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1. popular Science
2. Bauer
3. Bucchi
4. Broks
5. Burnham
6. Golinski
7.
8. Popular Science Monthly
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1.Goodell
2.The Visible Scientists



1. Gregory
2. Miller
3. Metcalfe
4. Gascoigne
5. Mazzolini
6. Dimopoulos
7. Koulaidis
8. Pellechia



Trust Wellcome

1. See survey reports at www.wellcome.ac.uk/About-us/Publications/Reports/Public-
engagement/WTX058859.htm; accessed 31 July 2013
2. National Science Board
3. Zara



ScieDev.Net
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1. Medicalisation of Science News
2. Einsiedel
3. Leon
4. Lehmkuhl



Newton Terra X Horizon
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1. de Cheveigné
2. LaFollette
3. Mellor
4. Collins



Horizon
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1. Silverstone
2. Episodic
3. Thematic
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1. Hijmanins
2. Traditional News Pegs
3. Timeliness
4
5. Novelty
6. Fishman
7. Nelkin
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1. Selling Science
2. Objectivity
3. Balance
4. Konieczna



" "

" "

" "

" "

1. Baykoff
2. Monney
3. Nisbet
4. Dearing



1. Wilson
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1. Yahoo! News
2. CNN
3. MSNBC
4. Google News
5. New York Times
6. Top 15 Most Popular News Websites, compiled by eBiz/MBA – The eBusiness
Knowledgebase; www.ebizmba. com/articles/news-websites, accessed 30 July 2013.
7. New Scientist
8. BBC News
9. Nature
10. Eurek Alert
11. Granada
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1. Allgaier
2. Secko
3. Laslo
4. Riesch
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1. Phillips
2. Kiernan
3. Peters
4. Science Media Centre
5. Columbia Journalism Review
6. The series begins with Fox and St. Louis 17 June 2013, continues with Eliott et
al. 19 June 2013 and culminates with Brainard and Winslow 21 June 2013; www.cjr.
org/the observatory/
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Inside Climate News

Inside Climate 2013 ,News Staff
" " "
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1. Entrepreneurial
2. Midwestern
3. Journal Journalism
4. Stuart Allan
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1. Snowfall: The Avalanche at Tunnel Creek
2. www.nytimes.com/projects/2012/snow-fall/#/?part=tunnel-creek
3. Fahy
4. Nisbet
5. Public Intellectual
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