
agenda setting research
The Many Facets of Agenda Setting Research: Shaping Public Perception and Media Influence

agenda setting research explores the profound influence that media outlets wield in determining
the importance of issues within the public consciousness. This academic field delves into how the
frequency and prominence of topics presented by journalists and media professionals can effectively
shape what audiences think about, rather than what they think. Understanding agenda setting
research is crucial for comprehending the dynamics of public discourse, political communication, and
the intricate relationship between the press and the populace. This article will navigate the core
concepts, historical development, theoretical frameworks, empirical applications, and contemporary
relevance of agenda setting research, providing a comprehensive overview for those interested in
media studies, political science, and communication.
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The Core Principles of Agenda Setting

At its heart, agenda setting research posits that the media doesn't tell us what to think, but rather
what to think about. This means that the issues the media chooses to cover, the amount of coverage
they dedicate to them, and the way these issues are framed significantly impact the perceived
salience of those issues in the minds of the audience. Think of it like this: if a news channel is
constantly broadcasting stories about crime in a particular city, viewers are likely to perceive that city
as being more dangerous, regardless of the actual crime statistics. The media's selection and
emphasis create a hierarchy of importance, guiding our attention and, consequently, our concerns.

This process is not necessarily malicious or intentional. It's often a byproduct of journalistic practices,
news values, and the economic realities of media production. However, the effect is undeniable. When
certain topics consistently appear on the front pages of newspapers, lead television newscasts, or
dominate online news feeds, they enter the public agenda. This heightened visibility can then
influence public opinion, policy agendas, and even the behavior of individuals and institutions. The
more the media discusses an issue, the more important the public tends to deem that issue, creating
a powerful feedback loop.

Historical Roots of Agenda Setting Research

The foundational ideas of agenda setting research can be traced back to the early days of mass



communication study. While the term "agenda setting" was formally coined later, scholars in the
mid-20th century were already grappling with the power of the press. Early research, like that
conducted by Harold Lasswell, explored the functions of mass media in society, including its role in
surveillance of the environment and correlation of parts of society. These observations laid the
groundwork for understanding how media could shape collective perceptions.

The seminal work that truly established agenda setting as a distinct research area came from Maxwell
McCombs and Donald Shaw in their 1972 study of the 1968 presidential election. They meticulously
compared the issues emphasized by the media with the issues that voters considered most important.
Their findings strongly suggested a significant correlation: the issues that received the most coverage
in the media were also the issues that voters ranked as most important. This groundbreaking
research provided empirical evidence for the agenda-setting hypothesis and ignited a new wave of
scholarly inquiry into this fascinating phenomenon.

Key Theoretical Frameworks in Agenda Setting

Over the decades, agenda setting research has evolved, giving rise to several important theoretical
frameworks that refine and expand upon the original concept. These frameworks help us understand
the nuances of how media influence works and the various factors that can mediate this process.

The Three Levels of Agenda Setting

One of the most significant developments in agenda setting theory is the identification of three
distinct levels. Initially, research focused on the first level, which is the transfer of salience from the
news media to the public. This is the classic "what to think about" effect. However, scholars later
recognized that the media also influences how we think about those issues, leading to the second
level.

First Level Agenda Setting: This level focuses on the prominence of issues. The media
determines which issues are important enough to be discussed, thus influencing the public's
perception of their importance. For example, consistent media coverage of climate change
elevates its perceived importance among the public.

Second Level Agenda Setting: Also known as attribute agenda setting, this level examines
how the media influences the specific attributes or aspects of an issue that the public considers
important. It's not just about the issue itself, but the characteristics associated with it. For
instance, if media coverage of immigration consistently focuses on border security, the public is
likely to view border security as the primary attribute of the immigration issue.

Third Level Agenda Setting: This more recent extension of the theory explores how issues
and their attributes are linked together to form broader narratives or "networks" of issues. It
suggests that the media not only sets the agenda for individual issues but also for the
relationships between them, creating interconnected chains of importance in the public mind.



The Role of Framing

Closely intertwined with agenda setting, particularly at the second level, is the concept of framing.
Framing refers to the way in which the media presents information, including the selection of certain
words, images, and details, which can influence how audiences interpret an issue. A particular frame
can emphasize certain aspects of a story while downplaying others, thus shaping public
understanding and opinion. For example, a news story about a protest could be framed as a
legitimate expression of dissent or as a disruptive act of civil disobedience, leading to very different
public perceptions.

Interpersonal Communication and Agenda Setting

It's also important to acknowledge that the media's agenda-setting power is not absolute and can be
influenced by interpersonal communication. Discussions with friends, family, and colleagues can
reinforce or challenge the importance of issues presented by the media. However, research suggests
that interpersonal communication often acts as a facilitator, amplifying or mitigating the effects of
media-driven agendas, rather than acting as a complete counterweight.

Empirical Applications and Evidence

The impact of agenda setting research is evident across a wide range of empirical studies and real-
world applications. Researchers have applied its principles to understand media influence on diverse
topics, from political campaigns to public health crises and social movements.

Political Campaigns and Elections

One of the most fertile grounds for agenda setting research has been political campaigns. Studies
have consistently shown that the issues that candidates and news media focus on during an election
tend to become the issues that voters consider most important when making their decisions. If the
media, for instance, dedicates extensive coverage to a candidate's economic policy, voters are more
likely to evaluate that candidate based on their economic platform.

Public Health and Environmental Issues

Agenda setting research has also been instrumental in understanding how public perception of health
and environmental issues is shaped. During public health crises, such as pandemics or outbreaks of
disease, the media's coverage can significantly influence public concern and adherence to preventive
measures. Similarly, consistent media attention to environmental problems can elevate their priority
on the public and policy agendas, potentially leading to greater awareness and action.



Social Movements and Policy Change

Social movements often utilize media attention to bring their issues to the forefront of public
discourse. Agenda setting principles help explain how sustained media coverage can legitimize a
movement's cause and push it onto the policy agenda. Conversely, the lack of media attention can
hinder a movement's progress. The media's role in framing these issues is also critical in shaping
public support or opposition.

Beyond the "What": Exploring the Nuances of Agenda
Setting

While the core tenet of agenda setting focuses on determining what issues are important,
contemporary research acknowledges a more complex interplay of factors. It's not simply a
unidirectional flow of influence from media to public. Several elements can moderate or mediate the
agenda-setting process.

Audience Factors

The audience is not a passive recipient of media messages. Individual differences, such as existing
beliefs, prior knowledge, and personal relevance of an issue, can influence how individuals are
affected by agenda-setting effects. For example, someone who has directly experienced the impact of
a particular issue might be more receptive to media coverage about it.

Source Credibility and Media Landscape

The credibility of the media source plays a significant role. Audiences are more likely to be influenced
by information from sources they trust. Furthermore, in today's fragmented media landscape, with a
multitude of online and traditional outlets, understanding how different media contribute to or
compete for agenda-setting power is increasingly complex.

The Role of Elites and Gatekeepers

Agenda setting research also recognizes the influence of "gatekeepers" within society, such as
political leaders, opinion leaders, and experts. These individuals and institutions can often shape the
media agenda themselves, by strategically releasing information or framing issues in ways that they
want them to be perceived. This creates a dynamic where elite agendas can influence media
agendas, which in turn influence public agendas.



The Internet and Social Media's Impact

The rise of the internet and social media has introduced new dimensions to agenda setting research.
While traditional media still holds significant power, online platforms allow for decentralized
information dissemination and user-generated content. This can both amplify and challenge
established media agendas, leading to complex dynamics of information flow and agenda formation.
The speed at which information spreads and the potential for echo chambers are critical
considerations in this new digital age.

Contemporary Relevance and Future Directions

In an era characterized by information overload and increasingly polarized public discourse, agenda
setting research remains profoundly relevant. Its insights are crucial for understanding how current
events are framed, how public opinion is shaped, and how policy decisions are influenced. As we
navigate a constantly evolving media environment, further research is needed to adapt and expand
upon existing theories.

Future research will likely focus on the intricate ways social media platforms influence agenda setting,
including the role of algorithms, viral content, and online communities. Investigating how
misinformation and disinformation campaigns impact agenda setting and public perception is also a
critical area. Moreover, exploring the intersection of agenda setting with other communication
theories, such as cultivation theory and framing, will continue to enrich our understanding of media's
pervasive influence on our understanding of the world around us. The ongoing study of agenda
setting research promises to shed light on the powerful, yet often subtle, ways in which the media
shapes our collective reality.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary goal of agenda setting research?
A: The primary goal of agenda setting research is to understand how the media influences the public's
perception of the importance of certain issues. It explores the idea that the media doesn't tell people
what to think, but rather what to think about, by deciding which issues receive prominence and
coverage.

Q: Who are considered the pioneers of agenda setting
research?
A: Maxwell McCombs and Donald Shaw are widely considered the pioneers of agenda setting
research. Their seminal 1972 study on the 1968 presidential election provided strong empirical
evidence for the agenda-setting hypothesis.



Q: Can you explain the difference between the first and
second levels of agenda setting?
A: The first level of agenda setting focuses on the transfer of salience of issues from the media to the
public – essentially, what topics are considered important. The second level, also known as attribute
agenda setting, goes further by examining how the media influences the specific attributes or aspects
of those issues that the public deems important.

Q: How does framing relate to agenda setting research?
A: Framing is closely related to the second level of agenda setting. It refers to the way media presents
information, including the choice of words, images, and emphasis, which can shape how audiences
interpret an issue and, consequently, influence which attributes of an issue they consider important.

Q: Does agenda setting research suggest that the media has
complete control over public opinion?
A: No, agenda setting research does not suggest complete control. While the media significantly
influences what people think about, audience factors, interpersonal communication, and pre-existing
beliefs can all moderate or mediate these effects.

Q: How has the rise of the internet and social media impacted
agenda setting research?
A: The internet and social media have introduced new complexities to agenda setting. They allow for
decentralized information flow, user-generated content, and rapid dissemination, which can both
amplify and challenge traditional media agendas, creating a more dynamic and multifaceted
landscape for agenda formation.

Q: What are some real-world examples where agenda setting
research has been applied?
A: Agenda setting research has been applied to understand media influence on political campaigns
and elections, public health crises, environmental issues, social movements, and policy change. For
instance, it helps explain how media coverage of a particular issue can elevate its importance in the
public's mind, potentially leading to policy action.
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