Introduction

For some states water management, use, and rights have long been topics of controversy
and debate. Issues associated with water in California can be traced back to the 1800s when
multiple flooding disasters led to legislation that aimed to improve the state’s ability to use water
resources most effectively (Water Education Foundation, 2021). Efforts to address water
concerns have been unfolding in the state since then. In the early part of the twentieth century,
the federal government and state of California implemented policies to construct a vast grid of
canals, dams, pipelines, and reservoirs to store and transport nearly 200 million acre-feet of
water from north to south (California Department of Water Resources 2021; Stokstad, 2020).
California has nearly 1,500 reservoirs, 240 of which account for 60% of the state's water storage
capacity (Escriva-Bou et al., 2021). The state takes water management seriously; more recently
however, a drought that began in 2011 and ended in early 2019 revealed the state's water storage
and management capacities were in need of review (National Integrated Drought Information
System, 2021). A reprieve from the drought lasted 16 months, returning in early 2020 (National
Integrated Drought Information System, 2021).

The need for more water storage in California through reservoirs and other surface water
supplies has been established (Yates et al., 2009). Faced with a dwindling fresh water supply,
Californians seek water storage solutions (Kasler & Sabalow, 2019). One potential solution to
address the state’s water challenges is the construction of the Sites Reservoir. When complex
issues arise, the media promotes frames influenced by a variety of factors — from unfolding
events to involvement from stakeholders. When issues are associated with complexity and a
variety of stakeholders are involved, the media employ frames to make sense of issues and
simplify information (Gamson & Modigliani, 1989; Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007). As issues
with California’s water resources continue to unfold, a range of media frames to communicate
about the issue are possible. The purpose of this study was to investigate how The Sacramento
Bee framed the Sites reservoir project over a ten-year span.

Sites Reservoir

The Sites Reservoir project is not a new idea or unfamiliar proposal to the state of
California. In fact, it was first suggested four decades ago to address growing need and concern
for water resources (Water Education Foundation, 2021). For the most part, however, the project
was put on hold until 2010 when Sites Project Authority formed to lead and advance the project
(Municipal Water Leader, 2021). The project is a multibillion-dollar proposal partly funded by
bonds issued through the Water Quality Supply and Infrastructure Improvement Act of 2014,
which authorized more than $7 billion to fund water supply infrastructure, and other water
management and protection projects (California Natural Resources Agency, 2015). The purpose
of the reservoir is to collect water during high flood periods and store the collected water for
future uses (Northern California Water Association, 2019). The Sites Reservoir project offers
potential solutions to a state eager to conserve and better manage water by increasing flexibility,
reliability, and resiliency in the water supply during drought years (Sites Reservoir Authority,
2021). In total, the reservoir will be able to hold enough water to cover between 1.2 and 1.8
million acres of land (Kasler, 2017). The water is earmarked for uses related to agriculture,
ecosystem improvement, drought preparedness, and statewide water system improvement
(California Natural Resources Agency, 2015). Although much of the project is still in the



planning phase and under design, the Sites Reservoir project is slated for completion in 2030
(Municipal Water Leader, 2021).

Stakeholder Perceptions of Water Issues

Due in part to the variety and number of stakeholders with interests in managing water
resources, it is reasonable to assume mixed understandings and perceptions abound. However, as
managing water resources is increasingly evolving as a participatory process, the perceptions and
concerns of stakeholders are important to understand (Faust et al., 2013). When it comes to
perceptions of water quality and access, many believe the government is responsible for clean
water (Noga & Wolbring, 2013). Another point of varying opinion arises when the perceived
need for water infrastructure projects and support for undertaking infrastructure projects are
discussed. While these variables are independent of each other, those who perceive water
infrastructure as a needed resource tend to support the development of new water infrastructure
(Faust et al., 2013).

Given the nature and scope of the proposal, the Sites Reservoir project involves
complexities from a variety of standpoints and stakeholder perspectives. Various societal groups
including industrialists, scientists, politicians, members of the public, non-governmental
organizations, and water managers are concerned with sustainable water management (Gooch &
Stalnacke, 2010). Each of these stakeholder groups may seek to influence the ways in which the
issue is communicated via the media (Nisbet & Huge, 2006). Stakeholders, like those listed
above, commonly utilize media platforms to advocate for the audiences' preexisting interests
(Weigold, 2001). The high-stakes and controversial nature of water management also lends great
potential for the issue to become intertwined with political activities (Greenhut, 2021). The role
of policy and the promotion of political opinion through media channels and platforms cannot be
overlooked as the media communicate the role of policy and political opinion in water
management to the public (Sheeler, 2020). Further complicating the issue is the complex nature
of communicating from a perspective of scientific research. Scientists working to address factors
within issues of science and natural resources sometimes engage in media efforts but find
challenges when they seek to explain unfamiliar and complex concepts, and potentially
contribute to misinterpretation (Liang et al., 2014).

Theoretical Framework

To more thoroughly understand the ways in which the Sites Reservoir project is being
communicated in the media, framing theory was used to guide this study. Gamson and
Modigliani (1989) argued that framing is the “central organizing idea or storyline that provides
meaning” (p. 143). When an issue is complex, frames help make sense of relevant events
(Gamson & Modigliani, 1989) and make complicated information more understandable
(Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007). Frames also help to communicate information about an issue by
defining problems, diagnosing causes, and suggesting remedies (Entman, 1993).

Framing also encompasses the notion that emphasis on certain issue elements over others
creates potential to impact the ways in which the public views the issue (Chong & Druckman,
2007; Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007). Further, this selection of particular aspects of an issue can
promote certain interpretations and understandings about the overall issue (Entman, 1993). In
turn, these interpretations and understandings can play a role in the construction of peoples’



perspectives of the situation or matter at hand (Scheufele, 1999). The way an issue is framed by
the media can also influence an individual’s way of thinking about the issue (Kim et al., 2002),

and their beliefs about its importance (Nelson & Oxley, 1999). An exploration of frames used to
communicate about the water issues and a specific potential solution in California can help shed
light on this complex topic. Frame analysis can lend insight to how an issue was communicated
to an audience and how that audience might perceive the issue (Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007).

Issues with water management, especially concerning the role of the media, are largely
unresearched. However, some scholarship has yielded varying insights on how the issue has been
communicated in newspapers. In an assessment that explored policy actor groups’ narrative
debates about urban flooding in Nigeria, Adekola and Lamond (2018) found frames used by
local and national newspapers to largely focus on human causes of flooding. In another study,
the complexity and variety of factors associated with water concerns could play a part in the
differences in frames and coverage in newspapers in the western United States (Flint et al.,
2019). Despite the shared issues associated with water, the element of local nuance is present
when communicating about water issues (Flint et al., 2019). Water issues are communicated in
other media sources as well. Dobelbower (2018) examined how the future of the Ogallala
Aaquifer, the largest aquifer in the United States, was framed in both agricultural and mainstream
media publications in the southern and midwestern regions of the United States. In this study,
Dobelbower (2018) found the mainstream media implemented frames associated with policy and
the environment, and for government officials and farmers to be common sources.

From a different perspective, another study explored media representations of water
issues in relation to issues of public health risk and found little evidence of water-related health
impacts in newspapers in the western United States (Mayeda et al., 2019). Finally, a study that
investigated the reporting of water issues in Nebraska revealed a lack of coverage except when
issues were of immediate concern to the public (Altaweel & Bone, 2012). However, when water
issues were reported the relationship between water and agriculture was the most prevalent topic
reported upon (Altaweel & Bone, 2012).

As water scarcity awareness and concerns increase on a national level, so does the need
to generate constituents’ support for water issues (VanDyke & Callison, 2018). To generate this
needed support, information from the media may be helpful. Individuals who are not involved in
agriculture or natural resources commonly use mainstream news publications such as
newspapers, magazines, and social media to information regarding current policies, weather,
events, technology, and more (Dobelbower, 2018). The media display information which
influences the public’s perceptions of what the important issues are in their worlds. Additionally,
in some cases the mass media may be the only contact many people have with certain topics,
which can shape their opinions on these topics depending on how the topic is framed (McCombs
& Shaw, 1991).

Monitoring the coverage of long-term events can indicate the salience and understanding
of those events to the public (Scheufele, 1999). Past studies regarding the Sites Reservoir project
have lacked analysis from a social science perspective and have largely focused on physical and
environmental assessments involving water, sediment, and mercury levels (Rytuba et al., 2015;
Suchanek et al., 2010). When analyzing frames used in news media coverage, it is important to
consider the framing influence in how the public understands the issue (Ruth et al., 2005). In the
case of the Sites Reservoir project, the frames employed and sources relied upon by The
Sacramento Bee newspaper from 2010 to 2020 can provide insights regarding the nature of this
complex issue and the media’s role in communicating about it. This research also seeks to



address a complex problem and key issue of natural resource management and climate change in
need of a viable solution.

Purpose and Research Objectives

As explained above, the purpose of this study was to investigate how The Sacramento
Bee framed the Sites Reservoir project from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2020. The
following research objectives guided this study:

1) ldentify and compare news frames used in media coverage pertaining to the Sites
Reservoir project.

2) Determine the frequency of news media coverage pertaining to the Sites Reservoir
project.

3) Compare the frames used within the types of articles about the Sites Reservoir project.

4) Determine the sources used for information about the Sites Reservoir project.

Methodology

Quantitative content analysis was used to determine how the Sites Reservoir project was
framed in The Sacramento Bee from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2020. Quantitative content
analysis refers to “the systematic assignment of communication content to categories according
to rules, and the analysis of relationships involving those categories using statistical methods”
(Riffe et al., 2014, p. 3). Content analysis involves objective, systematic analysis of message
characteristics (Neuendorf, 2002). Newspaper articles were selected as the source of data for this
project. An analysis of newspaper articles was appropriate given that traditional news coverage
in convenient for readers and has been linked to gains in trust (Baranowski, 2019). While the
Sites Reservoir project affects communities outside of Sacramento, The Sacramento Bee was
selected for this study given its status as a top newspaper by circulation in the state of California
(Agility PR Solutions, 2021), its location in the state capital, and its proximity to the proposed
project site.

Articles were collected via the NewsBank Database using the term “Sites Reservoir” and
date range between January 1, 2010, to December 31, 2020. This timeframe was selected in
order to compare frames over the period of time in which California faced its longest, and one of
its most extreme, drought periods. A total of 79 articles were initially collected, but a final
sample of 64 articles were subsequently analyzed after the removal of duplicate articles and
articles unrelated to the issue. The primary instrument for this study was a researcher-developed
codebook and code sheet. Using the emerging coding method, the categories were established
after some initial data observations (Stemler, 2000). Sections in the codebook included 1)
general article information, 2) frame, and 3) sources.

General article information collected prior to coding the article for frame and sources
included publication date, article title, and type of article (news, opinion, or feature). The
codebook included a detailed definition for each frame in order to assist the researchers in
identifying the frame present within each article. Frames were coded as 1 = present, and 0 = not
present. Codes and descriptions for the following frames were included in the codebook (Table
1): “economic,” “environmental impacts,” “policy / government,” “legal,” “advocacy /
awareness,” and “other.” Sources were coded when an individual, organization, or other entity



was quoted or mentioned as the originator of information. Ten source types were included in the
codebook, including: “non-profit representative,” “elected officials and representatives,” “Sites
Reservoir project representative,” “governmental agency representative,” “community member,”

“farmer / agriculturalist,” “attorney,” “university representative,” and “other.”
Table 1
Frames Used by The Sacramento Bee to Communicate About the Sites Reservoir Project
Frame Description
Economic Refers to financial or economic aspects as a result of Sites

Reservoir such as job creation, cost of the project, future
financial benefits or taxes.

Environmental Impacts Refers to Sites Reservoir’s impacts on the ecosystem,
wildlife, water quality, or other environmental elements.

Policy/Government Refers to government or elected official involvement on the
issue such as a new policy, program, initiative, law, bond,
regulation, or other measure regarding Sites Reservoir.

Legal Refers to focus on a lawsuit or court hearings regarding the
Sites Reservoir.

Advocacy/Awareness Refers to non-government groups working to share
information, for or against, Sites Reservoir through
stakeholder involvement.

Water Conscious Refers to arguments expressing the need for more water
supply and storage.

Other Frame of article does not fit any of the frame descriptions
listed above.

After the codebook was developed, two researchers were trained to utilize the codebook,
verify its clarity, and determine reliability. Intercoder reliability is used to evaluate the validity of
data and aid in future replication of a study (Riffe et al., 2014). A pilot study using similar
articles from a different newspaper was completed prior to the evaluation of the articles collected
for the study. While no standard for subsample size in reliability assessments has been
established (Neuendorf, 2002), 10% to 25% of the sample has been recommended (Wimmer &
Dominick, 2011). With this recommendation in mind, the coders analyzed 16 articles
independently. The results between coders were visually analyzed and inconsistences justified
further discussion and revisions to the codebook to better refine and reach a stronger comfort
level with the strategy for coding (Neuendorf, 2002). A new frame code, “water conscious,” was
added to the codebook in order to better capture distinctive characteristics between similar
frames. A second coder training was held to discuss inconsistencies and revisions to the
codebook. Following the second coder training and the distribution of new coding sample,
acceptable Krippendorff’s alpha levels were achieved with scores ranging from 0.70 to 1.0
across frames (Riffe et al., 2014). One researcher coded the remaining 32 articles.



Findings

Obijective one sought to identify and compare news frames used in media coverage
pertaining to the Sites Reservoir project. Table 2 details the frequency of each frame. Despite the
potential for a variety and multitude of frames, the articles within the sample had one of four
frames present. Newspaper articles discussed the Sites Reservoir primarily through the
“policy/government” frame (33%, n = 21). This frame focused on elected and government
officials’ involvement in the project in terms of new policy, programs, initiatives, law, bonds,
regulations, or other policy or government-related measures. Example headlines for the
“policy/government” frame included, “Voters OK’d billions for new reservoirs in 2014,” and
“Government red tape holds up water supply.”

The newspaper’s second most frequently used frame was “water conscious” (28%, n =
18), which typically focused upon the dwindling water supply and need for better and more
water storage. Example headlines for articles that featured the “water conscious” frame included,
“Drought and storms prove again California needs more storage,” and “Farms are growing in the
Valley, but they need water to thrive.” The “economic” frame was the next most frequently used
frame present in the dataset (23%, n = 15). An example of an article with the “economic” frame
was “Don’t be rushed in awarding water storage billions.” The least frequently occurring frame
was “advocacy/awareness” (16%, n = 10), which was featured in articles with headlines such as
“State needs to invest in Sites Reservoir — Sites Reservoir would help commerce, farming, and
the environment.”

Table 2

Frequency of Frames Used in Articles About Sites Reservoir (N = 64)

Frame n %
Policy / Government 21 33
Water Conscious 18 28
Economic 15 23
Advocacy / Awareness 10 16

Total 64 100

Objective two sought to determine the frequency of news media coverage pertaining to
the Sites Reservoir project (Table 3). The number of articles appearing in the dataset varied each
year with the majority of articles being published in 2016 (23%, n = 15), followed by 2015
(22%, n = 14), and 2018 (20%, n = 13). There were no articles published regarding the Sites
Reservoir project in 2020, and only one article appeared in the years 2012 and 2019,
respectively.



Table 3

Frequency of Coverage per Year Articles Referred to Sites Reservoir (N = 64)

Year n %
2010 2 3
2011 2 3
2012 1 2
2013 2 3
2014 8 13
2015 14 22
2016 15 23
2017 6 9
2018 13 20
2019 1 2
2020 0 0
Total 64 100

The third research objective sought to compare the frames used within the types of
articles about the Sites Reservoir project (Table 4). The most frequently occurring article type in
the dataset was news stories (50%, n = 32), which tended to use the “policy/government” frame
(18.8%, n = 12) the most frequently, followed by the “economic” frame (14.1%, n=9). In
opinion articles (29.7%, n = 19), such as editorials and op-ed pieces, the frame that appeared the
most frequently was “water conscious” (10.9%, n = 7). In feature story articles (20.3%, n = 13),
the “policy/government” and “water conscious” frames (6.3%, n = 4) were equally the most
frequent frame type present.

Table 4
Comparison of Frames by Article Type (N = 64)
News Opinion Feature

Frame n % n % n %
Policy/Government 12 18.8 5 7.8 4 6.3
Water Conscious 6 9.4 7 10.9 4 6.3
Economic 9 141 4 6.3 3 4.7
Advocacy/Awareness 5 7.8 3 4.7 2 3.1

Total 32 50.0 19 29.7 13 20.3




Obijective four sought to explore the sources used for information about the Sites
Reservoir project. A total of 115 sources were used throughout the 64 articles in the dataset. As
outlined in Table 5, the most referenced source was elected officials (33%, n = 38), which
included the elected officials, or their spokespersons, at the local, state, or national level. This
category of sources included persons such as U.S. and state senators, representatives,
commissioners, and attorneys general. Other highly-referenced sources were government agency
representatives (28%, n = 32). These sources were from organizations including the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency, Department of Fish and Wildlife, and county water boards.
Non-profit representatives also appeared as sources within the dataset (19%, n = 22),
representing advocacy groups such as the Sierra Club, Planning and Conservation League,
Natural Resources Defense Council, Northern California Water Association and others. The least
frequently-occurring sources included farmers (3%, n = 3) and attorneys not associated with any
of the other source types (2%, n = 2).

Table 5

Source Types Referenced in Articles of Sites Reservoir (N = 115)

Source n %
Elected Official 38 33
Government Agency Representative 32 28
Nonprofit Representative 22 19
Sites Reservoir Representative 8 7
Community Member 5 4
University Representative 5 4
Farmer 3 3
Attorney 2 2

Discussion

This study sought to determine how a top state newspaper framed a potential solution for
the complex water issues facing California. While this study was limited to the findings from
only one newspaper and the data were not coded for tone, we argue this work contributes to a
greater understanding the media’s role in communicating complex issues in agriculture, science,
and natural resources. Water management is not a new topic but is an issue that impacts nearly
every person in some way. The findings here lend insights to stakeholder involvement, specific
areas of concern, and potential understandings about water management in California.

In this study, elected officials and government agencies were the most referenced
sources, and the most prominent frame was policy / government. These findings support the



argument that political activities are linked with water management (Greenhut, 2021) and that
the media tend to focus upon the role of policy and political opinion in water management issues
(Sheeler, 2020). Further, the prevalence of the water conscious frame suggests a potential
attempt to advocate for audience interests (Weigold, 2001), especially given the prevalent use of
this frame in opinion articles. It is possible, given the nature of these frames, that one influences
the other as policy makers seek to address issues facing their constituents through policy

and legislation.

Media frames are storylines and organizing ideas that provide meaning and help make
sense of relevant events and complex issues (Gamson & Modigliani, 1989). The variety of
frames present within the dataset of this study suggest potential for audiences to have diverse
views of the issue (Chong & Druckman, 2007; Kim et al., 2002, Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007)
and varying levels of perceived issue importance (Nelson & Oxley, 1999). The prominence of
frames with focus on policy and government, and water consciousness uncovered in this study
imply the readership of The Sacramento Bee may perceive the Sites Reservoir project to largely
be an issue of politics and government and/or a means to address the significant need for more
water supply and storage (Scheufele & Tewksbury, 2007). At the same, the sources relied upon
by The Sacramento Bee for stories about the Sites Reservoir suggest a number of defined
problems and potential solutions are up for consideration (Entman, 1993).

The volume of articles appearing between 2014 and 2018 coincided not only with some
of California’s most devasting drought years, but also significant election years which suggests
the potential for the promotion of water topics as political issues at the forefront of policy
decisions. The year 2016 saw the largest number of articles in this study and also occurred
simultaneously with a national election. It is possible this peak in articles was observed due to
the potential for federal aid to address water conservation issues. While issues with drought
continue to plague California, and an increase in articles in the years 2019 and 2020 were
expected due to another drought, the increased winter precipitation at that time and likely
dominance with coverage regarding the Coronavirus pandemic explain the absence of coverage.

Despite similar findings in terms of common frames, unlike the Dobelbower (2018)
study, this research found little evidence of a first-hand farmer voice promoted in a popular
mainstream newspaper. Other studies, too, have found evidence of the relationship between
water and agriculture in the media (Altaweel & Bone, 2012). The missing farmer voice in this
study could be due to regional differences in reporting preferences or, given the complicated
nature of water conservation, there may be nuance within frames between regions that affect the
sources media outlets look to for information.

It is also interesting to note the frame for each article in the dataset was coded into one of
four categories despite the potential for even greater variety as was suggested by the issue’s
complexity and numbers of groups of individuals involved (Gooch & Stalnacke, 2010). This
finding suggests water and other climate issues may tend to be framed in a certain way
depending upon timing and other influences. As the water crisis and extreme weather conditions
persist, studies such as this should be conducted again in the future to determine any changes in
frames over time and as future related events unfold.

Conclusions and Recommendations

Addressing issues with water conservation will take the involvement from stakeholders
of all sectors. As effects of climate change continue to evolve, solutions to manage future needs



must be developed. For California, addressing the water crisis is key to maintaining the
economy, agriculture production, and community health. Long-term plans are required to reduce
reactive responses. When communicating on the topic of water conservation, journalists and
reporters should look beyond politicians and those involved from a policy-driven standpoint and
focus on stakeholders such as farmers, ranchers, community members, environmentalists, and
scientists for longer-term solutions and different perspectives. To capture the degree of severity
on the issue, local leaders within areas highly impacted by the issue should also be relied upon
by journalists.

The Sites Reservoir project offers potential to aid California in its efforts to conserve
water, but support from constituents will be needed (VanDyke & Callison, 2018). To encourage
greater constituent support for water issues, journalists should consider framing messages that
focus on the potential negative impacts of food supply and prices if California does not have
proper water allocation for high food-producing regions (VanDyke & Callison, 2018). As the
world population increases and the need for more food grows along with it, it will be necessary
to effectively communicate about water matters, especially in areas that produce a high volume
of agricultural products, which may rely on specific water sources and practices (Dobelbower,
2018). Media outlets such as The Sacramento Bee can be used to provide information and
updates on complex issues in agriculture and natural resources given their potential to shape and
influence public opinion (McCombs & Shaw, 1991).

Like many studies, this study exposed many opportunities for future research. Given the
variety of sources referenced by The Sacramento Bee, future studies should seek to explore any
potential relationships between prevalent news frames and issue beliefs, attitudes, and
perceptions. At the same time, the complex nature of water issues and potential nuance between
frames used in different media outlets calls for future studies to more closely investigate
distinctions in frames presented by media outlets between different regions afflicted with water
conservation issues. Additionally, given the potential roles of timing and other influences, we
suggest future studies compare specific events in relation to the media’s use of frames to
determine any potential influences or characteristics that may impact how media organizations
frame the issue. Finally, to expand understandings related to how common media frames are
perceived by varying stakeholder groups and audiences, future studies should also explore the
attitudes, beliefs, and perceptions regarding media messages about issues such as water
management.

References
Adekola, O., & Lamond, J. (2018). A media framing analysis of urban flooding in Nigeria:

Current narratives and implications for policy. Regional Environmental Change, 18(4),
1145-1159. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1253-y

Agility PR Solutions. (2021). Top 10 California daily newspapers by circulation.
https://www.aqilitypr.com/resources/top-media-outlets/top-10-california-daily-
newspapers-by-circulation/

Altaweel, M., & Bone, C. (2012). Applying content analysis for investigating the reporting of
water issues. Computers, Environment, and Urban Systems, 36(6), 599-613.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2012.03.004



https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-017-1253-y
https://www.agilitypr.com/resources/top-media-outlets/top-10-california-daily-newspapers-by-circulation/
https://www.agilitypr.com/resources/top-media-outlets/top-10-california-daily-newspapers-by-circulation/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2012.03.004

Baranowski, M. (2020). The Daily Show vs. The New York Times: Comparing their effects on
student political knowledge and engagement. Journal of Political Science
Education, 16(3), 300-313. https://doi.org/10.1080/15512169.2019.1578225

California Department of Water Resources. (2021). Water storage & supply.
https://water.ca.gov/What-We-Do/Water-Storage-And-Supply

California Natural Resources Agency. (2015). Bond Accountability.
http://bondaccountability.resources.ca.qgov/pl.aspx

Chong, D., & Druckman, J. N. (2007). Framing theory. Annual Review of Political Science, 10,
103-126. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054

Dobelbower, S. (2018). Framing the future of the Ogallala: A comparative content analysis of
agricultural and mainstream media publications [Master’s thesis, Texas Tech
University]. https://ttu-ir.tdl.org/handle/2346/82072.

Entman, R. M. (1993). Framing: Toward clarification of a fractured paradigm. Journal of
Communication, 43(4), 51-58. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-
2466.1993.tb01304.x?casa_token=nYE9R5X32YSAAAAA:8]JZgQ0qbljByFQzdx_UFeL
YTH4aB05chfVnfauZ1sHCrgL5nfvFfIQPUEL9iQOUApXVmMf2XKTDIVBLS

Escriva-Bou, A., Mount, J., & Jezdimirovi, J. (2021). Dams in California. Public Policy Institute
of California. https://www.ppic.org/publication/dams-in-california/

Faust, K., Abraham, D. M., & DeLaurenitis, D. (2013). Assessment of stakeholder perceptions in
water infrastructure projects using system-of-systems and binary probit cases: A case
study. Journal of Environmental Management, 128, 866-876.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2013.06.036

Flint, C. G., Wynn, E., Paveglio, T., Boyd, A., & Bullock, C. (2019). Variations in newspaper
coverage on water in the U.S. Intermountain West. JAWRA Journal of the American
Water Resources Association, 55(5), 1306—1322. https://doi.org/10.1111/1752-
1688.12780

Gamson, W. A., & Modigliani, A. (1989). Media discourse and public opinion on nuclear power:
A constructionist approach. American Journal of Sociology, 95(1), 1-37.
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2780405

Gooch, G. D., & Stalnacke, P. (2010). Introduction: The science-policy-stakeholder interface
(SPSI). In G. D. Gooch & P. Stalnacke (Eds.), Science, policy, and stakeholders in water
management: An integrated approach to river basin management (1% ed., pp. 1-16).
Earthscan.

Greenhut, S. (2021, April 1). Reform California’s water policies. National Review.
https://www.nationalreview.com/magazine/2021/04/19/reform-californias-water-policies/



https://doi.org/10.1080/15512169.2019.1578225
https://water.ca.gov/What-We-Do/Water-Storage-And-Supply
http://bondaccountability.resources.ca.gov/p1.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.polisci.10.072805.103054
https://ttu-ir.tdl.org/handle/2346/82072
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1993.tb01304.x?casa_token=nYE9R5X32YsAAAAA:8JZqQOqbljByFQzdx_UFeLYTH4aB05chfVnfauZ1sHCrgL5nfvFflQPuEL9iQ0UApXVmf2XkTDlVBL8
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1993.tb01304.x?casa_token=nYE9R5X32YsAAAAA:8JZqQOqbljByFQzdx_UFeLYTH4aB05chfVnfauZ1sHCrgL5nfvFflQPuEL9iQ0UApXVmf2XkTDlVBL8
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1993.tb01304.x?casa_token=nYE9R5X32YsAAAAA:8JZqQOqbljByFQzdx_UFeLYTH4aB05chfVnfauZ1sHCrgL5nfvFflQPuEL9iQ0UApXVmf2XkTDlVBL8
https://www.ppic.org/publication/dams-in-california/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2013.06.036
https://doi.org/10.1111/1752-1688.12780
https://doi.org/10.1111/1752-1688.12780
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2780405
https://www.nationalreview.com/magazine/2021/04/19/reform-californias-water-policies/

Kasler, D. (2017, April 18). Big L.A. water agency antes up for a share of valley’s Sites
Reservoir. Friends of the Eel River. https://eelriver.org/2017/04/18/big-1-a-water-agency-
antes-up-for-a-share-of-valleys-sites-reservoir/

Kasler, D., & Sabalow, R. (2019, February 15). Reservoir is valley’s project, but LA is taking a
huge role. The Sacramento Bee. https://www.sacbee.com/news/california/water-and-
drought/article225944195.html

Kim, S. H., Scheufele, D. A., & Shanahan, J. (2002). Think about it this way: Attribute agenda-
setting function of the press and the public's evaluation of a local issue. Journalism &
Mass Communication Quarterly, 79(1), 7-25.
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F107769900207900102

Liang, X., Su, L. Y. F., Yeo, S. K., Scheufele, D. A., Brossard, D., Xenos, M., Nealy, P., &
Corley, E. A. (2014). Building buzz: (Scientists) communicating science in new media
environments. Journalism & Mass Communication Quarterly, 91(4), 772-791.
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699014550092

Mayeda, A. M., Boyd, A. D., Paveglio, T. B., & Flint, C. G. (2019). Media representations of
issues as health risks. Environmental Communication, 13(7), 926-942.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2018.1513054

Municipal Water Leader. (2021, March 8). Jerry Brown: Advancing the Sites Reservoir project—
municipal water leader. https://municipalwaterleader.com/jerry-brown-advancing-the-
sites-reservoir-project/

National Integrated Drought Information System. (2021). Current U.S. drought monitor
conditions for California. https://www.drought.gov/states/california

Nelson, T. E., & Oxley, Z. M. (1999). Issue framing effects on belief importance and
opinion. The Journal of Politics, 61(4), 1040-1067. https://www.jstor.org/stable/2647553

Neuendorf, K. A. (2002). The content analysis guidebook. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage
Publications.

Nisbet, M. C., & Huge, M. (2006). Attention cycles and frames in the plant biotechnology debate
managing power and participation through the press/policy connection. The Harvard
International Journal of Press/Politics, 11(2), 3-40.
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/1081180x06286701

Noga, J., & Wolbring, G. (2013). Perceptions of water ownership, water management, and the
responsibility of providing clean water. Water, 5, 1865-1889. doi:10.3390/w5041865

Northern California Water Association. (2014, September 11). What is Sites Reservoir?
Questions and answers. https://norcalwater.org/2014/09/11/2088/



https://eelriver.org/2017/04/18/big-l-a-water-agency-antes-up-for-a-share-of-valleys-sites-reservoir/
https://eelriver.org/2017/04/18/big-l-a-water-agency-antes-up-for-a-share-of-valleys-sites-reservoir/
https://www.sacbee.com/news/california/water-and-drought/article225944195.html
https://www.sacbee.com/news/california/water-and-drought/article225944195.html
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F107769900207900102
https://doi.org/10.1177/1077699014550092
https://doi.org/10.1080/17524032.2018.1513054
https://municipalwaterleader.com/jerry-brown-advancing-the-sites-reservoir-project/
https://municipalwaterleader.com/jerry-brown-advancing-the-sites-reservoir-project/
https://www.drought.gov/states/california
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2647553
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/pdf/10.1177/1081180x06286701
https://norcalwater.org/2014/09/11/2088/

McCombs, M. & Shaw, D., (1991). McCombs, M. E., & Shaw, D. (1991). The agenda-setting
function of mass media. In D. L. Protess & M. McCombs (Eds.), Agenda setting:
Readings on media, public opinion, and policymaking (1% ed., pp. 17-26). Routledge.

Pereira, L. S. (2017). Water, agriculture and food: Challenges and issues. Water Resources
Management, 31, 2985-29909.

Riffe, D., Lacy, S., & Fico, F. (2014). Analyzing media messages: Using quantitative content
analysis in research. Routledge.

Ruth, A. M., Eubanks, E. E., & Telg, R. (2005). Framing of mad cow media coverage. Journal of
Applied Communications, 89(4), 39-54. https://doi.org/10.4148/1051-0834.1312

Rytuba, J., Hothem, R., Brussee, E., Goldstein, N., and May, J. (2015). Environmental
assessment of water, sediment, and biota collected from the Bear Creek watershed,
Colusa County, California. U.S. Department of the Interior.
https://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2013/1070/downloads/ofr2013-1070.pdf

Scheufele, D. A. (1999). Framing as a theory of media effects. Journal of Communication, 49(1),
103-122. https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1999.tb02784.x

Scheufele, D. A., & Tewksbury, D. (2007). Framing, agenda setting, and priming: The evolution
of three media effects models. Journal of Communication, 57, 9-20.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2006.00326 5.x

Sheeler, A. (2020, November 5). California forbids insurance carriers from leaving fire-prone
communities for 1 more year. The Sacramento Bee.
https://www.sacbee.com/news/politics-government/capitol-alert/article246997272.html

Sites Reservoir Authority (2021). About the Sites Reservoir: A flexible storage solution.
https://sitesproject.org/about-sites/

Stemler, S. (2000). An overview of content analysis. Practical Assessment, Research &
Evaluation, 7, 137-146. https://scholarworks.umass.edu/pare/vol7/iss1/17

Stokstad, E. (2020, April 16). Droughts exposed California’s thirst for groundwater. Now, the
state hopes to refill its aquifers. American Association for the Advancement of Science.
https://www.sciencemag.org/news/2020/04/droughts-exposed-california-s-thirst-
groundwater-now-state-hopes-refill-its-aquifers

Suchanek, T., Hothem, R., Rytuba, J., and Yee, J. (2010). Mercury assessment and monitoring
protocol for the Bear Creek Watershed, Colusa County, California: U.S. Department of
the Interior. https://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2010/5018/pdf/sir20105018.pdf



https://doi.org/10.4148/1051-0834.1312
https://pubs.usgs.gov/of/2013/1070/downloads/ofr2013-1070.pdf
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/pdf/10.1111/j.1460-2466.1999.tb02784.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1460-2466.2006.00326_5.x
https://www.sacbee.com/news/politics-government/capitol-alert/article246997272.html
https://sitesproject.org/about-sites/
https://scholarworks.umass.edu/pare/vol7/iss1/17
https://www.sciencemag.org/news/2020/04/droughts-exposed-california-s-thirst-groundwater-now-state-hopes-refill-its-aquifers
https://www.sciencemag.org/news/2020/04/droughts-exposed-california-s-thirst-groundwater-now-state-hopes-refill-its-aquifers
https://pubs.usgs.gov/sir/2010/5018/pdf/sir20105018.pdf

VanDyke, M. S., & Callison, C. (2018). Using continuous response and self-report measures to
understand spokesperson evaluation processes during water crises. Journal of
Contemporary Water Research & Education. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1936-
704X.2018.03285.x

Water Education Foundation. (2021). Sites Reservoir.
https://www.watereducation.org/aguapedia-background/sites-reservoir

Weigold, M. F. (2001). Communicating science: A review of the literature. Science
Communication, 23(2), 164-193. https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1075547001023002005

Wimmer, R. D., & Dominick, J. R. (2011). Mass media research (9th ed.). Cengage Learning.

Yates, D., Purkey, D., Siber, J., Huber-Lee, A., Galbraith, H., West, J., Herrod-Julius, S., Young,
C., Joyce, B., & Rayej, M. (2009). Climate driven water resources model of the
Sacramento Basin, California. Journal of Water Resources Planning and Management,
135(5). https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9496(2009)135:5(303)



https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1936-704X.2018.03285.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1936-704X.2018.03285.x
https://www.watereducation.org/aquapedia-background/sites-reservoir
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F1075547001023002005
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9496(2009)135:5(303)

