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Abstract

Throughout the progression of organized civilization, the mass media has come to be relied upon to collect and disseminate news and information deemed to be pertinent and of interest to particular audiences. The responsibility of journalists, which is recognized in countries across the globe with national and local legislation and protections, has come to include that of serving as watchdogs over government, and in turn, democracy. This role holds government accountable, and serves as an important element of effective public administration and governance. In Romania, a county still wringing from a tumultuous transition from the nation’s communist past to its democratic present, the press faces significant barriers to fulfilling this watchdog ideal. A combination of factors inhibits the Romanian press – inadequate training and experience, financial constraints and political restraints on reporters and editors. Improvement is critical to the continued development and preservation of the nation’s young and evolving democracy. This study examines these factors and suggests enhancements to strengthen public administration.

1.       Introduction

As the former United States Congressman from Massachusetts, Fisher Aimes, once said of the press, “it is a precious pest, and a necessary mischief, and there would be no liberty without it (editTeach).” Throughout the course of history, journalism has evolved in societies across the globe, taking on different shapes as shifts in readership are met with changes in governmental and political structures (Brooks, et. al., 7-8). The Washington, D.C.-based Pew Research Center’s Project for Excellence in Journalism conducted a national conversation in 1997, seeking to outline the tenants of the journalism industry and the purpose with which journalists operate (Project for Excellence in Journalism).  After four years of research, an analysis of press history and a national survey, the project leaders found consensus that “the central purpose of journalism is to provide citizens with accurate and reliable information they need to function in a free society (Project for Excellence in Journalism).” This ideal calls upon journalists to fulfill a number of roles related to defining the goals of a community, creating a form  of  common  knowledge  through  coverage  and  “pushing  people  beyond  complacency (Project for Excellence in Journalism).” This purpose also includes the duty to entertain readers, provide a voice for the voiceless and to serve as a watchdog of government and public activity – using investigations and other tactics to keep a watchful eye on public officials and processes on behalf of an outlet’s respective audience (Project for Excellence in Journalism).
Journalists, according to the Project for Excellence in Journalism and other professional media organizations, are considered to have a primary obligation to seek, identify and report the truth (Project for Excellence in Journalism). Their first loyalty should be to providing citizens with objective information in a timely manner and the principles of verification, independence, objectivity and integrity must be paramount in the behavior of such professionals (Project for Excellence in Journalism). These responsibilities also include the capacity to serve as a watchdog over those in positions of power that impact others in society (Project for Excellence in Journalism). As Project leaders found, this function was recognized hundreds of years ago by the founding fathers of the United States as “a rampart against despotism (Project for Excellence in Journalism).” Such a role was ensured when an independent press in America was guaranteed by the First Amendment to the Constitution, while court rulings have upheld such rights and citizens have come to rely upon the performance of the media in this capacity (Project for Excellence in Journalism). The watchdog ideal continues to play an important role in the field of journalism today, though the ability of reporters and news organizations to meet the traditional standard can be hampered in some parts of the world – with Romania being a prime example.

In order to conduct a study of the state of the media industry in Romania, as well as its capacity to fulfill the watchdog ideal of journalism, the research team assembled a case study of Cluj-Napoca and Cluj County, Romania. The team – comprised of one graduate student each from the University of Delaware (United States of America) and Babes-Bolyai University (Romania) – planned the study and arranged for interviews using electronic communication prior to a two-week period of intensive field research on location in Romania, which took place in mid-January 2013. With the assistance of the faculty at Babes-Bolyai University, the research team scheduled interviews with journalists, government officials and academics in order to develop a well-rounded conceptualization of the present nature of the mass media in Romania.

2.       Scope of the Problem: The Media Landscape in Romania
Among the findings of a Freexx report on the freedom of the Romania press is a rather damning conclusion reached when summarizing the perceptions of the industry leading up to

2011: “Romanians have lost their faith in the media (Freexx Report, 14).” The report paints a grim picture when outlining the impact of the economic downturn on the business: layoffs, salary cuts, a worsening of work conditions and the closure of some outlets altogether (Freexx Report,

8). Such financial constraints left some outlets more vulnerable to outside influences, with many editorial offices compromising integrity and objectivity in favor of reaping support from either advertisers or political and economic interests (Freexx Report, 8). In the months leading up to the

2012 national elections, the political orientation of the mass media increased – with many individuals well connected in political circles assuming ownership of media trusts or taking on positions of editorial management (Freexx Report, 8). Public funds began to be used once again for political or candidate advertisements, as some organizations arranged coverage around the agendas of particular political camps or operatives (Freexx Report, 8-9).

The report also found a general degradation in the quality of newsgathering and dissemination in Romania, as “investigative journalism sought refuge in the online space and it became preponderantly the preoccupation of freelance journalists (Freexx Report, 9).” When efforts were not being made to introduce legislation to limit the freedom of journalists across the country, reporters were “bullied, insulted and threatened, especially by politicians, authorities, law enforcement agents and public figures (Freexx Report, 9).” These transformations were thought to have led to the suppression of relevant information and the continued decline in public trust in media outlets, particularly in the case of television networks and news organizations (Freexx Report, 8-9). 

The Romanian press has been in a state of transition that mirrors, in part, that of the nation’s central government. For a period of 45 years leading up to 1989, the media existed in a communist regime that substituted traditional Western roles of the media with ideological underpinnings and directives – journalists were instruments of propaganda (Paris 8). The fall of the communist regime during the December 22, 1989 revolution changed the level of explicit control exercised by political interests over the news media, leading to some of the first live

broadcasts and the renaming of several publications to reflect their newfound freedom  and independence, and to cater to a then-larger audience (Paris 8). Young editors and reporters entered the field, and news organizations endeavored in experiments to meet the growing needs of audiences as new journalism schools first began to open their doors across the nation (Paris 8). After a decade of growth and development as an industry, tabloid newspapers began to pose a threat to more traditional-format publications (Paris 8). This transformation was met with the mirroring  of  western  practices  by  many  Romanian  media  outlets,  as  owners  of  such organizations began to evolve into “important social actors,” levying control over the flow of various channels of information (Paris 8). Resembling the growth of electronic mediums for the dissemination of news in the United States and other parts of the globe, 2011 brought a stark increase in online media availability and consumption (Paris 8).

The developments over the 23-year period since the revolution have led the Freedom House organization  –  a  New-York based  entity that  studies  the  expansion  of freedom  and democracy across the globe – to rate Romania’s media in 2012 as “partly free,” with a score of

41 on a scale of 0 to 100, in which a higher score reflects greater restrictions on the news media in a particular nation (Freedom House a). That score compares to 18, the ranking afforded to the media landscape in the United States (Freedom House b). According to a Freedom House and Newseum report issued in 2012, the Romanian media is protected by the national Constitution, and generally receives respect in light of this protection (Freedom House a).
Despite its party controlled past, the Romanian journalism industry continues to face challenges (Freedom House a). The marked expansion in the number of mass media outlets since

1989 has been met with an advertising market that is not considered large enough to support such a vast number of organizations (a). With increased competition stemming from the larger number of outlets in the market, individual organizations find declining revenues from advertisements – a key source of support for media organizations (a).  In an attempt to cope with profitability struggles, some media owners fail to pay taxes, and some hire younger reporters who will accept smaller salaries in exchange for their lack of experience in the field (a). Television remains the most popular medium for news consumption, while access to internet-based news is on the upswing (a).
3.       Literature Review

The field of journalism today finds itself under scrutiny by a public that is increasingly skeptical of the performance of reporters and affiliated news organizations (Brooks, et. al., 8). While many respondents in a 2005 national poll of news consumers conducted by the Missouri School of Journalism expressed concerns that the media was sensationalistic, or falling short of meeting its historic roles, there seemed to be a strong consensus related to the importance of the field (Brooks, et. al., 8). The survey found that 93 percent of respondents considered press freedom important, and 75 percent felt that journalists help them understand and better consider public issues (Brooks, et. al., 8). In addition, more than 80 percent felt that investigative journalism is an important commodity, with roughly two-thirds of respondents expressing that modern journalists fulfill the role of serving as watchdogs over government and public officials (Brooks, et. al., 8).

Watchdog journalism, and more broadly investigative reporting, has long been a tenant of the news business in the United States. Early examples in American history came during the Revolutionary era, when reporters searched for the truth among turbulent political and military conditions (Brooks, et. al., 381). Some of those strategies persisted into the early twentieth century, when journalists earned the critical title of “muckrakers” by a frustrated President Theodore Roosevelt (Brooks, et. al., 381). Early examples of significant investigations include those into corporate monopolies, corruption in business and politics and even working conditions in meat-packing plants and factories (Brooks, et. al., 381). While reporters today use some of the same approaches to watchdog journalism, advances in technology allow for an easier and more thorough review of public documents, in addition to the more traditional interviews and observations made by journalists on a daily basis (Brooks, et. al., 381). The critical relationship between public documents and investigative reporting is captured in the code of ethics published by the Society of Professional Journalists (Society of Professional Journalists). According to the code, which is considered a strong backbone of the industry for member news organizations, reporters should recognize “a special obligation to ensure that the public’s business is conducted in the open and that government records are open to inspection (Society of Professional Journalists).”  Thus,  the  transparency  of  government  and  public  documents  is  considered  a responsibility of journalists, particularly those aiming to fulfill the watchdog ideal – serving as a check on government, on behalf of citizens (Society of Professional Journalists).
Journalists,  both  historically  and  in  the  present  day,  face  barriers  to  investigative reporting,  and  true watchdog journalism  (Brooks,  et. al.8).  While the American media is protected in large part by the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution, some threats were posed to the freedom of journalists as officials and politicians began to more carefully consider national security and safety in the wake of the September 11, 2001 terrorist attacks (Brooks, et. al., 8). In short, “the role of journalism in guaranteeing liberty and maintaining civilization is challenged by those who make news and those who need it” (Brooks, et. al., 8).
Watchdog  journalism   has  proven,  in  many  cases,  to  be  a  trying  approach  to newsgathering and reporting. In a reflective narrative written in 2008, investigative journalist Darren Barbee of the Fort Worth Star-Telegram outlined the stresses that faced a team of investigators as they sought to work together to review and analyze a public health system wrought with complaints and allegations (Barbee, 44). Faced  with  newsroom  cutbacks  and pressing deadlines, the team operated under tense conditions as they came across dead-end interviews, overlap with sources and personality clashes, not to mention document requests that went unfulfilled (Barbee, 44). What resulted from the months of perseverance was a six-part series that led to the hospital system’s chief operating officer being fired, the chief financial officer stepping down, state investigators pouring in and identifying violations, the firing of the cleaning service and the turnover of many board positions (Barbee, 44).

Other instances highlight the importance of investigative journalists keeping a steady eye on public officials and processes. In 2010, The New York Times featured the work of a Chicago- based blogger and former reporter in investigating and helping to expose reports of a city police lieutenant and his subordinates, dubbed the “Midnight Crew”, employing a variety of torture techniques to obtain confessions (Carr). Such  reporting,  The New York Times  found, is  an example of the type of watchdog journalism that uncovers breaches in public accountability that would otherwise go unchecked (Carr). While there have been many conversations about the shuttering of foreign bureaus owned by domestic news organizations in America, the article cited, many instances of investigative reporting domestically highlight what would otherwise be a dearth in accountability checks on government if not for such reporters and news organizations (Carr).

Outside of the United States, similar struggles are faced by journalists seeking to gather news and report the truth about public officials or processes, particularly in nations with low levels of press freedom. Arab news organizations, for instance, publish primarily what is visible, rather than working to use investigative techniques to unearth the truth about topics or incidents not already public (Martin, 85). Government officials have not expressed support for such forms of reporting, ensuring their preference for the lack of a watchdog press through media ownership or advertising   (Martin, 85).   By   becoming   major   advertisers   in   publications,   some   Arab governments are able to establish themselves as a financial crutch for struggling news organizations that are subsequently unwilling to publish stories that could threaten the loss of such a large client (Martin, 85). Some organizations also receive significant government subsidies, a form of patronage aimed at controlling messages disseminated (Martin, 85). Such limitations and both the official and unofficial connections between governments and media organizations  can  make  the  type  of  watchdog  journalism  practices  employed  elsewhere  a practical and political impossibility (Martin, 85).

An historical analysis of watchdog journalism, published in 2008, outlines a number of commonalities between the early “muckrakers” and present-day investigative reporters (Weinberg, 6-7). Among these is a lesson similar to sentiments shared by Barbee – that time spent  investigating  and  reporting  provides  a  better  quality  of  truth  and  news  to  readers (Weinberg, 7). Early models in such newsgathering practices invested great deals of time into their investigative endeavors, leading to the then-popular motto “time equals truth (Weinberg,

7).” In addition, Weinberg found in his analysis that it is vital for editors and publishers to provide support for investigative and watchdog journalism to be a possibility at any publication (Weinberg, 7). He concluded, “no topic is too large or too risky if editors and publishers will support their reporters’ quest for information with resources and time (Weinberg, 7).”

4.       Methodology

Throughout the course of this study, the research team conducted in-person interviews with three practicing journalists, including reporters and editors working for both print and electronic media outlets. Interviews were also conducted with two Cluj-Napoca city employees and one Cluj County employee. Three elected officials were also interviewed in a group setting along with other research teams comprised of students from both institutions, focusing on different topics of study. Finally, a professor who has studied the media in Romania for more than a decade was interviewed about the evolution of the industry and its present state. A majority of the interviews were conducted in Romanian, with English translations and transcriptions being completed using both hand-written notes and an audio recording of each interview  –  which  was  obtained  with  consent  and  destroyed  after  the  transcription  was completed. The well-informed persons who were interviewed were provided the choice between speaking in Romanian or English, and the research team respected their preferences.

Considering the potentially sensitive nature of some of the questions and discussion points, as well as the political implications to participation in the study, the research team granted strict confidentiality to each respondent. Therefore, responses garnered from specific interviews will be referred to in this paper using only the professional title or a short description of the individual’s occupation in order to protect their identity while allowing readers to understand the frame through which they view the issues discussed. Participants in this study were not compensated in any way for their time or cooperation, and all provided verbal consent of their understanding of the study’s purpose, nature and intended final product.

Once interviews were completed, the research team analyzed the results and organized responses into different themes, as presented later in this paper. The result is a collection of observations and conclusions about the media industry in Romania and the capacity of individual reporters and news organizations to adhere to the traditional watchdog ideal of the field.

5.       Results and Analysis

The interviews conducted by the research team yielded a number of observations, organized below into themes revolving around: investigative journalism, transparency, the relationship between government and the media, the occurrence of reporters transitioning from journalism to politics, and the overall ability of reporters and news organizations to adhere to the traditional watchdog ideal.

5.1. Investigative Journalism

When discussing the state of investigative journalism in Romania, both journalists and editors interviews had expressed concerns that there is not typically enough time for reporters to pursue such features, a trend compounded by the financial constraints that hamper a news organization’s ability to fund such endeavors. At the same time, reporters do not often have enough training in investigative journalism techniques for successful projects. On the topic, government officials in Cluj-Napoca and Cluj County expressed frustrations that reporters do not allow themselves enough time to work on long-term investigations, and that they do not fully understand the timeline allowed for documents to be provided pursuant to requests. Hence, the reporters do not always receive documents in time to include in stories. And with predominately young, relatively inexperienced journalists packing most newsrooms, the gap between theory and practice widens in regards to hard-hitting news stories.

Interviews also revealed pressures placed on reporters by the political interests connected with media ownership and leadership, relationships that often impact what types of stories are published related to particular officials or parties.  Government  representatives  who interact frequently with the media shared concerns that journalists are not as persistent as they should be, though this could be attributed to political constraints, time or financial limitations, lack of effort or any combination of the factors. What results is a dearth of investigative stories, with the few that are completed being featured primarily on television programs. Of these, according to a journalist, the features typically identify the extent to which an already known problem exists, rather than revealing a new issue altogether. It should also be noted that, although rare, interviews revealed very isolated examples of journalists using blackmail or other techniques to influence public officials, as well as some occasions of journalists receiving threats related to investigations.

5.2 Transparency

In 2001, Romanian Law 544 was passed to guarantee free access to public documents and information. Observations shared in interviews during the course of this study revealed a consensus among both government officials and journalists that the law is a positive step towards higher levels of transparency. This study revealed high levels of access to many public buildings and offices – in some locations, journalists and any members of the public can simply walk in at any point in the day, and remain in most offices without an appointment. One spokesperson related a story of a journalist who would spend eight hours each weekday just sitting in city hall, trying to eavesdrop and learn about what was going on in the different offices. While some governmental officials considered this a hindrance to professional productivity – with one employee reporting the need to work from home – most tended to agree that such a literal open- door policy helped to ensure greater transparency, and was a necessary element of relations with the mass media. A general consensus of public officials interviewed points to such transparency as a positive step towards more effective governance.

Law 544, which was mentioned in each interview conducted, states that documents have to be provided upon request and sets a timeline for when answers must be afforded. However, some journalists relayed complaints that crafty politicians reply with an answer, but not with information specific to the request – this phenomenon was known to exist in other nations as well. There was some agreement among the journalists and editors interviewed that the law is not as respected by officials as it should be, a trend detected in the time it takes to turn over documentation as well as in the incomplete responses sometimes provided. On the other hand, spokespeople for government offices that frequently interact with the news media expressed frustrations that journalists are not often as aware of the law as they should be, notably related to the timeline provided for responses to requests.

5.3. The Relationship between Government and the Media

This study also aimed to analyze the existing relationship between government and the media in Romania. Overall, the interviews yielded opinions of a rather “sensitive” relationship

between the two entities, and one that government officials deal with very carefully. According to the study’s sample, spokespersons responsible for representing a governmental agency or entity to the media are typically careful to be fully transparent and to avoid accusations of being secretive. They also relayed their cautions about waging wars with the media. Politicians, in the opinion of two appointed government officials and one journalist interviewed, are generally fearful of the media and watch its coverage very carefully.

5.4. Reporters Transitioning into Politics

The study also revealed observations from reporters and public officials related to the occurrence of journalists transitioning into careers in politics or government. This phenomenon appears to be fairly common, according to the well-informed individuals interviewed, with one of the predominant incentives being the higher salary earned by elected and appointed officials. Politicians might hire journalists due to their experience in the field, particularly for roles that involve regular communication with the news media. This trend, however, leads to skepticism as to the behavior of the individual journalists while they were in their reporting careers. Particular scrutiny is paid in hindsight to the nature of stories they covered related to the party or candidate they eventually find employment with, as well as their party affiliation. One working journalist lamented the significant threat that influenced or enrolled journalists pose against the nation’s democracy, as the coverage of such reporters would likely reflect such connections and, thus, fail to provide an objective account of news events to audiences.

5.5. The Practicality of Watchdog Journalism in Romania

Overall, the study gauged the opinions of the watchdog role of journalism among respondents, which are presented hereafter in categories related to profession.

Journalists interviewed tended to believe that the watchdog role is important, and one to be followed and respected. However, different opinions exist related to the feasibility of this role. While  veteran  journalists  tended  to  consider  this  role  increasingly more  difficult  to  fulfill, younger journalists generally had more optimism. There was a consensus that the overall ability to serve as a watchdog media organization revolves more around the particular orientation of the news organization, more so than individual reporters. This is due to the strong impact of environmental factors on newsroom productivity and effectiveness. Journalists see “enrolled” colleagues – those who have connections to political candidates, parties or organizations – as a major threat to this traditional role. In short, reporters and editors believed that the role is important, but not a practical option in the daily operations of the news business in Romania.

A comparison could be made here with the findings of the report filed in November 2012 by Lord Justice Leveson, related to the culture, ethics and practices of the press in the United Kingdom related to police, politicians and the public stemming from a well-publicized phone hacking scandal within news organizations (Leveson, 2-3). Among other things, the report included findings of pressures felt by reporters to engage in practices against industry ethics or codes of conduct, and of police officials developing “too close” relations with reporters (14-18). The report also indicated some politicians working to “court” close partnerships with members of the mass media, and highlighted public concern about “off-the-record” briefings for reporters (17-20). Such close relationships, Leveson wrote, resulted in practices and coverage that was adverse  to  the  public  interest  (18-32),  and  we  would  argue  tend  to  diminish  both  the effectiveness and credibility of public administration and governance.

Some government officials in Romania consider the concept of a watchdog media critical to protecting democracy. We spoke with six officials from Cluj County and Cluj-Napoca. One county official said that the media is charged with guarding against abuses of power, and helping politicians to avoid mistakes. Others we spoke with expressed the importance of the press in inhibiting corruption and holding officials to high standards of conduct and performance. While a majority of our sample tended to agree about the importance of the ideal for journalists, they offered evidence of weaknesses in the Romanian press. For instance, there is a tendency to provide detailed written information to the press with the assumption that reporters will copy and paste details into news stories without checking the facts.

Related to the ability of the press to fulfill the watchdog ideal in the future, journalists with whom we met expressed hope that Law 544 will be better respected and that younger colleagues  will  become  better  trained  and  more  persistent  in  their  coverage.  Government officials offered images of a brighter future with journalists being more patient in submitting document requests.  Officials  also  detailed  plans  to  soon  invest  in  various  e-government techniques   aimed   at   broadening   and   improving   access   to   information,   and   document management methods to better improve the flow of responses to requests.

6.       Conclusions and Recommendations

While this study found there to be a consensus among members of the media who were interviewed that the watchdog ideal is a critical element of the modern press, this element is not carried out in practice. This deficiency can be attributed to a three main factors: political influences, financial constraints, and deficiencies in training. In some cases, investigative stories and  projects  are hampered  by the strength  of  political  ties  to  media ownership,  which  are growing stronger and more pervasive as financial difficulties force editorial leaders to consider alternative revenue streams. While the relative freedom of the Romanian press is high, it is diminished in part by the desire of young reporters – who now make up a majority of most news organizations – to earn better salaries and to avoid portraying certain officials with ties to their media organization in a negative light.

While government officials and appointed staff members stated that they believe the press in Romania is doing its job well, there is a view that they may take advantage of the lack of journalistic professionalism and effort to pursue the truth– including those who simply copy and paste from press releases or statements while writing articles. Romania’s Law 544 has provided strong guidance for the provision of public documents to reporters and citizens upon request, but officials perceive a lack of understanding among journalists as to the tenants of the legislation. Hence, cooperation with the law can vary depending upon which official is approached by a member of the press, and often responses are not complete or do not reflect the substance of the request.

Based upon observations shared by well-informed individuals during the field research portion of this study, a number of recommendations could be proposed for the improvement of the media landscape in Romania – changes that could help increase the ability of journalists to serve as watchdogs of democracy.  First, news organizations and university departments of journalism should provide adequate training to reporters based upon the types of stories and topics they cover, and should provide support for reporters conducting investigations. In turn, reporters should be more persistent and work more towards challenging authority and seeking to serve as watchdogs of democracy. In terms of transparency, a campaign to increase awareness and  understanding  of  Law  544  among  journalists  and  public  officials  could  heighten  the

openness of public documents and processes, and could encourage officials to provide more accurate and complete information to reporters based upon this better understanding. Finally, while news organizations should strive to maintain complete objectivity in news coverage, those with political influences among ownership or leadership should disclose such connections with readers. While this is far from the ideal, revealing such influences would ensure that readers are aware of the potential of slanted or biased coverage, rather than to continue misperceptions that they are being presented with unbiased news coverage. This suggestion carries further implications related to how such biases could be indicated, leaving questions of balance and the ability of audiences to check the facts provided to outlets – likely a prime source of further research in the discipline.

Improvements in the Romanian press could yield protection of the country’s emerging and developing democracy. A watchdog press, with journalists paying close attention to public officials, programs and initiatives, helps to demand a higher level of accountability between government and citizenry. In the case of Romania, the evolving form of government could thrive with such protective measures in place, further shutting out the tendencies of government to keep information secret or impose its will upon the electorate without input. A strong press that holds government accountable and reports pertinent information to audiences without fear of political implications could provide the type of public service seen from journalism organizations in other nations, such as the United States. Recommendations for improving the freedom and functions of the Romanian press, including those to remedy training and experience deficiencies and political influences, could likewise provide some long-term benefit to the country’s governance through improving the functionality of the national press. In the case of training, better trained reporters who more fully understand the issues they cover could provide a better public service to audiences. And abating some of the political influences driving news coverage would allow journalists to better provide objective reports of newsworthy developments, leading to a more informed public.

7.       Directions of Future Research

While this study yielded the variety of the aforementioned conclusions, it is important to note the small sample size as a limiting factor in considering its results.  If more time and resources were available, the sample size would be expanded to include more representatives of different types and locations of news organizations; the scope of the study would be broadened to include a sufficient number of interviews to permit a comparison of the perspectives of both veteran and young journalists related to the ability of the media to fulfill the watchdog role, the transparency of government and approaches to investigative journalism.  It is expected that such an expansion would yield a comprehensive view of the Romanian media, and could have shed light on other trends not captured in the interviews conducted in the existing study. An expanded study could also include journalists at the national level, and perhaps others stationed in Bucharest, to create instead a case study of Romania as a whole. Further research could also examine incentive structures necessary for an improved reporting of public policy and administration, perhaps linked to professional practices and guidelines as well as education curricula.

Given the timing of the study in relation to the 1989 revolution, future research could assess progress in the aforementioned recommendations, as well as others, at points beyond the present. This study approached members of the news media and those who conduct business with  them  during  the  23rd   year  after  the  revolution,  and  the  stark  transition  in  the  media landscape. Future researchers could analyze the same situation at intervals in the future to map the trajectory of progress, or perhaps even stagnation. Such academic inquiries could shed light on the evolution of a news media in transition from one form of government to a vastly different counterpart, a type of study that is not possible to conduct in real-time in more developed nations like the United States.

Other research could capture the opinions of journalism students about the watchdog role of the media, blending their personal observations of the news media in their personal lives and the lessons about the trade learned in classrooms. Rather than studying the issue of press freedom and government transparency in a reactive fashion, such a study could shed light on the potential future of the industry through surveying those who could one day be in positions of leadership in the field. Similar studies could be conducted on the academic and educational backgrounds of journalists, capturing also their views on the role of the media in Romanian society to assess possible similarities or differences based upon level of education.

Finally, additional research could shed light on the evolution of Law 544 and the transparency of government officials through the lens of both journalists and officials. Such a study could target data and observations related to the understanding of the law itself among members of the press, elected officials and appointed government employees. As many in this study criticized the lack of adherence to the law, and the simultaneous dearth of understanding among some sectors of government and the mass media, a future inquiry could assess potential progress in that area. Inquiries could also be made into the forms of communication employed by governmental officials, including the embrace of e-government tools and the public nature of documents through the Internet.

References

Barbee, D. (2008). Team reporting on a watchdog project. Nieman Reports, Fall 2008, 44-46. Brooks, B. S. et. al. (2008). News reporting and writing. Ninth Edition. New York: The Missouri
Group.
Carr, D. (2010). Gaps in watchdog journalism reflected in news from a trial. The New York
Times, 5 July 2010.

editTeach (2012). Quotes. Retrieved 2 February 2013 from: http://www.editteach.org/quotes. Freedom  House  (a)  (2012).  Press  freedom:  Romania.  Retrieved  2  February  2013  from:

http://www.newseum.org/exhibits-and-theaters/permanent-exhibits/world-news/press- freedom-map.html.

Freedom House (b) (2012). Press freedom: United States. Retrieved 2 February 2013 from: http://www.newseum.org/exhibits-and-theaters/permanent-exhibits/world-news/press- freedom-map.html.

Freexx Report (2012). Press freedom in Romania in 2011. Bucharest, Romania: Freexx.

Leveson, J. (2012). An inquiry into the culture, practices and ethics of the press: Executive summary. London, England: House of Commons.
Martin, J. D. (2010). Investigative journalism in the Arab world. Nieman Reports, Fall 2010, 85-

86.

Paris  8  (2012).  Romanian  Press  after  Ceausescu.  Europe:  Programme  de’education  et  de
formation tout au long de la vie.
Project for Excellence in Journalism (2013). Principles of journalism. Pew Research Center.

Retrieved 2 February 2013 from: http://www.journalism.org/resources/principles.

Society   of    Professional    Journalists    (1996).    SPJ    code    of    ethics.    Retrieved    from:

http://www.spj.org/ethicscode.asp.

Weinberg, S. (2008). Publisher, editor and reporter: The investigative formula. Nieman Reports, Spring 2008, 6-7.

