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In 1998, Peter Weingart proposed that, owing to the growing impact of mass media on public
policy and the increased competition between scientific institutions for resources, the sciences
would become more and more media-oriented. He coined the term “medialization of science” to
describe the tendency of the scientific community to seek public attention and legitimacy through
the media with the ultimate aim of forming political agendas.
Weingart’s thesis is the starting-point for The Sciences’ Media Connection. Most of its chapters
refer explicitly to the concept of medialization of science, and all chapters provide empirical or
theoretical confirmation of the thesis. This consistency is one of the strengths of the book: unlike
in many other edited books, here all the contributions are dedicated to a single phenomenon. Yet,
it would have been improved by including one or two chapters reflecting on the limits of the medialization of science.
The editors deserve credit for having collected together so many interesting chapters on this
topic, but also for bringing the German tradition of science communication studies, based more or
less on Niklas Luhmann’s systems theory, and, like Luhmann’s own writings, mostly published in
German, to an international audience. The systems approach is complemented by a number of
articles that operationalize the concept of medialization at the level of actors: scientists, journalists
and others involved will attempt to interpret and structure the process of medialization in different
ways. Consequently, there are several possible outcomes of the process of medialization, contingent upon circumstances in which specific science–media relationships are being enacted.
The medialization of the sciences since the 1990s has been accompanied by a medialization of
public understanding of science research; at least if articles published in this journal serve as an
indicator of the field. The recent PUS bibliography shows that articles about media coverage have
gone up from 27 per cent in the 1992–2001 period, to 49 per cent between 2002 and 2010. In my
opinion, there is little doubt that we are witnessing a self-reinforcing process: the perceived
increased importance of the mass media in the sciences results in an increasing number of studies
of the sciences’ media connection, which again boosts the perceived importance of mass media
attention and legitimacy, and so on.
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