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Dear SComS readers,

We are pleased to present the second issue of
2026, featuring three research articles in our
General Section as well as one contribution in
our Book Review Section. Before turning to the
contents of this issue, we are delighted to
share some good news from our journal com-
munity.

It is our great pleasure to announce the
winner of the SComS Best Paper Award 2025.
Granted annually since 2018, the award hon-
ours the best paper published in the jour-
nal’s General Section or a Thematic Section.
The editors preselect a shortlist of published
SComS papers and organise an independ-
ent review process with jurors from outside
the editorial team, who rank the papers in-
dependently; the winner is announced at
the annual conference of the Swiss Associa-
tion of Communication and Media Research
(SACM). This year’s award goes to Guillaume
Zumofen (University of Bern) for his article
“Bringing content into the equation: Using
a Wordscores method to compare the effect
of newspaper and television on vote choice in
referendums” (Vol. 25, Issue 1). Combining
a Wordscores content analysis of newspaper
outlets and television formats with a three-
wave panel survey, the study shows that the
two channels matter for different segments
of the electorate in direct democratic cam-
paigns: newspaper content shapes the vote
choice of intensive readers, whereas televi-
sion content is particularly consequential
for citizens with low political awareness. We
warmly congratulate Guillaume Zumofen on
this achievement. We also extend our sincere
thanks to the members of the jury and to those

involved in the pre-selection process for their
careful and dedicated evaluation of the sub-
missions.

The General Section opens with “Navigat-
ing a narrow one-way street: A mixed-meth-
ods study on the perceived working condi-
tions, job satisfaction, and career perspectives
of early-career scholars in communication
science” by Sarah Marschlich (University
of Amsterdam), Michelle Méri, and Quirin
Ryffel (both University of Zurich ). Addressing
atopic ofimmediate relevance to our own ac-
ademic community, the authors draw on Her-
zberg’s two-factor theory of job satisfaction
and social cognitive career theory and com-
bine focus group discussions with a survey
of early-career scholars at Swiss higher edu-
cation institutions. The picture that emerges
is mixed: scholars cherish the autonomy, in-
tellectual breadth, and flexibility of academic
work, yet they struggle with heavy workloads,
stress, and - above all - the uncertainty creat-
ed by temporary contracts and limited long-
term prospects, memorably captured in the
image of academia as a “very narrow one-way
street.” The article thereby provides a timely
empirical foundation for the ongoing debate
on making academic career paths more nav-
igable.

The second article, “Abusive lawsuits
against media professionals in Switzerland:
Insights from expert interviews and a nation-
wide survey” by Louis Schifer, Mirco Saner,
Guido Keel, and Vinzenz Wyss (all Zurich
University of Applied Sciences), presents
the first systematic empirical investigation
of so-called Strategic Lawsuits Against Pub-
lic Participation (SLAPPs) in the Swiss media
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sector. Conducted as part of the National Ac-
tion Plan for the Safety of Media Professionals,
the study combines interviews with legal ex-
perts and editors-in-chief with a nationwide
survey of editorial managers and draws on
Weischenberg’s onion model to assess the
consequences of legal pressure at different
levels of journalism. The findings paint a nu-
anced picture: documented SLAPP cases re-
main rare in Switzerland, and the very defini-
tion of the phenomenon is contested, yet even
legitimate legal claims can drain newsroom
resources, disrupt editorial routines, and
foster self-censorship - effects that strike at
journalism’s democratic watchdog function.
While legal experts largely consider existing
procedural safeguards sufficient, media pro-
fessionals call for reform; across both groups,
however, there is support for non-legislative
measures such as pooled legal resources,
training, and greater public awareness.

The third contribution, “A longitudinal
analysis of traditional news media coverage
of immigration in Western Europe: Issue
attention cycles and attribute clusters” by
Maija Ozola-Schade (Technische Universitit
Ilmenau), adopts a long-term comparative
perspective on one of Europe’s most contest-
ed public issues. Drawing on Downs’s issue
attention cycle, the study traces how both the
volume and thematic focus of immigration
coverage evolved before, during, and after the
2015 migration surge. It rests on an original
dataset covering two decades (2001-2020) of
newspaper coverage from six Western Euro-
pean countries, analysed with automated cod-

ing methods. The findings show that coverage
varied widely across countries in times of rel-
ative stability, reflecting distinct national con-
texts, whereas the surge ofimmigrants in 2015
triggered a strong but temporary convergence
in salience and themes. Afterwards, nation-
al differences re-emerged, though not to the
degree of fragmentation observed previously,
and the theme of international responsibility,
which rose to prominence at the height of the
surge, remained visible thereafter.

The issue concludes with a book review
by Nicole Bizzotto (University of Zurich),
who discusses Alberto Acerbi’s “Tecnopa-
nico: Media digitali, tra ragionevoli cautele
e paure ingiustificate [Technopanic: Digital
media, between reasonable precautions and
unjustified fears]” In a debate that tends to
oscillate between alarmism and techno-opti-
mism, Acerbi charts an empirically grounded
middle path, showing how many contempo-
rary anxieties about digital media - from con-
spiracy theories to the effects of social media
on mental health - echo historical cycles of
moral panic and rest on weaker evidence than
commonly assumed. As Bizzotto emphasises,
the book invites scholars to treat audiences as
capable agents rather than passive victims of
manipulation and warns that overstating the
dangers of misinformation may itself erode
trust in accurate information.

We hope you will enjoy reading this issue.

Philipp Bachmann, Sina Blassnig,
and Thilo von Pape





