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ABSTRACT

News journalists are charged with documenting curegents in an objective
manner. As a by-product of this role, journalistacounts are often seen outside of the
cultural realm, as third-party reports that are firom personal bias or cultural
influences. There is a growing body of scholarghai refutes this categorization,
arguing that journalism is distinctly inside thdtatal realm and necessarily influenced
by societal factors. This study draws on collectivemory theory, and seeks to
understand how the collective memory of Major Leagaseball’s history influenced
journalistic accounts of baseball’s Steroid Erarfribe late 1990s up to the year 2013.
Utilizing a grounded theory methodology, this stupghalitatively analyzed 226 news
articles from both national and local newspapetssports magazines in the years 1998,
2002, 2004, 2007, and 2013. The researcher ideat#iticles’ narrative structures and
transformations of collective memories over timetlBof these aspects were then
measured against the study’s stated goal of olsjggtivhich was to “to “reach the
highest degree of correspondence between jounicassertions and reality” (Boudana,
2011, p. 396). The study found that the histonadiies with which the baseball
collective identified—namely, that baseball haddmgally been a game of integrity—
strongly influenced media coverage of the scanda. partiality of collective memory
negatively affected journalistic objectivity, asijoalists often compared the current era

to inherently incomplete versions of the past.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Baseball, more than any other American sport, tilag been viewed as a
repository of American virtue, with both sport aswlintry seen to have been founded on
the values of hard work, fair play, and equal opyaty (Butterworth, 2009; Von Burg
& Johnson, 2009; Thorn, 1997). Accordingly, memlzdrthe baseball community take
pride in the tradition and historical purity of Anea’s Pastime. In the 1990s, revelations
of the widespread prevalence of performance-enhgrariugs (PEDs) threatened to
fracture the myth of innocence which the basehalective commonly applied to the
history of the sport. Over the following two decadihe controversy surrounding steroid

usage in baseball exploded into what eventuallaiecknown as baseball’'s Steroid Era.

The Steroid Era, during which power numbers sotryedcord highs supposedly
due to increased anabolic steroid use, is thoughave begun in the late 1980s or early
‘90s (“The Steroids Era,” ESPN.com, 2013). Medigerage of the issue exploded after
the 1998 season, in which Mark McGwire and Sammsa3mwth broke Roger Maris’
single-season home-run record, only for both atkléd later be linked to performance-
enhancing drugs (PEDs). In the years that folloveadgeball superstars such as Barry
Bonds, Alex Rodriguez and Roger Clemens wererdtelil to steroid usage, leading to
several very public and heavily reported court sasbroughout the last decade and a
half, media coverage of the issue has been ovemvhgly negative (McCollough,

2006). Von Burg and Johnson (2009) found that maidche negative discourse



surrounding the steroid era is fueled by sportsansi “nostalgia,” which led them to

yearn for a time when baseball was allegedly purer.

Rather than an objectively historical accountyéeer, nostalgic memories are
often framed through the use of collective memasya means of reconstructing the past
to better conform to our present day needs (Z¢liZ@95). Of the four American major
sports leagues, Major League Baseball is the otteprhaps the most sordid history,
with gambling scandals and racial segregation antle@gnany indiscretions that have
marred the league (Nathan, 2005). By using nostalgiratives of a past that remember
only virtuous persons and events while “forgettiotfier, more disreputable figures,

journalists framed the controversy in a manner dichnot reflect objective reality.

This is problematic, as a crucial responsibilitytlod journalism industry is to act
as the recorder of history (Zelizer, 2008). “Ohijaty” is often cited as a standard to
which the majority of journalists aspire (Bouda2@11), but using partial memories of a
continually reconstructed past to defend a misapr&tive contextualization of the
present would see to undermine the concept. Jastsiads storytellers (Nathan, 2005;
Zelizer, 2008; Zandberg, 2010; Roeh, 1989; BirdQ)9are forced to select or omit the
narratives they feel best represent the realithefstory they are trying to tell. As
journalism is a society’s historical record, theh®uld be an obligation to ensure that the
stories they are telling are objectively correct.

This study attempts to analyze the narrativesttfteamedia used to tell the story
of the Steroid Era, beginning in 1998 and extendiimgugh 2013. Building off Von Burg

& Johnson’s (2009) work, the study will focus onahgports writers used a



3
reconstructed, nostalgic remembrance of baselzdiégedly pure past to defend their

contemporary interpretations of the Steroid Era.

R B S S S

Literature Review

The following literature review reflects contempgracademic consensuses on
collective memory, the roles that journalistic itech and narrative structure play in
memory’s construction and perpetuation, collecthemory’s impact on media
objectivity, and the reciprocal effects that cailee memory and sports media have on

each other.

Memory studies conducted in the 19th and earlyigstof the 20th century
situated memory within the realm of psychology.l¥£a@sychologists viewed memory as
a cognitive function through which people recali@st events just as they happened, or
at least with minimal explainable differences (Zefi 1995). According to Zelizer,
sociologists in as early as the 1930s felt thantlbeel of memory as a tool for individual
retrieval did not sufficiently explain the proceasd began to move the focus of memory

studies from an individual psychological perspextewards one situated in sociology.

Frederic C. Bartlett’s (1932) bodkemembering: A Study in Experimental and
Social Psychologis a classic early example of memory being studsed social process.
Bartlett contended that memory was socially cornséd, and that people remembered
events through a shared social framework. Two descéader, in a landmark work

entitled “On Collective Memory,” French philosoplaard sociologist Maurice



4
Halbwachs echoed Bartlett’s findings. He writebgete are as many ways of representing
space as there are groups” (1950/1980, p.14), stiggehat memory is necessarily
framed within a particular group’s social contexhich in turn, for the purposes of the
present paper, raises questions about the vabflayl historical accounts, a point that
will be discussed later in the literature reviewislidea of memory as existing within a

malleable, shared framework forms the baselinen@mory studies in the modern day.

Towards the end of the 20th century, scholarshimemory largely accepted the
important role that social context plays on theegahpublic’s remembrances of past
events. While a study of the literature on colletmemory demonstrates that no two
definitions of the subject are exactly the samerdlare certain basic premises that are
universally present. Zelizer (1995) offers six admrory’s defining elements: collective
memory is processual, unpredictable, partial, wsgidrticular and universal, and
material. It is important to note that despite kneg collective memory in a series of
components, all of Zelizer's premises work in tandeith each other to unify the theory.
A brief description of each element will be gives,discussion of the study’s results will

call on each aspect as they reveal themselves pertiaeent.

“Processual” memory refers to the idea that rath&n consisting of a singular
event and a specific recollection, memory is nowearstood to be an ongoing process in
which a memory’s meaning is transformed in accocdamith the contemporary social
context (Zelizer, 1995, p. 218, Schuman & Scot§alpCommemorative events
demonstrate memory’s tendency to transform itg&dfizer, 1995; Isard and Kitch,
2012.; Edy, 1999). In tandem with the “unpredicédlaind “partial” natures of memory,

the act of socially remembering a tragic event agthe September " attacks can



cause a social group to choose, either subconggioudeliberately (Nora, 1998), to
emphasize only certain and sometimes unexpectetigspf the original event. Isard and
Kitch (2012) found that even in anniversary coverafj9/11 that was meant to promote
“closure,” there existed “narrative dissonance”dp), in which several different
narratives were communicated. Rather than univgriling in line with the closure
narrative the network intended to display, eackddieatured in the coverage related his
or her memory relative to their own specific redaship with the event, demonstrating
Zelizer's point on partiality that “no single memarontains all that we know, or could
know, about any given event, personality, or isRether, memories are pieced together
like a mosaic” (1995, p. 223). These disjointed@arbrances also confirm memory’s
particular and universal aspects, whereby evem$old specific meanings for certain
members of a group, while collectively represenaingniversal significance for others

(1995, p. 230).

“Usable” memory dictates that collective memorydla/ays a means to
something else” (Zelizer, 1995, p. 226). It carsben as a means of understanding
shared past and present relationships (Kitch, 2088yy and Maloney, 2009), while
acting as a roadmap for our expectations abouutiee (Edy, 1999). Collective
memory is often invoked by politicians attemptingatin support during times of war
(Weldon & Bellinger, 1997; Zelizer, 1995). The wdéhyperbole and fear-mongering by
policy makers and journalists throughout coveragh® American War on Drugs
(Denham, 1997, 2004, 2006a, 2006b; Leavy and M&la2@)9) can be seen as an

extreme version of using a shared past (in this,dag culturally resonant anecdotes of
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shocking drug-related deaths) in order to condianexpectations for the future (drug-

related deaths will continue) as a means of regchigoal (stricter drug legislation).

“Material” memory recognizes that collective meméeyists in the world, rather
than a person’s head, and so is embodied in diffendtural forms” (Zelizer, 1995, p.
232). Material memory is of specific importancdhe current study, as some of the most
significant carriers of collective memory are meedhtexts (Zelizer, 1995, 2008; Kitch,
2008). The material nature of memory relates toamaemory’s most important
functions: its capacity to promote a shared sehs#eatity, such as national pride,
amongst a social group (Zelizer, 1995; Shahzad] ;20davy and Maloney, 2009).
Normalized rituals in which members of a socialup@articipate—for instance,
wedding ceremonies, art, or singing the nationdtem prior to sporting events—
reinforce culturally significant memories while m#gting meaning for the present

situation (Leavy and Maloney, 2009).

Taken together as components of a single unifiedrih Zelizer’s premises
demonstrate the malleable, social nature of mentttyer scholars’ stated definitions of
collective memory offer similar sentiments. Bargh&artz (1991) states, “Collective
memory’ is a metaphor that formulates society’'smgon and loss of information about
its past in the familiar terms of individual remesning and forgetting” (p. 302).
Schudson (1992) defines collective memory as “socemory, referring to the ways in
which group, institutional, and cultural recollects of the past shape people’s actions in
the present.” Edy (1999) explains that collectivenmory is a “past shaped by and

meaningful for a community. Communication is aicat element...communication
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makes possible the unique capacity of collectivenory to preserve pasts older than the

oldest living individual” (p. 72).

Though the scholarship on collective memory isifiggmt (for more, see
Bartlett, 1932; Zelizer, 1995, 2008; Halbwachs,@/2980; Weldon & Bellinger, 1997,
Edy, 1999; Van den Bulck, 2010; Schuman & Scot899Zelizer’'s premises and the
definitions given by Schwartz, Schudson, and Eaysaifficiently indicative of the
academic consensus surrounding the social andcéamging nature of collective
memory. For this reason, more discussion spedyicéicollective memory’s theoretical
framework will be eschewed in this section in fagbreviewing the literature on
memory’s more relevant applications to the curstuatly. In later sections of the paper
focused on discussing the results of the studyeraspects of collective memory theory
will be presented and examined as they become apigdroughout the analytical

process.

For now, and for the purposes of the rest of thysap, collective memory can be
operationalized as containing a few universal attarstics. Collective memory is not
finite, but rather an ongoing social process inchlgommunities possess a shared
understanding of the present, which is used totoactsnterpretations of the past and
condition expectations for the future. Collectivemory is mutable, able to transform
unpredictably based on the needs and attitudesagle in a particular social context.
Finally, collective memory is present in tangibberhs such as mediated texts or cultural

rituals, which construct and perpetuate meaning.

This final point leads to collective memory’s meatgible impact on the current

study, in that mediated texts such as journaligi@s accounts are an essential site for



8
the conception and proliferation of collective maeynd he cliché goes that journalists
are tasked with writing “the first draft of histgtywhich informs the manner in which
people in the present and those who read the atootire future will interpret a given
event. From a collective memory standpoint, itdelé that journalistic accounts of
newsworthy events should be considered the firsenah representations in the

construction of a memory.

Because of journalists’ weighty assignment of beiregrecorders of
contemporary history (Zelizer, 2008), the tradistbmplication is that they are expected
to report information as “objectively” as possikleorder to most accurately depict that
day’s news. The notion of objectivity has been lemgled extensively over the past few
decades (Boudana, 2011), with criticisms even amfting the Society of Professional
Journalists (SPJ) to the point that the organipatmoved the term from its code of
ethics in 1996 (Berry, 2005). Despite the criticssrand importantly for this study,
Boudana (2011) notes that objectivity is still ttegkm most commonly stated by

journalists as the standard to which they aspire.

But what makes an account objective? “Truth” igoftited as an important
guideline, but often times in stories of natiomaportance, the entire truth of a story is
not known. In his book “Saying It's So: A Cultutdistory of the Black Sox Scandal,”
which analyzes the transformations that the scandallective memory has undergone
over the past century, Daniel A. Nathan (2005) reakelear that his goal was not to
uncover the “truth” of what happened in 1919, boty to establish the way in which
the story has been written. Nathan'’s reasoninigaisthe absolute truth is unattainable

because without actually being directly involvedhe scandal, no journalists could



accurately know what exactly happened. Secondlth&declaims that the truth is
irrelevant, because the truth changes dependirigeocontext and perspective of the
cultural narrator. Without referencing the thedvgthan indirectly invokes

postmodernism by asserting that absolute truth ataexist.

FormerNew York Worlaeditor Walter Lippmann’s take on objectivity was
centered on impartiality and detachment, two otieenerstones of the modern ideal
(Boudana, 2011). Breaking from the early-2@ntury popular edict of obtaining
objectivity through scientific empiricism and foaug on facts, Lippmann championed
journalists removing all personal attachment ars@nting both sides of the story
equally without expressing an opinion (Boudana,120This view was ultimately
undone through the heavy use of propaganda by Aarepoliticians throughout
McCarthyism in the 1950s and the subsequent Cold(@anningham, 2003). As
journalists were indoctrinated to only report thets as they were offered, politicians
used this to their advantage, oftentimes portragii@genemy in negatively stereotypical,
reductive terms, which the press dutifully repontéthout criticism (Cunningham,

2003).

The most common criticism of objectivity remarkattkhe standard is inherently
impossible because of the unrealistic standanlsdtes on journalists. (Boudana, 2011;
Berry, 2005; Cunningham, 2003; Zandberg, 2010)s Plerspective assumes that there is
a defined standard that journalists are supposetett, but Boudana’s (2011) review of
the criticism of objectivity found that its detrac$ did very little to empirically identify
what journalistic objectivity actually meant. Withtca defined sense of the standard, of

course remaining consistently objective would benses impossible, because each
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scholar critiquing journalistic objectivity was lbing for different, albeit related,
characteristics. In order to sufficiently measure state of objectivity in today’s media, a

consensus must first be reached on a definition.

The rest of this study will draw on the work of Bama (2011) and Little (1993),
and will directly utilize Boudana’s (2011) conceglization of objectivity. Importantly,
objectivity is not the same as “certainty” (Boudap@l1,; Little, 1993), because even
positivistic scientific standards recognize thatresults or evidence are ever truly
infallible. Instead of absolute certainty, Littie. @) writes that there are “standards of
belief evaluation that permit us to assess thdili&@ed of a given ensemble of beliefs.”
Put another way, though we cannot assume thatwhare saying is absolutely “true,”
we can ensure that tipeocesswve took to arrive to a conclusion increases tkelihood
that the facts being presented are based in reBlitydana (2011) calls for a redefining
of objectivity not as an unattainable goal, busasething that we practice, akin to fact-
checking or correctly attributing information. Tgeal, and the standard to which this
study will hold journalists accountable, is to “cbahe highest degree of correspondence

between journalistic assertions and reality” (Bow&011, p. 396).

Several scholars (Bartlett, 1932; Halbwachs, 195801 Carey, 1988; Zelizer,
1995, 2008; Leavy and Maloney, 2009; Isard andiKig012) established the inherent
flaw in relying on journalism to provide historicatcounts of significant events, in that
all reporting is done within the framework of tleeifnalist's own social context
(Winfield et al., 2002; Zandberg, 2010). Boudan@l(P) refutes this argument, claiming
that characterizations of journalists as lackirdjvidual agency are reductive and

deterministic. Instead, she writes, “A good jourstak able to transcend his/her own
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[social] conditioning” (p. 392), and can view thend outside of his/her socially

determined viewpoint.

There is a growing trend amongst memory scholadsstagree with Boudana’s
assessment and subscribe to the former theoryjotinaialistic objectivity is inevitably
permeated by social context. However, Zelizer (30R&ch (2008), and Zandberg
(2010) all note that a shortcoming of modern menstugies has been the lack of
recognition placed on journalism as a critical sstememory construction. Journalistic
accounts of newsworthy events are too often predibyenemory scholars to be
objectively historical, when in reality they ardesf as much a product of social context

as the event itself. As Nathan (2005) writes,

Reporters are often an integral part of the nateatthey tell. In
addition, a reporter’s authority frequently endusied inevitably shapes
the ways in which events are later understoodhigway, reporters are
actively involved in the production of history. (9)

Amos Funkstein (1989) quotes Georg Wilhelm Freldktegel's 19-century
work Lectures on the Philosophy of Histpmy which the German philosopher states the
intrinsic distinction between history and journatisaccounts of history, saying, “History
combines in our language the objective as welhasubjective side. It means bods
gestagthe things that happened) amdtorica return gestarunithe narration of the
things that happened)" (Quote and English tramslaiken from Funkstein, 1989, p. 5).
The narrative structure of journalism is a keytdaan journalists’ tendencies to frame

news accounts based on their own social contextffeWd et al., 2002; Zandberg, 2010).

Journalists are often referred to as “storytelléhdthan, 2005; Zelizer, 2008;

Zandberg, 2010; Roeh, 1989; Bird, 1990) who usturally resonant narratives and
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archetypes (Kitch, 2008) from the past to placeenirevents into historical context
(Zelizer, 2008). Over time, as journalistic accawery and narratives shift, Wright
(1977) posits that factual history and contempovaews of the past are irrevocably
misaligned, and that collective memories shouldd®En more as “myths” than history.
Zandberg (2010) notes that journalists invoke thst 1 order to reinforce the validity of
current activities but often do so in a selectivenmer, omitting certain aspects of
memories to fortify their utilization as a guidettee present. This sort of invocation is
not a memory, but a “reconfiguration” of the pddtiton, 1988, p. 314), which Nathan
(2005) claims is "far from mimetic but that refle¢and reproduces) some of the
assumptions, values, beliefs, and needs of itseaads” (p. 13). For their part, journalists
have not been mindful of the degree to which calleanemory affects their writing and

remain oblivious of their status as recorders ooy (Zelizer, 2008).

In contrast to journalists’ opinions of their rolesconstructing memories, current
collective memory scholarship understands thatalistic portrayals of news, events,
and peoplanatter, because they are the lens through which peopteeifuture view
history. Memory studies dedicated to studying jaliem have heavily relied on elite
news media coverage of tragic events such as thecélost—which has been perhaps the
most widely-studied topic—political uprisings, @sassinations (Kitch, 2008; Zelizer,
1995). Outside of these rare events, however, ghsm on a day-to-day basis is much
more ordinary (Kitch, 2008). Kitch calls for memagholars to extend their studies to
other, less morose topics, because journalismualoas influential on matters of so-
called “soft news” as it is through coverage ofjgdies. Issues related to the weather,

fashion, work, and sports hold far more culturghgicance and are more central to the
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creation of a national and cultural identity thaneaent like the Watergate scandal
(Kitch, 2008, p. 313). Boyle (2010) agrees, contegdhat sports can be seen as “making
a distinctive contribution to the national and atdd life” of a country, and so should be
treated with the same weight as more traditionstiliglied topics by both the media and

academia.

Sports, and baseball in particular, have long lestaiblished as a defining feature
of American identity (Parsons & Stern, 2012). Thglouhe use of tradition and
ceremony, groups create social bonds and insiinse of identity amongst members of
the community (Durkheim, 1912/2001). As sport famdzan be argued to be a quasi-
religious experience, members of communities coaeihirough sports invest heavily in

the use of collective memory and identity (Serazi@l 2).

The amount of scholarship dedicated to performamtencing drug use in
baseball has risen dramatically since the beginafrige Steroid Era. Research of steroid
use in baseball specifically focused in collectivemory theory remains
underrepresented, but the small amount of workiawai is relevant to the present study.
Von Burg and Johnson (2009) contended that mediarage of the Steroid Era is best
viewed through the lens of nostalgia, and thantleelia discourses surrounding the
controversy sought to repair fractures in the dadagterpretations of American
identity. Butterworth (2008) found a similar contien between country and sport,
comparing political discourses in the aftermatthef 9/11 attacks to baseball executives’
attempts to rid the sport of performance-enhandiogs. In each case, those attempting

to defend their agendas called on rhetorics ottmmunities’ historical purity.
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In terms of the narrative and thematic structufasedia coverage of steroid
usage in baseball, Haigh (2008), McCollough (200@nham (2006a, 2006b, 2011) and
Deluliis & Deluliis (2012) each analyzed some droél2004 and 2005. Deluliis’ &
Deluliis’ (2012) work attempted to establish thegible effects that media reporting had
on legislative and league policy regarding drugsl argued that intense media pressure
directly contributed to the proposal of drug poliny2005. Haigh (2008) and
McCollough (2006) each found that media coveragi®icontroversy, players, and
league was framed in a negative valence after@0d fderal investigation into the Bay

Area Laboratory Co-Operatiand Senate subcommittee hearings in 2005.

*kkhkkkkhkkk*k*k*%x

Rationalefor the study

If the narratives used by journalists are esseoatimiponents of the construction
of collective memory, then it stands to reason ghiatnalistic accounts of sports, with
their heavy reliance on tradition, would be valeat@sources to utilize in collective
memory studies. The following study is intende@dal to the body of scholarship related

to collective memory in baseball.

By nature of its popular designation as the “Steexia,” baseball in the 1990s
and 2000s is necessarily situated in direct corapario time periods from the game’s
past. The history of the game is commonly brokea iime periods referred to as “eras,”
with each era’s given name denoting the contemgalaminant characteristics of the
game, such as the “Integration Era” of the 194@s'as which references the breaking

of the color barrier. The current study is an afieto connect modern media coverage’s
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common narratives and interpretations of the Sdeffoa to the baseball collective’s
memories of the game’s allegedly innocent pastil&irto Nathan’s (2005)
chronological re-construction of the various domineollective memories of the 1919
Black Sox Scandal, the study will be presented mbiagically, to establish the path of

the construction of collective memory as event®lad#d throughout the Steroid Era.

As recorders of history, and therefore memory (li2008), this study contends
that members of the media have a duty to theiresnodis and to the figures and events
they cover to ensure that the stories they telichethe highest degree of correspondence
between journalistic assertions and reality” (Bowa&2011, p. 396), or more concisely,
reach the standard of objectivity. Though journialiarticles are inherently “stories,”
objectivity is an attainable goal through propentextualization and the application of

logic and reason to reactions of any individuateent.

There is a growing body of scholarship (Carey, 12&8izer. 2008; Kitch, 2008)
that views journalism as distinctly inside the atdll realm, rather than accepting its
popular depiction as a community of outsiders diietpaccounts free from personal or
cultural biases. This study intends to add to sisbip on this topic, by studying both
how the media narratives of the Steroid Era transéa as the era became more deeply
embedded into baseball’s collective identity, and/lcultural context affected media

members’ stated aspirations of objectivity (Boud&td 1).

kkkkhkkhkkk*k*k*%x
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M ethodology

The current study was designed in an attempt toventhe following four

research questions:

1)

2)

3)

4)

What were the dominant thematic rivea and tones employed by the

media in each time period, and how did these naestransform over time?

As Zelizer (1995) noted, collective nagnis made up of several defining
elements, all of which are not always simultaneppsésent, and is invoked in a
multitude of ways. How did each attribute of collee memory manifest itself in
media coverage of performance-enhancing drugs glbseball’s Steroid Era,

and what inferences about collective memory magirbe/n from the coverage?

How did the historical values with whithe baseball collective identifies
influence the cultural context surrounding perfoneeenhancing drugs in
baseball, and did this social context affect thateot and tone of journalistic

narratives?

How did journalism’s narratimature and use of collective memory affect

objectivity in media coverage of the Steroid Era?

Using Marzolf's (1978) concept of “content assesstyiehe present study

gualitatively analyzed 226 newspaper and magazirmedes. Using the LexisNexis

database, a search for “Major League Baseball™stgioids” was conducted, which was
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then filtered to include onlyhe New York Times, The Washington Post, USA T&day,
Louis Post-DispatchrandThe Sporting News$n addition, the same search parameters
were used in the NewsBank Access World News dagafoasetrieve articles from the
San Francisco Chronicleas LexisNexis did not offer access to this newspaArticles
from Sports lllustratedvere retrieved through the magazine’s online aehivtists of
the articles that were analyzed for the study Hmeen catalogued by year and are

available in Appendices A through E.

The selection of these newspapers and magazinesieas to provide a
representative sample of both local and nationalsneverage of important events and
persons. Th&an Francisco Chroniclen addition to its coverage of the San Francisco
Giants and Barry Bonds, was also the hub for cqgyesvathe federal BALCO
investigation. Thé&t. Louis Post-Dispatctovered the St. Louis Cardinals’ Mark
McGwire, and was thus responsible for providingalamverage of the first player to be
directly associated with the Steroid Era. Bonds llicGwire were implicated relatively
early in the ongoing sage, with McGwire becomingpined in 1998, and Bonds entering
the controversy around 2001. This allowed more fioneollective memories to be

produced and re-imagined over the course of the era

The New York Timesfers a combination of local and national coverafjthe
controversy, with the New York Yankees’ Alex Rodrggz being the most prominent
player implicated in a steroid distribution ringy@stigation in 2013. As America’s
“paper of record,” however, tHEmestypically covers events with a national spin as
well. USA Today, The Washington Post, The Sporting NewiSports lllustratedvere

all chosen to provide a representative sample tdma coverage.
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Database searches were filtered by years, andsasmags conducted

chronologically in order to more effectively documéhe transformations that coverage
underwent over time. The years for which the datass collected were chosen based on
major events throughout the timeline. In all yearsicles from throughout the year were
analyzed, rather than focusing only on the immedidttermath of important events. As
Kitch (2008) noted, though the everyday functiohparnalists can lean towards the
mundane, this makes them no less relevant to mestodyes. The articles analyzed in a
year’s “down time” from a news perspective offared into how the collective
contextually interprets an issue free from any irdiat reactionary bias, which helps to
answer the research question regarding the infriehurnalists’ social contexts on

their work.

The years chosen to be studied (1998, 2002, 2@, 2nd 2013) were selected
based on the following timeline. The Steroid Eraasnmonly thought to have begun
some time in the early 1990s. At this time, howes#asroid usage in baseball was not
extensively written about, and thus does not afeopportunity for detailed qualitative
analysis. Instead, the study will begin in the yE298 (with 42 articles from this year
included in the dataset), when Mark McGwire waseded to have used the steroid
precursor androstenedione. Performance-enhanaiggusiage was still not a dominant
discourse in media coverage in 1998, but McGwineaieed an important figure
throughout the era, so articles written about hiengertinent to analysis of future years.
It should be noted that because of the small numbarticles from the chosen
publications over these 12 months, a small numbartizles from other large

publications were studied, including tGhicago TribuneAssociated Press, aBdston
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Globe This was done for saturation purposes, as tlearelser felt that studying articles
from only the chosen publications was not a largaugh dataset, and as the perceived
beginning of the era, it was imperative to provedeontemporary baseline for the

national context surrounding performance-enhandmg use in baseball.

In 2002 (40 articles), a new collective-bargainaggeement (CBA) was signed
between MLB team owners and the MLB Players AssimtigMLBPA), which called
for the league to implement a drug policy thatuideld testing for steroids for the first
time in league history. The federal investigatiotoiBALCO in 2004 (52 articles) tied
several world-class athletes, including two higldgognizable baseball stars, to a highly
publicized federal court case. The high profilélo$ case led MLB Commissioner Bud
Selig to appoint former senator George Mitcheltomduct an independent investigation
into steroid use in baseball, with Mitchell’s fingis released in 2007 (50 articles).
Finally, 2013 (42 articles) was selected becaugherrival of a new steroid
distribution investigation, the highly-publicizedspensions of Alex Rodriguez and Ryan
Braun, Barry Bonds being passed over in his fiestryof eligibility for the Baseball Hall
of Fame, and to provide a contemporary look anthener in which narratives had

transformed since 1998.

The exclusion of the year 2005 is notable, bec206& was an important year in
the interactions between the federal governmeniMagdr League Baseball over the
issue of steroids. While the 2005 Congressionalcsubmittee hearings set in motion
many of the MLB'’s future actions, the hearings hbgen sufficiently studied in terms of
their narrative structures and tangible effectslaygh (2008), Denham (2006a, 2006b),

McCollough (2006), and Deluliis & Deluliis (2012Zmongst others. The present study



20
saw it fit to contribute new information to the lyoaf scholarship, rather than rehash the
sound theoretical work that was already compleféeé. results of these studies will be

referenced during discussion of the present stuegslts.

In order to conduct the analysis, a database seasltonducted to retrieve all
articles that contained the words “Major Leaguedbadl” and “steroids” anywhere in the
article, and was then filtered to include only phublications listed above. The date limits
for each search were set to “January 1, [year b&tidjed] — December 31, [year being
studied].” Moving in chronological order, article®re selected based on their relevance
to the issue of steroid usage in baseball. “Relesawas subjective here, but the
researcher based an articles’ inclusion on whethaot steroid usage in baseball would

be considered the main topic of discussion.

Though conducting a search with such wide paramelwed for somewhat
tangential articles to be returned by the databasesh as discussions of drug use in
cycling or the Olympics with just an aside mentranbaseball—it also ensured that any
and all discussions of steroid use in baseball dsbelaccounted for. Especially
beginning in 2004 with coverage of the BALCO invgation, the controversy
surrounding athletic PED use extended outside @ft §gctions and into newspapers’
more traditional news sections. Using wide seaerfameters ensured that coverage of
the issue would be analyzed from all sides of &igate, which will be useful in

identifying how a writers’ cultural context affeatbjectivity.

The researcher included both hard news articlescamimentary pieces in the

dataset. Though commentary pieces are not typiealgssed against the popular notion
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of objectivity, the operationalized definition thetudy is working under—Boudana’s
(2011, p. 396) conceptualization that sees the goalbjectivity as “reaching the highest
degree of correspondence between journalistic taaseiand reality”—applies to opinion
pieces as well. Commentators are entitled to their opinions, but because of the
cultural importance of their positions as recorddgrsiemory, commentators also have a
responsibility to ensure that their opinions agidally sound. The problem is not
whether or not journalists take sides for or agaansissue or an individual player; this is
natural, given the competitive nature of profesalathletics. The concern is whether the

argument is made, in a sense, correctly.

With that said, a critique centered on objectivétyrecessarily a critique of the
information presented by the journalist. If, foraexple, the historical integrity of baseball
as a basis for condemning steroids appears asretimlemedia coverage, the standard of
objectivity demands that this be a sound foundatibasis. This can be construed as
glorified fact-checking, but again, the stated gufabbjectivity is to “reach the highest
degree of correspondence between journalistic a@seiand reality” (Boudana, 2011, p.
396). If journalists present information that isanrect in order to support their own

positions, objectivity is undermined.

Once an article was selected for analysis, theareler took note of the date,
title, author(s), publication, and where in the Ipzdiion the article was located (i.e. front
page of the sports section, fifth page of the ngggiion, etc.). The location of each
article was noted to account for differences ireotyity between sections of the
newspaper. Guided by Marzolf's (1978) concept aftent assessment and Corbin’s and

Strauss’ (1990) overview of grounded theory, tleeaecher then qualitatively analyzed
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each article to identify notable aspects of thairative structures. “Content assessment,”
is a process of “reading, sifting, weighing, comipgiand analyzing the evidence in order
to tell the story” (Marzolf, 1978, p. 15). In tamdevith grounded theory, which requires
that the researcher accounts for all possible teeand information before any can be
discounted (Corbin and Strauss, 1990), the eaatyest of the analysis yielded much

more eclectic results before patterns began togemer

Over time, the most commonly noted aspects of ameemcluded repeated
narrative themes, any conscious or unintentionalgations of collective memory,
guotes and the sources from which they were atgthany time a journalist introduced
his/her own opinion into the article, and any lagifallacies used by journalists that
demonstrated a failure to think critically about #rguments they were making. The
absencef certain information was also noted, as an ingydrtrait of collective memory
is its partiality (Zelizer, 1995). The researchdantified which aspects of a story or
memory a journalist chose to exclude from the niaeastructure, the possible reasons
for doing so, and how this exclusion affected toeyss tone and the audience’s
understanding of it. At the conclusion of the detiche writer’'s “general tone” was
identified, which could often be seen a proxy fog tollective sentiment surrounding a
player or event. In each progressive year, nagdtmplates and themes similar to those
seen in previous years were compared to deternawetlne collective consciousness had

transformed.

Mirroring the manner in which the study was conddcthe following chapters
will discuss the results chronologically. The résare presented in chronological order

to demonstrate how the events at the beginningeo$tudy, and the collective’s



23
memories of them, affect the context in which fatavents are interpreted. The chapters
will begin with a brief summary of the time perisdhajor qualitative results and an
overview of the relevant theoretical principlesttpartain to them. This will be followed
by an extended discussion of the results and th&agh subsequent chapter will discuss
the next selected time period, with the exceptib@lwapter 2, which will include results

from both 1998 and 2002.

Using an historical timeline of facts and events aglide, the extended
discussion of results will analyze the dominantria&c narratives from each time period
to establish the social context that surroundetbpaance-enhancing drugs in baseball,
and demonstrate how those narratives and themiégsdsbver time. The narrative
structures journalists used to tell their storiemew information was made public or a
significant event occurred will be identified. Tabjectivity of articles will be critiqued
in relation to the degree to which collective meyncaused journalists to incorrectly

contextualize a situation based on a distortedmers historical reality.

In his work on the various permutations of the ecive memory of the 1919

Black Sox Scandal, Nathan’s (2005) intentions réderthose of the current study:

Rather than suggest that those who construct thve age not adept at
doing so— for they are— | presuppose that how jalists and editors
craft the news is essential to understanding itsi@l and historical
significance. So although the news offers us @geld renditions of social
reality, it does not offer us transparent, unprotaéc versions of it. (p.
13)

The study is not meant to be an attack on jourtsalisedentials as recorders of

memory or on the journalism industry in generastéad, it should be seen as a critique
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of which aspects of the stories that have beenttpldurnalists over the past 15 years
match that of impartial history, and which haverbeemmandeered and transformed by

collective memory.
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CHAPTER 2

DEEP COLLECTIVE MEMORY

Chapters 2-5 will each adhere to the same basictate. They will begin with an
overview of the pertinent theoretical conceptsealiscussed in the chapter, and a brief
summary of the chapter’s major qualitative resditss will be followed by a
cataloguing of the narratives that were most fratjyedentified during the time period,
interspersed with theoretical discussions of tiselts as they relate to collective

memory.

*kkkkhkk*k*k*k*%x

Though analyses of articles from 1998 and 2002 wenelucted separately with
the intention of presenting the results in sepach#pters, media coverage in each of
these years is most accurately represented asdtaqh of what Wertsch (2008) refers to
as “deep collective memory” (p. 137). Thereforsufes from 1998 and 2002 will each
be discussed in Chapter 2. A theoretical explanaifaleep collective memory will be
provided, followed by a discussion of the concepit @ertains to baseball’'s media

coverage in 1998 and 2002.

The underlying and largely unspoken tone evidemughout media coverage in
1998 and 2002 is the collective assumption thatlashad always been, and continued
to be, an inherently fair and unsullied game. Is thew, heroes and their achievements
from past generations are, unconsciously, viewealdantext-less vacuum, disconnected

from the realities of racial segregation, indivilseandals, and the evolution of the
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Major League Baseball from its grassroots begintinigs current iteration of a multi-
billion dollar athletic industry. As each name andanber takes on its own culturally-
constructed significance as the legends are taldedtold in the ensuing decades
through the use of cultural archetypes (Kitch, 20€@& people and statistics have come

to be seen as symbolic representations of the gapueé past.

Collective memory influences our interpretationsha past by filtering our
remembrances through our understanding of the prréi<éch, 2008; Leavy and
Maloney, 2009). Wilson (2005) contends that coilectnemory’s effects are best
witnessed on a macro level, through the way thahamg contributes to development of
a society’s ideology by subconsciously ingrainin@isocial group the attitudes and
values on which it was built. Wertsch (2008) argtleat rather than conceiving of the
term “collective memory” broadly, as an all-encorsgiag concept related to any
remembrances of an ideological past, its manifiestatand impacts should be dissected
further. He argued for the existence of a secowel lef abstraction, called “deep

collective memory.”

Wertsch claims that memory is cultivated througieaes of individual
narratives, which he labels “specific narrative®0(@8, p. 140). Specific narratives refer
to stories told about a particular date, eventgtber concrete subject. A second level of
abstraction, called a “schematic narrative templgtel40), is a more generalized
structure under which several specific narratiwas loe manipulated to conform. These
narratives are typically much further ingraineciinommunity’s ideology and usually go
unnoticed by the people who employ them, thus ntathiem very resistant to change (p.

151).
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Sport is considered to be hugely important in abatmng to national identity

(Maguire, Poulton, and Possamai, 1999). As Amesiathletic pastime, baseball is a
source of national pride for Americans, contribgthreavily to the nation’s ideological
values (Butterworth, 2008; Briley, 1992). Birrell9g81, p. 357) argued that veneration of
athletic icons “indicates affirmation for the alastr values for which [they stand].”
During the sport’s formative years, baseball “beedhe great repository of national
ideals, the symbol of all that was good in AmeritigeY (Thorn, 1997, p. 6). As America
developed its own ideology, which emphasized havtkwequal opportunity, and fair
play (Thorn, p. 6), Birrell's (1981) theory wouldgaie that the massive popularity of
baseball, as America’s pastime, indicates thatb@seas also ascribed the same values.
Maguire, Poulton, and Possamai (1999) found thaitt gpays an essential role in
“keeping alive nations’ dreams of their specialredraas” (p. 441). Demonstrating the
processual and partial aspects of collective mentbeyabstract ideals that were
subjectively applied to baseball allowed the cdilecto “keep alive the dream” of
baseball as a pure representation of Americanagdgolhile selectively discarding any

person or event that might undermine this notioatt@worth, 2008).

Birrell (1981) wrote that because it is difficult honor abstractions such as
values or beliefs, communities substitute and wiprsbncrete representations of the
values, or “totems” (Serazio, 2012), in order tpress their beliefs. As the baseball
collective identified with the values of hard wof&ir play, and equal opportunity
(Thorn, 1997, p. 6), players who are seen to embloelye values are the totems through
which the collective validates their beliefs. Usthgs argument, baseball’s deep

collective memory considers any threat to the gampast icons to be an attack on the
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virtues with which the collective identifies. In9®, that threat presented itself in the
form of performance-enhancing drugs, and cover&gfeeassue in both 1998 and 2002
was grounded in the collective-memory driven b#sas steroids were an affront to the
game’s historical integrity and credibility. Muchtbe discussion in this chapter will
focus on the validity of this memory, because dijechistorical reality would argue that

baseball is not as unblemished as the deep cokectemory makes it out to be.

For all of baseball’s virtues, its history is pgshdhe most sordid of any of the
four major American sports, littered with gamblistandals, poor management-labor
relations and racial segregation that lasted wédl ihe 28' century (Nathan, 2005).
Impartial history and this study’s standard of @hijgty demand that, in addition to the
sport’s positive qualities, these blights be coased as equally representative of
baseball’s past in order to “reach the highestekegf correspondence between
journalistic assertions and reality” (Boudana, 204.1396). In failing to account for the
impatrtial realities of baseball’'s past, storied tendemn steroids based on an inherently

incomplete and misrepresentative perspective naggssndermine objectivity.

kkkkhkkhkk*k*k*x*%x

1998

For the first year of the study, 42 articles wemnalgzed between January 1, 1998
and December 31, 1998 (see Appendix A for listro€les). In further filtering the
search results, it becomes clear that before Augfus®98, performance-enhancing drugs
were not a significant part of the media discussiemounding Major League Baseball.

Between the beginning of 1998 and August, 2then Mark McGwire was revealed to
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have the steroid precursor androstenedione irohiel, LexisNexis returns only 13
results from all newspapers in the database wittersearch parameters “Major League
Baseball” and “steroids.” After McGwire was outéetween August Ziand December
31, 1998, the number of results jumps to 205. Den(2004) cites media agenda-
building as a major factor in the eventual impletagan of drug policy in Major League
Baseball, and the dramatic increase in coveragjeeasue in late 1998 and beyond can
be viewed as the first step in this process, leptbwards the eventual eruption of the

topic into mainstream America a few years downrtdasl.

Before late August, even a cursory inspection oflmmn narratives reveal just
how far outside of the media discussion steroidew®f the 13 results returned prior to
the McGwire story, the majority of articles areateld to swimming, cycling, or Olympic
scandals, usually with brief mentions that Majoagiee Baseball and some other
American sports leagues did not test for sterdtds the first eight months of 1998,
journalists writing about performance-enhancinggdrin baseball were instead
concerned mainly with the dietary supplement cneatiather than traditional anabolic

steroids,

In the 1998 season, the St. Louis Cardinals’ MadGWire and Sammy Sosa of
the Chicago Cubs were engaged in one of the molintdy record-breaking chases in
baseball history. Each had over 40 home runs egté&nugust of 1998, and were inching
closer to Roger Maris’ hallowed single-season homnerecord of 61. This record is
considered to be one of baseball’'s most sacredasusdch the chase was written about
extensively during the season once it became apptorat McGwire, Sosa, and just

behind the two front-runners, Ken Griffey Jr. hakalistic possibility of approaching it.



30
Any discussion of steroids, however, was notabgeabfrom coverage of the chase. All
of the articles returned within the “Major LeaguasBball’ and “steroids” parameters
before August 21were about separate topics or entirely separatessghan baseball,
making it clear that the thought of McGwire and &asing steroids to aid in their quests

for the home run record was not part of the callectonsciousness.

Throughout the chase, journalists attempted testatlly compare McGwire and
Sosa to home run hitters from past generations yMaiters invoked the specific
narrative (Wertsch, 2008) that the ability to jug@yers against their predecessors was a
characteristic unique to baseball, because basshalthought to have transformed the
least of any of the major American sports sincé theeptions. Graphics charting how
many home runs McGwire and Sosa had compared t Miathe same point in their
seasons were staples in sports sections acrossuhé&y, and there was a common
theme of attempting to prove how similar the ganas w the 1990s compared to past
eras. AWashington Posrticle in August 1998 explicitly states how unepad the game
remained, claiming that McGwire, Sosa and Griffiy were hitting “under conditions
that are virtually identical to players in the ‘30%0s and ‘50s” (Boswell, 1998, August
4). In 2002, baseball’s unchanging nature preseatgetl again when writers began to
become concerned with supposed devolution of Araen@lues in the sport compared

to past generations (Araton, August 11, Appendix B)

This perspective is a specific narrative that camfoto the schematic narrative
template through which the contemporary collecinterprets baseball's past and
present. Journalists often invoke collective menasya means of helping to make sense

of current events or predicaments (Parsons & SB&h?). The specific narrative that
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baseball remains unchanged and unsullied fits ywedt the schematic narrative
template of baseball as a pure representation arfsan values, while also assisting

journalists in placing the home run chase intodnisal context.

From an objectively historical standpoint, howewassertions that baseball had
not changed over the last century and that staistomparisons could easily be made
across generations are simply factually incorréoe expansion of the league from 16 to
30 teams, the integration of African-American plasyexpansion of player scouting to
create a global player pool, changes in ballpamkegisions, and advances in player
equipment and rule changes make the modern leafguecey from its early 20-century
iteration (Burk, 2001). While the accomplishmeritshe hitters in 1998 were no less
impressive than the achievements of those who ¢mfoge them, the circumstances
under which they occurred were vastly different.riséeh (2008) noted that schematic
narrative templates are often so deeply ingrainesdsociety that they usually go
unnoticed by those who employ them, and journalistrocations of the popular

“baseball as unchanging” narrative seem to sugp@totion.

On August 20, Associated Press reporter Steve Wilstein, whaéing for
McGwire at his locker after a game, noticed a batflandrostenedione inside the locker.
A steroid precursor, “andro” was marketed as aadyesupplement and sold over-the-
counter at the time. Andro was given the labelr@teprecursor” because rather than
directly injecting testosterone in one’s body, aistienedione is ingested in pill-form and
is later converted to small amounts of testosterDespite its link to testosterone, andro

had not been classified by Congress as a contrsllbdtance, as steroids were.
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The following day, Wilstein wrote an article undbe headline “Drug OK in
Baseball, Not Olympics” (Wilstein, August 21, AppieanA). A description of the
narratives used in the article follows, as Wilstestory provides a generally
comprehensive rundown of the most popular narratised over the next several

months.

Wilstein listed the purported benefits that andeinsed to offer, which were
commonly cited to be quicker recovery from the wasad-tear of a grueling baseball
season and the pill’s ability to help build mustlass. As evidenced by the headline, the
article details why andro is banned by the OlympNSAA, and NFL. The majority of
the focus is on how little is known about andrarira medical perspective, citing the
lack of long-term studies dedicated to the supplem#ilstein uses quotes from doctors
and other professionals to identify andro as amalasteroid despite is “dietary
supplement” classification, and lists the potefytitdtal risks of steroids as identical to
those presented by andro. McGwire, for his panyrgaayed the risks of creatine and
andro and claimed that taken responsibly, “theabsolutely nothing wrong with them”
(Wilstein, August 21, Appendix A). Perhaps naivéiijstein seemed unaware of the
controversy his article was about to unleash, sgyido one suggests that McGwire
wouldn't be closing in on Roger Maris' home rurordowithout the over-the-counter

drug.”

Immediately after Wilstein’s report, coverage of iksue divided into two
factions of journalists: one that did just as Wiistsaid they wouldn't in claiming that
andro should be banned from the sport and that Micg&sahome runs were a farce, while

the other supported McGwire somewhat blindly. Feomarrative structural perspective,
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the aspects of the debate that each side chosepioasize offer insights into the manner
in which collective memory manifested itself thrbogt the era. A description of the
arguments’ narratives follows, after which it wok clear that both sides of the argument
were advocating for a similar goal: a reaffirmatairbaseball’'s deep collective memory.
It should be noted that while the narratives mermgtbbelow are representative of the
coverage surrounding andro in baseball in 1998isthe: had yet to take hold as a

widespread discourse in coverage of the sporrgela

Those who were against McGwire’s andro use tenddcine their positions as a
league-wide problem, placing the locus of the dssan on the league instead of the
player by arguing that the drug was a steroid aatlit should be banned by the sport.
They mostly agreed that McGwire’s home runs weeedinect product of the supplement
and his statistics were therefore “tainted,” bt thajority of their ire was more focused
on the fact that the MLB considered andro to ballednile other athletic organizations
had banned it. These writers leaned on the unstudialth risks of creatine and andro,
claiming that until more was known about them,sbpplements should be considered
dangerous. Children were seen as particularlysit as journalists repeatedly predicted
that “impressionable” (Jenkins, August 29, Appendljyyoung athletes would flock to

pharmacies to buy the drugs when they saw basglagkrs using them.

In condemning the drug, writers often invoked ferayngering and hyperbole to
sway public sentiment against andro. Skip BayléseexChicago Tribundisted
domestic abuse as a potential danger, saying, fiekndro maximizes the body's ability
to produce testosterone, which can build musclegiekly as it can destroy a man's self-

control. Dangerous stuff, testosterone. Ask mangneu@’ (Bayless, September 1,
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Appendix A). Despite andro being an over-the-coustgplement available at any
pharmacy, Th&an Francisco Chronicle Bruce Jenkins called it a “black-market
steroid” that McGwire gets “pure,” and asks howgpds would feel if their child
received a “bad batch” of it in trying to emulate tslugger (Jenkins, August 29,

Appendix A).

In a recurring theme, journalists opposed to arthitmed moral superiority over
other members of the baseball collective by immytimat they were the only ones who
cared about andro use. In an article headlinedéBa$s Pandora’s Box is Operlhe
New York TimesWilliam Rhoden calls creatine use an “epidemiad aisparages fans
of the game for their lack of scorn for McGwireaiohing, “fans don’t seem to mind;
[there were no] negative signs, no catcalls. Eitteve suddenly become more
compassionate, or the routine failures of wouldibmes and heroines have made us

collectively impervious to shame” (Rhoden, August Rppendix A).

Conversely, rather than offering rebuttals to cisins of the pill, those who
supported McGwire tended to support gayer, while downplaying both the
performance benefits and health risks of andro. Wic&s hard work and dedication to
his health and his craft were cited as reasonkifonulking stature and extraordinary
ability to hit home runs. McGwire’s charity work@his status as an upstanding citizen
who represented the integrity of the game wereatises commonly used as rebuttals, in

place of any direct response to the validity ofabiger side’s claims of cheating.

The cruxes of many writers’ arguments were basetvorrather myopic

rationalizations. First, though andro was banneather athletic organizations (with the
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Olympics being the most commonly-cited entitylés not outlawed by Major League
Baseball, which for McGwire supporters rendered e@ntycisms of its ethical use in the
sport to be invalid. Secondly, it was availableasver-the-counter supplement, which

in turn meant that it was not a steroid, as steraidre illegal without a prescription.

Exemplifying both of these rationalizations, a coomaevice used to downplay
andro’s performance benefits and health risks wa®inpare it to other harmless food-
related items. ThBIYTs Ira Berkow (Berkow, August 27, Appendix A) clagchandro
was just next in the progression of things that M@® had eaten throughout his lifetime
to make himself stronger: “he began with lemonadealated to oranges and candy bars
(Snickers, he said) and on to broccoli and -titis -- spinach.” Dan Shaughnessy of the
Boston Globattacked the International Olympic Committee’s@)redibility,
rationalizing that since the 10C had limits on hawch caffeine its athletes could intake,
andro must be no worse (Shaughnessy, August 2&rmgop A). This type of attack on
the 10C’s credibility was common, as many writensgefending McGwire, tried to
showcase the many missteps the 10C had taken s paat, while sidestepping the

validity of the ban on andro.

It can be argued that both factions of journalistisese who condemned andro
and those who supported McGwire—were using the sanihectively-constructed
schematic narrative template that sees baseb@harently pure and fair, and its athletes
as heroes. This template allows for seemingly eminttory narratives to each contribute
to the collective memory (Wertsch, 2008), becahseaunderlying basis for the arguments

conformed to the same schematic narrative templadeadvocated for the same goal: a
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return to baseball’s status quo (Wilson, 2005) thiedconfirmation of the community’s

deep collective memory.

By rebuking the league’s implied condoning of si#sand the fan’s ambivalence
towards them while giving a relative pass to Mc@iDenham, 2004), journalists
legitimized their contemporary interpretation oé tsport’s history. The fault was not
with the inherent nature of the game as a competénterprise or with inconsistencies in
the way baseball’s history is remembered, but railid the current league executives
who allowed the drugs to permeate the sport. Mc&van the other hand, though his
numbers may have been aided by andro, was stingavithin the rules, and therefore
should not have been punished, allowing the atiidetemain a totem of veneration
(Birrell, 1981). By pressuring the league to chaigeules and scolding the fans for not
caring enough about what drugs were doing to tiheegé& seems that journalists were
attempting to exorcise the immediate crisis andionrbaseball’s purity. Similarly,
those who supported McGwire by emphasizing hisistas a role model and his
dedication to the game—rather than condoning hilscanse—justified their positioning

of McGwire as equally deserving of the hero arcpetsts Maris and Ruth.

On Septemberr71998, coincidentally while playing against Sosaishs,
McGwire beat Sosa to the home run record with Bf€ Bome run. As this was the most
significant record to be broken in baseball siteerhid-1970s, media coverage of the
moment was abundant. In what will prove to be &slaparture from the coverage
surrounding Bonds’ eventual takeover of the caeene run record, any mentions of
andro or steroids were largely absent from covenagiee days leading up to and

following the home run. A cursory LexisNexis seaotfers evidence of the lack of
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discussion about andro use surrounding McGwireeneg A search between the dates of
September<land September 20f 1998 for newspaper articles containing the \gord
“McGwire” and “record” returns 2,244 articles. Camsely, when the word “andro” is
added to the previous search along with “McGwined &record,” the database returns
only 56 results, and the number drops even lowenwhandro” is replaced with
“steroids.” When McGwire broke Maris’ record, parftance-enhancing drugs were

simply not a significant part of the collective clission.

McGwire finished the 1998 season with 70 home rwith, Sosa also topping
Maris in totaling 66 home runs. Major League Bafiébammissioner Bud Selig
announced plans to commission a study on andteeifiollowing year, with the help of
two researchers from Harvard. The results of thdystreleased in February 2000, found
that andro consumption did result in slightly ekedatestosterone levels. More
importantly, it also increased levels of estrogehich could result in breast enlargement
and heart disease in men (Justice, 2000). Seliguarued that until more studies had
been conducted detailing andro’s long-term effatigould remain legal in baseball.
McGwire later claimed to have stopped taking aradter the 1998 season, and retired in

2001 after dealing with chronic knee problems.

Kk kkhkkhkk*k*k*k*%x

2002

By 2002, the national conversation had moved beyoedtine or andro, and
steroids had begun to take shape as a common sobpliscussion across the sport.

After Maris’ 61 had stood its ground as the singgason home run record for 37 years, it
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had since been surpassed six times, with the nghvater mark being set by Barry
Bonds in 2001, when he belted 73 home runs. Stefad not yet exploded into
dominating discourse the way they would in 2004 lagygbnd, but Bonds’ assault on the

record books raised considerable suspicion (Roakrabril 15, Appendix B).

Many of the articles written in early 2002 mentlmaseball players’ “secret” use
of steroids, because no player, active or retinad, ever admitted to nor been caught
using them. Writers, players, and people in teamagament acknowledged that steroid
use was occurring, but the media painted a pictitehappening in the shadows. In late
May, former player Ken Caminiti became the firsay@r to be directly associated with
using steroids when he admitted his use in anvieerwith Sports IllustratedVerducci,
June 3, Appendix B), a year after his retirememtnfthe game. Though not a superstar
on the level of McGwire or Bonds, Caminiti was thational League MVP in 1996 and

was a three-time All-Star, and was well-known ia Haseball world.

Caminiti initially said that about half the leagwas using steroids, but later
claimed that this number was coaxed out of himheyreporter and called baseball “a
relatively clean sportWashington Podtlews Services, May 31, Appendix B). In the
immediate aftermath of Caminiti’'s confession, theees a flurry of articles concerned
with Caminiti’s initial, extremely surprising estate, many of which took on moralizing

tones. ThaNashington Pos Thomas Boswell claimed that all players had @icdt

“Either use illegal drugs that may do serious ld@gn damage to
your health, or watch as others who do use steabidat you out of the
money, the fame or the records that ought to besyibthe playing field
were truly level. The devil could hardly concoanhare perfectly sinister
moral dilemma. (May 30, Appendix B)
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The press reaction to CaminitBports lllustratecconfession was covered
heavily by sports commentators. Conversely, re@tait his recantation and the more
reasonable estimates from players and coacheplétad the percentage of users at
around 10 to 20 percent were typically covereass|dramatic terms in more traditional
news formats (Hermoso & Kepner, May 30; Straussy Bt Antonen, May 30;
Appendix B). When the retraction was written aboyisports commentators, Caminiti’'s
initial estimate still seemed to be given more erex. Jon SaracenoWEA Today
acknowledged Caminiti’s retraction, but disregardesgaying, “Too late, Cammy. |
believe your first version, that steroid use igdepnic. The sport has booted away much

of its integrity” (Saraceno, May 31, Appendix B).

A few weeks after Caminiti’s confession, a U.S. &ersubcommittee held a
hearing with MLB players and owners to discussostieuse in the sport. The
subcommittee urged the league to establish a ¢gegtmgram for steroids (Heath, August
8, Appendix B), as at the time, the league onltetb$or illegal recreational drugs. The
MLB Players Association (MLBPA) had notoriously aged drug testing, on the
grounds that it was an invasion of privacy. Witk teague’s collective-bargaining
agreement having expired during the previous sedkeroften-contentious negotiations
between the MLB and MLBPA were already the domirstotyline surrounding baseball
for much of the summer. Caminiti’'s confession, shecommittee hearing, and memories
of the 1994 CBA negotiations that resulted in akngipppage and cancellation of the
World Series created an environment that pushedidtiesting to the forefront of media

coverage of the sport.
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The subcommittee hearing over steroid use in b#isgha the latest evidence that
beginning in 1998 with the revelation of McGwir@sdro use, a moral panic had taken
over media coverage of the issue, based on GoatiBem Yehuda’'s (2010)
conceptualization of the term. Their wdvloral Panics: The Social Construction of
Deviance(2010) identified several key features of the plme@on, including concern,

hostility, consensus and disproportionality (p 3j-4

Concern can be shown in a variety of ways in mpaalics, with a primary source
typically coming in the form of a heightened leeéimedia coverage (Goode & Ben
Yehuda, 2010). The increase in the amount of agialritten about the controversy,
beginning in late 1998 and rising steadily for tlext decade, indicates that discussion of
steroids rose dramatically. Importantly, the concgrown must see the behavior in
guestion as a threat to the well-being or basiaesbf society (Cohen, 2004; Mazzarella,
2007; Springhall, 1998). Repeatedly, journalistsrokd that the continued proliferation
of steroids would damage the integrity and creibdf the sport and the health of
children who looked up to athletes caught using EOUSA Todayarticle claimed
steroids were “the most serious credibility issuéhe game” (Brennan, July 25,
Appendix B). An article fronThe Washington Poshid that testing for steroids would
“restore a semblance of integrity in competitioNiKlasz, May 30, Appendix B). The
negative impact that andro and steroid use by psudaal athletes would have on
“vulnerable” children was established as a prin@ycern throughout coverage in both
1998 and 2002. In separade' Tarticles, athletic surgeon Dr. James Andrews cldime
“They don’t have any healthy kids left,” and “Thsreomething different going on with

kids” (Olney, March 31, June 3, Appendix B). In dmh to his concern shown for the
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affected children, Andrews also exemplified anottta&racteristic common in moral

panics: proselytizing from perceived “elites” (Mazella, 2007).

Hostility is then directed towards those that stycieels is responsible for the
unacceptable behavior (Goode & Ben Yehuda, 2016pdé and Ben Yehuda (2010, p.
35) write that a “major cause of the problem isnesay, society’s feeble and
insufficient efforts to control the wrongdoing.”dmalists often placed the blame on the
league for failing to institute a drug testing pgliclaiming that MLB intentionally
ignored the issue because increased offensive msmileze beneficial to the popularity
of the game (Verducci, June 3; Kindred, August38ipley, May 29, Appendix B). In
addition, players who used steroids were condentrezhuse their use jeopardized
baseball’s level playing field (Boswell, May 30, pgndix B; Olney, March 31,
Appendix B). A solution to the problem is oftenréastrengthen efforts to control the
problem (Goode & Ben Yehuda, 2010, p. 35). As CRAatiations were ongoing, calls
for the implementation of strict Olympic-style drtesting were prevalent (Araton,

August 11; Dickey, June 4; Knapp, May 30; Andershme 1; Appendix B).

Consensus that the behavior in question is a thwesicietal values, as admitted
by Goode and Yehuda (2010, p. 39), is relativehjesttive in this context, as it is
impossibly to judge exactly when a significant eglogonsensus is reached to constitute
a moral panic. Though this study does not havelyda amount of volume to definitely
state that opinions on steroids in baseball wefi@itieely negative, the quantitative
work of McCollough (2009) indicates that this wadeed the case. In terms of the media

coverage analyzed in this study, only one articl2002 downplayed the significance of
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the controversy, &t. Louis Post-Dispatchrticle that theorized that the scandal would

“blow over” (Durando, June 2, Appendix B).

Importantly for an episode to be characterized m®gl panic, the level of
concern shown about the damage that the unacceftab&vior could potentially cause
must disproportional to the actual threat (GoodBeh Yehuda, 2010; Mazzarella, 2007,
Cohen, 2004). The news media often exaggerateprtidem beyond its actual scope,
exemplified by the repeated description of sterdd in baseball as an “epidemic”
(Rhoden, August 27, Appendix A; Saraceno, May 3dpéndix B; Lopresti, May 30,
Appendix B.) In addition, the potential consequenaksteroid use were exaggerated,
such as the 1998hicago Tribunaarticle identifying domestic violence as a potanti
effect of andro use without any sort of contexed#fl (Bayless, September 1, Appendix
A). An article inThe Washington PoéBoswell, May 30, Appendix B) summed up many
of the arguments utilized in coverage of the cordrsy, claiming that steroid use,
“distorts the game, defaces the record book arid eaéry honest man's achievement

into question. It can also kill you.”

Goode and Ben Yehuda'’s (2010) conception of disptagnality can also be

shown through societal fear of a slippery slopesylrite,

The threat this evil presumably poses is felt fw@sent a crisis for
that society: something must be done about it taadsomething must be
done now; if steps are not taken immediately, onsave will suffer even
graver consequences. (2010, p. 35)

lllustrating this fear of dire consequences if Gitgs were not quickly regulated,
Knapp (May 30, Appendix B) wrote in tl8an Francisco ChronicléThe next

generation needs protection. If Major League Bdsdbasn't institute aggressive,
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random testing in the next two or three years,iginas well tell every kid with big-

league dreams to start shooting up now.”

Other author’s characterizations of moral panicefttrence the same ideas as
Goode’s and Ben Yehuda’s. Moral panics arise whgroap of people or behavior are
seen as threatening to societal values, leadiag tgprising of concern. The press then
presents the issue out of proportion with the d¢hraat offered, and calls for
government or legal intervention are made befoeagbue eventually fades away, often
after the behavior had been either self-regulateatidressed through government
legislation (Cohen, 2004; Mazzarella, 2007; Spraigti998). Analysis of media
coverage in 1998 and 2002 indicates that the coettsy over PED use in Major League

Baseball meets all of these requirements.

Mazzarella also notes another critical aspect afahqmanics: the current problem
a society faces is seen as inherently differentraace morally corrupt than those faced
in the past (Mazzarella, 2007). Collective memaw be noted for its role in this
perception, due to the fact that communities ofeaert to distorted, nostalgic
remembrances of the past when faced with advealifgon, 2005). Rather than
critically appraising our conceptions of the pasd &éacing the difficulty immediately,
people often use nostalgia as an “escape” to tdtveamore comfortable ideological
place until the crisis passes (p. 45). Journalesteatedly forgave some of baseball’s
historical icons for their indiscretions—Hank Aarand Willie Mays, despite infamously
having routinely taken amphetamines before games Angeles Times Archives, 1985),
were lauded as “respectable leaders,” and Babe, Rutbtorious alcoholic, gambler, and

womanizer (Vail, 2001), was said to be a “playftdguct and symbol of his Roaring 20s
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environment” (O'Neill, August 11, Appendix B). Stéd use, conversely, was
“contemptible behavior, far worse than an old-tineer putting a horseshoe in his

glove” (Boswell, May 30, Appendix B).

Wilson’s (2005) description of collective memorytde in “maintaining the
status quo” (p. 42) offers a similar sentiment tert&ch’s deep collective memory. While
she takes exception with the neo-Marxian notion tiva ruling class deliberately utilizes
memory as a tool for the reification of social stuues, she points to collective memory’s
critical role in establishing a group’s ideologyeagdence that we use adulterated
iterations of the past when shaping our interpi@tatof the present. Over time, as
communities distort their versions of the past &kenit appear more appealing (p. 45),
the distorted version becomes, in a sense, moad’ ‘ttean objectively historical reality.
Nostalgia, then, is a form of invocation of coligetmemory that causes people to desire

a return to a status quo that never actually exkiste

Supporting this notion, Von Burg and Johnson (2@@®tended that coverage of
the Steroid Era is best understood through thedénsstalgia, as baseball writers were
eager to exorcize steroids from the game in omlegturn baseball to its unsullied,
natural state. Writers who, in 1998, tried to corepatatistics across eras on the basis that
baseball had not changed since its inception warga distorted remembrance of the
past to legitimize their present interpretationshef game. This comparison assumed that
the status quo had remained constant throughouyréweous century, despite
overwhelming evidence of the enormous changesMbgir League Baseball had
undergone (Burk, 2001). The moral panic of 2002 alestrates a similar desire to return

to a simpler time, exemplified by people excusiagtpcons’ faults while vilifying
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current players for similar indiscretions. Charfessalis, Penn State professor and an
expert on athletic PED use who was commonly usedsasirce by journalists reporting
on steroids in baseball, was quoted in a 2002 islibe Sporting NewsI'm bothered
by the fact these chemically-enhanced athletebraaking records of my idol, Mickey
Mantle, where my strong belief is these clowns dotilcarry Mantle's jockstrap”
(Kindred, 2002, August 19, Appendix B). A Yankegdad, Mantle was widely known to

have been an alcoholic and amphetamine user (L2&x1yp).

Closing out the cycle of moral panic described byzlarella (2007), the wave of
media controversy led to government hearings, &edtaal voluntary self-regulation by
the industry supposedly at fault. On August 30,redoefore the MLBPA was set to go
on strike and cancel the rest of the season, teamers and the union reached an
agreement on a new CBA, successfully avoiding &wtoppage for the first time since
the 1960s (Chass, August 31, Appendix B). Includdgtie new CBA was the
implementation of testing for anabolic steroidbedt on only a two-year exploratory
basis, under which there would be no disciplinartyom. Beginning in 2003, random
tests would be administered, and if a predetermgedentage of players tested positive,
a punitive system would be implemented the follayseason (Chass, March 3,
Appendix C). While the program was less strict thaany writers had hoped for, it was
nonetheless seen as a step in the right direcmhthe CBA agreement was widely

portrayed as an historic and successful day fozlteb

kkkkhkkhkk*k*k*k*x
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Media coverage in 1998 and 2002 was consistentyacierized by a nostalgic,
ideological view of the values journalists believm$eball to embody, while the writers
displayed an obstinate refusal to critically appeahe validity of their memories. This
likely is partly due to journalists being unawaféhow significantly collective memory
informs their perspectives (Zelizer, 2008). Fronoajectivity standpoint, the problem
with collective memory infusing itself into journstic narratives is that collective
memory is inherently partial (Zelizer, 1995). Zeli1995) and Zandberg (2010) speak
of collective memory’s crucial tendency to “forgegrtain aspects of a memory in order
to facilitate an imagined higher degree of correslamce between contemporary
perceptions of the past and objective historyolmrpalism, this is typically done through
selective narration, as journalists “use historgmalrces, but in a selective creative

manner and thus blur the lines of fact and fictiG@@ndberg, 2010, p. 8).

While the deep collective memory of baseball asr@ pepresentation of
American values is comforting—a common trait intatggic remembrances (Wilson,
2005)—the aspects of history that it ignores dcadliy alter the reality. Baseball’s history
to this point looks nothing like the collectivelgitstructed memory of it, which
disregards racial atrocities and gambling scaraksfar back as the 1870s (Voigt, 1976;
Nathan, 2005). The only way to reconcile the coiNets Puritanical myth of baseball
and the objective reality of the sport’s historyhisough conditioned cognitive
dissonance and the absence of thinking criticdilyua the past, two characteristics

repeatedly evident in coverage in this time period.

The narrative nature of journalism irrevocably @téne way that future

communities think about the past (Nathan, 2005gWi1977; Zandberg, 2010; Hutton,
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1988). The 1919 Black Sox scandal—in which eightiers of the Chicago White Sox
were discovered to have intentionally lost the W@eries in exchange for payment
from a gambling ring, and subsequently were barfireed baseball for life (Nathan
2005)—is a story that every baseball fan grew wrihg, and is as much a part of
baseball’s collective memory as Babe Ruth is. Bagipite the story’s dishonorable
nature, through the use of selective narratiomag over time been transformed by the
collective to somehow add to the charm of basebhlBtory. The 1919 Black Sox aren’t
discussed in terms of a professional team bettivayahe World Series; the modernized
story instead focuses on “Shoeless” Joe Jackssmyuiiky nickname and his incredible
statistics in that World Series, while situating team and the scandal as simply a

product of the times (Nathan, 2005).

The Black Sox are a singular example. On a spalewavel, as a similar pattern
is repeated and selective narration rememberstbalparts of the story that can conform
to the collective’s pure and innocent images ofrtbelves and the past, a kind of religion
is formed (Serazio, 2012). Once this ideology peadites throughout the social group,
with no critical evaluation of the validity of oeonceptions of the past, the distorted

version is accepted without any critical skeptici@filson, 2005).

The fear-mongering and hyperbole used by writedeimouncing andro and
steroids seemed to be a defense mechanism, intémdechbat the threat posed by drugs
before they irreversibly damaged the collective mgmRather than attempt to provide
reasoned analysis of the drugs’ benefits and teapstential side effects, journalists
resorted to scaring their audiences into swayieg thpinions. Denham (2006b) even

found that these tactics do not work, as drug nggessthat consistently contain hyperbole
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are less effective in deterring adolescent stane&than “accurate, factual
representations.” McGwire’s supporters chose thmosipe tactic by downplaying andro’s
benefits and effects, portraying the pill as no endangerous than lemonade and
launching ad hominem attacks on any person or argaon that disagreed. They
focused instead on McGwire’s admirable traits,mfieng to place him on the same
pedestals as athletic icons before him to perpetinat narrative of athletic mythicization
(Serazio, 2012). 2002’s moral panic was steepdldersame flawed assumptions that
baseball players of past generations were worthgadization, and that steroids were
destroying the integrity that past eras had besdayp®n the game. In trying to present
baseball players’ steroid usage in its objectiv@asistorical context, baseball’s
collective memory guided the media conversatioa soibliminal and often petty defense

of the sport’s imagined ideals.
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CHAPTER 3

2004

If 1998 and 2002 were the agenda-building yearsifam, 2004), in which
steroids were confined mostly to speculation amdsiiorts section, the events of 2004
saw the controversy take over front-page news Ireedacross the country. The baseball
collective became increasingly aware of the prewadeof PEDs throughout the league,
and political, legal, and athletic elites all refleced the deterioration of “the integrity of
the game” due to steroid usage. Writers and fame ¥oeced to slowly adopt steroids into
the collective understanding of the sport. Thealimnd backlash displayed from those
coming to grips with steroids’ alleged assault asdball’s ideals contributed to tangible

changes in both league and legislative policy.

Zelizer (1995, p. 226) contended that we invokéective memory as a means of
“defending different aims and agendas,” which istdives memory its “usability.”
Repeatedly throughout the year, politicians andienetembers alike invoked collective
memories in calling for stricter penalties for sidrusage, both through proposed
legislative means and in baseball’s policies. Téoen-Weinblatt (2013) differentiated
between invocations of collective memory for italiity. She uses the term “collective
retrospective memory” for when we talk about ounmeées of the past, and “collective
prospective memory,” which consists of reminderghaigs that still need to be done.
The reminders from politicians and media membenewaéempts to use memories of the
past to defend agendas targeted at enacting sppolicy changes, epitomizing

collective prospective memory.
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The results from this time period extend the wdrbenham (2004), and contend
that media coverage of baseball’s steroid contsyen accordance with the goal of
collective prospective memory, contributed to thaament of legislative and MLB drug
policy proposal. In studying the enactment of dpaticy in Congress in 1990 and 2004
and in Major League Baseball in 2002, Denham (2@@4nd that policymakers looking
to more strictly regulate steroidéten used information fror8ports lllustratedarticles in
arguing the need for such legislation. Denham faiad during the 1980s, late 1990s,
and early 2000s5ports lllustrateccontributed heavily to public awareness of the
presence of performance-enhancing drugs in prafieaksports, leading to the Anabolic
Steroids Control Act of 1990, the enactment ofatetesting in MLB in 2002, and the

Anabolic Steroid Control Act of 2004 (Denham, 2Q04)

The current study’s analysis confirms the work ehbam (2004) on the
prominence of athletic PED use in media coveradg®iv, and adds to Denham’s (2004,
2006b), Haigh’s (2008), and Deluliis and Delulii$2012) identification of the common
narratives used by the media when discussing giemiprofessional sports. The
following results will argue that the schematicraéive template of baseball as a game of
integrity influenced coverage from baseball jouistalduring this year, and that political
and legal authorities and the sports media utiltbednvocation of collective memory to

defend their agendas.

kkkkhkkhkkkk*k*x

After LexisNexis returned 647 and 505 results i02@nd 2003, respectively,

within the search parameters “Major League Basthall “steroids,” the number jumps
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to 1,442 in 2004 and has not dropped below 1,008:siAmongst several other
developments, 2004 saw the relationship betweefettexal government and the MLB
intensify with the passing of new steroid legiglatand a nationally publicized federal
drug probe and grand jury hearing. The hearingddte outing of two of baseball’s

biggest stars as steroid users in Barry Bondslamélew York Yankees’ Jason Giambi.

The events of 2003 are important due to their &fea the cultural environment
surrounding steroids in 2004. A brief recap of bt#ancidents will be discussed in order

to provide background for subsequent discussionexfiated coverage in 2004.

In March of 2003, survey steroid drug testing begarthe Major League level,
under the 2002 collective bargaining agreememhdfe than five percent of players
tested positive throughout the season, a punitiseesn would be put in place the
following year, but those who tested positive wordthain anonymous and would not
face punishment. In November 2003, MLB announcatl tetween five and seven
percent of the league had tested positive, whighdred the implementation of a

disciplinary system (Antonen, January 22, Apper@ixwhich will be discussed later.

The most significant event of 2003 took place irgast, when the federal
government began investigating the Bay Area LalboyaCo-Operative (BALCO), a
nutritional supplement laboratory located outsii8an Francisco. The United States
Anti-Doping Agency (USADA) had obtained a sampleanfundetectable designer
steroid said to be used by several elite Ameri¢hletes (Curry, February 13, Appendix
C). USADA traced the origin of the drug to BALCOydaon September® 2003, federal

IRS and San Mateo County narcotics agents raiddd®»2s facilities (Williams &
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Fainaru-Wada, October 30, Appendix C). Two dayer)dahey raided the home of trainer
Greg Anderson, a BALCO employee who was Barry Boakigdhood friend and current
personal trainer. At Anderson’s home, agents fatetbids, documents, and usage
schedules tying the drugs to American athletegweal different sports (Sheinin,

February 13, Appendix C).

The probe stayed mostly under the public radaséveral more months, but
concern had been growing amongst government dffidia 2003, Joe Biden, then a
senator from Delaware, introduced legislation thatild seek to add steroid precursors,
such as andro, to the Schedule Il list of cont@kubstances, assigning them the same
designation as anabolic steroids (Fainaru, Jark@rAppendix C). This bill was later
passed in October 2004, leading MLB to add anditstiist of banned supplements in

June 2005 (Bloom, 2004).

On January 20, 2004, during his annual State obthen address, President
George Bush surprised many in the media by catbngrofessional sports to crack
down on steroid use and implement heavy-handeahggstocedures. Bush, a member of
the baseball collective due to his former posiigrthe general managing partner of
Major League Baseball club the Texas Rangers,mhéeveral of the thematic narratives
common throughout coverage of the Steroid EracHimments mentioned the poor
example that professional athletes were settinghddren, the devolution of American
values in sports compared to past generationsthemidng-term health risks posed by

steroids (Shea, January 21, Appendix C).
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Bush’s words struck a cord with the baseball medikective, as they came just
after the league had announced its plans for thdyrenplemented punitive phase for
steroid testing. The punishments were extremelitéiy allowing for multiple positive
tests before incurring a fine or suspension, asdspension for a full year not coming
until a player’s fifth failed test (Chass, MarchAjpendix C). Many in the media took
Bush’s address as an opportunity to condemn theypiblat they perceived to be
insufficient. A major talking point amongst MLB exives, first seen in responses to
guestions about Bush’s address and repeated troattte year, was that the league’s
eventual goal was a “zero tolerance” policy ona@tky (amongst others: Fainaru, January
21, Appendix C; Chass; February 13, Appendix C)nivia the media, however, felt that
the penalties the league had instituted were exdemeak, and that the flawed testing
design allowed for athletes to easily cheat théesygKindred, August 19, Appendix B;

Saraceno, February 25, Appendix C; Chass, Maréipfendix C).

Here, the narrative remained the same as it wa998 and 2002. The media felt
that the league and its fans were to blame footlibreak of PED usage in baseball
because they remained far too ambivalent to thiel@nes presented by steroids. The
enactment of a weak drug policy—which was evenyuadimitted to be as much by
league executives due to the difficulties in pedsugthe MLBPA to agree to testing at
all (Chass, February 13, Appendix C)—was portragedymptomatic of the general

laissez-faire sentiment towards the issue.

Legal proceedings in the BALCO case intensifie&abruary 2004, and for the
first time since steroid usage in baseball had lvesered extensively, the traditional

news media began to cover the controversy as Web. events—a grand jury subpoena
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for the results of all of baseball’s steroid tast2003, and the indictment of several men
tied to BALCO—demonstrated a significant differemecehe way that cultural context
and narrative story-telling affect coverage betwtentraditional news media and sports
journalists.

On February 18, Mark Fainaru-Wada of th®an Francisco Chronicleeported
that the grand jury investigating BALCO had isssabpoenas for the results of Major
League Baseball's 2003 steroid tests. Both theueamd Players Association strongly
opposed the order, as the MLBPA had only agre¢desurvey testing under the
condition that all names would remain anonymousthatithe results would be
confiscated and destroyed. Informed of this, tlendrjury handed down the subpoenas
on the day before the records were scheduled putged. If the grand jury obtained
access to the list, the names could eventuallyrheqaublic through their inclusion in

public court records (Fainaru-Wada, February 1(Qyeilix C).

Two days later, on February12BALCO’s founder and CEO Victor Conte,
Bonds’ friend and trainer Anderson, BALCO vice pdesit James Valente, and Remi
Korchemny, who coached several United States @adkfield athletes, were charged
with conspiracy to distribute steroids, money laenty, and possession of human
growth hormone (HGH), with a total of 42 chargedadakd amongst the men. (Curry,
February 13, Appendix C). In his televised presg@@nces announcing the charges,
United States Attorney General John Ashcroft madkear that the investigation went
beyond BALCO, and that the government was holdimg in Bush’ commitment to rid

professional sports of drugs. Ashcroft’s announagrnresokes collective memory-driven
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narratives of professional athletic integrity, deristics indicative of the American

Dream (Hoerl, 2002), and the safety of children:

lllegal steroid use calls into question not onlg thtegrity of the athletes

who use them, but also the integrity of the spibrés those athletes play.

Steroids are bad for sports, they're bad for pybey're bad for young

people who hold athletes up as role models. Thyethaof so-called

performance-enhancing drugs is that they fosteli¢hthat excellence can

be bought rather than earned and that physicahpatés an asset to be

exploited rather than a gift to be nurtured. (CuFgbruary 13, Appendix

C)

Nearly every newspaper analyzed for this studyufeata story on the
indictments on the front page of the following daigsue (with the exception of tBe.
Louis Post-Dispatch and coverage in front page news sections wasealtly more
objective than commentary on the subpoenas andtmdnts found in the sports
sections. This study judged the goal of objectitatype “reaching the highest degree of
correspondence between journalistic assertionsealidy” (Boudana, 2011, p. 396.) In
writing about the indictments, news journaliststiesh to deal only in facts, reporting
information as it became available, and keepinggbe restricted to its status as a
criminal investigation. By doing this, journalistsnfined their reports to reality, allowing
them to assert only things that had been proven.

An article in theSan Francisco Chronicl@ainaru-Wada, February 12, Appendix
C) provided an extensive summary of the indictmants the affidavit which
accompanied them, which detailed the actions laareement had taken over the course
of the case to reach the current stage of the tigag®n. Other articles ifthe New York

Times(Curry, February 13, Appendix @ndThe Washington PogFainaru, February

13, Appendix C) provided similar reports as the mnheSan Francisco Chronicle
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While many articles in sports sections containderemces to players who had
been connected to performance-enhancing drugsioniynors, news journalists largely
confined their reports to only verifiable informati Notably, with the exception of
Bonds, none of the articles named any specificgskathat could be connected to the
case, and mentions of Bonds were based on hisiaises to the company and the
people involved. In addition to having a long-stagd-elationship with his friend and
trainer Greg Anderson, Bonds had also publicly atked BALCO and had endorsed
several of their products (Fainaru-Wada, Febru@ryAppendix C). AWashington Post
article acknowledged Bonds’ involvement and theepbaélly far-reaching consequences
of the investigation, but situated Bonds’ placéhia case within only the known aspects
of his association, saying, “The case is potentaXplosive for all major sports, but
particularly Major League Baseball, whose most pnamt player, Bonds, is closely tied
to Conte and Anderson, who played Little Leagudhe Giants slugger. Bonds was
BALCO'’s most prominent endorser” (Fainaru, FebrutBy Appendix C). This quote can
be compared to a quote from a 2Q0RA Todayarticle, a juxtaposition notable for the
discrepancy in tone about the potential ramifigaiof the controversy: “We're not
exactly sure how many people are involved in timsrthodox plot to bring down the
game of baseball. It could be everyone who playkeérnNational League West. It could
be everyone in the big leagues, period” (Brennaly, 25, Appendix B).

When the indictments and subpoenas were discussieid the realm of sports
journalism, articles exemplified a common narrageen throughout coverage of the
Steroid Era, with baseball writers attempting tbascmoral caretakers of the game.

Perhaps influenced by the ongoing court proceedsmsts journalists in 2004 were
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fixated on ensuring that baseball players who ssexbids were identified and properly
disciplined. Many reporters took it upon themselicemake certain that the issue would
not rest until some entity—whether it was the legystem, Major League Baseball, or
the court of public opinion—judged players for thediscretions. This reaction is

common during times of moral panic (Goode & Ben iYady 2010, p. 35).

A USA Todayarticle exemplified the type of rage and moralgony common
throughout the baseball media collective for mutcthe year, saying that reporters were
“walking right up to superstars and boldly askihgrh to take a drug test to prove their
innocence. Baseball is getting exactly what it de=e If it won't punish players
properly, the outside world will be happy to do(Brennan, February 26, Appendix C).
Reporters confronting players with drug tests mltbtker room was a common enough
tactic that it was claimed to have happened sevwenak in the past year (Brennan,
February 26, Appendix C; Burwell, February 27, Apghe C). ASan Francisco
Chroniclearticle called the use of PEDs an attempt to “conmfear a sport chemically,
[and] is worse than cheating. It's a crime” (Knapebruary 13, Appendix C). The same
article claimed that being identified as a steusédr would do more damage to a player’s
reputation than if they were prosecuted and coadicf a crime. Another story
maintained that Major League Baseball executivegadslowly on the issue
intentionally, so as to not expose many of the smipes the league knew were using
steroids, a hesitation that “threatened to stanirthocent” (Saraceno, February 25,

Appendix C).

These types of dramatic declarations are madelgeshrough a shared

understanding of values between the writer anéiisence (Kitch, 2008), and research
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has found that identification with athletic totermsmportant in establishing and
affirming a common core of values (Maguire, Poultamd Possamai, 1999; Birrell,
1981). Adding to this research, the current stuzhtends that the backlash exhibited by
sports writers—which was importanttypt exhibited by those in traditional news

sections—is evidence that journalists are infludnmgtheir own cultural contexts.

The anger displayed can be seen to demonstratesjais’ tendencies to use
collective memory to make their stories resonaté wultural assumptions and beliefs
(Bird, 1990; Roeh, 1989; Leavy and Maloney, 20@8)was the case in 1998 and 2002,
the baseball collective’s interpretation of sterag® saw PEDs as a threat to the
schematic narrative template of baseball’s hisébiittegrity. Baseball writers who
penned articles located in newspapers’ sports@sectvere writing for an audience with
a shared understanding of the present and a coraatai values. As such, the intensity
with which they reacted to the subpoenas, comp@ardte much more moderate takes
found in traditional news sections, indicates #yadrts writers were heavily influenced
by the values with which the baseball collectiventffied, and therefore were influenced

by the cultural context surrounding the controversy

On October 18, Ken Caminiti, the subject of the 208ports lllustratedarticle
that made him the first player to be officially asmted with steroid use, died of a drug
overdose (ESPN News Services, 2004). Though hih degs a result of a mixture of
cocaine and opiates, and was unrelated to stef@B8BN News Services, 2004), baseball
journalists took his death as an opportunity tooadte for stronger steroid testing in
baseball, which offers an example of Tenenboim-\Maiti's (2013) “prospective

collective memory.” Caminiti’s death was used bgrsp writers as a reminder to the
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baseball collective of the dangers posed by stsreiith journalists drawing on
emotional appeals with quotes such as, “I can im&bim looking down and hoping
people see what happened, and he's saying, 'Loekewim at right now” (Knapp,
October 14, Appendix C). Writers often pointed @n@niti’s past struggles with
addiction, which Caminiti had admitted to and haabe public years before, as a means
of connecting the present issue to a memory fraptst, seeking to defend their agenda
of strengthening the drug testing programNéw York Timeatrticle claimed, “With luck,

his death will lead to even stricter testing” (Armsten, October 13, Appendix C).

The subpoenas ordered by the grand jury for th& 200g testing results were
deemed to be over-reaching, and were instead tint®nly those who were called to
testify, which narrowed the scope from over 1,484 to only seven. Among the seven
were Barry Bonds and Jason Giambi, two of basebsliperstars (Pogash & Longman,
April 10, Appendix C). In December 2004, Bonds’lsdagrand jury testimony was
leaked to Fainaru-Wada and Williams, who in turblled the transcript in tHgan
Francisco Chronicleln the transcript, Bonds admitted to a closeti@hghip with
BALCO and his childhood friend and current traikiéitliams, but denied ever
“knowingly” taking steroids by claiming to have r@ken the undetectable designer
steroids that Williams provided him for flaxseetlamd an arthritis balm (Williams &
Fainaru-Wada, December 3, Appendix C). Meanwhilanyrof the other athletes who
had testified before the grand jury—all of whongluding Bonds, were given the same
guarantee of immunity as long as they told thentratith the threat of perjury charges for
those who lied— had confessed that Bonds was tifieeone recruiting them to BALCO,

and had occasionally been the middleman in progu?iEDs for the players. After the
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testimony leaked, though many had already deeyestied Bonds, the overriding
sentiment in sports media was that this was tred ftraw, and they used Bonds’ almost

certainly disingenuous testimony as a catalysopirg to spur further reform.

The day after the testimony leaked, Senator Joh@ad#cannounced that if Major
League Baseball did not introduce a stronger tggtolicy, he would introduce
legislation the following month (Milbank & Heath.ebember 4, Appendix C). McCain’s
call to action was framed in the media as a diregttion to the release of Bonds’
testimony, as one of the most high-profile playarthe game was now directly and
publicly implicated in the case. MLB executivespasded quickly and vowed to
introduce a tougher policy (Milbank & Heath, Decaanld, Appendix C), but a U.S.

Senate subcommittee hearing on steroids in basebalheaded by McCain in March

anyway.

kkkkkhkk*k*k*k*%x

Coverage of the hearings in 2005 was not analyzéhis study, as Denham
(2006b), Haigh (2008), McCollough (2006) and Desud Deluliis (2012) have already
done so sufficiently. These authors found that gawent figures in the hearings often
drew on selectively narrated dramatic anecdotems fte past to invoke emotional
reactions (Denham, 2006a). Deluliis & Deluliis (2)found that McCain cited the
safety of America’s youth as a primary concermindducing the Clean Sports Act of
2005. Collective memory’s imprint is evident boththe fact that Congress felt the need
to call the hearings in the first place, which yeassibly due to baseball’s status as the

“American Game” (Butterworth, 2008, p. 146), andMnCain’s invocation of American
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children. Hoerl (2002, p. 261) noted that youthrespnt a culture-type of the collective
memory of the American Dream, and that childrencarenected to “utopian images of
the future.” McCain utilized this particular progpige collective memory in defending
his agenda (Zelizer, 1995) of introducing strictaroid testing. This led to the
introduction of flawed legislation (Deluliis & Delits, 2012) and was followed by

coverage of baseball to be characterized by arathvexgative tone (Haigh, 2008).

The purpose of this chapter is not to contendtti@schematic narrative template
of baseball as a game of integrity was directlpoesible for the enactment of new drug
policy in Congress and Major League Baseball. bgstéhis study argues that, beginning
in 1998, the controversy over steroids in basekad interpreted by the baseball
collective as a matter of PEDs destabilizing theewnity’'s contemporary shared
understanding of baseball’s historical values. This be seen by the constant repetitions
of collective memory-driven narratives by eliteslanedia members attempting to
defend their agendas (Zelizer, 1995): Bush in ka$eSof the Union address, Ashcroft in
the press conference announcing the indictment§difcin the introduction of the Clean
Sports Act, and sports writers in their passiodafending of the game’s integrity in
advocating for the release of the names of thosetested positive. These invocations
were not necessarily deliberate tools or even gonsefforts to relate the current
dilemma to memories of the past. Rather, theyradigative of collective memory’s
robust influence on the collective’s ideologicalues, which many people in the baseball
community feel are shared by the game and Amefagraplay, hard work and

determination, and equal opportunity (Thorn, 1997).
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CHAPTER 4

2007

By 2007, the shock of the BALCO scandal had mastporated, giving way to
the baseball collective becoming grudgingly awdrihe widespread penetration of
performance-enhancing drugs into the league. Cgeaflected PEDs’ prominence, as
both of the year’'s dominant storylines were growhithethe steroid controversy. First,
there was Bonds, whose pursuit of baseball’s hatball-time home record was the
biggest on-the-field storyline throughout the s@agfver since 2004, he had been judged
by the court of public opinion to be a liar andneat, and Bonds and the rest of the
baseball collective were waiting to hear whethenarthe San Francisco grand jury
would charge him with perjury for allegedly lyingrihg his 2004 testimony. The other
major headline concerned steroids from a league-wetspective. In 2006,
Commissioner Bud Selig had retained former serfasmrge Mitchell to head an internal
investigation into baseball’s steroid problem, wiik results expected to be released

some time in 2007.

In each of these cases—and in other stories thouighe year, such as McGwire
being denied entry into baseball’s Hall of Fametfar first time due to his steroid use—
Tenenboim-Weinblatt's (2013) “prospective colleetmmemory” was on full display, as
sportswriters clamored to decipher how each ofithees and events in the controversy
would be remembered by the baseball collectivlenfiture. Talk of Bonds’ “legacy”
was prevalent throughout the year, ramping up agheloser to and eventually broke

Hank Aaron’s record in August. When Mitchell reledsis report in December, calling
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baseball’s previous decade the sport’s “Steroid’oarnalists immediately attempted to
move forward, debating how the league could closebbok on the Era and confine it to
the past. In quickly adopting Mitchell’s framing thfe period as the Steroid Era and
looking forward to better days, media members gitechto provide hope for the future

by situating the Era as a finite period locatetlaseball’s past.

After McGwire did not garner enough votes to eantreinto the Hall of Fame,
the disparity between the tones of coverage irSthéouis Post-Dispatcand in the
national newspapers represented the partial, p&aticand universal nature of memory.
Analysis of the coverage indicated that those éSh Louis baseball community had
either forgotten or ignored McGwire’s indiscretiasing his playing days, and were
focused on redeeming his reputation. These memages inherently partial, as they
downplayed McGwire’s negative actions in favor ofghasizing his humanitarian work
and, for St. Louis fans, his likable personalitpn@ersely, those in the national baseball
community focused on his PED use, and chose toihafghinst him.

Each of these narratives were influenced by therseltic narrative template of
“the integrity of the game,” and each used thisglate to legitimize the baseball
collective’s interpretation of the present. OnWiele, media coverage in 2007 of
McGwire, Bonds, and Mitchell’s report attemptediutdize the past to determine the

present’s future legacy.

kkhkkkhkkhkk*k*k*k*%x

Voting for the baseball Hall of Fame is perhapsabgect of the game that is both

most influenced by and most influential on colleetmemory. Induction into the Hall,
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which is the highest honor a player, manager, ecetve can receive, is representative
of anointing the inductee as important to basebaiktory (Gould, 1989; Parsons and
Stern, 2012). Thus, members of the Hall of Famealassmed worthy to be remembered

over time, while others become lost to history éB8as and Stern, 2012).

Voting is conducted by members of the Baseball #&iAssociation of America
(BBWAA), an organization made up of journalists wdaver major league baseball on a
regular basis. When voting, writers are tasked wahonly judging merit and excellence
on the field, but also judging potential inducte®stegrity, sportsmanship, and
character” ("BBWAA Election Rules,” Baseball Hall Bame). McGwire, on the ballot
for the first time and despite probably posses#iegdesired on-the-field statistics (Jaffe,
2013), did not receive the required 75 percenhefotes when the results were released

in January (Vecsey, January 10, Appendix D).

Though members of the BBWAA are not required tolighbrelease or defend
their ballots, media coverage of McGwire’s exclusi® representative of the common
sentiment surrounding his omission. In the 2005a8&esubcommittee hearings, a teary-
eyed McGwire famously refused to discuss his atlegieroid use, repeatedly claiming,
“I'm not here to talk about the past” (Barrett, 3)0This was taken as a tacit admission
that he had used steroids beyond his known usasdrb and creatine, and members of
national publications, for the first time, took thand that they would never vote for a
player who had been connected to steroids regardfeshether he had been officially
caught. A story in thélew York Timewas indicative of the reasoning of many in the

sports media:
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| could note that he was ordinary on defense,cheatively low

career batting average of .263, and broke downivelg early, which can

be seen as a sign of reaction to performance-emgadougs. The New

York Times does not allow reporters to vote for edgabut | would not

have voted for McGwire mostly because of his pathggrformance

before Congress. (Vecsey, January 10, Appendix D)

The St. Louis Post-Dispatcltonversely, supported McGwire, and demonstrated a
clearly differently-constructed memory of McGwinedahis playing days than the one
displayed in national publications. In 1998, thisparity in coverage was also present, as
thePost-Dispatchwas amongst the most vocal supporters of McGwine.Plost-

Dispatchs article on McGwire’s exclusion, in similar fasiito 1998, lauded his
humanitarian work, his role in resuscitating bafispopularity after the work stoppage
in 1994, and claimed that McGwire’s PED use wag$ima product of the times, as
MLB had not yet implemented any rules against itk{i6z, January 10, Appendix D).
The paper portrayed McGwire as the archetypicdlmigvho was condemned by a

spiteful media corps, and advocates for his redemprough induction into the Hall of

Fame.

Wertsch'’s (2008) concepts of specific narratived schematic narrative
templates complement Zelizer's (1995) particulad aniversal elements of memory
here. The universal significance that an eventhitddthe entirety of a community—
here, that steroids and the integrity of the gamreérasome manner inherently linked—
resembles the schematic narrative template, asoiinenunity uses an event’s universal
significance to interpret its meaning in the prés&m a more individual level, each
subset of the collective is able to recall paracuspects (or specific narratives) of the
memory in order to defend their own agendas (ZeliZ895). Both local and national

coverage indicated that the universal basebalkctlle recognized the schematic
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narrative template that steroids and the gameégiityy were linked, but the St. Louis
collective and the national collective selectivedynembered only the particular aspects

that could buttress their contemporary arguments.

Over the course of the year, it was common to s@ers from theSan Francisco
Chronicleand theSt. LouisPost-Dispatcheach supporting both McGwire and Bonds.
Because of their shared collective memories ofathgs in which their hometown heroes
were wronged, a hew social group was unconscidashyed, founded on a shared
understanding of the players’ victimizations angééor their redemptions. Journalists
writing with a national perspective as a part & ldrger baseball collective shared no
such attachment to or shared past with the loeglgns, and thus vilified Bonds and

McGwire for their attacks on baseball’'s presumedebsystem.

In excluding McGwire from the Hall of Fame, spontsters used him as a
scapegoat, utilizing a process “through whictoenmunityrids itself of its own
imperfections” (Butterworth, 2008). In scapegoatiigGwire, the baseball collective
exorcised the immediate crisis, and establishedttdmedard to which future PED users
would be held. As the site of baseball’s “instibutal memory” (Parsons & Stern, 2012,
p. 64), the exclusion of McGwire and all futureretd users from entering the hallowed

grounds of Cooperstown served to purge steroida thee memory of the game.

Though McGwire’s exclusion from the Hall of Famesaar from the most
important or newsworthy story of the year, it off@rrepresentative example of the
manner in which the sports media attempted tolhjtateanse itself throughout the rest

of the season, especially through coverage of Bdaalgring the season with 734 career
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home runs, Bonds was just short of Hank Aaronsimlé record of 755 (Chass,
February 17, Appendix D), which is largely consa&tebaseball’s most sacred record. By
this point in his career, the entire baseball ctive had widely accepted that Bonds had

used steroids to aid his late career surge toojheftthe record books.

In 1998, though there was a subset of reporterssghdemned McGwire during
his record-breaking season, the prevailing sentimes one of nervous anticipation
about whether or not McGwire or Sosa would actuadigt Maris’ 61. Conversely,
coverage of Bonds was characterized by pessinmgictability that Bonds would break
Aaron’s record, resulting in a mixture of “ambivaée and disdain” towards the player
(Tucker, July 21, Appendix D). Coverage of the haomechase was heavily centered on
how to react if and when Bonds broke the recordrrildists, aware of the magnitude of
the record, felt that the way in which the baseballective reacted towards Bonds would
decide how both he and the collective would be rabexed as part of the Steroid Era’s
legacy. AUSA Todayrticle, headlined “Era of Bonds isn’'t noteworthgisked a
guestion that was commonly discussed throughouttiase: “What will those future
sports fans think of us decades from now? Wonit kbek at the replays of Bonds' 756th
home run and ask how everyone, how anyone, cous leestatic knowing our own era'’s

steroid history?” (Brennan, August 9, Appendix D)

Both before and after he broke Aaron’s record irg#at, Bonds underwent a
similar scapegoating process as McGwire had inalgninstead of becoming
immortalized in the sport like Ruth and Aaron wdBends’ accomplishments were seen

as irrelevant to the sport’s history, because Haaton would popularly be seen as the
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home run king until a clean player took the crowonf him (Grady, June 21, Appendix
D; Tucker, July 21, Appendix D; Brennan, Augusf@pendix D). Birrell (1981)
claimed that adulation of athletes was affirmatdmelief in the values which they are
seen to represent. As the most sacred record ispthre, recognizing Bonds as the
record-holder would be akin to marking Bonds asesgntative of the sport and its

values, and would deem him a part of baseball tyisto

In order to correct this, the baseball collectied, by journalists, refused to
acknowledge Bonds as the record-holder by devalihegtatistics, illustrated by a quote
from aUSA Todayarticle: “Baseball, of all sports, sells traditiand statistics. If drug
hypocrisy prevails, tradition is a lie. We mergtinnreality when medical artifice
creates sports heroics” (Grady, June 21, AppengliX Bis was a departure from 1998,
when journalists emphasized McGwire’s and Sosabssics as evidence to validate
their beliefs that what the players were doing leggimate, such as the 1998
Washington Podrticle that claimed McGwire and Sosa were hittinger
circumstances that were “virtually identical toy#es in the ‘30s, ‘40s and ‘50s”

(Boswell, August 4, Appendix A).

Instead, sports writers in 2007 invoked Aaron’s Rudh'’s intangible
contributions to the game, with many writers claighthat Bonds could not reach the
same standards. Ruth was referred to as “the pa#tiohof American possibility”
(Tucker, July 21, Appendix D), while Aaron “was @arnest, working-man player with
steel-band wrists, [who] set his record amid rasnts and death threats that make

Bonds' march look like a waltz” (Tucker, July 2lpgendix D; Grady, June 21,
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Appendix D). Conversely, Bonds was often portrage@loof with teammates and cold
to the media (Jenkins, April 14; Nightengale, M&a1Tucker, July 21; Appendix D).
He was called an “embarrassment” to the sport (§Hdgvember 16, Appendix D) and a

“cheater” (Saraceno, March 16, Appendix D).

Bonds’ statistics were seen as particularly shedgn by Steroid Era standards,
and were directly attributed to performance-enhamdirugs because of how far they laid
outside of conventional wisdom. After hitting 40more home runs two times in his first
14 seasons, he topped the 40-mark in all five ®8lge 35-39 seasons (baseball-
reference.com). That stretch included his infampuositlying 73-home run campaign at
age 36, a time when most players’ careers aregpsiecline. Bonds was largely
portrayed as the poster-boy for the moral corruptibbaseball over the past decade
(Tucker, July 21; Wendel, July 17; Grady, JuneAdpendix D). Tim Wendel dJSA
Todaywrote that after Bonds broke Aaron’s record, “liadlewill have lost its sense of
history along with what was left of its innocen@¢hat has long separated the national
pastime from other sports is the ability to compsiees through the ages. That ends with

Bonds” (Wendel, July 17, Appendix D).

The coverage of Barry Bonds and Mark McGwire in20@n be seen as
evidence that baseball’s historical values inflleghthe cultural context surrounding the
steroid controversy, and that the social conteki@mced journalistic accounts.
Vilification of the two athletes, especially whdrey were placed in direct comparison to
players that came before them, was repeatedly ftaave matter of integrity, which

Bonds and McGwire were seen to lack (Vecsey, Janl@rAppendix D; Chass,
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November 16, Appendix D; Grady, June 21, Appendix@alling Ruth “the patron saint
of American possibility” (Tucker, July 21, Appendd and admiring Aaron for his work
ethic and enduring of racial hardships (Grady, ZiheAppendix D) echoes the values
that Thorn (1997, p. 6) claimed that the baselmléctive envisions itself sharing with

American identity: fair play, hard work and detenation, and equal opportunity.

The partiality of these memories affects the olyégtof journalistic accounts.
As stated previously, baseball’s history is far encomplicated than the deep collective
memory makes it out to be. Ruth was a well-knowmntader and alcoholic (Vail, 2001)
and Aaron used amphetamines throughout his plajéayg (Los Angeles Times
Archives, 1985). Arguments that steroid use hageaulaseball to lose “the ability to
compare stars through the ages” (Wendel, July ppeAdix D) were based in the
schematic narrative template of baseball’s histbgontinuity, which was commonly
invoked in 1998 when writers claimed that McGwie¢ lsis record against conditions
that were “virtually identical” (Boswell, August Appendix A) to those in the early- and
mid-20d" century. This narrative is similarly weakened tsydartiality, as baseball’s
myriad transformations over the preceding centuaglenthe game significantly different
from the game that Ruth was playing (“Baseball étigt’ The Baseball Page, 2012),

with some changes as substantial as permittind daople to play in the league.

In 2007, analysis of coverage offers evidencejthanalists used selective
narration to recall only the parts of collectivemuies that could help them defend their
agenda of denouncing Bonds as baseball’'s homesnand-holder. If the goal of

objectivity is to “reach the highest degree of espondence between journalistic
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assertions and reality” (Boudana, 2011, p. 396N dwer, arguments made based on the
partial collective memories of the historical imiégand continuity of Major League

Baseball fall short of the standard.

Bonds finished the season with 762 home runs. DegE continuing to be a
productive player in his last few seasons (Kna@®882, no teams signed him the
following season, and he never played in the Magagues again. On November 15,
2007, Bonds was charged with four counts of pergung one count of obstruction of
justice for allegedly lying under oath during hisugd jury testimony in 2004 (Williams,

November 16, Appendix D).

Coverage of the indictment was again split betwtbertraditional news and
sports sections of the paper. Again, significantlyre objectivity was shown by news
reporters, who focused on the case and chargesdtdnd provided insight into how the
case was likely to play out. Many sports commemsatmonversely, displayed the same
vengeful attitude towards Bonds as they had iniaggior the release of the alleged
cheaters’ names in 2004. Many writers took thisoopmity to add to the narrative that
Bonds was not worthy of being recognized as a Sagmit part of baseball’s history, but
instead should be filed away as just another playbaseball’s Steroid Era. A rhetorical
guestion in &New York Timearticle about the charges was indicative of themxof the
vitriol felt towards both Bonds and baseball’'s PEoblem: “Should a perjurer be
treated more harshly than a steroids cheat?” (Chimsseember 16, Appendix D). Bonds
was later convicted of one count of obstructiofustice, but is undergoing the appeals

process and is likely to have the conviction owereéd (Calcaterra, 2014).
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After being hired in 2006 by MLB Commissioner Bueli§ to head an

investigation into baseball’s steroid problem, ferrsenator George Mitchell released the
results of his investigation in December 2007. Tdport named 89 players who could be
proven to have used performance-enhancing drugstiwdast decade, which Mitchell
termed “baseball’s Steroid Era.” Every team haléas$t one player named, and the report
included several high-profile stars, with Bonds agithem (Wilson & Schmidt,
December 14, Appendix D). Given its length, theorepdded a relatively small amount
of new information to the scandal outside of a tevexpected bombshell names, but for
years, the baseball collective had been clamonngdme sense of transparency in the
practice to gain an idea of how prevalent PEDs wEne anticipation of the report’s
release, its sheer volume, and the fact that thtaiauhad finally been pulled back to
reveal how ubiquitous PEDs had been created a nrethay. All of the newspapers
analyzed for this study featured a story aboutMitehell report on its front page the day
after its release, and each contained multiple centany pieces in the sports sections as

well.

Mitchell argued that rather than focusing on thstgad punishing those named
in the report, the goal of the investigation wabiing an end to the era (Sheinin,
December 14, Appendix D). Interestingly, in stagknparison to their vengeful tones
throughout much of the previous year, most sporiterg were content to acquiesce to
Mitchell’'s request and attempt to move forward.|I€&r baseball to implement the
harshest drug testing program in American sportge \peesent in nearly every

commentary piece about the report, but the moshoemnarrative was that the Mitchell



report should mark the end of the Steroid Era,taatithe report would allow the

baseball collective to put the disgraceful erhim past.

73
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CHAPTER 5

2013

As the most recent fully completed year, media cage in 2013 was chosen to
represent the contemporary cultural context sudmgperformance-enhancing drugs in
baseball. Though resentment and anger towardsrplaye were caught or suspected of
using PEDs remain prevalent, there is evidencettigabaseball collective is becoming
more tolerant of steroids, and is slowly moving &ogls the incorporation of steroids into
baseball's collective memory.

In contrast to the 2007 Hall of Fame electionqylasgantial subset of writers
supported the election of players connected t@gter Writers invoked memories of past
Hall of Famers’ known indiscretions in rationaligithat steroid users were no worse
than some players that had previously been eleotedmortality, representing
journalists’ most deliberate acknowledgement ofithgroprieties that existed in the
game long before steroids from any of the yearsvieae studied.

Major League Baseball conducted an investigatiém amother steroid
distribution center, a Miami-based rejuvenatiomiclnamed Biogenesis. The
investigation resulted in over a dozen playerduiag superstars Alex Rodriguez and
Ryan Braun, being out as PED users and subsequesipended by the league. The
media hoopla surrounding Rodriguez’s suspensiqreasally, indicated that the Steroid
Era had not yet been forgotten to history by marhe baseball collective.

Compared to 2004, however, there was significdatyg coverage of the
Biogenesis case than there was devoted to theoddsyt workings of the BALCO

hearings. Far more focus was placed on the potgntashments the players would
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receive, and subsequent defending of the heavyedtbhpdnishments after they were
meted out. A commonly-used narrative in discussadriee suspensions raised the
concern that the league would never be able tthadport entirely of steroids. After the
release of the Mitchell Report, it is possible thiaé of the reasons the baseball collective
was so willing to accept use of the term, the “StkEra,” was because it situated the
problem as a matter of the past. In 2013, anabfsteverage indicated that the baseball
community had begun to become, if not tolerantefads, at least aware that PEDs
were not likely to be eradicated from the spor20i3, PEDs were often compared to
methods of cheating that had been around for decadsh as spitballs or corked bats,
rather than being portrayed as a stain on the ganlilee any seen before. The beginnings
of acceptance that steroids would remain a facttefame, in tandem with the subdued
coverage of the legal workings of the Biogenesahdal and an emerging willingness to
vote PED-connected players into the Hall of Fanae, lme seen as indicative of the
baseball collective slowly incorporating performarenhancing drugs into the sport’s

collective identity.

*kkkkhkk*k*k*k*%x

Similarly to 2007, coverage of steroids in 2013dewith the exclusion from the
Hall of Fame of any players tied to steroids. Vet@enied entry to pitcher Roger
Clemens, who was the biggest superstar to be surghy named in the Mitchell Report,
McGwire, Bonds, and Sosa, despite them all possgssideniable Hall of Fame

credentials. Even players who had never been altiyotconnected to steroids outside of
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baseless rumors or speculation were excluded, sigathat baseball writers had stuck to
their words from 2007 that no PED-tainted playeuldde elected to the Hall.

In 2007, McGwire was pilloried by national orgartieas for his lack of integrity,
while his hometown newspaper and 8an Francisco Chroniclgerhaps influenced by
San Francisco’s own hometown, PED-using supemst@ported his candidacy. The
Chronicleand theSt Louis Post-Dispatckach used narratives of redemption that were
supported by the partiality of their memories, dplaying his steroid use and
emphasizing his charity work and community staku013, many national publications
joined the local papers in using redemptive nareatiafter the players’ Hall denials,
utilizing selective narration to recall partial asfs of their memories. New York Times
headline proclaimed, “Hall of Fame Has Always M&it®om For Infamy,” (Pennington,
January 9, Appendix E) before naming several digedpe figures who had been elected
to the Hall in the past. Another article rationatizhat if steroids had been available 50
years previously, Hall of Famers would undoubtdwye used them. Since they weren't,
many players, including Hall of Famers, populariteel use of amphetamines, which
were similarly illegal and yet distributed by tegimysicians (Nightengale, January 8,
Appendix E).

In the following months, during a new PED-supp&eandal similar to the
BALCO case, it remains clear that steroids contihtoaebe a matter of dishonor amongst
the baseball collective. Coverage of the Hall ahEarotes, however, displayed tones
that fans and media members were slowly movingam the moral hysteria prevalent
throughout the previous 15 years. Rather than ggrtg beloved Hall of Famers from

the past as pillars of virtue, many writers refesshsome of their well-known
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transgressions, in order to support contempordeypretations of the severity of PED
users’ alleged crimes.

Election to the Hall of Fame is symbolic of markiaginductee as an
indispensible part of baseball’'s memory (Parsor&té&n, 2012), so as such, calls to
enshrine steroid users confirms a willingness toiporate the Steroid Era into the
collective memory. The use of favorable comparigongayers from the past
demonstrates that this faction of the basebalectbite saw steroid users as equally
worthy of veneration as past icons, evidentiargttémpts to redeem their tainted
legacies. This represented a stark philosophiqaddere from the previous decade’s
prevailing sentiment. Whereas steroid usage hadqugly been portrayed as a uniquely
reprehensible stain on the history of the gams, ghrticular social context of PED use
had shifted beyond moral outrage towards acceptainite status as a part of baseball’s
past.

This change in narrative is more representativ@®iunpredictable ways in
which collective memory can be invoked to defendipalar agendas, rather than of a
wholesale shift in the baseball collective’s opmi@hroughout the rest of the year,
though the majority of journalists demonstrated sgrogression towards a more
moderate stance on steroids compared to previars,y@gisdain for outed PED users
remained prevalent.

This was evident in coverage of the Biogenesis.qafter several major leaguers
associated with the Miami-based clinic tested paesior PEDs, both the MLB and law

enforcement conducted investigations into the climhis led to the outing of several
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prominent major leaguers as client of the clinithwdocuments identifying them as PED
users (Schmidt & Eder, February 7, Appendix E).

The amount of coverage devoted to the legal woskofghe case was
significantly different than coverage of the BAL@®@arings, despite the cases’ inherent
similarities. The scope of the BALCO case surefypt a role, as the San Francisco lab
was tied to athletes in several sports, includimgAmerican track team just months
before the Summer Olympics. Importantly, the BALC&3e was the investigation that
opened the public’s eyes to the prevalence of istgron a way that Caminiti's 2002
confession was unable to accomplish. By 2013 girsethat the shock and awe had
subsided. Coverage of the legal proceedings, acaydtook on a far more subdued
tone than the “Journalism of Outrage,” intent aggering policy change (Protess, 1991),
which was present in 2004. Even when the issuecanasred in sports sections,
objectivity largely remained intact due to the atzseof moralizing or speculation.

Among the players named by the Biogenesis docunvesrts former baseball
MVPs Ryan Braun and Alex Rodriguez. Braun had teptesitive for steroids in 2011,
but escaped suspension on a technicality whiledpigannocence (Kepner, July 23,
Appendix E). Rodriguez was at one time seen abakehope for a clean player to break
Bonds’ record (Chass, November 16, Appendix D),ib@009 had admitted to steroid
use earlier in his career.

In late July, Braun negotiated a deal with the leatp suspend him for 65
games—a middle ground between the punishmentsfiat@and second time offender—
after he admitted his use that caused the 201ddfssist (Kepner, July 23, Appendix E).

Rodriguez, in an extremely highly-publicized deamsboth before and after it was
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handed down, received the longest suspensiondaridtuse to date. The 211-game
ban—Iater reduced to 162 after an appeal by Rodrigtwas due to what the league
claimed was the use of several banned substaneesh&vcourse of several years
(Brennan, August 6, Appendix E).

In the lead-up and aftermath of the suspensiomsclear that many in the
baseball collective continued to view steroids ata@ on the game. Contrasting heavily
with the redemption narratives applied to the ledlFame candidates in January, many
writers reverted back to the same vindictive tah@s they had used in previous years,
especially when discussing the how harsh they wlishe penalties to be. Quotes from
players, fans, and media members repeatedly hampé&ithe integrity of the game” to
justify their support for the severity of the suspiens, particularly in Rodriguez’s case.
After he appealed his suspension, the general nsuseamong the baseball collective
was that they wanted him to either drop the appesgdtire altogether, in order to limit
the shame he had brought to the game.

Despite the disdain showed for the players, coveaddghe Biogenesis case and
reactions to the players’ suspensions also pregentene scarcely seen in previous
years: the loss of hope that the Steroid Era weutt officially come to an end. In
analyzing the narratives surrounding the releagsbeoMitchell Report in 2007, it can be
argued that one of the main reasons the mediaavgaisk to adopt Mitchell’'s name for
the era, outside of the ability to use it in catbieadlines, was that it situated steroids as a
problem of the past and offered hope for the futladeling a time period as an “era,”
especially in a context specific to baseball, ctes@ sense that the game had moved on.

This served to make the years after the Mitchefid®eakin to the “Post-Steroid Era,”
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juxtaposing the era’s falling action to the clim@ithe release of the report. This is a
form of redemption narrative, as baseball was pgetl to be moving on from a
dishonorable era of the game, and was on its wagitty restored as a game of integrity.
The baseball collective was willing to embrace,tessemplified by Commissioner Bud
Selig famously declaring in 2010 that, “The so-ealSteroid Era is a thing of the past”
(Schmidt, 2010).

The Biogenesis case fractured this narrative. Adadegthe spiteful calls for harsh
punishments was a restrained sense of helplesshasap matter how hard the league
tried, performance-enhancing drugs would remaiaragf the game. Journalists, in
contrast to the early years of the era when theyght the league was too lax on steroids,
lauded MLB on its drug policy and active pursuitloé Biogenesis investigation. The
crux of the problem, to which many writers and pl@ypointed, was that new,
undetectable performance-enhancing drugs wereathsbeing designed, and that it
was impossible for the league to keep up (Gilleshidy 24, Appendix E; Wise, July 28,
Appendix E; Brennan, August 1, Appendix E). Refesmto the undetectable drugs that
BALCO supplied and the testosterone booster Hunramwt Hormone (HGH), which
had been available for over a decade but for whaheliable test had ever been
designed, served as prospective collective memaeasnding the collective that action
needed to be taken. Rather than angling for strartey policy or the banishment of
players from the game, however, the prospectiviecidle memories seemed to make an
argument for negotiating steroids into the collexidentity of the sport.

The relatively small amount of coverage devoteth&legal aspects of the

Biogenesis case, in comparison to the overwhelmiscussion and reaction to the
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suspensions, offers evidence that the problem wasatessarily with performance-
enhancing drugs, but the act of cheating in itS¢ie scandalized coverage of and
reaction to the BALCO hearings, with articles abihwt day-to-day court workings of the
case as plentiful as sports commentary, indicatatthe baseball community was as
much fascinated with the story and particariety of cheating as with the fact that
players were doing it. In 2013, the novelty hadmoif. The Biogenesis case, though
effectively covered by the media in terms of itgonancidents and figures, was not
covered with nearly the sheer volume nor sensdtmathtone that characterized media
commentary of the BALCO investigation. Instead,e&@ge of steroid usage was
grounded only in the basis that use of performasd&ncing drugs constituted cheating,
and therefore must be governed, making it simdaterations of cheating used in the
past like corked bats or spitballs (Perry, 2013).

It needs to be stated that the negotiation of gtenato the collective
interpretation of the sport is far from reified. & qualitative analysis of articles from
2013 offers clues that the collective is beginrtmglowly progress away from the rage
present in the early parts of the era towards a&measoned stance on the issue, but the
general sentiment remains weighted in anger’s taecNearly all of the 2013 articles
analyzed about the Hall of Fame candidacy of slewsers utilized redemptive
narratives, but the fact remains that no player whe connected to steroids received
more than 37 percent of votes. This can be cormidaiflaw in the current study’s
design, as though there is a substantial subskeafollective who supported the players’
elections, there are clearly more writers whoddferently than the few who wrote for

the major publications this study utilized. Likewjshe largely negative tone of coverage
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of Braun and Rodriguez’s suspensions demonstriaé¢sihte baseball collective has not
yet fully moved on from the scandal.

Instead, the narratives presented in this chaptaild be taken as evidence that
the baseball collective is continuing the procdssegotiating its contemporary
interpretations of the game, resulting in the sppagression towards acceptance of PEDs
as an unavoidable aspect of baseball’s histor00v, in his first year on the ballot,
McGwire received only 23 percent of Hall of Fameego In Clemens’ and Bonds’ first
ballot appearances in 2013, they received 37 arukeB&ent, respectively, demonstrating
a steady climb in voters’ tolerance of steroid ss8teroids are not yet constructed as an
indelible facet of baseball’s collective identibyt analysis of media coverage in 2013

offers evidence that the baseball community is Blomoving in that direction.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUSION

In working to identify the thematic narratives pagant throughout the Steroid
Era, it becomes clear that the schematic narrégivgplate of baseball as an unchanging
game of historical integrity was the dominant uihdeg tone utilized repeatedly by
journalists. Writers leaned on this narrative tpmurt their contemporary interpretations
regarding the egregiousness of PED users’ crimesgitk the memory’s inherent
partiality. Fifteen years after McGwire confessedising androstenedione, a subtle
change in the baseball collective’s identity appdam which the baseball community
began to incorporate steroids as a part of the gitedia coverage in 2013 offered the
most noticeable instances of journalists acknowteglthe game’s sordid history
alongside its virtues, demonstrating that thoughitttegrity of the game would continue
to be valued above all other things, narrativesiabteroids had moved beyond rage and
progressed towards more moderate disapproval.

The second research question sought to identifglwaspects of collective
memory journalists most often used, and what imeee could be made drawn from the
coverage. Clearly, Zelizer's (1995) notion of cotlee memory’s “usability” is the most
obvious answer here, as journalists frequently tiseild memories to defend their
agendas. Memory’s partiality was also essentigle@slly when writers directly
compared modern-day players to past icons. Discussif Bonds and the Hall of Fame
candidacy of McGwire were dominated by recolledioh Aaron’s and Ruth'’s virtues,

while ignoring the indiscretions and historicalligas of each player and their eras.
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Similarly, when McGwire and Sosa were being laubedheir torrid home run paces on
the basis of baseball’s historical continuity, er# largely ignored the holes in their
memories to substantiate their opinions that tktersi numbers were legitimate.

Newspapers dedicated to only one geographic regibaSt. Louis Post-
Dispatchand theSan Francisco Chronicle-were much more likely to draw on
narratives evidentiary of memory’s particular nafwhile national media outlets
depicted players and events in terms of their usalaneaning for the entire collective.
This was done in order for writers to connect vatliliences through a shared sense of
cultural values, and memory’s particularity waseafttilized in tandem with its partiality
in order to downplay past faults in the hopes demming a player’s legacy.

This study found evidence that the historical valwgh which the baseball
collective identified—fair play, hard work and detenation, and equal opportunity
(Thorn, 1997, p. 6)—influenced the cultural contextrounding the controversy. Articles
found inside sports sections of newspapers, andftre written for a particular social
group, consistently reflected the shared valuge@baseball collective moreso than
articles found in traditional news sections. A conmity’s ideology and shared
contemporary values are heavily influenced by thmunity’s deep collective memory
(Wertsch, 2008; Wilson, 2005). The backlash dietesteroid users was oftentimes
presented as an issue of integrity, which the kakebllective envisioned the game to
historically possess. This framing incorrectly @xtialized the contemporary crisis,
because the condemnation was based on journa@a@lsttively constructed, incomplete

memories of the past.
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Boudana (2011) contended that this view of jousmalas a product of cultural
context was reductive and depicted journalists ifsowt agency, whereas she felt
successful journalists were able to “transcend thwen social conditioning” (p 392). The
results of the current study found little evidetzesupport Boudana’s (2011) assertions.
While Boudana’s claims may be valid on an individegel, the current study found that
the large majority of reporters were far more hk&l reproduce attitudes consistent with
the contemporary values of their cultural contesttile relying on ideologies that were
heavily influenced by a community’s collective mamadviuch more research devoted to
furthering knowledge of social context’s effectsjoarnalistic work is needed.

Evidence that baseball’s historical values affegvednalistic narratives had
considerable impact on the answer to the finalane$equestion, which asked how
narrative structure and the use of collective mgmayuld affect journalistic objectivity.
The study found that the inability or refusal afijoalists to correctly contextualize their
current crises, usually because of false compasismimherently partial memories of the
past, negatively affects objectivity. Journalisergvheld to the standard of “reaching the
highest degree of correspondence between jounicassertions and reality” (Boudana,
2011, p. 396). Based on this criterion, media mesbkould have shown an impartial
understanding of baseball’s history, and based tdogidemnation of the Steroid Era on
logically sound reasoning such as steroids’ negdtealth effects or their ethical use.
Instead, the media conversation remained for seyegas centered around steroids’
assault on baseball’s historical integrity. In vagf the first draft of history, journalists
both misrepresented modern circumstances and patpdtmisconceptions about the

past.
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The qualitative work in this study adds to the boflgcholarship surrounding
collective memory’s influence on journalism, spealfly in the realm of sports. It offers
evidence that journalistic narratives are oftetugriced by the cultural context
surrounding both the issue and the writer presgrtia account. This study agrees with
Nathan (2005), in that though journalistic accowartsuseful in helping to understand the
cultural and historical significance of an everdtgon, or issue, their accounts should not
be viewed as impartial, objectively historical agots. While journalistic stories are still
historical records, they also often reflect theumall values with which a community

identifies.
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