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In this report we present the results of a survey that aimed to map the views of science 

journalists on science journalism in Latin America and the Caribbean. The report is 

a joint initiative of The Kavli Foundation, the World Federation of Science Journalists 

(WFSJ) and the Brazil’s National Institute of Public Communication of Science and Technology. 

The survey was carried out using a questionnaire containing 32 questions, between 7 and 20 

February 2022. We obtained 179 responses from professionals from 18 countries in the region.

The questionnaire contained questions about ethical issues, such as the legitimacy of es-

tablishing the ethical priorities of science journalism, knowledge of professional associations 

and codes of ethics, and ethical protections and violations. The responses also provide insights 

into professionals’ attitudes toward topics such as coverage neutrality, scientific controversies, 

scientific uncertainties, fraud, errors and retractions, and the advantages and disadvantages 

of the embargo system. We also questioned the participants about their criteria for choosing 

sources and their relationship with them. At the end, we included questions designed to under-

stand the profile of Latin American science journalists, their employment situation and their 

professional ethos.

Executive 
Summary
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MAIN RESULTS

4	The sample is composed mostly of women (60%), aged between 35 and 44 years (33%), 

and with more than 16 years of experience in the area (32%)

4	The majority of respondents have a degree in journalism/communication (75%).

4	An important percentage of the respondents have a university degree (44%) and a 

master’s degree (41%).

4	Science journalism is the main occupation for 46% of the respondents; the main 

professional employment position of more than one-third of the respondents (37%) is as a 

full-time staff member (37%).

4	Respondents’ work appears in diverse media but there is a predominance of online media, 

such as websites (25%) and social media (23%).

4	About one-third of the respondents consider that the main roles of a science journalist are 

to inform (32%) and to explain science (32%). Following this are promoting science (16%) 

and being a public watchdog (9%).

4	Latin American science journalists are evenly divided on whether they can be neutral on 

the subjects they cover, with the proportion of those who do not believe in this neutrality 

being slightly higher (49%) than the proportion of those who believe in it.

4	The majority think that scientific findings should not be reported as certainties (74%).

4	67% agree that it is acceptable to send material to their sources prior to publication in the 

case of complex stories.

4	Most respondents also agree that fraud (80%), retractions (72%) and errors (75%) should 

always be reported.

4	There is almost consensus among the respondents that the embargo system is useful for 

preparing stories in advance (94%).



9

S C I E N C E  J O U R N A L I S M  I N  L A T I N  A M E R I C A  A N D  T H E  C A R I B B E A N  2 0 2 2  –  T H E  P E R S P E C T I V E  O F  S C I E N C E  J O U R N A L I S T S

4	The sources most used by the respondents (75%) are the most prominent scientists in the 

field. The participants also look to have a balance of gender (52%) and prefer to interview 

scientists who are more accessible (33%). Age and experience are the least used criteria 

for choosing a source (20%).

4	In the case of a local disease outbreak, local scientists are the main sources (96%). 

Journalists also use health professionals (92%), people affected by the disease (86%) and 

the local community (68%) as important sources for such stories.

4	In this situation, 48% believe that the opinions of scientists and non-scientists should be 

reported differently, although a smaller, but important, portion think they should not (39%).

4	The Latin American science journalists who responded to the survey tend to favor  

pro-vaccination sources in a story about the development of a new vaccine (60%),  

as well as those who believe in the anthropogenic causes of climate change (71%).  

In the first case, there is a relatively considerable percentage that considers it necessary  

to have a balance between pro- and anti-vaccination sources (39%).

4	For 63% of respondents, it is acceptable for journalists to become friends with their 

sources (63%).

4	43% also find it acceptable to receive gifts, invitations and tickets in some circumstances, 

as well as to cover organizations that have paid for their work (54%).

4	However, the majority say that journalists must declare their funding sources (72%).

4	60% of participants think that the ethical priorities of science journalism should not be 

shaped by professionals from areas other than journalism.

4	Most respondents say that there is a science journalism association in their country (73%), 

but about half of them are unaware of the existence of a code of ethics (55%).

4	The protection of media ethics in countries was rated as poor by 52% of journalists.

4	Low payment is the main problem pointed out by professionals in the region (77%), 

followed by fake news (64%), pressure to provide news that will attract an audience (57%), 

and political or corporate spin (56%).
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