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Pabouast mporpamMma IUCHMIUIMHBI pa3paboTaHa W yTBEpKIeHa (BBIMTMCKA M3 IMPOTOKOJA
3acenanuss Yuenoro CoBera Qakynprera xypHamuctuku MIY Nel2 or 07 wmroms 2017 r.) c
U3MEHEHHUSMHU U JIOTIOJIHEHUSIMU (BBIITUCKA M3 MPOTOKOIA 3aceqanus YueHoro CoBera (akynpTeTa
s)kypHanucTukd MI'Y Ne8 ot 06 urons 2018 r.; BbIKCcKa U3 mpoTokosa 3aceqanus Yuyenoro Copera
dakynpTeta xypHaaTucTuku MI'Y Ne9 or 03 wmrons 2019 r.) B COOTBETCTBUM C CaMOCTOSTEIBHO
ycraHoBleHHBIM MI'Y  00pa3oBaTeNbHBIM CTaHIAPTOM JUIS PEaTH3yeMbIX 00pa30BaTEIbHBIX
porpamMMm BBICHIETO 00pa3oBaHUs — MPOrpaMM MOJATOTOBKM HAyYHO-TIEJAroru4ecKux KaJpoB B
acriupanType 1o HanparieHuto mnoarotoBku 42.06.01 «CpenctBa MaccoBod uHbOpManuud u
nHpopManmoHHO-0nOIMoTeuHOoE Aeso» (yTBepxkaeH nmpukazom MI'Y ot 23 utons 2014 roma Ne552,

B penakuuu npukaza MI'Y ot 31 aBrycra 2015 roga Ne 831).



HWHOCTPAHHBIN SI3BIK (AHT' JIMACKWMH SI3BIK)

AHHOTanus

HMucnuiumna  «MHocTpaHHBIM — s3bIK  (QHIVIMACKUN — A3BIK)»  [peaHAa3HaueHa IS
(GbOpMUPOBAaHUS y aCMHUPAHTOB YCTOWYMBHIX HABBIKOB HWCIOJL30BaHUS AHTJIMMCKOTO S3bIKA Kak
CpelcTBa Hay4yHOM KoMMYyHUKauuu. [IporpamMmMa kypca npegycMaTpuBaeT OBlaIecHUE O0IeHAyYHOM
JICKCUKOHN, TOHITHSIMH M TEpPMHUHAMU B cdepe MeamauccieoBaHui; (GopMHUpOBaHUE YMEHHS
AQHAJIM3UPOBATh U UHTEPIIPETUPOBATh HAYUHBIE TEKCTHI, a TAK)KE MPOAYLUPOBATh ABTOPCKHUE TEKCThI
HAyYHOTO XapaKTepa Ha aHTIUHCKOM SI3bIKE, BBICTYIATh C HAYYHBIMU JJOKJIAJaMU ¥ COOOLICHUSMU H
Y4acTBOBaTh B HAYYHBIX IUCKYCCHSIX.

1. Heau u 327244 TUCHUIIMHBI.

Llenbi0 OCBOEHHS IUCHMILIMHBI «MHOCTpaHHBIM $3bIK (AHTIMHCKUAN S3BIK)»  SIBJISIETCS
(GopMHUpOBaHKE y AaCHHUPAHTOB MPOPECCUOHANBHBIX HABBIKOB HCIOJIb30BAaHUS AHIJIMMCKOTO SI3BIKA
Kak cpeactBa  NpodeCCHOHAIbHOW  KOMMYHHUKAIIMM B HAYYHO-UCCIIENOBATENBCKOH U
IpenoaaBaTebCKoi padore.

OCHOBHBIMU 3aJlayaMH  SIBISIOTCST (POPMUPOBAHHUE Y CTYACHTOB YCTOWYMBOTO HaBBIKA
po(heCcCHOHATIBHOTO BJIAJICHUS] MHOCTPAHHBIM 3bIKOM Ha ypoBHE He Hibke Cl mo yHuBepcaabHOM
00LIeeBpONEICKON MIKaie; OBJIaJIcHUE HABBIKAMU CaMOCTOSTEIBHON aKaJeMU4YecKol paboThl C
WHOSI3BIYHBIMHA TEKCTaMH, OBJIQJICHUE TEPMUHOJIOTHEH, TIPUHATON B chepe MenuancciieJOBaHuii Ha
MEXIYHApOJAHOM YypOBHE; OBJQJICHHE HaBbIKAMH MPOAYIIMPOBAHUS AaBTOPCKOTO TEKCTa Ha
WHOCTPAHHOM $I3bIKE KaK B YCTHOM, TaK MU B MUCHMEHHOM BHUJIE, BEACHUS JUCKYCCHH H J1€0aTOB;
OBJIaJICHUE HaBBIKAMH CO3/IaHUs IMPE3EHTAIMH, HAMKUCAaHUs JOKJIAJ0B M CTaTeld Ha MHOCTPAHHOM
A3bIKE C LENbI0 00ECIEUeHUs] MHTErpalMi MOJIOJIOTO HCCIIENOBATENsl B aKTyaJbHYIO Mapajurmy
COBPEMEHHOT0 Hay4YHOT'O IpoIiecca.

2. Mecto aucuumiannsl B ctpykrype OOII

Jucunnnnaa «HOCTpaHHBIH s3bIK (AHTTMHACKHUN SI3BIK)» BXOAUT B IEPEYCHb IHCIHMILUIAH
6a3oBoit vactu OOII moAroTOBKYM B acIUpaHType.

Jns 5PEeKTUBHOTO YCBOSHMS TUCHUIUIMHBI HEOOXOAMMO BJIAJICHHE MHOCTPAHHBIM SI3bIKOM
Ha ypoBHe B2 no obuieeBporneickoi mkae.

3. TpeGoBaHus K pe3yJibTaTaM OCBOCHHS TUCHHUILINHBI

[Ipoiecc  ycBOEHHs  IUCHMIUIMHBI  HampaBieH Ha  (OPMHUpPOBAHHME  CIEIYIOIIUX
YHHUBEpPCAIbHBIX U 001IENPOdeCcCHOHATbHBIX KOMIIETEHIUH, peaycMoTpeHHbIX O0pa3oBaTenbHbIM
CTaHIApTOM acnupaHTypsl MI'Y:

- TOTOBHOCTb MCIIOJIb30BaTh COBPEMEHHBIE METO/Ibl M TEXHOJOTUN HAYYHONM KOMMYHUKALIUU
Ha nHOCTpaHHOM si3bike (YK-5).

B pesynomame océoenun 0annoil OuCyunIUHbL ACRUPAHM OO0JIHCEH.

3nams. VHOCTPAHHBIN S3bIK (aHTIIMHCKUN) Ha ypoBHEe He HIke Cl mo oOuieeBponeiickoit
LIKaJIe OLICHUBAHMSL.

Ymems: mnopnepxuBaTh Kak IHUCBMEHHYIO, TaK M YCTHYI0O KOMMYHHUKAllMIO Ha
npodecCHOHaTIbHBIE U HAYYHBIE TEMBI; MPOYLIUPOBATh CAMOCTOATEIbHbIE HHOSA3BIYHbBIE TEKCTHI Ha
npodeccuoHanbHbIe TEMBI aKaIEMUYECKON HAIIPaBIEHHOCTH.

Bnaoems: naBbikamu pedeprpoBaHus, aHaIM3a U MPOTYLUPOBAHUS YCTHOM M MUCbMEHHOMN
peunr akaJeMHU4eCcKOl HalpaBJIe€HHOCTH.



4. CTpyKTYpa M coiep:KaHNe JUCIUIITHHBI
OO6mmast Tpy1I0EMKOCTh JUCIHUILUIMHBI COCTaBIsAET 6 3. €. (216 yacoB), u3 koTophix 3 3.e. (108
9acoB) OTBOJUTCS HA ayAHTOpPHYIO padotry, 3 3.e. (108 wacoB) — Ha camMoOCTOSTENBHYIO pPaboOTy

acCllMpaHTa.

4.1. CrpykTypa IMCUHIIIHHBI

Ne | Paznen nuciuniivHbl

@DOpMBI TEKYILIETO KOHTPOJIS

1 I‘ITGHI/IC, MEPCBOJA U aHAJIN3 aHTJIOA3BIYHOI'O
TEKCTa aKaJeMUYEeCKOM HaIpaBJICHHOCTHU

HepeBoI[ CIICHUAIM3UPOBAHHOI'O TEKCTA

2 | PedpepupoBanue aHTIIOS3BIYHOTO TEKCTA
aKaJeMUYEeCKON HAIPaBJIEHHOCTH

PedepupoBanue crarbu akageMuIecKon
HaNpPaBJIEHHOCTH

3 | AHasiu3 ¥ IpUMEHEHNUE aKaJIeMUYECKON

CocraBiieHne Te3aypyca akaJIeMHueCKOn

TCPMUHOJIOTUH

HaIIpaBJICHHOCTHU

4 | IlpogyunpoBaHue caMOCTOSTENBHOTO TeKcTa | [loAroToBka u npeseHTamms
aKaJeMUYeCKON HAMPABIEHHOCTH

CaMOCTOSITEIILHOTO aKa[EMUYECKOTO
TeKCTa (TE3UCOB CTAThH)

DK3aMeH KaHANJaTCKOI'0O MMHHUMYMa

4.2. Coagepxanue pa3iejioB TUCHUININHBI

Ne HaumeHnoBaHnue pa3jaesia
Conep:xanue pa3aena
n/n JUCIMILINHDBI
1 | Yrenwue, mepeBo U aHAIIN3 - OTpabOTKa HABBIKOB PA3JIMYHOTO THIIA YTCHHS Ha
AHTJIOSA3BIYHOTO TEKCTA Marepuaie crareit aKaJeMHYISCKOM
aKaJIEeMUYECKOW HANpPaBIEHHOCTH HaIpaBJIEHHOCTH;
- 0oTpabOTKa  TEXHMKHM  TEpeBoJa  TEKCTa
npodeccnoHanbHOM HAMIPaBIEHHOCTH;
- aHaIu3 Ppa3IUYHBIX THIIOB TEKCTOB
aKaJIEMUUYECKOW HANpPABIEHHOCTH.
2 | PedepupoBanue aHTIIOSI3BIYHOTO - oTpaboTKa HAaBBIKOB pedeprpoBaHus

TCKCTa aKaI[eMquCKOﬁ
HAITpaBJICHHOCTHU

npodeccroHaNbHBIX TEKCTOB;
- COCTaBJICHHE KpATKMX aHHOTAIMH W TE3UCOB
cTareli 1o BHIOPAHHON aKaJIeMUYeCKON TeMaTHKe.

3 | AHanu3 u MpUMeHeHue
aKaJIeMUYECKON TEPMUHOIOTHH

- aHaJIM3 aKaJeMHYECKUX TEKCTOB C TOYKH 3PEHUS
npodeCcCHOHATBHOU TEPMHUHOJIOTHH;

- MPUMEHEHHE HAyYHBIX TEPMHUHOB IPH aHAIH3E U
NIPONYLIMPOBAHUH TEKCTA.

4 | IlpoayuupoBaHHE CaMOCTOATEIBHOTO

TEKCTa aKaJeMHUYECKOU
HANPABJIEHHOCTH

- COCTaBJICHHUE aHHOTALMi, TE3MCOB W HAIHMCaHWE
CaMOCTOSITENIbHBIX HAy4YHBIX CTaTedl MO TeMaThKe
UCCIICIOBAaHHS aCIIUPAHTA;

- yCTHast npe3eHTaIHsI HAYYHOT'O
COOONICHHUS/IOKIIa/1a IO BBIOpaHHON TeMaTHKeE.

5. Pekomenayembie 00pa3oBaTebHbIC TEXHOJIOTHH
CGMI/IHapCKI/Ie 3aHATUA, HWHAUBHUAYAJIBHBIC W TPYHNIOBBIC KOHCYJIbTAIMHU, IIOATIOTOBKA
IIpEe3EHTALNN, TPOAYLIUPOBAHUE CAMOCTOSITEILHOIO HAYYHOT'O TEKCTA.




6. YdyeOHO-MeTOogM4YecKOe o0ecnmeyeHHMe CaMOCTOSITEJILHOH PpPaldoThbl CTYIEHTOB.
OuneHoYHbIe CPeICTBA VISl TEKYIIEro KOHTPOJISI yCIeBaeMOCTH, NPOMEKYTOYHON aTTecTaluu
10 UTOTaM OCBOEHUSI THCIUILIMHBI

CamocrositenbHas paboTa CTYyJICHTOB OOECIIeYMBACTCS MOATOTOBICHHBIM IIPETIOABATEIEM
CIHCKOM JIUTEPATYPhl C yKa3aHHEM aJpeca IEKTPOHHOTO JO0CTyNa K OOJBIIMHCTBY MOHOTpaduu u
CTaTeil W3 CHHCKa JOMOIHHUTENBHON JIUTEPaTyphl, a TaKKe JOCTYITHOCTBHIO JICKTPOHHBIX BEPCHH
npeseHTauui (.ppt) Mo JEKIMOHHBIM MaTepHajlaM U KelicaM, KOTOPbIE IPEI0/1aBaTellb BbIKJIAIbIBAET
Ha COTJIACOBAHHBIN CO CTYACHTaMH OOIIEeIOCTYIHBIH HHTEPHET-PeCypcC.

B camocrostenbHyto paboTy acnupaHTa BXOJIUT BBINOJIHEHHE KOHTPOJIBHBIX 3aJaHUN 110
BCEM pazjiesiaM y4eOHON TUCIUTITHBL:

- YTEHWEe, TMepeBoJ H pedepupoBaHHEe OPUTHMHAJIBHOM  MOHOrpadpuyecko U
NIepyUOoAUYeCKON HayYHO! JINTePaTyphl M0 ClleUaJlbHOCTH;

- COCTaBJICHHE aKaJeMHUYECKOIro Te3aypyca, BKJIIOYAIOLEro Kak O00lleHay4YHylo, TaK U
y3KOCIlelJMaJIbHYI0 JIEKCUKY, a Takke ab0peBUATypbl, UCHOJb3yKOLIHECSd B ayTeHTUYHBIX
Hay4YHBbIX TEKCTAX;

- COCTaBJIEHHE CIIMCKA aHIJIOA3BIYHBIX UCTOYHMKOB /IJI1 BKJIIOYEHHS B TeOPeTUYEeCKU
00630p Hay4YHOU JINTEepaTyphl 110 TeEMe AMCCepTaALUY;

- IOATOTOBKA IPE3CHTAMU I10 MaTCpuajlaM HCCICIOBaHWA, MPOBOJUMOIO aCHUpPaHTOM
(moAroTOBKa YCTHOTO BBICTYIUIEHHS ¢ PP-ciaiiiaMu ¢ COOTBETCTBYIOLICH CTPYKTYPOU U S3bIKOBBIM
oopmicHrEM);

- HallUCaHHWE TE3UCOB HAy4YHOM CTaTbu € COONIOJEHHEM HOPM, IPUCYLIMX 3TOMY BUIY
aKaJeMUYECKOI0 TEKCTA.

Ouyenounvie cpeocmea 014 unanvHoii ammecmayuu no oucyuniune «Muocmpannsiit
AZBIK)

CrpykTypa 3K3aMeHa

Hpej:[nonaraeTCﬂ NpeaoCTaBJICHUC MMOCIIC OKOHYAHUA U3YUCHUA JUCHUIIIIMHBI BBIITOJIHCHHBIX
U [IPOaHAIM3UPOBAHHBIX 3a/IaHUI MO YeThIpEM pa3zenaM y4eOHOW NUCIUIIMHBI U MPE3eHTAlUH 10
TeMe JUCCEPTALMOHHOTO UCCIIETOBAHMS.

Kanaunarckuil 3K3aMeH MO aHIVIMMCKOMY SI3BIKY COCTOUT U3:

1) cocraBieHHs TE3UCOB K CTaThe/()parMEHTy CTaThU aKaJeMHUYECKOl HaIpaBICHHOCTH
(o0beM crathu/pparmenTa cratbu — npubdau3uTenbHo 10 000 meyaTHbIX 3HAKOB (3-4 CTpaHUIIH);

2) mepeBojia BBIACICHHOTO (parMeHTa CTaTbM aKaJeMHUYecKOW HampaBlIeHHOCTH (00beM
TekcTa — 2 500 meyaTHbIX 3HAKOB);

3) nmepeckasa 1 aHaNTM3a COAEPIKAHUS CTaThH aKaJIEeMHUECKON HAIPaBIEHHOCTH.

Ikana oueHUBaHUS 3HAHNH ACIIUPAHTA/CONCKATE/ISI HA IK3aMeHe:

MaxkcumanbHas onenka: 100 6annoB

Tekymas pabora aciupanra/couckatens: 40 6amnos (o 10 GansoB 3a Kaxablid pas3aen)
DOk3ameH: 60 6amioB (1o 20 6aIoB 3a KaXKAbIH aCeKT)

OneHKH:
85-100 — oTsinyHO
75-84 — xoporio



60-74 -yn0BIETBOPUTEIIBHO
0-59 - Hey1OBIETBOPUTEIHHO

OO0pa3zen 3Kk3aMeHALMOHHOTO 32/IaHUS:

1. IlpounTath CTaTHIO, COCTABUTH TE3UCHI.

2. IlepeBecTr MUCHMEHHO BBIICTICHHBINA ()ParMEeHT CTAThH.

3. Ilepecka3ath 1 pOAHATH3UPOBATH TIPOUYUTAHHYIO CTATHIO.

Making Sense of the Mediatization of Politics

Jesper Stromback and Frank Esser

At heart, mediatization refers to a social change process in which media have become increasingly influential
in and deeply integrated into different spheres of society (Asp 1986; Hjarvard 2013; Mazzoleni 2008a;
Strombiick and Esser 2009). Mediatization should thus be distinguished from the related concept of mediation,
which refers to the more neutral act of transmitting messages and communicating through media (Mazzoleni
2008b; Strombiick 2008). The undisputed fact that more messages and experiences than ever are transmitted and
experienced through media — that is, mediated — is important and a key part of mediatization, but mediatization
is a broader and more dynamic and process-oriented process and concept (Couldry and Hepp 2013; Esser 2013;
Hjarvard 2013; Strombéck and Esser 2009). With ramifications for most parts of modern society, mediatization
has also been conceptualized as on par with other large-scale transformative processes such as globalization
(Kriesi et al. 2013).

In terms of theory, despite the broad consensus that mediatization refers to a process of increasing media
importance and influence, thus far mediatization has the character of a theoretical perspective or framework
rather than a proper theory. This holds true both for mediatization in general and the mediatization of politics.
Although great progress has been made during the last few years, much work remains before it can be
considered a full-blown, elaborated theory. To note this is not to diminish its value, only to say the obvious that
much work remains to be done and caution against overstating our understanding of this process.

In terms of politics, the mediatization of politics has been defined as a long-term process through which the
importance of the media and their spill-over effects on political processes, institutions, organizations and actors
has increased (Strombéck and Esser 2014). This definition highlights four essential features of the mediatization
of politics. First, it is a long-term and dynamic process. Second, the essence of mediatization is increasing
importance and influence of media. Third, mediatization affects all parts of politics, including the processes as
well as the political institutions, organizations and actors. Fourth, many of the media-related influences may be
indirect rather than direct, and result from how political institutions, organizations and actors more or less
reactively or proactively adapt to the media and their own needs to communicate through the media.

Following Strombick (2008), the mediatization of politics is a process where four distinct albeit highly related
dimensions could be identified. The first dimension refers to the degree to which media constitute the most
important source of information about politics and society. This dimension thus deals with the extent to which
politics is mediated. The second dimension refers to the degree to which media have become differentiated and
independent from other social and political institutions. Although all institutions, from a social systems
perspective, should be perceived of as interdependent, for the media to have an independent influence in politics,
they have to form an institution in their own right. The third dimension refers to the degree to which media and
the coverage of politics and current affairs is guided by media logic or political logic. Thus, this dimension deals
with the extent to which the media’s own needs and standards of newsworthiness, rather than those of political
actors, organizations or institutions, are decisive for what the media cover and how they cover it. The fourth
dimension refers to the extent to which political institutions, organizations and actors are guided by media logic
or political logic. It thus deals with the interaction between media and politics and the very essence of the
mediatization of politics, that is, the direct as well as indirect and ripple effects of media in political processes and
over political actors, organizations and institutions (see also Strombiick 2011a; Strombéick and Esser 2009, 2014).



Important to note is that mediatization along each of the dimensions is a matter of degree. Media can, for example,
be more or less independent from political institutions, and media content as well as political institutions, organizations
and actors can be more or less guided by media logic as opposed to political logic. There might consequently be
variations across different media and different political actors, organizations and actors, both within and across
countries. Ultimately, the mediatization of politics is always shaped by the practices of different media and different
political institutions, organizations and actors, and should not be perceived as an exogenous factor influencing all
institutions, organizations and actors in an equal or uniform fashion.

Within this framework, the media that matter most are news media conceived of as socio-technological
organizations and institutions. In essence, this means organized journalism at newspapers, radio, television and news
magazines in either their traditional or digital formats or, to the extent that they are organized and operate as
institutional news media, purely digital news providers. While technology matters, what is most important here is not
the particular technology, but whether these different news media are organized as institutional actors, which pursue
certain goals and act in the interest of reaching these goals, whether it is to make a profit or provide high-quality
journalism (Allern and Blach-@rsten 2011; Cook 2005; Esser 2013; Sparrow 1999).

Not only do single news media organizations constitute institutional actors. Because of the great similarities across
news media in terms of how they operate and their rules, routines, norms and news values—what Cook (2005, 64)
defined as the media’s “transorganizational agreement on news processes and content”—different news media can also
be grouped together as an interorganizational field and be conceived of as a singular news media institution (Cook 2005;
Esser 2013; Sparrow 1999). Different news media constitute the building blocks of the news media as an institution, but
the rules and norms that govern the news media as a whole are considered more important than what distinguishes one
news media company, outlet, type, etc., from another (Altheide and Snow 1979; Cook 2005; Esser 2013; Hjarvard 2013;
Strombéck 2008).

This notion of the news media as a single institution is important, as it highlights the relative autonomy and
differentiation of the news media from political institutions and as the idea of increasing media importance and
influence presumes that the news media are not subordinate to other institutions. In essence, it is through the functional
and structural differentiation of the news media from other institutions that they have come to form an institution in their
own right, and it is through becoming an institution in their own right that the news media have come to increase their
importance and influence (Hjarvard 2008, 2013; Esser 2013; Strombéck 2008, 2011a).

Media Influence and the Concepts of Media Logic and Political Logic

Another key part of this understanding of the mediatization of politics is related to how media influence is
conceptualized. As noted by Schulz (2004, 88-90), at least four processes of social change arising from media-driven
transformations can be identified: extension, substitution, amalgamation and accommodation. All these processes follow
from the combination of the characteristics of different media technologies, what social, cultural or political needs these
media technologies might serve, and the increasing presence and importance of media in all parts of social and political
life. Media influence in the context of mediatization is thus a broader concept than media effects and “both transcends
and includes media effects” (Schulz 2004, 90). For example, most media effect theories assume that media effects
follow from content, whereas mediatization also includes how media through their very existence and semistructural
properties exert influence. Traditional media effects theories also cannot account for anticipatory effects, for example
when political actors behave in a certain way or abstain from certain behaviors because of how they anticipate the news
media’s reactions. Rather than restricted to traditional media effects, media influence in the context of the mediatization
of politics refers to all activities and processes that are altered, shaped or structured by media or the perceived need of
individuals, organizations or institutions to communicate with or through the media (Strombéck and Esser 2014). These
changes need not be imposed upon politics, but might as well be self-initiated in the face of a media environment that is
perceived as omnipresent and influential. How influential media are perceived to be may thus have significant
consequences for how politics is affected by the media (Cohen, Tsfati, and Sheafer 2008; Strombéck 2011b).

Two key concepts in this context are media logic and political logic, as mediatization along the third and fourth
dimension deals with the extent to which media content and political institutions, organizations and actors, respectively,
are guided by media logic as opposed to political logic. The more media content or political institutions, organizations
and actors are guided by media logic, the more influential the news media are, and the further mediatization has
progressed.

Both these concepts, and in particular media logic, have been criticized. Among the most common criticisms of the
concept of media logic are that it is too elusive and vague, that it suggests a linearity and singularity that is not there,
that it lends itself to technological determinism, or that it may hide important patterns of social interactions (see e.g.



Couldry 2008; Lundby 2009; Landerer 2013). Some of this criticism may be justified—but it also depends on how
media logic and political logic are understood.

From our perspective and focusing on news media logic rather than a general media logic (Strombéack 2011a), the
basic idea behind the concepts of news media logic and political logic is that media and politics constitute two different
institutional systems that serve different purposes and that each has its own set of actors, organizations and institutions,
rules and procedures, and needs and interests. These institutional rules and procedures can be formal as well as informal,
and together form a certain “logic of appropriateness” (March and Olsen 1989) within each sphere. Neither media logic
nor political logic is thus set in stone, and may evolve in accordance with institutional as well as significant contextual
changes, but neither is arbitrary. Both have evolved to serve as guidelines for appropriate behavior and thinking within
each institutional sphere and based on each sphere’s purposes, interests, needs and institutional structures (Strombéck
and Esser 2014).

Both news media logic and political logic should, furthermore, be conceptualized as formed by three dimensions,
respectively (Esser 2013). With respect to political logic, these are polity, policy and politics. Polity refers to the system
of rules regulating the political process in any given country, including the institutional structure. Policy refers to the
processes of defining problems and forming and implementing policies within a certain institutional framework. Politics
refers to the processes of garnering support for one’s candidacy, party or political ideas, including the self-presentational
side of politics (Esser 2013; see also Meyer 2002; Pennings, Keman, and Kleinnijenhuis 2006). With respect to news
media logic, the three dimensions are professionalism, commercialism and media technology (Esser 2013; see also
Strombédck and Esser 2014). Professionalism refers to the extent to which journalism is differentiated as an institution
and set of professional practices and norms that sets it apart from other institutions, in particular politics.
Commercialism refers to the persistent fact that most media are commercially driven, which has significant implications
for all processes of news production, news selection and news presentation. Media technology refers to how the various
communication platforms shape content in production and reproduction processes, and the processes of finding or
reshaping news to fit the socio-technological formats of different media.

From this perspective, neither political logic nor news media logic are cast in stone and fully consistent across time,
countries, or political or media institutions within countries. Instead, both political logic and news media logic have a
partly situational and dynamic character, and there are tensions within the component parts of both logics. For example,
there might often be tensions between policy and politics, as well as between journalistic professionalism and media
commercialism. How such tensions are played out and resolved might have a significant influence on the exact nature of
political logic or news media logic in particular processes, but may also change from time to time or vary across
political actors, organizations and institutions, or between different news media (see further Esser 2013; Strémbéck and
Esser 2014). This does not change the tension between political logic and news media logic, and that the news media as
well as political institutions, organizations and actors regularly find themselves in situations where they have to decide
to what extent they should let political logic or news media logic guide or govern their behavior. The more they let news
media logic guide their behavior, the more mediatized they are.

Contributions and Criticisms of the Mediatization Perspective

While the relationship between media and politics has been at the center of research on political communication and
news journalism for decades, and many important theories have been developed, tested and refined, overall the field is
characterized by a lack of more general theories. It is in this context we believe the theoretical framework of
mediatization is highly important. More specifically, we see at least four reasons where the theoretical framework of
mediatization has great potential to contribute to further research on the relationship between media and politics and our
understanding of the processes that during the last decades have transformed and still continue to transform democracies
around the world.

First, the theoretical framework of mediatization has the potential to develop into a general theory on the dynamic
relationship between media, politics and democracy, including how that relationship evolves and changes over time.
Second, we believe the framework of mediatization has great potential to integrate other theories related to the
relationship between media and politics. This includes theories that are related to each of the four dimensions of
mediatization, ranging from media consumption patterns to the institutional relationship between media and politics,
factors and processes shaping the media coverage of politics and society including the coverage itself, and the extent to
which political actors, organizations and institutions are influenced by media or guided by media logic. Third, in
contrast to most theories on media and politics, the mediatization perspective has the potential to link micro-level
processes and phenomena to meso- and macro-level processes and phenomena. Fourth, and this is also important, the
mediatization framework raises many normative questions about the relationship between media, politics and
democracy, without in itself being normative (for a wider discussion of these points, see Esser and Strombéck 2014a).



If the framework of mediatization has great potential, it is also true that much work remains to be done and that there
are reasons to be critical of how the mediatization concept is often used. First, mediatization still has the character of a
theoretical perspective rather than a proper theory, and it remains more of a “sensitizing” than a “definitive” concept
(Hjarvard 2013, 4-5). As such, it is more loosely defined and used as an exploratory tool than a carefully defined
concept that lends itself easily to precise operationalizations that can be used in empirical research. Second, too often
mediatization is vaguely defined, referred to rather than empirically investigated, and treated as a fact rather than as a
process or phenomena to be investigated. Here we agree with Waisboard who, when writing about mediatization in
general, notes that

Yes, mediatization is a metaprocess that has spearheaded epochal transformations over the last century. But this
should be considered a point of analytical departure or an intriguing affirmation to be tested rather than a conclusion.
This is necessary to avoid deterministic conclusions which assume that the availability of media technologies inevitably
transforms the society without closer inspection of the kind and magnitude of the changes. (Waisboard 2013, 7)

Third, the mechanisms of mediatization and the linkages between micro-, meso- and macro-level phenomena and
processes remain rather poorly investigated, analyzed and understood. In addition, we also need to “understand better
the factors that bind, steer and shape mediatization” (Waisboard 2013, 7), both in general and with respect to the
mediatization of politics. Fourth, and more in general, there are still too few empirical studies on the mediatization of
politics that operationalize mediatization in a theoretically coherent and strong fashion. Consequently, there is a need
not only for more empirical research on the mediatization of politics, but also for the development of empirical
indicators of mediatization along each of the four dimensions and the linkages between different aspects and
mechanisms of mediatization. This weakness in conceptual and empirical terms had mainly motivated us to initiate this
edited collection.

Source: Journalism Studies, 2014 Vol. 15, No. 3, 243-255, http://dxX.doi.org/10.1080/1461670X.2014.897412 ©
2014 Taylor & Francis
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