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*According tom extensiveStadyby Ladd and Upset (whose 
continuing survey of facuhy attitudes is published periodically in the 
Chronicle), academics are more liberal than other professionals (such as 
doctors and lawyers) but are "farfrontleingradicals." 
The liberal proclivities of American academics are most clearly pro- 
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compared with a 42 percent Carter vote among other professionals. 
Academics are also more likely to approve of premarital sex (62 per- 
cent) and to favor reductions in military spending (46 percent). They 
are more likely than leaders of feminist groups, civil-rights organiza- 
tions, students, and newspaper and television reporters to advocate 
ceilings on personal income. 

However, a sizeable majority of professors (65 percent) indicated con- 
fidence in bankers and financiers. More than two-thirds agreed that the 
growth of government in the United States "poses a threat" to freedom 
and individual initiative. And more than half endorsed the view that 
economic growth, not redistribution of wealth, should be the "primary 
objective" of American economic policy. 

Differences in "liberal" and "conservative" orientation are pro- 
nounced among the various academic disciplines. Professors in the so- 
cial sciences and humanities tend to be farthest to the left, followed, in 
order of declining liberalism, by those in the natural sciences, business 
administration, and engineering. Professors of agriculture are farthest 
to the right. 

PRESS & TELEVISION 

"The Elite Press, the Global System, and 
Foreign News Attention" by Andrew K. 
Sernrnel, in International Interactions 
(vol. 3,  no. 4, 1977), 42 William IV St., 
London WC2N 4DF, England. 

Major American newspapers are fond of advertising their worldwide 
coverage of the news. But one scholar's study of the New York Times, Los 
Angeles Times, Miami Herald, and Chicago Tribune, conducted during 
the last three months of 1974, reveals that their attention to most na- 
tions "borders on the nonexistent." 

According to Semmel, a political scientist at  the University of Cin- 
cinnati, 79 of the world's 132 countries received only 5 percent of the 
total number of foreign news stories; 12 countries received almost two- 
thirds of the coverage. This "mix" was virtually identical in all four 
newspapers. 

Semmel speculates that there is a "law of communications mag- 
netism": Nations alike in terms of power, wealth, or culture pay atten- 
tion to each other; unlike nations ignore each other. Thus, he says, 
England, the Soviet Union, Japan, France, Canada, Israel, Italy, and 
West Germany consistently dominate foreign news in the American 
press. On the other hand, internal developments in Central and North 
Africa, in most of Asia and South America, and, surprisingly, in Scan- 
dinavia, go largely unreported. These neglected areas get coverage only 
in cases of riot, famine, political upheaval, or war. One exception is the 




