes and the American Society of
Newspéper Editors iﬁ 1996. It also adopteda multistage sampling procedure, first
selecting 61 daily newspapers of all sizes from a list of 1,487 U.S. papers. Individual
journalists, were systematically drawn from an alphabetized roster of each paper’s
employees. Questionnaires were sent to 1,191 journalists; '1,037 were returned,
representing a response rate of 87.1%. The sampling error margin at the 95% level of

confidence was plus or minus three percentage points.

Both surveys inclpded questions about the jourhalists’ education background, which
were recoded to reflect the independent variables in this study. As a result, one variable
measured journalists who went to grad school versus journalists who went to college
(but not to grad school). The other independent variable had the values: journalists who
studied journalisrn/communicatio'n in graduate school versus journalists who majored in

journalism/communication in college (and did not go to grad school).

When using data from the Weaver and Wilhoit survey, journalists who had “some
college” were included together with those who held a college degree. Similarly, those
with “some” graduate education were included together with those who held a graduate

degree. In Voakes’ survey such distinctions were not made in the original questionnaire.

The independent variables were first tested with crosstabulations and t-tests to check
demographics, media size, job profiles, and job satisfaction. Job satisfaction was

measured straightforwardly in the Weaver and Wilhoit survey. From Voakes’ study,
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three more indirect indicators were used. Journalists had been asked whether their
present job met their expectations. They were also asked how they would feel if they
were still doing the same kind of work five years later. Finally, a general question asked
whether the journalist would choose newspapering. as a career, if he/she had to do it

over again.

Journalists’ perceived influence of their education, as hypothesized in H 1, was
examined with the Weaver and Wilhoit data.- They had measured the perceived
influence of different sources on journalists’ ideas in matters of ethics and on their
concept of what is newsworthy.' Two questions from their survey were used to test the
second hypothesis. Journalists had been asked how important they found the chance to
influence public affairs.'"" The other question asked how strong the joﬁmalist thought

the influence of the media should be on public opinion».12

The third hypothesis was tested by a set of questions in both surveys addressing role
concepts. Journalists were asked to rank how imbortant a numbér of things in
journalism are, among them the items “get information to the public quickly; provide
analysis and interpretation of cqmplex problems; provide entertainment and relaxation”,
and “investigate claims and statementé made by the government.” These were found in
both surveys. Moreovér, other items only included in the Weaver' and Wilhoit study
were also considered: “develop intellectual and cultural interests of the public; be an
adversary of public officials by being constantly skeptical 6f their actions; be an
adversary of businesses by being constantly skeptical of their actions; set the political
agenda; influence public opinion; ‘give ordinary people a chance to exi)ress their views

on public affairs.”

10 9
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A set' of four questions frOm Voakes’ study was used to test the fourth hypothesis about
public journalism. Journalists were asked about different tools used in public
joumalism.13 Finally, the fifth hypothesis was tested using a question from the Weaver
and Wilhoit survey. They had asked journalists to place their agreement on _a‘Likert

scale to the statement “(Readérs, viewers, listeners) are gullible and easily fooled.”

. Findings
Regarding demographics, journalists with graduate education were in some respects

different from college-trained journalists.

Gender

When comparing all college- with all graduate schoql-educated journalists, the 1992
data re;,vealed no gender differences. In each group about one third was female. But
when comparing journalistslwho studied joumalism/cpmmunication in grad school with
those who majored as undergraduates in journélism, the latter were more likely to be
female (p = .015; Cramer’s V = .12). In the college-group 39% were female versus
25.7% in the group of journalist's who went to communication grad schools. An
explanation might be that they were not striving as much for professional joumalism :
céreers. In contrast, the 1996 data showed higher percentages of females in the’
graduate-education groups than in the college-education groups‘. But these differences

were not statistically significant.

"~ Race

The 1992 data revealed no differences in race. About 90% in all groups were white.

According to the 1996 data, daily newspaper journalists who were trained in

10
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communication grad schools were more likely to be Afro-American l(l4%) than
journalists who were jourﬁalism majors in college and did not go to graduate school
(only 5%). Differences were statisticallyr significant at the .05 level. This finding might
reflect efforts of communication schools to achieve diversity in their graduate brograms,
a need for Afro-American journalists to be higher educated in order to get hired, more
motivation among Afro-Americans for gradﬁate degrees, .or a combination of | these

factors.

- Age

In the 1992 survey, the communication grad school-group was older, with a mean of 40
years, than the journalism college group with a mean of 35 years (p< .000). This was
'al\so true when cofnpar-in_g all journalists with graduate education (méan: '4.1 years), with
all college-educa_ted‘joumalists (mean: 37 years), p<.000. The same tenc‘iency. showed

up in the 1996 survey.'

keZigion

The 1992 data showed a significant relationship regarding religion (p=.016).'5 Due ‘to
similarities in the pércentagevs of Protestants, it was only weak overall (Cramer’s V =
.10). But journalists who went to grad school were less likely to be Catholié (26.7%
~ versus 31.2% in the college group), and notably more likely to be Jewish (10.4% versus -
4.5%). The same tendency, even a bit stronger, was found when 'éompari'ng journalists
with graduate education in journalism/cpmmunicgltion (14% Jéwish), to journalists who
ﬁlajored as undergraduates in journalism (3% Jewish). The 1996 data showed the same

statistically-significant patterns.

11
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Political ideology

According to the 1992 data, joumali.sts with graduate education consider themselves
politicz'llly more to the left than journalists with college education. Among the latter
50% claimed to be “pretty far or a little to the left”, compared to 59% of journalists with
graduate education. However, the relationship was quite weak (p=.01; Kendall’s ’tau-c =
-.083), and it was not possible to detect a significant relationship regarding party
affiliation. Nor were there any significant differences when examining journalism
majors (no grad school) versus cpmmunication graduate students. — The 1996 shrvey
indicated clearer differences. Graduate school-trained daily newspaper journalists' were
more likely to think of_'themselves as Democrats/liberals (47%) than those who went

only to college (35%), p<.05.

Summed up, demographic differences were most clearly and consistently found with
regard to age. Journalists with graduate education are, on average, slightly older than
college-trained journalists. They are also more likely to be Jewish, less likely to be

Catholic, and overall slightly more liberal.

Size of news organization
In the 1992 survey, graduate education could not predict whether a journalist worked for
a publicly traded media organisation. But it wa‘s a factor in predicting size of the news
organisation: Journalists who went to graduate schbql were more likely to work for
media with higher numbers of full-time news and editorial employees. The mean for
journalists with graduate education was 92.6 employees, for college-trained journalists
only 68.6 (p< .000). Journalists who majored as undergraduates in journalism worked

for relatively large organisations. In addition, journalists with graduate education were

13 12
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most likely to work for large media organisations. Their mean of editorial employees
achieved 101.5, compared to 81.3 for journalism college majors who did not go to grad
school (p =.028). Circulation ﬁgufes in the 1996 survey confirmed the overall trend that
graduate school-trained journalists work for larger news organisations than college-

trained journalists.

Job profiles and job satisfaction

In the 1992 survey, journalists educated in graduate school enjoyed higher salaries than

- collegg-educated journalists.'® But this difference could be attributed to organisation

“size and age. Journalists with graduate education were not significantly more likely to
occupy higher job positions (as supervisors or in ﬁle higher management), neither in the
1992 nor in the 1996 survey. They were not significantly more likely to cover a specific

beat, either. Moreover, the data revealed no significant differences in job satisfaction.

Hypothesis 1

The first hypothesis was not supported.. Journalists who went to communication
graduate schools did not rank the influence of journalism teachers or their journélistic
training significantly higher than journalists who were trained as journalism majors in
college. In both groups about 35% to 40% claimed that journalism teachers and their
journalistic training, respecfively, was extremely influential for their viewé on
journalistic ethics (H 1 a) and their concepts of newsworthiness (H 1b). Despite the lack -
of differences between the two levels‘of academic. journalism education, it should be
noted that the percentages indicate that jourhalists rate the inﬂugnce of their education

rather high.

14 13
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Hypothesis 2

| The second hypothesis could not be supported, either. Roughly the same percentage of

journalists with graduate as with college education found the chance to influence publié

opinion very important (about 40%). The same was true when specifically looking at

the two groups of journalists with academic training in journalism/communication (H

2b). When considering journalists’ rankings on a scale between zero and ten measuring

how strong the influence of the media should be on public opinion, differences in the
means were statistically significant but practically negligible. On avérage, journalists

with college education scored 5.6, and those who majored in journalism scored 5.8.

Journalists ~with graduate education scored 6.1, those who studied

journalism/communication in grad school scored 6.3.

Hypothésis 3

The third hypothesis was par§1y supported. While the different education groups were in
general, very close in their role concepts, there were still some notable differences.
Regarding H 3a, journalists with graduate education were indeed more likely to find it
extremely,important to “analyze and interpret complex problems”. In the Weaver and
Wilhoit survey, there was an almost 12 percentage point difference between the two

compared groups (see Table 1).

15 14



Does Graduate Work Matter? Characteristics of Journalists Who Went to Grad School

Table 1: Interpretive Role (1992 data Weaver/Wilhoit, news journalists)

Analyze, interpret complex problems
not really
important | somewhat quite extremely
at all important | important | important Total
Count 17 157 300 419 093
% within
o college ?V:;ﬂ“j‘e 13% | 17.6% | 342% | 469% | 100.0%
uate v, colege college
education Count 2 21 60 118 20
% within
grad schoolf Graduate 10% | 104% | 2090% | s87% | 100.0%
work v.
college
Count 14 178 365 - 537 1094
% within
Total - Graduate 13% | 163% | 334% | 49.1% | 100.0%
work v. e
college

Chisquare =10.84 p=.013
gamma'= .22 Kendall's tau-c = .08

In the 1996 data of daily newspaper journalists the difference was with 16 percentage

points even higher (see Table 2).

Table 2: Interpretive Role (1996 data, ASNE/Voakes - newspaper journalists)

Analyze, interpret complex problems
extremely very somewhat | notvery
~ |important | Important | important | important Total
Count 338 228 129 27 . 722
% within . .
college ?V;‘;ﬂ“‘i‘e 468% | 31.6% | 17.9% 37% | 100.0%
Journalists with college
graduate v. college
education Count 113 41 23 3 180
% within ‘
grad schooll Graduate | 5 eor | 25006 | 12.8% 1.7% | 100.0%
work v. .
college
Count 451 269 152 30 902
\ , % within ~
Total Graduate | 55005 | 208% | 16.9% 33% | 100.0%
work v. .
college

Chisquare=15.16 p=.002
gamma = -.27 Kendall's tau-c =-.10

When controlling for political ideology, Democrats/liberals were more likely to find

analysing and interpreting complex problems extremely important.  Still,

ERIC 16 IR E
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Democrats/liberals with graduate education were significantly more likely to think ‘so
than Democrats/liberals with college education. Republicaris/conservatives showed no

significant differences by education level.

Consistently with above average support for the “interpretative function” (Weaver &
Wilhoit 1996, 138), journalists with graduate education were also more likely than
college-educated journalists to find it extremely important to “discuss national policy

while it is still being developed” (51% versus 37%; p=.001).

Questions testing an adversary role understanding revealed no significant differences.

Nor were journalists with graduate education more likely to think that it is extremely
important to “develop intellectual and culturai interests of the public.” So it seems as if
they are not more likely to adopt an “educator;’ role. And they were even less likely to
find it extremely important to “give ordinary people a chance to eXpress their views on
public affairs” (50% in college group vs. 39% in grad group; p=.028). This finding"
might be taken as an indicator of a more elitist attitude of journalists with graduate

education.

The same patterns of role perceptions were found when specifically comparing
journalists who were journalism majors in college with those who were trained in

communication graduate schools (H 3b).

Hypothesis 4
The fourth hypothesis was not supported. Neither did daily newspaper journalists with

graduate education approve concepts of public journalism significantly more (or less)

17 | 16
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than college educated journalists (H 4a). Nor was there a significant difference when

specifically considering education levels in the communication field (H 4b).

Hypothesis 5

Curiously, journalists with graduate educatiQn are not at all more likely to have a low
opiﬁion of their audiences. This hypothesis was not supported. On the contrary,-among
.v college educated journalists 55% “strongly disagreed” with the stafement that their
audience is gullible and easily fooled. But among journalists with graduate education;
65% strongly disagreed. Journalists with academic training in the communication field
are generally more opposed to the statement. When looking only at journalists who had
been journalism majors in college (and did not go to grad schools), 57% strongly
diségreg:d with the statement.. Among journalists who studied at communication

graduate schools, 69% strongly disagreed."”

Conclusions 7

Overall, the analysis revealed few differences between journalists who were trained in
graduate schools and those who only went to college. But. the first were found clearly
more likely to bé blder, to work for larger news organisations, and to support an
interpretativé role for journalists. But this does not necessarily mean that graduate
education is really shaping journalists’ role perceptions. Possibly graduate students are,
by a pr'ocess of self-selection, more likely to emphasize the importance of interpreting

and analyzing complex problems to begin with.

18
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As the media landscape becomes ever more confusing, and the Internet provides an
overwhelming glut of unfiltered, . first-hand information, traditional news media might
have to increase efforts in interpreting and ordering things, bringing about méaning, and
stimulating rational discourse. Journali.sts with graduate education might be better

prepared than college-educated journalists to meet this challenge, especially as théy

seem to be not thinking little of their audiences.

Ihterestingly, the level of education seems generally more influential than the field of
, : '

studies. On the other hand, both forfner.undergraduate~majors in journalisfn and
journalists with graduate education in the ;:ommunicatioh field rate the influence of
journalism teachers and their journalistic training relaﬁvely high.. While | job
- socialisatipn, organisational routines'and constraints can certainly override educational
influences, more concrete effects of education might be revealed by qualitative studies.

Furthermore, more attempts to link individual characteristics of journalists to the mass

media content they produce should be made.

[

|
In the meantime one is tempted to consider again what Joseph Pulitzer has written

almost . 100 years ago. Despite his enthusiastic efforts for an academic training of
journalists, he also madAe a simple point that, I think, becomes even— more impértant
when'the level of formal education inc;eases: “A fool trailing an alphabet of degrees
after his name is still a fool, and a genius, if neclessary, will make his own cbllege”

(Pulitzer 1904, 643).
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! For a short historical overview of academic journalism education see Weaver & Wilhoit, 1986, 1991,
41-44.

2 See for example a Rolling Stone article that saw j-schools in a deep crisis (Ledbetter 1997).

I 1971, 58% of U.S. journalists were holding a college degree, and 34% majored in journalism. Eleven
years later, almost 75% held a college degree, and 40% majored in journalism. In 1992, 82% had a
college degree; again 40% majored in journalism. Including radio, TV, telecommunications, and
communications, the increase of college giaduate journalists who majored in the communication field is
from 41% to 56% during the 1971-1992 period (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 29). Survey data from 1996
indicate that 89% of daily newspaper journalists hold a college degree, 54% in the communication ﬁeld
(Voakes 1997).

‘It is at least remarkable that the trend to higher education in journalism is accompanied by laments over '
journalism’s sensationalism and trivialization.

% In general, there is little research done on graduate education in the communication field (Ryan 1980)
" let alone on journalists with graduate education.

¢ Also, since 1982, the proportion of communication studies among journalists with a graduate education
has increased nearly 10 points. Thirty-seven percent of journalists who hold a graduate degree in the
communication field earned their undergraduate degree in the same subject, followed by English, history
and political science (Weaver & Wilhoit 1996, 46). '

7 For an overview see Shoemaker & Reese 1996; Berkowitz, 1997.

¥ News magazines are most likely to hire from graduate schools, especially students from Ivy League
schools that traditionally have no explicit journalism programs.

? It would be interesting to specifically test journalists who have an undergraduate plus a graduate degree,
both in the communication field, compared with journalists who hold only an undergraduate degree in the
communication field or in another field, respectively. However, the N’s are getting too small to do such
an analysis properly. In the large data set of the Weaver and Wilhoit study, for example, only 29
journalists majored in journalism and eventually studied journalism or a communication subject in
graduate school.

' The exact questions were: “How influential have journalism teachers been in developing your ideas
about what’s right and wrong in journalism. Would you say extremely influential, quite influential,

. somewhat influential, or not very influential in developing your ideas about what’s right and wrong in
journalism?”
“Currently, in your day-to-day job, how influential is each of the following on your concept of what is
newsworthy. Please use a scale from one to five, where one means not at all influential and five means
very influential. Your journalistic training?” :

' The exact question was: “I’d like to find out how important a number of things are to you in judging
jobs in your field — not just your job. For instance, how much difference does the chance to influence
public affairs make in how you rate a job in your field —is it very important, fairly important, or not too
important?”

12 The exact question was: “How strong do you think the influence of the media should be on public
opinion? Please choose a number from zero to ten, where zero means no influence and ten means very

great influence.”

" The exact questions were: “‘A newspaper reports on alternative solutions to community problems,
pointing out trade-offs that may be involved.”
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“A newspaper conducts town meetings to discover key issues in the commumty and follows up with
stories focusing on these issues and some possible solutions.”

“A newspaper polls the public to determme the most pressing community issues, then tries to get the
candidates to focus on these issues.”

“A newspaper develops enterprise stories, supported w1th editorials, to focus publlc attention on a
community problem and tries to help the community move toward a solution.”

Response categories were “strongly approve, approve somewhat, disapprove somewhat, strongly
disapprove”.

14 In that study age was measured by categories. Crosstabulations showed significant differences withan
overrepresentation of 41-50 year-old journalists in the grad school groups.

'8 No significant differences were found in how journalists ranked the importance of religious beliefs.
Roughly, a bit more than one third of journalists found religion or religious beliefs very important, a bit
more than ten percent found them not at all important, regardless of having graduate or college education.

' In the 1996 study, income was not measured. — In 1992, the differences were significant at p< .000 for
graduate education v. college education (Kendall’s tau ¢ = .12), as well as for grad communication v.
journalism major in college (Kendall’s tau ¢ = .16). Income had been divided into three groups: less than
$ 35,000 / between $ 35,000 and $ 60,000 / more than $ 60,000.

'” Due to relatively close percentages on the other four items of the Likert scale, the overall differences

- were not statistically significant when applying a Chi square test. However, when treating the Likert scale

as an interval measure, and calculating means and a t-test, differences were statistically significant (p=
.006) for a mean difference of .21 between journalists with college versus graduate education.
In general, this survey question might involve skewing effects of social desirability.

References

Becker, L.B. & Kosicki, G.M. (1997). Annual Survey of Enrollment and Degrees
Awarded. Journalism & Mass Communication Educator, 52 (3), 63-74.

Becker, L.B. & Kosicki, G.M. (1998). Annual Survey of Enrollment and Degrees
Awarded. Journalism & Mass Communication Educator, 53 (3), 65-82.

Berkowitz, D. (1997). Social Meanings of News. A Text-Reader. Thousand Oaks: Sage.
Charity, A. (1995). Doing Public Journalism. New York: Guilford.

Dizier, B. S. (1989). Journalism Majors More Likely to Support Liberal Viewpoints.
Journalism Educator, 44 (3), 20-25. '

Ledbetter, J. (1997). Bad News: The Slow, Sad Sellout of Journalism School Rolling
Stone, October 16th, p. 74.

‘ Melin-Higgins, M. (1996). Female Educators and Male Craftsmen? The Professional

Ideals among Swedish Journalists. Nordicom Review of Nordic Mass Media Research,
1, 153-169.

21 20



Does Graduate Work Matter? Characteristics of Journalists Who Went to Grad School

Merrit, D. (1998). Public Journalism and Public sze Why Telling the News Is Not
Enough. 2 nd ed., Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Pulitzer, J. (1904) The College of Journalism. North Amerzcan Revzew 178 (570), 641-
680.

Ryan, M. (1980). Journalism Education at the Master’s Level. Journalism ‘Monographs,
No. 66.

Shoemaker, P. J. & Reese, S.D. (1996). Mediating the Message: Theories of Influence
- on Mass Media Content. 2" ed. White Plains: Longman.

Voakes, P. (1997). The Newspaper Journalists of the *90. A Survey Repbrt of the
American Society of Newspaper Editors.

Weaver, D.H. & Wilhoit, C.G. (1986). T he American Journalist:A Portrait of U.S.
News People.and Their Work. Bloomington: Indiana University Press.

Weavér, D.H. & Wilhoit, CG (1991)..The American Journalist:A Portrait of U.S.
News People and Their Work. 2™ ed. Bloomington: Indiana Univivesity Press.

Weaver, D.H. & Wilhoit, C.G. (1996). The American Journalist inthe 1990s: U.S.
News People at the End of an Era. Mahwah: Lawrence Erlbaum.

Zhu, J-H, Weaver, D.H, Lo, V., Chen, C. & Wei, W. (1997). Individual, Organizational,
and Societal Influences in Media Role Perceptions: A Comparative Study of Journalists
in China, Taiwan, and the United States. Journalism and Mass Communication
Quarterly, 74 (1), 84-96. '

21



U.S. Department of Education

Office of Educational Research and Improvement (OERI)
National Library of Education (NLE) Enlc
Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC)

»

Reproduction Release S
(Specific Document) CS 510387

I. DOCUMENT IDENTIFICATION:

Tide: DOES GRADUATE WORK MATTER X CHARKCTERISMC) OF JouRNALSTS Witd VENT
Author(s): TANIE V. SCHULTRE T GRAD Schlee|
Corporate Source: AgYM ¢ (oM FERANV (B |Publication Date: 09.~12 . Aue. 00 |

1. REPRODUCTION RELEASE: ’

In order to disseminate as widely as possible timely and significant materials of interest to the educational community,
documents announced in the monthly abstract journal of the ERIC system, Resources in Education (RIE), are usually
made available to users in microfiche, reproduced paper copy, and electronic media, and sold through the ERIC
Document Reproduction Service (EDRS). Credit is given to the source of each document, and, if reproduction release is

granted, one of the following notices is affixed to the document.

If permission is granted to reproduce and disseminate the identified document, please CHECK ONE of the following three
options and sign in the indicated space following.

The sample sticker shown below will be affixed | The sample sticker shown below will be affixed | The sample sticker shown below will be affixed
to all Level | documents to all.Level 2A documents to all Level 2B documents

TRONIC MDA PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE AXD
SCRIBERS ONLY. DHSSEMINATE THIS MATERIAL IV

\@7 By MICRCGFICHE ONLY |’§AS$’:«‘ GRANTED RY

$TO REPREDIITE AN
THIS MATERIAL HAS

kN CiRA}«&!) BY
WS
X
e

b

O THE EDLCATIONAL RESOURCES TO THIE GOUCA FIONAL RESOURCES ; AL RESOURUES
INFORMATION UBRNTER (ERICY INFQRMATION CENTER (ERICY E\I"‘UR”! ATION CENTER UERID)
i Level 1 ! Level 2A Level 2B

{ t | t

Check here for Level 1 release, permitting Check here for Level 2A release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche or reproduction and dissemination in microfiche and
other ERIC archival media (e.g. ¢lectronic) and | in electronic media for ERIC archival collection

paper copy. subscribers only

Check here for Level 2B release, permitting
reproduction and dissemination in microfiche
only

Documents will be processed as indicated provided reproduction quality permits.
If permission to reproduce is granted, but no box is checked, documents will be processed at Level 1.

I hereby grant to the Educational Resources Information Center (ERIC) nonexclusive permission to reproduce and
disseminate this document as indicated above. Reproduction from the ERIC microfiche, or electronic media by persons
other than ERIC employees and its system contractors requires permission from the copyright holder. Exception is
made for non-profit reproduction by libraries and other service agencies to satisfy information needs of educators in
response to discrete inquiries.

%Signature: Tm éPrimed Name/Position/Title: T A /\/1 -3V Scwu LTZ
Organization/Address: \Un "\’Q"S: d’» ﬂ REM E/V Telephone - ]Fax "( 9-Y41L] - * P Y g
: T.B.. f‘"‘ ({“f" IE mail Address: Tg\h)'q_\p p Um, — Date Oq / l{ /00

25359 OREMEN, Germyuy bremen .de
II1. DOCUMENT AVAILABILITY INFORMATION (FROM NON-ERIC SOURCE):

If permission to reproduce is not granted to ERIC, or, if you wish ERIC to cite the availability of the document from
Q

ERIC

9/11/00 2:43 PM



