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~ HIGALIGHTS ,@

T

" Police and court reporters and managing editors in daily/newspapers ;
w . = across Canada were surveyed., Our results indicate that, in Their-opinion,

Lo Pollce "Overnlqh+ Occurrpncp Logs" are never made available to
almosf a vhird of 1he respondents.

A majority of the resmondents think that the police deliberately
‘withold information from the media when police: force members'
actions are be|ng investigated..

,Responden+¢ experlence more dlfrlculfy gaining access to lnformaflon
, and responsible persons with the federal pclice than they do with
e *the provincial or municipal police.

oy

) L The relaflonship between a majority of The respondents and +he police
' force in Thelr area is rpla+|vely friendly and Dosc+|ve

@ f A substantial. maTorlfy of +he'journa!is+s surveyed think that the
- police in their region really do care abouT the rlghfs of ordlnary
citizens.

/7 A substantial majority also’think that printing or broadcasting the
- : ~names of persons taken into custody creates an |mmed1aTe aseump+|on
s of qU|l+ in The mlnd of Thp general public.

‘ 'Bans of publlcaflons of courfroom proceedlngs are becomlng more
A VR frequenT

g ‘More than one in ten of all refpondenfs Thlnk that the judges in
- the area are hostile to some extent towards newspaper journalists.
~Almost two of every five respondenfs think this way about pollce

. cons|ables in Thelr area.

"‘,;1 gi ~ Over one third of the respondents think that journalists should be
. freated differently than the ordinary citizen in a court of law.

‘;,Almos+ one in eVery five responden+s has some specnal or formal .7

R +r i : , : L
A a nnng in lay. e ; : 4
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BACKSROUND

A

Early in 1976 The CDNPA Editorial Division was becomlng
increasingly aware of a general feeling among managing editors
that access to police information was becoming more difficult to
obtain and that the courts were becoming stricter regarding what
court proceedings could or could not be published. In addition,
specific cases of lack of co-operation in the police deparTmenfg
(and. even police harassment of reporters) were brought : :o +he !
Editorial Bivision's attention. :

In April, 1976, CDNPA distributed a very brief questionnaire
on the subject to ascertain how widespread such feelings were. '
The questionnaire was distributed to all members of the Canadian
Managing Editors Conference (CMEC). Of the 20 who responded, 18
felt that there had been a noticeable decrease in the flow of what
they consider necessary lnformaflon from police departments in

’ Thelr area.

As-a result of +h|5 questionnaire and general dlscu55|on WI+h
the deTorral Division, a resolution was passed at the 1976 CDNPA
annual general meeT;nq which stated in part, That: ‘

;CDNPA VIgorously opposes any proposal which would encourage
police in Canada to make secret arrests. We believe that

an open system of justice requires that police make avai |-
able to the parson arrested; to the family, o a lawyer if
requested, and to The public under whose scrutiny police in
a democracy must function if democracy is to be preserved,
information about persons arrested and the. chques on WhICh
-arrests are made :

and that:

To preserve the openness of the courts The news ' medla mus+ ’
be permitted to carry to the public what goes on in the courfs
Justice administered under publlc and -fair scrutiny waI be
be++er JUSTIC@

The topic was also dlscussed aT the . annual CMEC convention in
May, 1976 and a roundfable discussion was held on The subJec+ a+
- the CDNPA fall mee+rng in Sepfember of that year

<
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As a result of all this activity a proposal was made to
gather detailed information on the topic from all police and
court reporters ‘and managing editors across the country. [t
was hoped that specific problem areas could be pinpointed through
such a survey and that the results could be used to determine

whatever further action might be deemed necessary.

This proposal was accepted by the CDNPA Editorial Division
in April, 1977. The project represen+s the figst formal Canadian
survey of its klnd known Tn the au+hor :

The quesrlonndure itself was devoloped from a 1aped version

of the roundtable discussion held at the CDNPA fall meeting in

September, 1976. During the summer of 1977 the qusstions were

~ supplemented and modified by members of the editorial committee
~and T. R. Bird, research comm1++ee llazson to the ediforial
committee. S

STATEMENT OF PURPOSE

o V,

“The study was undertaken to sirvey the 1r+|+udes of reporters
assigned toipolice and judicial affairs ftoward their coverage
subjects, The purpose was to ascertain whether the relationship

“and thelines of communication between fie two groups were currently ~

open and positive and whether they had changed over: the past few
years in the opinion of the journalist

SURVEY METHOD

‘Jnfchober, 1977 the questionnaire was mailed to all police

~and court reporters and managing editors of all daily newspapers

in Canada which are CONPA and/or CMEC members.. A reminder letter

“and quesfionnaire were distributed in November.

, RepILQS-were'recelved from 58% of Thé‘newsbapers canvassed

(62 of 106 papers). 40% of all questionnaires distributed were

returned (159 of 400 qun°+ionna|ree). Difficulties arose

~.surrounding the definition of all possible respondents- so that
“treating 40% as the response rate should be done with CaUTIOﬂ

(see Appendlx D).




The responses are reasonably representative of the geographic

distribution of daily newspapers across the cauntry although

Ontario is somewhat over represented. They are also reasonably
represen+aflve of circulation size across the country although
newspapers with circulatinns under 10,000 are not well represenfed‘
(See Appendix C).

Al tabulations are availahle for inspection fromVCDNPA. o

CONTEMPT_OF COURT - | e R
(Tables Al to A3). . ‘ ‘ = ~

- The assumption that confemp+vof cdur+ ‘charges against the
press are becoming more and more frequent was not borne our in
our study. ‘

As Table A1 shows, only 6% of those pol led felt that over the =

~ past five years contempt of court charqes had been invoked against
~the press in their region more offen than previously.' Most

respondents said that either such charges had never been laid to

their knowledge in their area or that they simply did not know if

such charges were more frequent. Only four respondents had ever
personally been charged with contempt of court as a result of Thelr 4
Job as a_journalist. “11% of the respondents said that their paper .-
had bheen .charged wn+h contempt of courT in the last flve years.

s
. b et

To aScerfain whether such charqe; are actually increasing in
frequency or not, the number of contempt of court charges over the

- years and over +he regions would have fo be sy%Tema+|caIly counted.

From our own results it &ppears that such charges are, at leasT
not a general phenomenon, nor have they been in the past five years.

-

1Al! percen+ages reporfed, unless. orherwnse nofed, are based on _  o

Call questionnaire respondents rather than on only respondents who}

answered +he parflcular question under discussion.
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BANS ON PUBLICATION OF COURTROOM PROCELD!NOS
! (Tables B and B?) .

RespondenTs had mich more definite opinions on this subject
fhan they did on The frequency of contempt of court charges,

; As Tahle RT shows, over a Third stated that.bans on publications
of courtroom proceedings are more frequently lmposed in their area
‘now than Thny were f;vo yewrs ago.

Respondenfs were also asked to describe the most recent.
specific instance of such a ban in their area. Many of those who
answered this question mentioned that the ban took place at a

~preliminary hearing, and a few mentioned that it took place at a
~ bail hearing, a change of venue or a vair dire.

Cases involving sexual offences or murder were most frequently
mentioned as being the object of such bans. 58% of the cases
mentioned involved rape, sexual offences involving a youth or a

& child (including rape) or other sexual offences. 36% of the cases
mentioned that the ban was imposed in a murder case or involved
other non-murder, non-sexual offencp charges such as armed robbery
or fraud

#

N ‘ v ; : v
1Recen‘i‘fieqnslahon gives courts wnder dlscreTnonary power fo
S |mposewbans on some proceedlngq




POLJCE CONTACTS

(Tables C1 to C8)

Most police contact time is spent with municipal rather than
prov1n0131 or federal forces. Tables C1 and CZ show how rhls Time
is broken down over the fhree forces.

Respondenfs were asked the relative ease or difficulty +hey
had in gaining access to informaticn and responsible persons for
each of the three police authorities. Table C3 shows that
respondents felt that they experienced more difficulties in +h15'
resoecT with the federal poltce +han the other forces.! N

Respondents were, ‘+hen, asked abou+‘+he'availabili+y of the
police "Overnight Occurrence Log" (Table C4). Although 53% of

. the respondents said that a complete or abridged log was at least
~sometimes available to them, almost a third stated that the log

was never made available fto them in any form. As might be
expected the availability or lack of availability of the "Over- .
night Occurrence Log" appears fo go hand in hand with the ease or
difficulty of general access to the police whtch Journalls+°
experience. (See Table CJ)

A third of the respondents said that there is a formal
written information release policy set down by their local police
department. 44% said that there was no such policy in their area
and 23% ejther did not know or did not answer the question.

Where such a policy does exist half of Thé\respondenTs felt that

i+ was restrictive in terms of access of irformation by JournallsTs,

and 22% felt that it was not restrictive.

In addition o being acked about the existence of a formal
written information. rélease policy, respondents were asked whether
their local police department had a specific person in charqe of

media relations (Table C8). Atmost half of the responden+s stated

that such a person did eXlsf in +he1r area.

"1+ should be noted that our ques%ionnaire was distributed shortly
after the wide publicity given fo questionable practices committed
by members of The R.C.M.P. . This may have affected The results -

'obTa|ned

RS



,,,,,

GENERAL ATT:TUDES REGARDING THE POLICE

(Tables D1 to D10)

Six questions were used to determine a rough composite
measure of the positive and negative feelings existing between

. the police and Journallsfs in The opinion of the latter group

(see Tables D1 t0D7).  That is, an attempt was made to measure

- the emotional environment in which the police and jourhalists

work.  All these questions measure the journalists' opinions on

,.+he following subJec+s The questions used ‘included police

constables' and senior police officers' opinions of journalists,
police opinions of the rights of ordinary- C|+|zens, +he relation-

ship between the respondenfs' newspaper and police, the validity

of police information given to journalists and police opinion on

- the degree of sensationai news in- The press

Those response categories considered to indicate a positive,

- co-operative, open or friendly relationship between the police

and journalists accounted for 65% of all responses to these
questions. Negaflve responses accounted for 20% of all responses.

Even in the sensuflve and very subjective area of "who's gof
the harder Job" the journalists' attitudes are surprisingly
tolerant. 21% of the respondents agreed to some extent with the

- statement, "A poltce constable's job is considerably more diffi-
~cult than the job of a journalist"; a fur+her 28% gave a neutral
“response to The sfafemenf (Table" D8)

‘These rough indicators: suggesf +hat the relaflonshlp bet-
ween a majority of reporTers and . managnng editors across the counTry
and the pollce forces in their areas is re|a+xve|y fr;endly and
positive in the. minds of the journalists. :

AlthUQh,This‘rela+ionship may be good, it must be s+rained

+o some extent by the limits placed on police constables when

talking to reporters. 72% of all respondents feel that police

- constables are usually not free to discuss cases with them.
‘Similarly 68% of the respondents feel that only senior police
~officers are allowed 1o glve |nrormaT|on on cases. (Tables D8
- to D9) ‘ : ~

3
*
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DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT OF PERSONo BEING INVESTIGATED
‘ (Tables E1-to E4)

Respondents were asked if, in their opiniOn; the police in
their area deliberately withold information from the media when

~three different groups are being investigated -- the ordinary

citizen, people of considerable influence or power, and members

.~ of the police force. 29% agreed with this statement in The case

of ordinary citizens, 47% agreed in the case of ppople of consid-
erable influence or power and 65% agreed in the case of members
of the police force itself.

Whether these opinions reflect what actually happens is not
known. However, the fact that journalists think that this is the
case sudgests that a certain amount of cynicism must exist in the
minds of the journalists within the previously mentioned friendly
and positive relationship the journalists have with the police..

Respondents were also asked if the police withold the hames of
arrested females more often than males. Only 12% agreed with

- this statement.

Va
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ACCESS TO NAMES AND ADDRESSE? OF PERSONS IN PO[!CE CUSTODY
‘ (Tables F1 to F8)

Respondents were asked a series of seven questions on whether
the media should have free access or be able to make public the
names or addresses of people who are involved with the police.
Figure 1 presents the percentage of respondents who feel that the
media should have access to anforma+|on in each of the various
snTua*xons

Figure"1: Percentage of respondenfs who agreed strongly or some-
what with each statement.

Stafement

a) The media should have free access to
the name of any adult detaiped but
not charged by the police. 41

R

b)Y The media should have -free access.to
the name of any adult charged by +he,
police. e 929

« . ¢) The media should have free access to
the name of any adul+ convicted of
any crime. ; : 96%

d) The media should be able to disclose
the home address of an adult charged

by the police. = ; 79%

R , e) The media should be able to disclose
Koo ~ the home address of an adult convicted ;
- : o of any crime. , , ’ ‘ 90%

f)::The media should have free access +o
“the name of any adult victim of any
crime. - | , 64%

g) The media should be able to make public
the address of any adul+ victim of any
~erime. § , 43%

g

e
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The percentage of respondents in agreement with the various

~questions is what might be expected except perhaps for statements

a) and f) above. More journalists considered it appropriate to
have free access to the name of an adult victim of a crime than
to have free access to the name of any adult detained but not
charged by the police; that is, the name of a known innocent
victim is considered more appropriate information for public
scrutiny than the name of a possible perpefrator of a crime.

The responses to another question (éee‘Table F8) arepartic-

‘ularly interesting in the light of the responses to the seven

questions just mentioned. Respondents were asked to agree or
disagree with the general statement that "Printing or broad-
casting the names of persons taken into custody creates an
immediate assumption of guilt, in ‘the mind of the general public".
74% of the respondents agreed to some extent that such people are
assumed guilty in the mind of the general public. -41% of the
respondents had earlier stated that the media should have free
access to the names of such people and 92% felt similarly when
such people had been charged by the police.

Journalists are aware (although they do not necessarily
agree with the situation) That people taken into custody are

~presumed guilty by most of the population until proven innocent.

This awareness perhaps partially accounts for only 41% of the
respondents agreeing that the media should be given the names of
people detained by the police. However, the act of being charged
alone seems 1o override any reservations on this issue even before
conviction or acquitial takes place. :

Interesting results might have been obtained if respondents
had been asked ftwice whether the media should have free access to
the name of any adult detained by the police. - The first +|me it
could be worded as it was in this questionnaire; the second time

it could be worded with a conditional preface. The condition might

mention the possible defrimental effects (social, psychological,
economic (e.g. job loss) of such publication. (See page 13 for

an example of the different responses received on a question posed
in general terms compared to the same quesflon posed w1+h a specific

\

~=- and negating -- condlflon )

LR




DIFFERENTIAL TREATMENT OF BROADCAST AND PRESS JOURNAL]STS
(Tables G1 and 62) , :

Respondents were asked if fhey felt that daily newspaper
Journalists and broadcast Journalists were treated differently
by the police. The responses were very evenly divided. 359%

- of the respondents agreed somewhat or s+ronﬁl¥ that differential
~treatment did exist and 35% disagreed somewhat or strongly with t+h

the statement.

‘Those people who agreed that differential treatment between
The two media groups did exist were then asked to describe such
behaviour. - 44% of the responses given stated that the behaviour
of the police to broadcast journalists was more positive than
their behaviour towards newspaper journalists. 27% expressed the
dpposite opinion and 24% of the responses were neutral in nature.

Police and anyone else you cover seem, at times, more awed
by broadcast media. '

Broadcast (gets) more easy access (to police) because of
limited nature of story to them; (they) tend not to ask
embarrassing questions; cop who says something stupid is
gone over the air in few seconds, in paper forever -
they're scared of us generally and therefore less
informative. :

Senior police officials tend to become very guaided when
dealing with radio journalists (or TV reporters) because
of a "sensational" approach to breaking stories handled
by the electronic media. They seem to see these
Journalists as being more interested in getting good
‘taped quotes than in getting the 'whole! story. Print
Journalists are treated as being more trustworthy in this

. A sampling of the comments received on this question follows:
respect. :
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ATTITUDES_TO FEMALE JOURNAL ISTS

(Tables H1, H2 and M%)

Respondents were asked how much they agreed or disagreed
with the statement that female journalists encounter special
difficulties when dealing with the police and with the courts.
16% of the respondents agreed strongly or somewhat with the
statement regarding the police. Only 5% gave a similar answer
as far as the courts were concerned. .

Female journalists were no more |likely to agree with either
statement than their male counterparts. Those who agreed that
female journalists do encounter special difficulties were asked
to describe them. 26% of the 43 responses made o this question
stated that the police do not trust (or give much credibility
to or put much faith in) women journalists. 14% said that the
police do not like (or are uncomfortable) telling women details
of violent or sex crimes. 23% said that the police are patron-
izing, sexist or condescending to women journalists and 12%
said that women journalists get more and better attention firom
the police (e.g. "infatuation" and "sexual come-ons"). Another
5% said that women journalists get more and better attention ...
from the police but implied that no overt sexual connotations
were involved.

- THE COURTS

(Tables 11 to 16)

Respondents were asked about their perceptions of judges'
attitudes toward newspaper journalists (see Table I1). As a
comparison a similarly worded question was asked about their

perceptions of police constables' attitudes toward newspaper
‘Journalists (Table D1). ' :

~Only 12% of the respondents felt that judges in their
region were hostile to some extent towards newspaper journalists
as opposed to 19% who felt this way about police constables!'
attitudes. As we have seer female journalists also feel that
they receive more impartial freatment when dealing with the courts
than they do when dealing with the police. ; :

Iy

_AIThough Journalists' attitudes to The police appear to be
positive In general as was mentioned earlier, they do seem less
positive when compared to their attitudes towards the Judxctal
Sys’i'em-’ = ' . &:?j/;.{\

i
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Respondents were asked two questions in an attempt to
as cerTaln their attitudes towards the "s+a+us" of Jjournalists
in courts of law (Tables 12 and I3). 55% of the respondents

agreed that journalists called to testify in a court of law

are in a posjtion identical fo that of any citizen. When asked
if JournallsTs should have special privileges or status in a '

. court of law the percentage which feel their status should be

the same as any other citizen drops to 43%. The surprising
result in these two questions is that over one-third of the
respondents in both cases feel that journalists in a court of

law should be tfreated differently than the ordinary citizen.

More specific questioning would have produced answers to the type

- of situations Journalists feel might warrant such status.

An attempt was made to find out whether newspapers follow -

_legal cases from beginning to end. - In cases where names of

accused have been published, most respondents think that their

"paper tries to report and follow such cases from the initial

- apprehension by the police right through to the end of the court

| 7

proceedings (Table 14) 86% of those who responded to this question
agreed somewhat or very much that this was the situation at their
paper. Only 14% disagreed to some extent with ‘the statement.

[T would be possible to verify the journalists!' opinion in
this matter by recording over time the number of accused whose
names are published in a specific paper. This list could than
be compared to subsequen+ reporting of the case in the same
paper. In any event it is interesting to note the high positive

attitude journalists have towards their own paper in this regard.

"Labelllng" is attaching a (most often negafsve) attribute
to an ‘individual or a group which may be erroneous and may have

-(most.often detrimental) effects on the individual or group in

question. “The |iterature ©n the subject.strongly suggests that
the agt of "labelling" (for example, calling a person, a homosexual
or identifying an ethnic or racial group as stupid) can strongly
influence the attitudes and behaviour of the person or group so

Iabelled as Wwell as |nfluence thonse doing the labellfng

»

S

‘\ ~ An attempt was made to get some idea of the basis of attitudes

+owards "labelllng" where such "labelling" could affect an indivi-
du% \s right to a fair trial. Such "labelling" may be based on
’%glxefs regarding "label ling" or it may simply vary from
XS 6 example. - To ascertain which basis is stronger, two
{Wwere asked (see Tables |5 and 16). Only 9% of ‘the.

% agreed that it was alright to "label" an individual

él principle; however 65% of the respondents agreed that

;ﬂgh+ to "|abe|" an escaped convict "ex+remely dangerous"
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(where so reported by the authorities) even +hough such labelling
could affect his right to a fair +r|al :

If the respondents were consistent in their.general beliefs

about "labelling” (measured by the first question) and were

able fto fransfer this general belief to include a specific

example (as measured by the second question), the pattern of
responses to The fwo questions would have been identical.

Instead respondents-appear to have answered the two questions as
~two independent unrelated queries. These results certainly call
into question the validity of the responses tos/the first question
and should remind us of the conditional nature of our beliefs.

LAW_TRAINING

One question was asked to ascertain how many journalists in
~the police and courts field have specific formal education in law.
17% of the respondenTs (27 people) said that they had some special

or formal training in law. Thése included two people who had
taken journalism school law courses, seven who had taken one or
more years' full time training at law school, 20 who had taken law
. courses at a university, community college or other institution
~and five who mentioned other training. (A few mentioned more than
one type of training). : “

CONCLUS ION

Before concluding, one limiting factor should be noted. All
our findings are based only on the personal opinions of police
and court reporters and managing editors of daily newspapers
across Canada. What the police and the agents of our judicial
system think of'JournallsTs has not been explored; however, such
an exploration is, a prOJeCT certainly wor+hy of our conslideration
in the future.

On the one bhand, bans on publlca+uons of courtroom’ pro-
“ceedings are becoming more frequent and police "Overnight
Occurrance Logs" are hever made. @vailable to almost a third of
those surveyed. Also 65% of the respondents feel that the
polige deliberately withold information from the media when

"~ police force members' actions are‘belng investigated.
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On. the other hand, there is evidence to suggest that the
relationship between journalists and the police is healthy and
positive. 73% of the respondents think that the police in
their region really do care about the rights of ordinary citizens;
71% think that police information given to Tthe press is usually
correct and only 12% think that judges in their region are
generally hostile towards newspaper journalists. Also according
Yo our rough measure of the journalists' perception of the police
- journal ists environment in which they work, The relationship is
relatively friendly and positive between the two groups.

The relationship between the Jjournalists and the police and
the judicliary systems, then, seems to be generally satisfactory.
There are problems, to be sure, when, for example, a majority of

- journalists think that the police deliberately withold information

in some instances.  However, the journalists seem fto have an
appreciation for the difficulties under which the police must
work which fempers their cynicism regarding the legal system's
shortcomings., ‘




" TABLES A1 TO A3

A1
(1)*

A2
(2a)

A3
(2b)

Over the past five years have contempt of court
charges been invoked against the press in. youtr region?

More often than before that period 6%
Less often than before 1%
No change o ; 9%
Never invoked to my knowledge ' 58%
Don't know : 20%
Did not state 6%

Have you, personally, ever been charged with contempt
of court as a result of your work as a journalisT?

Yes o 3%
No ; 96%
Did not state : 1%

To the best of your knowledge has your paper been
charged with contempt of court in the last five years?

Yes ; 119
No , . - 83%
Did not state ‘ | 6%

@ ' ¥The numbers in parentheses refer to the question numbers on the

questionnaire.
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TABLES B1 AND B2
« Bl : Over the last five yeafs has there been any change in
(3a) the frequency of court imposed bans on publlcaflon of

cour+room preceedings in your area?

R More frequently 36%
oy Less frequently 19
No change 33%
Never experienced 9%
Don't know 18%
Did not state 3%
B2 If such court imposed bans do take place in your area,
(3b) describe the most recent specific instance of such a
ban. (1)
Percent Percent
of cases of all
- mentioned responses
Preliminary hearings,
change of venue hearings,
bail hearings, voir dlre - 49%
; Rape 23% 12%
- o . Murder 23% 12%
o o ' Sexual offences involving
youth/child (including rape) 17% 9%
Other sexual offences 17% 9%
Other criminal chiarges 13% 7%
Miscellaneous 6% 39
(1)More than one response was possible. Percentage responses to

@

this question are based on a total of 129 responses.

69 respondents did not answer the ques+:on




TABLES C1 TO C8

C1
(4)

Cc2
(4)

C3
(5)

Number of respondents who spend some time with The

police
Number of Respondents
Federal Police (RCMP) ) 116
Provincial Police 86
Municipal (local) Police 126 ; ’

“What proportion of your total police contact time is spent

with each of these police authorities

Percentage of Total Police Contact
Time Spent at Various Levels of
Police Foreces(1)

Federal  Provincial Municipal
1 - 19 percent 59% 29% 5%
20 - 39 percent 17% 26% 4%
40 - 59 percent 8% 43% 33%
60 - 79 percent 4% 2% 34%
80 ~100 percent 11% 0% 269

1004  100%  100%

Please indicate, for each of these police authorities,
the relative ease or difficulty you have, in gaining
access to information and responsible persons, by
circling a number on each line below.

very did
very easy difficult not

‘ or easy neutral or difficult state
Federal Police (RCMP) 33% 16% - . 35% 16%
Provincial Police 419 99 129 384
Municipal Police 48% 134 24% 15%

(1)These percentages are based on those respondents anéwering These
particular questions.

A
At




c4 s the 'Overnight Occurrence lLog' (i.e. record of

(6) police activities for specific Time periods) available
to reporters in your region? '
Yes - always, complete log available : 9%
Yes - always, abridged log available 22%
Yes - sometimes, complete log available oF
Yes - sometimes, abridged log available 13%
No, never ‘ : - 31%
Don't know 9%
Did not state : 6%

C5 Please indicate the relative ease or difficulty you .

(2 and 6)  have in gaining access to information and responsible

persons by the availability of the POverniyht Occurrence
Log' to reporters in each region. ‘

Relative ease

YES LOG AVAILABLE

N

(8)

or , :
~difficulty of access always = always sometimes, sometimes no,
to _information . complete  abridged complete  abridged never
Very easy access 6 9 12 1 7
Easy access 2 16 1 6 9
Neutral 2 4 2 4 6
Difficult access 1 1 0 3 13
Very difficult access 1 1 0 3 7
Cé Is there a formal written informafion‘release policy
(7 set down by your local police department?
Yes 334
No ; 44%
Don't know 16%
Did not state ‘ 7%
Cc7 If yes to the above question, is this policy restrictive

in ferms of access to information by journalists?

All questionnaire Respondents
respondents - 1o _this question
Yes ‘ 24% 52%
No " : 10% 22%
Don'+t know 4% 9%
No formal policy 8% 17%

Did not state 54%

]




C8
(2

Is rhere a specific person in charge of media relations
for your local pollce deparTmen+ (other than chief of
police}? ;

Yes : 48%
No , 414
Don't know . 3%

Did not state ‘ 8%

TABLES D1 TGO D9

D1
(10)

D2
(12)

D3
(13)

Police constables in my region are generally hostile
towards newspaper reporters.

Very much or much agree 9%
Agree o 10%
Neutral ‘ 19%
Disagree - 31%
Very much or much disagree¥ 26%

Did not state _ 5%

Senior police officers in my region are hos+|le towards
newspaper journalists.

Very much or much agree : , 99
Agree , , 15%
Neutral . ‘ 9%
Disagree 33%
Very much or much disagree* : 30%
Did not state : 59

The police in my region don't really care about the
rights of ordinary ci+izens.

Very much or much agree 3%
Agree 10%
Neutral ‘ 9%
Disagree ' , - 28%
Very much or much disagree¥ ‘ ‘ 45%

Did not state , - * - 6%

‘¥See Table D7



D4
(22)

D5
(23)

D6
(27)

The general relaTuonsh)p be+ween my paper and police in
my_region is |mprov1ng

Very much or much agree¥* 30%
Agree ~ 18%
Neutral ‘ 21%
Disagree - ' 14%
Very much or much disagree 14%
Did rot state 49

Information supplied by The police to my newspaper is
usual ly correc+

Very much or much agree¥ 45%
Agree - 26%
Neutral ‘ 8%
Disagree ; 13%
Very much or- much disagree 3%

Did not state - 4%

The police in our region feel my paper tends to
sensationalize with |ittle regard to the truth

Very much or much agree - 5%
Agree ; 16%
Neutral 11%
Disagree . - 19%
Very much or much disagree¥* 55%
Did not state 4%

¥See Table D7




D7

Tables D1 to D6 averages of positive and negative

(10 to 19) feelings of jourralists towards the police

D8
(11b)

D9
(24)

D10
(25)

Averages of Tables D1 to.

Very positive feelings
Positive feelings
Neutral

Negative feelings

Very negative feelings
Did not state .

Note: The percentages from Tables D1 to D6 used as

D6

394
26%
13%
13%
7%
4%

"very positive feelings" have been asterisked on
the individual Tables.
A police constable's job is considerably more difficult
+han the job of a journqlisT
Very much or much agree 6%
Agree 15%
Neutral o 28%
Disagree o 23%
Very much or much disagree ‘ 21%
Did not state ‘ 6%

Police constables are usually free to discuss cases with

reporters

Very much or much agree 9%
Agree 5%
Neutral 9%
Disagree ~ 17%
Very much or much disagree : 55%
‘Did not state 5%

Only senior police officers are allowed to give information

on cases in my region

Very much or much agree ‘ 50%
Agree ' 18%
Neutral ‘ o - 3%
Disagree C ; 139
Very much or much disagree , 11%

Did not state

6%




TABLES E1 fo E4

E1
(29a)

E2
(29b)

E3
(29¢)

(15)

The police in our area-deliberately withhold information
from the media when the ordinary citizen is being investigated

Very much or much agree 15%
Agree ; 14%
Neutral ' ; 16%
Disagree 16%
Very much or much disagree ’ : 38%
Did not state : 8%

The police in our area deliberately withhold information
from the media when ‘police force members' actions are being
investigated

Very much or much agree 45%
Agree 20%
Neutral 9%
Disagree : 10%
Very much or much disagree 10%
Did not state 7%

The police in our area deliberately withhold information:
from the media when people of considerable influence or
power are being investigated

Very much or much agree 25%
.Agree 22%
Neutral 13%
Disagree 12%
Very much or much disagree 21%
Did not state 7%

The police withold the names of arrested females more

often than males

Very much or much agree ‘ 5%
Agree ; . 7%
Neutral 114
Disagree 13%
Very much or much disagree 56%

Did not state 8%



TABLES F1 T0O F8

F1
(30)

F2
(31)

F3
(32)

F4
(33)

The media should have free access to the néme of any adult
detained but not.charged by the police

Very much or much agree 30%
Agree 11%
Neutral 8%
Disagree 9%
Very much or much disagree 37%
Did not state : 4%

The media should have free access to the name of any adult
charged by the police

Very much or much agree 88%
Agree 4%
Neutral 3%
Disagree 3%
Very much or much disagree 1%
Did not state 2%

The media should have free access fo the name of any adult
convicted of any crime '

Very much or much agree 95%
Agree , 1%
Neutratl 19
Disagree 1%
Did not state 3%

The media should be able'+o disclose the home address of
an adult charged by the police

Very much or much agree 73%
Agree 6%
Neutral o 8%
Disagree : _ 4%
Very much or much disagree 6%

~ Did not state , 3%



F5
(34)

Fé
(35)

F7
(36) .

F8
(38)

The media should be able to disclose the home address of
an adult convicted of any crime

Very much or much agree
Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Very much or much disagree
Did not state

The media should have free access to the name of any adult

Victim of any crime

~ 88%
2%
6%
1%
2%
2%

Very much or much agree
Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Very much or much disagree
Did not state

The media should be able to make public the address of any

adult victim of any crime

51%
134
8%
14%
12%
2%

Very much or much agree
Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Very much or much disagree
Did not state

PrinTing'or broadcasting the
custody creates an immediate
mind-of the general public

32%
1%
11%
17%
28%

2%

names of persons taken into
assumption of guilt, in the

%Very much or much agree

Agree

Neutral

Disagree

Very much or much disagree
Did not state

43%

0



TABLES G1 AND G2

R - Gl Daily newspaper Journalists and broadcast journalists

! (18)  are treated differently by the police
Very much or much agree 17%
Agree 18% .
Neutral 19% -
Disagree 13%
Very much or much disagree 25%
Did not state 9% -

S G2 Differences cited betweeh freatment of daily newspaper

(19) . Journalists and broadcast journalists by the police
Behaviour of police to broadcast journalists
more positive than their behaviour towards
newspaper journalists 44%
, Behaviour of police to newspaper journalists

! ' more positive than their behaviour o

e broadcast journalists ' 27%
Neutral comment 24%
Miscel laneous 6%

Percentages are based on fhe,fofal number of 79 relevant

responses to the question.

¢,
By
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TABLES H1 TO H3

H1 Female journalists encounter special difficulties when
G

(20a) dealing with the police ‘

Total Males Females

Very much or much agree 68 6% 8%

Agree 10% 109 - 8%

Neutral 17% 19% 4%

Disagree 14% 13% 21%

Very much or much disagree  41% 38% 58%

Did not state , 13% 14% 0%

H2 Female journalists encounter special difficulties when

(20b) dealing with the courts

Total Males Females

Very much or much agree 1% 1% 0%

~ Agree 4% 4% 4%

. Neutral 17% 18% _ 13%

Disagree 16% 16% 17%

Very much or much disagree 47% 45% 63%

Did not state 165 7% 49.

f]




H3 Special difficulties encountered by female journalists
(20c) when dealing with the police and the courts

Negative to women

Police don't trust (don't give much credibility
to, don't put much faith in) women Jjournalists 26%

Police don't Iike (are uncomfortable) telling
women details of violent or sex crimes - 14%

Police are patronizing, ssxist, condescending
to women journalists 23%

Females get more and better attention from
police (infatuation, sexual come-ons) 12%

Positive to Women

Women giveh better attention and more details

(no sexual .connotations) 5%
Neutral Comment | 2%
Courts - are quite neutral in their treatment of

women journalists ‘ ; 7%
Miscellaneous | 12%

Note: The above Table is based on the 43 responsés made
to this question. ‘ ;o



TABLES 11 to 16

29

; I Judges in my region are generally hostile fowards

f “(17)  newspaper jourralists
Very muéh or much agree 3%
Agree” 9%
Neutral 13%
Disagree 17%
Very much or much disagree 53%
Did not state 5%

12 A journalist called to testify in a court of law is in a
(26a)  position identical to that of any citizen '
Very much or much agree 48%
Agree ’ 7%
Neutral 7%
Disagree 12%
Very much or much disagree 21%
Did not state 5%
13 A journalist should have special privileges or status
(26b) in a court of law

Very much or much agnee 24%
Agree ; 18%
Neutral ; _ 12%
Disagree 6%

‘] Very much or much disagree 37%

& . Did not state , 4%

‘ : . :

\ L

| / .

\ 14/ In cases where names of accused have been published, my
paper tries to report and fol low such cases from the

~initial apprehension by the police right through to the

end of the court proceedings %

Very much or much agree . 82%
Agree Y ~ ; 12%
Neutral ’ : . 4%
Disagree 4%
Very much or much disagree 5%

Did not state ' 4%



I5 It is in the public interest to "labe|" an individual

(37) with information about his background which could affect
his right to a fair trial
Very much or much agree ‘4%
Agree 5%
Neutral ' 8%
Disagree = o 17%
Very much or much disagree - . 62%
Did not state 4%

16 It is in the public inferest to "label" an escaped

(21) convict "extremely dangerous" (where so reported by the

authorities) even though such labelling could affect his
right to_a fair trial

Very much or much agree ’ 37%
Agree 28%
Neutral . : 1%
Disagree 8%
Very much or much disagree , 13%

Did not state | 4%
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QUEST IONS NOT DISCUSSED IN THE BODY OF THE REPORT

(11a) Police constables are usual ly more co-operative with
Journal ists than senior police officers

Very much or much agree 6%
Agree o 15%
Neutral 28%
Disagree 23%
Very much or much disagree 21%
Did not state 6%
(16) My personal relationship with senior police officers is
better than my relationship with ordinary police constables
Very much or much agree 20%
Agree 16%
Neutral 25%
Disagree 16%
Very much or much disagree 15%
Did not state 8%
(28) The public in general in our area looks on our local
police force favourably
Very much or much agree 33%
- Agree ' 36%
- Neutral 12%
Disagree 10%
Very much or much disagree 4%
Did not state 4%
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Appendix A

THE_RESPONDENTS

The respondents to the questionnaire have been covering
police and/or the courts for an average of 7.9 years and have

been journalists for an average of 12.0 years.

The last formal schooling for 25% of the respondents was at
the high school level, at the community college/technical/business
school level for 20% of them and at the university level for 54%
of them.

The current job titles of the respondents were as fol lows:

Number Percent
(44)  Police reporter 22 © 144
Court reporter 32 20%
Police and Court reporter ’ 6 4%
General Duties reporter 43 27%
Managing editor , 31 20%
Other , 20 ; 13%
Did not state 5 : 39

The ages of the respondents were as follows:

Number * Percent
(45)  Under 24 , 23 : 15%
25 to 34 , 66 42%
35 to 44 | 38 24%
45 to 54 : 21 13%
55 to 64 : 10 - 6%

65 and older 1 1%
.{;"7

‘ = \
24 respondents were female, 134 were male and one diw not state.




(49)

The number of editorial

as fol lows:

Number of Editorial

Staff Members

4 to
11 o
21 to
41 to
61 to
81 to
over

Did not state

10
20
40
60
80
100
100

- 33 - appendix A2

staff at the respondents' papers was

Percent of
All Responses

14%
31%
16%
99
7%
7%
5%
10%
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RESPONSESVREPRESENT PERSONAL _OPINION

Responses represent the personal opinion of the police and
court reporters and managing editors surveyed. Respondents were
asked however, in several questions to give their opinion of a
situation in their region (for example, questions 1, 3a, 6 and 10).
To the extent that more responses were received from large metro-
politan areas (because larger papers are more likely to have more
than one police and court reporter), the regional report statis~
tics are biassed towards these larger areas.

The report statistics, then, are to be treated as represen=-

tative of personal opinion on the various questions and not repre-
sentative of regional conditions.

REPLIES PER PAPER

Percent

- of all
Number of Number of Responding  Number of  Percent of
Replies Newspapers Newspapers Responses Responses

1 21 34% 21 13%

2 14 23% - 28 18%

3 13 21% 39 25%

4 6 10% 24 15%

5 3 5% 15 9%

6 and more 5 8% 32 20%

Total 62 100% 159 100%

Average number of replies per paper was 2.6

Report statistics are based on-these 159 responses from 62
newspapers in 55 cities or towns.
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REPRESENTAT | VE SAMPLE

The percentage of newspapers which respondéd'+o the
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APPENDIX C

appendix C1

questionnaire in the various main geographical regions is as
follows with the proportion each region has of all daily news=-

papers in Canada

Percent of all

Percentage Percent of Police and
of all Daily Percent Court Reporters
Responding  Newspapers  of all Managing Editors
(47) Region Newspapers in Canada Respondents in_Canada*
Atlantic Provinces 11% 15% 1% 114
Quebec < 1% 1% 11% 18%
Ontario 50% 40% 50% 45%
Prairies 199 18% 19% 13%
British Columbia 8% 16% 8% 14%

The circulation groups to which these responding newspapers
belong and proportion each group has of all daily newspapers in

Canada areas follows:

Percent of all

Percentage  Percent of Police and
of all Daily Percent Court Reporters

Responding  Newspapers of all Managing Editors
(48) Circulation Group . Newspapers In Canada Respondents in Canada®
Under 10,000 139 344 10% 24%
«_ .4'i0,000 to 25,000 40% 25% 35% 26%
725,000 to 50,000 199 17% 15% 17%
50,000 to 100,000 104 8% 13% 8%
100,000 to 150,000 8% 9% 10% 15%
150,000 and over 104 8% 18% 11%

Newspapers w1+h circulations under 10,000 are the most poorly
represented group in our sample.

¥Source: Mail and Telephone Poll conducted by CDNPA, August, 1977.
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The number of people who, according to the respondents, are
assigned permanently or frequently at their paper to coverage of

the police and/or the courts, was as follows:

Number of People

assigned to cover Percent of all
Pelice and/or the Courts Percent of Daily Newspapers
at individual Mewspapers al | Responses in Canada¥*
1 17% : 23%
2 20% 38%
3 21% 14%
4 13% 10%
5 15% 5%
6 to 10 B 11% 109
Did not state N 4% © 0%

*Source: Mail and Telephone Poll conducted by CDNPA, August 1977.
. (See Appendix D1)
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DETERMINING THE TOTAL POPULATION

Qur total population was defined as all reporters in
editorial departments of daily newspapers in Canada who "cover
police and courts on a regular basis", plus all managing editors
of these newspapers. In the summer of 1977 before the final

. questionnaire was distributed, all managing editors were asked

to tell us the number of staff members who fitted the above
description. From their responses (see Figure A, column A)

the number of questionnaires to send cut to each paper was
determined. To check this measure for consistency the question
was again asked on the final questionnaire (Figure A, columns

B and C). There was a great variation between the managing
editors' preliminary query responses and the responses from
reporters and the same managing editors on the final questionnaire.
The variation of responses was almost as great within the final
questionnaire question itself (that Is, between columns B and C).

Within the final questionnaire itself of the 41 papers which
returned more than one response, 25 (61%) of them differed in
their own estimates of the number of police and court reporters
at their paper. The total differences of the estimates was 54 and
the biggest variation within a single paper was seven.

A sample of 14 newspapers was taken to calculate the differ-
ences in the answers between the preliminary query and the final
questionnaire question. The total difference between the two
questions for the 14 papers was 22. Of all these answers, 13
were higher, 12 were the same and 13 were lower than the preliminary
query answers.
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|
|
i Figure A: Sample of responses to questions on Number of Police and
| Court Reporters.,

A ' B -C
Managing Managing Staff
Editors Editors Members
Response Response Response ‘
(preliminary (final (final Maximum Difference
Paper queryy) gues+ionnaiye) questionnaire) (A,B,3C) (B‘& C)
1 1 - R 0 0
2 6 4 2, NR, 4 4 2
- 3 1 5 NR 4 0
4 5 4 5,4,4,4,30r4 1.5 1.5
5 2 3 3 1 0
6 5 - 5,4,3,6 3 3
7 2 ~ 2,2,2 0 0
8 1 1 0 0
9 2 2 1, 2 1 1
10 4 - 4, 4 0 0
1 4 - NR, 1,1, 3 0
12 2 - 3,3,3, 1 1
13 2 - , 4,4,4, 2 0
14 4 5 5,NR,NR,5 1 0
Total 22 9

Note: A dash indicates that no final questionnaire was returned by the
managing editor. "NR" indicates that this particular question was
not answered.

The actual wording of the preliminary question was "How many
reporters In fotal do you have who cover police and courts on a
regular basis? The actual wording on the final questionnaire was:
"How many editorial staff (reporters and editors), in total, are
assigned permanently or frequently to coverage of the police and/or
the courts?" Due to the inclusion of "and editors" in the final
questionnaire question, the final questionnaire totals should be
greater than the preliminary question. The difference between

“"on a regular basis" and "permanently or frequen+ly" may also
affect the resulfs : .
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RESPONSE_RATE

400 questionnaires were distributed and 159 replies were
received representing a return of 40%. 41% of the English and

-31% of the French questionnaires were returned. Three of the

largest French newspapers were on strike at the time the question-
naire was mailed. If these papers areexcluded from our calculations,
46% of the French questionnaires were returned.

Questionnaires were sent to 106 newspapers and 62 newspapers
replied. This represents a newspaper return of 58%.




2a)

Paper

Canadian Daily Newspaper Publishers Association

JOURNALISTS' QUESTIONNAIRE

The Police and The Judiciary

(Note: All responses will be kept in the strictest confidence. For
tabulating purposes only, individual newspapers have been identified.)

Over the past five years have contempt of court charges been mvoked against the
press in your region:

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

more often than before that period? 1

or less often than before? 2
or no change 3
or never invoked to my knowledge ’ 4
or don't know , 5

Have you, personally, ever been charged with contempt of court as a result of your
work as a journalist?

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

Yes 1
No 2

To the best of your knowledge has your pcrper been charged with contempf of court
in the last five years? °

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

Yes | ; 1 |

No ,2
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K 3a) Over these last five years has there been any change in the frequency of court
T - imposed bans on publication of courtroom proceedings in your area? Are such bans:
) o CIRCLE ONE NUMBER
more frequently imposed now?: o 1
or less frequently imposed now ? : | 2
. . ;
or no'change 3
- or  never experienced such a ban ’ 4
or don't know. ‘ 5 :
S b) If such court imposed bans do take place in your area, describe the most recent
specific instance of such a ban.
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\ L ’
’~ . 4, What proporhon of your total police contact time is spent with each of these pohce '
’ , authorities. :
|
Total time spent with police 100%
Federal Police (RCMP) %
Provincial Police %
~ Municipal (local) Police %
- 5. Please indicate, for each of these police authorities, the relative ease or duffnculty
'you have, in gaining.access fo information and responsible persons, by circling a
number on each line below.
Very Very
Easy Difficult
Access Access . §
\\:' _' \.:}\:; )
Federal Police (RCMP) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 bl
Provincial Police’ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8- 9 2'\';;\
Municipal Police 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
. 6. Is the ' Overnight Occurrence Log' (i.e. record of police activities for specific time ; \‘7;;.‘
periods) available to reporfers in your region? | | \\ \
CIRCLE ONE NUMBER L
Yes - always,complete log available 1 i\\v‘\
Yes ~ always,abridged log available 2 |
' Yes - someﬁmes,c'omplefeylog available - 3
Yes = sometimes,abridged log available 4
" No, never 5.
- Don't know 6 a :
7. s therea formcl written information reiease pohcy set dcwn by your iocul pohce | &
department? :
CIRCL}E ONE NUMBER
SR \\‘ D k
Yes ol -
\ \\‘”
) ‘1\\‘ g \‘) \\\\
No N2 i
“Don't know N 3 3 S §
- [ o - A \\ f ._— . —\



8. Ifyes to question 7; Is this policy restrictive in terms of access to information by

journalists ?
CIRCLE ONE NUMBER
Yes 1
) No 2
" (.‘i Don't Know 3
§ No formal policy 4

B 9. Is there a specific person in charge of media relations for your local police department?
(other than chief of police)
: CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

Yes 1
No 2
Don't Know 3

; .\i . Now we would like you to tell us how much you agree or disagree with the following statements.

Vo ' Circle a number on the scale provided for each statement to indicate the strength of your
: \ ‘ ‘ugreement or disagreement warh that statement.
Vo | ' o
o \\\\ o ! Very much Very much
Co 3 _ Agree Disagree

10\. Police constables in my region are
R U generolly hostile towards nvwspcper ‘
-, \ | reporters. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
b Y Fap

L § Hd) Poh*ce constables are usually more co-
R operative with journalists than senjor
NEETE \ pc\lxce officers. 1 2 3 4 5 &6 7 8 9
~\§\ » “ v ‘1\ R

. b)A p\olme constable's job is considerably
EE o more d|ffnculf fhan the job of a journalist. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 -

12, The senior pollce officers in my r\‘égvon K , . :
“ are hostile towards newspaper |ou'rnahsfs. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

LN [ \‘
Yt . 3 E \\

13, The po}nce in my ‘region don't reql ‘y care

Y about. fhe r:ghh of 6rdmcury cuhzens. ' 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
14, ln cases \where names of accused have been A ‘
R pubhshed\, my paper fries to report and
R  follow such cases from the initial appre~
. . hension by the police right through fo the ‘ ,
[ end of \‘he c‘ouﬂ proceeunqs. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

\15 Pollce erhhéld the names of arrested

A ﬁa\mules more\affen fhun males. R 9 ‘»3 4 s . 78 5

S R e B ‘ . :




16,

17,

18.

19,

20.

21.

22,

23,

24,

* Very much ~ Very much
Agree Disagree
My personal relationship with senjor police
officers is better than my relationship with '
ordinary police constables. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Judges in my region are generally hostile
towards newspaper journalists. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Daily newspaper journalists and broadcast

‘journalists are treated differently by the pohce. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

If you agree to some extent with the above question, describe such differences. (Give
examples if possible.)

Very much Very much
Agree Disagree
Female journalists encounter special difficult~
ies when dealing with a) the police t1 2 3 4 5 6 -7 8 9
b) the courts 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

c) If you agree with the above statement to some extent, describe such differences. (lee
examples if possible :

Very much Very much

' Agree Disagree
It is in the public interest to "label" an escaped s : : == »

convict "extremely dangerous" (where so re~
ported by the authorities) even though such {abell= : B
ing could affect his right to a fair trial. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

The general relaﬁonship between my paper ;
and police in my region is improving. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Information supplied by the police fo my , ,
newspaper is usually correct. - 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Police constables are usually free to discuss o :
cases with reporters, , 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9



T

$25.

26a)

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32,

33.

35.

36.

Only senior police officers are allowed to
give information on cases in my region.

A journalist called to testify in a court of law

is in a position identical to that of any citizen.

A journalist should have special privileges or
status in d court of law,,

The police in our region feel my paper tends
to sensationalize with little regard fo the
truth.

The public in general in our area looks on
our local police force favourably. -

The police in our area deliberately withhold
information from the media in the following
situations:

a) when the ordinary citizen is being
investigated

b) when police force members' actions are
being investigated

¢) when people of considerable influence
or power are being investigated

The medic should have free access to the name of
any adult detainéd but not charged by the police.d 2

The media should have free access to the
name of any adult charged by the police

The media should have free access to the
name of any adult convicted of any crime

The media should be able to disclose the

home address of an adult charged by the police. 1 2

The media should be able to disclose the
home address of an adult convicted of any
crime. ' ’

The media should have free access to the
name of any adult victim of any crime.

The media should be able to make public
the address of any adult victim of any crime.

Agree I'D'isélgree
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 ‘8‘ 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
po2 5 7 8
12 5 7 8 9
5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 8 9
12 5 7 9



Very much Very much
‘ Agree Disagree
37. It is in the public interest to "label" an ,
individual with information about his
background which eould offect his
right to a fair frial. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
38.  Printing or broadcasting the names of
persons taken into custody creates an
immediate assumption of guilt, in the

mind of the general public. , ‘ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

Now here are a few questions to help classify your responses. Please be frank; remember,
your responses are completely anonymous.

39, How long have you been covering police and/or courts (including any time for other
papers) ? :

years
40.  How long have you been a journalist?
) ~ years

41. What was the last grade of school you completed?

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

Elementary ' 1
Some high school o 2
High school graduate - | 3

Some community college/technical/
business school 4 . ; ;

Graduate of community college/technical/ ;
business school . 5 i i

. . ' ' .
Some university : 6 ‘ S

“University graduate : 7
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42,

45,

46,

N .

Have you had any special or formal training in law?

Yes

No

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

1

2

If yes to question 42; What was this training? Please describe in detail , including
length of training. ‘

What is your present job title?

Police reporter

Court reporter

General duties reporter

Managing editor
Other (specify)

Which age category do you fall into?

Are you:

Under 24
25 to 34

35 to 44

45 to 54

55 to 64

65 or older

Madle

Female

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

1

AW DN

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

1

2




And here are a few questions about your paper, again for ciassification purposes:

47.  In what region of Canada does your paper publish?

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

Atlantic 1
| Quebec . 2
Ontario 3 0
Prairies 4
B.C. 5

48. Which circulation size group does your paper fall into:

CIRCLE ONE NUMBER

under 10,000 1
10,000 to 25,000 2
25,000 to 50,000 3
50,000 to 100,000 4
100,000 to 150,000 5
150,000 and over ’ 6

49, How many editorial staff (reporters and editors) are there at your paper?

people

50. How many, in total, are assigned permanenfly or frequently to coverage of the
police and/or the courts.

‘

people

Date questionnaire
completed

Please return completed questionnaire directly to:

Dick MacDonald
Supervisor of Editorial Services
Canadian Daily Newspaper Publishers Association
321 Bloor Street, East
Suite 214
.- Toronto, Onfuario
" M4W 1E7
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Addenda

1. Frequency of Contempt of Court Charges

To ascertain whether contempt of court charges are considered
more prevalent in certain areas of the country, the frequehcy of

charges data have been broken downh gengraphically.

Contempt of Court Charges Invoked
Against the Press over the Past 5 Years

Never Invoked

More Less No to my Don't Did not

Often Often  Change Know ledge Knhow Answer
Maritimes 0 0 10 ' 0
Quebec 2 0 3 10 4 1
Ontario 6 6 47 20 6
Prairies 1 0 5 15 = 6 0
British Columbia 0 0 1 10 2

Respondents in Ontario (7% of Ontario réspondenTs) and Quebec
(10% of Quebec respondents) think that contempt of court charges

are becoming more frequent.
with small, medium and large circulations.

These respondents come from papers

Only four respondents haVe ever personally been charged with

cohtempt of court as a result of their work as a journalist.

One

Is currently working for a paper in the Prairies. The others all
currently work in Ontario for papers with a circulation under

100, 000.
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2. Provincial Police Forces

The fol lowing notes should be attached to the appropriate
section of the report.

i)

ii)

i)

Table C1

The 86 respondents who answered that they spend some
time with their provincial police force were, with
one exception, respondents working in Onfario and
Quebec.

Table C2

The provincial figures in this table are based on the
86 respondents who spent time with provincial police
forces as stipulated in Table C1.

Table C3

Of the 99 respohdenfs who answered the provincial
police segment of this question, four were working
currently outside Quebec and Ontario.












