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I. GENERAL OVERVIEW
This study assesses the manner in which Moldovan media covered the effects of the severe drought
during the summer of 2012 on the farming sector. All news items and stories published or broadcast
every Tuesday during June, July and August were studied. In particular, we followed the manner in
which media outlets covered findings, causes, consequences and solutions (see the Annex for details
of the methodology).
The reports broadcast during the main news bulletins on the three most important TV stations
(Moldova 1, Prime TV and Pro TV Chişinău) and the three most important radio stations (Radio
Moldova, Radio Free Europe and Vocea Basarabiei) were monitored. In addition, the study also
included three national newspapers (Adevărul Moldova, Moldova Suverană and Panorama) as well
the regional weekly Cuvântul that comes out on Fridays and two news portals (unimedia.md and
omg.md). In total during the monitoring period, 61 stories were disseminated: 30 items in print and
online media and 31 items in the broadcast media.

II. DATA ANALYSIS
A. Print and Online Media
Frequency and length of stories
The four newspapers and two online platforms monitored published 30 stories concerning the
drought. In terms of space, the regional weekly Cuvântul allotted the most to this subject at 2 917.83
centimeters (cm)2 followed by the newspaper Panorama at 837.7 cm2 (in three stories). On the other
end was the daily Adevărul which published just one commentary on the subject and mentioned an
informative report in a total of 282.75 cm2. Of the news portals, omg.md had the most stories on
this topic at nine (Figures 1 and 2).
Figure 1: Length of Stories in Square Centimeters
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Most of the articles published by the six media outlets tackled such issues as the increase in valueadded tax (VAT) on agricultural products from 8% to 20% (7), "that along with the drought will
bring agriculture to a standstill," and the poor harvest of cereal crops. The subject of imminent price
increases was addressed five times, and the lack of a government reaction was reported four times
(Figure 3).
Figure 3: Coverage of the Subject by Print and Online Media

Focus
Nearly half of the stories published on the drought (14 of 30) tackled it as a secondary subject, and
in three cases the issue was just mentioned. Of the 14 articles, 7 were news items published by
Omg.md, 3 were in Cuvântul and there was 1 story each in Panorama, Unimedia, Moldova
Suverană and Adevărul. In most cases when the drought was tackled as a secondary subject the
journalists reported on the farmers' protests against the VAT increase on agricultural products.
If there hadn’t been any protests by farmers and if the Communist Party hadn’t demanded a report
from Minister of Agriculture Vasile Bumacov, Omg.md might not have reported anything about the
drought that affected the country’s economy so drastically. Of the seven news items posted on the
portal, only two focused directly on the drought. The other media outlets that covered the drought
as a secondary issue tried to analyze the overall agricultural situation (Adevărul and Cuvântul), or
reported about land insurance (Moldova Suverană) or about other sectors affected (Unimedia) or
even about those who gained from this disaster (Panorama).
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Positioning
In the newspapers, most stories were in the news section: seven in Cuvântul, four in Moldova
Suverană and one in Panorama. In very few cases were the articles the main story on the page or on
the front page. Cuvântul had two stories with photos about the drought on the front page; however,
in one of them the consequences of the weather were given secondary emphasis as the primary
focus was on the farmers’ protests against the fiscal policy change. Cuvântul had an interview as the
main story on a page, and Panorama published its article accompanied by a photo on the front page.
Genre
The genre of most articles (23) was news generated by a statement or a finding (Figure 4). While
online platforms released only news items, the newspapers tried to break the problem down using
interviews or analytical stories. For instance, Panorama analyzed the wheat yield and whether the
price would increase through autumn and its possible effect on the price of bread. The journalists at
Cuvântul interviewed one of the most notorious farmers from the Orhei region who analyzed the
extent to which various sectors had been affected by the hot weather, what provoked this natural
disaster and farmers' perspectives for the coming year. Adevărul offered a commentary about the
situation in agriculture.
Also during the monitoring period, two political parties published declarations that were not labeled
as political advertisements: the Socialist Party published a declaration on 10 July in Moldova
Suverană, and the Communist Party published one on the same date in omg.md.
Figure 4: Genres Employed by the Six Media Outlets Monitored
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Tone of coverage
The government was mentioned in print and in the online press 13 times in a negative context and
17 times in neutral language. In all nine news items posted by Omg.md, the government was
presented in an unfavorable light. In two of three stories, Moldova Suverană treated the executive
office negatively. Cuvântul published 10 materials, including 7 articles about the government: one
critical article while the other six had a neutral tone. Adevărul also regarded the central authorities,
especially Prime Minister Vlad Filat, in a negative context. The tone of the articles published by
Panorama and Unimedia were neutral.
Sources and balance
During the monitoring period, the newspapers and online platforms were stingy about citing
sources. Unimedia, Moldova Suverană and Omg used only 1 source per story while Panorama on
average had 1.66 sources and Cuvântul had 2.5.
There were 12 articles on controversial subjects, but in only one case was there a reply to the
allegations made (Figure 5). Instead of requesting the opinion of public authorities about the
farmers' protests, journalists at Cuvântul just took a quote from Unimedia.md in which Prime
Minister Filat allegedly qualified the protest as one organized by millionaires.
Omg.md was, however, the leader in unprofessional coverage of the subject. In seven articles, their
journalists presented only one side, namely the opinion of Communist Party MPs or of the
protesting farmers, even if there was a second side to convey. It is amusing that on 31 July, the day
of the protests, Omg reporters produced three video news items featuring the same farmer,
Gheorghe Răscoală. Furthermore, in the headline and in the lead, they generalized that farmers were
discontent. In neither instance were the authorities offered the right to reply.
Moldova Suverană, Cuvântul and Unimedia each published a controversial story that didn't include
the reaction of the other side. Moldova Suverană published a declaration of the Socialist Party that
contained several accusations against the government. It is noteworthy that this declaration was not
labeled as a political advertisement. Unimedia reported about the crisis in sheep production and
cited representatives from the breeders’ association who demanded the authorities take urgent
measures. The authorities reply was also missing in a news items published in Cuvântul about the
imminent price increases.
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Figure 5: Coverage of Controversial Stories about the Drought by Print and Online Press

Position of journalists and separating facts from opinions
In general, journalists in print and online media didn't delve too deeply into the issue. They limited
themselves to one quote or at most two (see A.6 above) to get a general overview of the problem
without seeking various points of view.
In all, 80% of the articles on the drought were reported in a neutral manner without the author's
opinion. In six cases (one in Moldova Suverană and five in Omg), the journalists expressed their
opinions in news stories which is contrary to all journalistic norms. An example of subjectivity and
even manipulation is the news item “Министр сельского хозяйства подтверждает, что хлеб
может подорожать (Minister of Agriculture confirms that prices for bread might increase)” posted
on 10 July on Omg. The journalist quotes the Minister of Agriculture who spoke about price
increases for wheat but who specified that the share of wheat price in the cost of bread is only 30%.
This quote was disseminated by all media outlets. Only Omg concluded that bread would get more
expensive, or as the report said after quoting the minister, "... in this way the minister confessed that
we should expect bread prices to increase."
Articles in Panorama, Cuvântul and Unimedia were unbiased.
Quality of language
Except for the portal Omg.md and the newspaper Moldova Suverană, media outlets observed
journalistic norms and used acceptable language. Those two media outlets, on the other hand, used
language that undermined the dignity of the people about whom they wrote.

5

Independent Journalism Center

Case study

2012

B. Broadcast Media
Frequency and length of stories
During the monitoring period, the six Radio and TV stations broadcast 17 news items, 13 reports
and 1 interview. Most of the stories were aired by Radio Moldova (8), TV Moldova 1 (7), Prime TV
(6) and Vocea Basarabiei (6). Regarding length, the longest airtime was allotted by radio stations
Radio Moldova (23.46 minutes), Radio Free Europe (20.15 minutes) and Vocea Basarabiei (18.13
minutes). Of the TV stations, in this respect Prime TV was the leader at 14.21 minutes.
Figure 6 shows the main issues tackled. Most journalists just referred to the unusually hot, dry
summer; however, some media outlets didn't limit themselves to findings and consequences but also
tried to look for solutions. This was the case for the public channel TV Moldova 1 that reported
twice on irrigation systems and for the public radio station that also reported on irrigation and
suggested fundraising.
Figure 6: Coverage of the Drought in Broadcast Media

Focus
Most of stories broadcast covered the drought as a secondary issue (Figures 7 and 8). Of all the news
items and reports aired during the monitoring period, 11 put primary emphasis on the
consequences of the weather for agriculture and nearly twice that many—20 stories—tackled the
drought as a secondary subject. In only one case the drought was just mentioned.
In most cases, the natural disaster was covered in the context of farmers' protests against budgetaryfiscal policy changes and against the VAT increase from 8% to 20% on agricultural products. An
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appropriate example in this respect is the public radio station. On 31 July when demonstrations
took place in several towns, Radio Moldova aired four reports and one statement from the Ministry
of Agriculture. In total, the topic was tackled for more than a quarter of an hour which was more
than half of the bulletin.
Figures 7: Length and Emphasis of Stories Aired by TV Stations
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Figure 8: Length and Emphasis of Stories Aired by Radio Stations
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Positioning
Generally speaking, the drought was not among the first three stories on the news bulletins. Only
once did Moldova 1 start the newscast by reporting about the consequences of the drought on the
farming sector. In other bulletins, the drought was the second or third item. Radio Moldova twice
started news bulletins with reports about the drought. In one case it was the farmers’ protests
against VAT increases; however, also on that day the private stations began their news bulletins with
the same story.
Sources and balance
All broadcasters made use of various sources, and in most cases the tone was neutral. Apart from
farmers and their associations, the stories also included various officials, opposition politicians,
scientists, experts and also specialists from Hydrometeo. Initially, none of the sources was favored,
but in three stories, two on Moldova 1 and one on Vocea Basarabiei, the authorities' reactions were
not included which gave these stories a negative tone about the government.
Genre and balance
Most stories were informative news items and reports sometimes combined with vox pops and did
not include interviews and analyses with various opinions. Unfortunately, journalists often covered
the subject in a one-sided manner (Figure 9). For instance, most of the stories broadcast on
Moldova 1 presented only what farmers thought about the VAT increase, only what the Minister
said about irrigation or only what scientists stated about possible price increases for food products.
We noted the same situation with Radio Moldova and Vocea Basarabiei where reporters limited
themselves to statements made during press conferences or at certain meetings.
Prime TV had a rather novel interpretation of how to balance sources. The station aired three
controversial stories in which the opinions of government authorities or of agricultural leaders were
sought. In them the reporters told us, "The minister declared..." and rephrased a quote without
actually allowing the minister to comment. Or, all journalists know that it is the most trustworthy
way to give voice.
Radio station Vocea Basarabiei used a different tactic. When the station broadcast farmers’
demands, the so-called government reply, which was also rephrased ("previously, the minister said
that..."), actually referred to something completely different. This media outlet also aired an
unbalanced report in which an expert with a pro-government tone blamed the leaders of the
farmers' associations. Obviously, no reply was requested in this case.
In the case of Radio Moldova, the time allotted for to the other side reveals the lack of balance. After
a block of 13.36 minutes of accusations from across the country, the authorities got 1.40 minutes to
reply.
Independent Journalism Center
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Pro TV and Radio Free Europe covered events in a balanced way.
Figure 9: Coverage of Controversial Stories about the Drought by Broadcast Media

Separating facts from opinions
Broadcast outlets observed the principle of separations facts from opinions in all stories aired
during the monitoring period.
Language
All radio and TV stations used acceptable language in their stories without labeling or resorting to
derogatory terms.
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III. CONCLUSIONS


Most of the media outlets monitored mainly covered the following topics:
a. poor harvest of cereal crops
b. effects on related sectors (for instance sheep breeding because of the lack of fodder or
apiculture as bees could not make enough honey to survive the winter)
c. approaching price increases for bread and other food
d. farmers' protests against the VAT increase on agricultural products.



Only a third of the reports aired by broadcast media focused primarily on the drought, and
only half of the articles in the print and online media tackled the consequences of the natural
disaster on the agricultural sector as the main subject. As an agrarian country, we should
have had more analyses and debates on this subject and more possible solutions for
overcoming the problems that resulted.



Except for the stories on VAT increases and the change in budgetary-fiscal policy, most of
the stories on the drought were about the central public administration. Government
officials or central authorities were mentioned 17 times compared to 15 references to
farmers, experts and scientists.



Too many media outlets in our country do their research and make reports based on only
one source. It is unfortunate that journalists do not follow the principle of balancing sources,
especially when reporting on controversial subjects as 9 of 16 such stories were covered in a
one-sided manner.



In most situations, the reporters did not delve more deeply into issues they learned about in
press releases, at press conferences or during Parliamentary meetings instead limiting
themselves to covering only the statements issued.



News items amounted to 65% of the stories about the drought whereas reports were only
25%. With very few exceptions, the journalists reported nothing more than statements and
declarations.



During the monitoring period, only one analysis, two interviews and one commentary on
the drought were published which indicates the lack of involvement of the journalists.
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IV. RECOMMENDATIONS
o Journalists shouldn't forget that their work involves social responsibility. When they set out
to inform the public, they should get more involved and should go beyond merely reporting
statements and declarations.
o According to their ethical standards, journalists are obliged to cover topics by citing a variety
of sources from different sides. Reporters should also cover issues from different angles. In
the case of the drought, they could have also offered more solutions, but this happened very
rarely.
o The managers of the editorial offices shouldn't forget that Moldova is an agrarian country;
the interests of the majority are therefore of primary importance and should be regularly
covered. Agricultural sector issues should start news bulletins and be on the front pages of
the newspapers.
o Editors and publishers should encourage analyses, interviews and investigations in order to
better inform the public about issues like drought. They could establish internal quotas for
such articles.
o Editors-in-chief shouldn't allow stories based on a single source to be published or
broadcast.
o It would be better for Moldova Suverană and Omg.md to abandon misleading language and
labeling. Those two media outlets should also appropriately label advertisements by political
parties.
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Annex
Monitoring Methodology:
Project goal: to monitor Moldovan mass media outlets and inform the public about the manner in
which they covered the severe drought that affected the farming sector in the summer of 2012.
Objectives:
• Analyze national media coverage of the drought
• Analyze coverage by source relevance, frequency of story, language, multimedia elements used
in the reports etc.
• Draw conclusions and make recommendations concerning the ethical and professional norms
mass media outlets followed.
Monitoring Period: every Tuesday from June through August 2012
Selection criteria for the media outlets monitored:

Coverage area: national, regional

Type of ownership: public, private

Language: Romanian, Russian.
The following categories were analyzed
Frequency and length
• Broadcast media: minutes
• Print Press: cm2 including pictures.
Positioning:
• Broadcast media: first, second, third in newscasts
• Print press: front-page story, main story on the page or secondary/brief news items
Genre: news item, interview, vox pop, investigative article, analysis, editorial/commentary
Tone: neutral, positive, negative
Type of sources: government authorities, experts, sources that were involved or witnesses,
anonymous sources
Balance of sources: how many sources were used in a controversial stories
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Separating facts from opinions:
• events described objectively without presenting personal opinions
• value judgments included
Language: quality used, labeling, derogatory terms
Journalist's involvement
• offers only bits of information or official quotes
• includes several points of view citing as many diverse sources as possible
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Source
Front page picture:
http://www.flickr.com/photos/22746515@N02/3487433937/
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