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ABSTRACT 

• The influence of the SMC on science reporting in the UK needed to 
be quantified - to provide context for the general debate around 
their agenda, purpose and usefulness. 

• This investigation looked into the influence of two services the SMC 
provide: "Roundups & Rapid Reactions" and "Briefings"

• Roundups & Rapid Reactions consist of lists of statements from 
experts in the relevant field, compiled for the benefit of science 
journalists 

• Briefings are used to provide expert opinions for use by the media 
when an important scientific event occurs



METHODOLOGY 

• All British national newspaper articles within two weeks of 
the expert reactions were considered

• The names of the experts were used as the search term

• Inter-coder reliability checked

• The group coded the same article initially and discrepancies 
used to amend the coding frame

• The results from the coding of each article were summated 
for analysis 
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RESULTS 

Expert reactions

54 per cent of the expert reactions during 
the time period were covered in the 
news

Of these, 23 per cent did not use an 
independent source

Of those that did, only 32 per cent of the 
external sources offered an opposing 
view to that offered by the expert in 
the SMC expert reaction
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Case study 

• Paralysed rats learn to walk again 



Paralysed rats learn to walk again



The Daily Mail article



SMC expert



‘Hopemongering’



RESULTS

Briefings

60 per cent of the 
articles covering the 
briefings did not use an 
independent source 





CONCLUSIONS 

• There are more journalists than there should 
be that are only using experts from the SMC 
and not consulting independent sources

• Of the two services, journalists using the 
briefings service are less likely to consult an 
independent expert than those using the rapid 
reactions service 


