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This report presents an analysis of the chazacters . L

*. cteated for prime time and weekend daytime network televisionr drama

, and viewer conceptions associeted with exposure to television. Dita

- was gathered through 10-years cf monitoring *elevision programs, .

‘ analyzing characters, and conducting surveys of child and adult
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Hispanics, young aud ald people), findings on role characterizatioas

~ a1 oscupations, a measure of violénce as = demonstration of power,  °
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. Oof soclial reality are discussed. Telavision 2rama is found to
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frequently depicted as victinms of violence. A positive and
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&, . vouN A MTNORITIES ON TELEVISIS . . o,

8y

Georga Garbner and Nancy Signovielldi
The Annenbarg School of Comunications
* University :;%;msylvm :

Television is on in the average hou over' 6 houts~§ day. It pru_caci "

L

a vindow to a world ia which the typical viever lgvoi and learns more than

30 hours a week. A third of eha‘c viewing occurs from 8 to 11100 p.a. -

During’ those hours. children and adults of all ages——about /90 nillton

aach uigh:—ga:ha: ac :he set. That :m is .aned P tize. ‘
Another viewing timae of apecul ctguuicaneo is w«kond daye:l.m (8 :00 a8,

to 2:00 p.m.), the children's hours. Although aceually only about 12 percent |

of the vieving time of childrea undu ‘7 18 spent wacchiag vaekend daye!.m ch:l.:l.-

. . dren's prograns, ‘it 1: a time when the audience 1is conposcd'noacly o!'childrcu; e

ehq industry calls it :hc'"kidvtg ghatto." Therafore it is the best example
_of a world television creates spogifically for children. “
In this revort we present an analysis of (1) the characters created to
. populato the uorlds of prime :in. and weekend daytime network television dxann.
and. (2) some viewer conceptions associa:cd with exposure to telavision. Iho.
report is based on 10 years of monitoring 1,363 programs, analyzing 16,883
' characters, and conducting surveys of child';nd adult viewers. |

" Of all of television's messages, the most pervasive and telling may be

the message of casting. We shall report teén-year averages and treands in the

‘This analysis updates and extends certain parts of previous studies we con-
ducted for the United States Commission on Civil Rights. For a full report
and methodology ‘see Window Dresging on the Set: Women and Minorities on
Television. A Report t of the U.S. Commission on Civil Righcs. Hhshing:ou.
D.C., August 1977; and Window Dressing on the Set: An Update. A eport of
the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, Nhshinston, n.c.. January 1979.
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’mcuziou betveen enlevutoa upoma and viever concope:lom of mw _ ' _f};ﬁ
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old people), m!u&m. on role characteristics nd oeemum. u‘l 8

- &

-

’ruuty .- , *’ . . SRR

It is important to luop i.n-und that vt l.oolf. at ‘aurcsa:q ayo:m of

-l

messages. w. do not focus on nd:.vtdm ‘prograns, nomﬂu. oz produce:l.m.

munitiss abnorb over long. pcrtodo of time. Ie is samevhat Ilka £1y1ns over .

-t

one's own ncighborhood. the :erriUer is renl but the paceotns are dif!e:une.

L ]
L3

.and are sasn in a broaller context. g . - ' S

3 L]

. - These patterns are not tha cru:tan of p:l.nglc md:mw- or g:oupn. .

They are the creation of a sys:enwof broadcasting and of a:ory-tcllins with : X )

deap hiscorteal. cul:ural. and coumercial roots. It is a syutun which clloun

“gery few dejreas of fraedon Bu: ‘within :hosc faw degreos. :hc croa:ivc workers

anﬁ*:ha exacutives of :he 1ndus:ry can ac:-provtdod they have the 1n£otnscion
e ' 1 L . 4

upon vﬁich :o act. The purpose of :his rcpor: is to continue. to ptovide and

_e-‘.' - %

" to anyli!y that 1n£oruation. - . K ' i -

. ¢ . Mathodology o - o
The rasoarcﬁ we are raporting is part of a multi-faceted project '

entitlad Cul:urtl'tndiﬁa:ora. .This_dcsign coﬁsgg;s of two 1ucetrel§ted .

"~ procedures: (1) ﬂccca&c Systen Analysié-:hi periodic content analysis of
. prime-time and weekend-daytime network télovision dramatic programming and

(2) Cultivation Ahalysis--de:orniﬁing conceptions of social reality televi-

sion viewing tends to cultivate in diffetent groups of viewirs.* This

A

A

’

A full description of the methodology enploycd in this research can be found
in Ceorge Gerbmer, Larry Gross, Marilyn Jackscn-Beeck, Suzanne Jeffries-!ox.

. and Nancy Signorielli, "Cultural Indicators: Violerce Profile No. 9,"

Journal of Communication, Summer 1978.‘
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. charactars. . : __ . vt

{ rumgh m ua tn promu since im. Duecuac phuen ot eho tuukeh
, ud of tu prgunnuon luve beu mpportul by a ummx Comi.ntoo on cho

Cauu and [Pravention oc Violence, the Su:sioa Goaoul'c Scunuuc Mwuoty
Comiteen on, fexmmu and Sodtlal wuvm. the nmm; Institute of Mental
Heslth, the White Rouse omu of ‘rclacmiuetou Poucy. the mum
Medical Aspocquop. ‘the ‘Administraticn on Mm (HEW) , ud eho Scrm

-}
¢ . t°'

Ac:ou Guud. ,‘ ' L

. . . .
3 . ot

'!he pro:rm included u our pmph are thou aired from 1969 through
1978 dum ona wuk of pri.nc-cm 8 - 11 p.n. EST) 7354 mcw-dayeim

° .

,(8 a.m. to 2 p.o Saturday and Sunday) . prcsrm:l.ng in :he a1l of each yu:.

‘. plu sprin: molu in '1973‘ aad 1976. The. smlo progrm wura vtdeoupodo .

subjeeccd to the message analysis, and archived. - A 6-year sample (1970-1976)

| 4

was éubjectod to special analysis to dcthr;uuc the ethnic hac.kgrouad of .eh. .
. . .

] ¢ -
( !
|

Hume Systan d{:a are geuratud by ;1:3 of highly cuined obumu

who uhe detailed objective records abou: di-f!etq: aspects of ﬂrogrm cou-.

‘)

tent. This report "focuses upon all smking chaucurs aad major chamnu. )

those who portuy 1uding toles. Drautic progrm i.nclt)glc tolevuicn .

plays, uovt,cs on televisiou. ‘and cartoouns wich a ticc:l.onal story une

‘The daca wou subjectcd to an ozlwucive uliabil:l:y analysu 80 as
to {insure :ha: the abservations uthc: cho properties’ of che ~aterial
under investigation rather thaa 1nstru|ncnt J guity or oburve: bias.

: “‘{ns‘ot rgliabﬁf;:y vers’ ;

¢
+ . . A

‘ucludec_! in the au'alyses. : : - .

Ouly those conceue. i{items meating acsep(able lev

XY
-

*A part of that analysis appears in Mauricio Gerson Eidelman. "Television,
Latin Portrayal and Spanish Spiaking Philadelphians' Acculturation Process."
M.A. Thesis, The Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pcnusyl-

_vania. Phuadelphia, 1978.

. . . .
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%g ) K cu;:tvrctdi An?lynta to ehat part’ o! qn: rnaaarch uhtch tuvaaet;nzn: . "
NI N |

the cqatrtbuttons of ecleviatcn vicutns :o peoplo s councpeteas of loctnl

. t-lltey. t; eonotacs o! aurvezt conduc:ed as pazt at‘chto aoooa:ch and lecoada:y
P aanlysio o! o:hor survoys*ot adult and child oanplo;. 10} all of thise,

pteeerna of roqunaea eo rolcvaac quoccicna aze compared so ll°€L 13011:.

. -
MR

-

 ¢ :ha di!feiineon boswntn hoaviez and %}ghter vievnrs cf eelcvintoa. contzole

ling for otHer major differenices boewtoa the two greupo.

]
A bt N

. e mﬂamm
| :utoraa:ion conwnynd by dzamp and fiction dif!ort fron information convcyed
by'bi:s of fact, but plays '‘an oqually sikntftean: fuucetou. Factual description
. 9. such as ncus constiucts a selective 1nage of what ehtnss are. nr;up and

. £1ction denonscrace the invisible connections that shov how things work and

.
. . ) . _ B
. . .
. . A o
why. . A . A
.
* .

Thac story-calling proeeas is esscntial to hunan aoeializltion. the

L J ® ® L] 9 -

1ncroduc:£on to and culcivatiqn of eoncapts of rolec and valuga. rclcvision

°

is :hn central and untveraal story-taller {n our socicty. Its dramatic prc-
granning pregents a translucent and eoupcllins world of times, placaa. social
S '‘types, strivings. pouurz, and fa:o. ‘The world of celevta;on drana is a highly

' séruc:qred..rcla:ively sﬁa&ic. and compelling :1:ua1; uséd nonselectively by

most viewars. Our task is more to diagnose thau to judﬁe it, but we report
our iindinzs in terms of genctal standards of equity, fairncsg, cnd Justica.

[ 4

" 5 &

The world ot celevision drana is also a highly eou:rolled asseubly-line
produc: governed by a relatively few formylas. 1Its people do not live or die
but are craa:ed or descroyed to cell a story. The'message of all stories
energes from aggrega:a pae:erns of casting, eharacteriza:ion. and fato.

Roles are crea:ed in diraect rela:iou to ugefulness in the vorld of

)

television. The most nqncrous are those for whom the world of television has

L)

- . 6
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mu uu-ant’i jobs,’ advncm. sax, pmr. ml-oelm epmmem ml :.u. | ‘ “
-emn. 'nmo u:.uu avd dumm as me euogteu are 4memma . “§
ucoruns to. otaeul ud pmr. nnmn: mm groups wll to bo ovc:- .' |
eipraseatéd and over-pndovid'net caly absolutely but evea ia calattomto

their agnbeu in. chc rnl popuucm w.nomm aze do!tud by luvtng l.m a
than ehol.; mportiouu "share of vd.uu nad nm:cu. ia the wtu

of felevision drans this means less mm.am and fewer oppertuatties. | S
Uadernpuunueion nun- uscri.ceed scope ot action, nnuotypcd rol.u. 4
dtntnuhod 11.‘.0 chaacu. .ud undervuuatton ranging from uhctvo neglect

to symbolic uuuxacm ' ‘ ’ -

' ,' We do. no:‘ wigh to imply ehat gu:hf.ul proportioul uprucnu:m o!
reality u necessarily fair qr jusc. ' Artistic and dramatic functions rpquire’
ulect}on. nnpli!ieat;l.on. and invention, all of. which may deviate froi viue
tha .census npox;ts or what :l.ndepoudene nxperi.ence rotlae‘ts. Reality ptov!.du
a standard by which the nature and extent of the dwuuon- can be measured. .
‘l'ho mporunt question 1is not so much whcthe: there are devtac:l.onn as vhat R

' kind and with what conlequencas for tbi.aking..act:l.on. and policy. .. Some of

. these cmciué’ai:u Bay :l.nierud from the ~n@eucions wich conccptions of

L L

sex and age zolas we p unc at the end cf our rgpott. ,
chrueggagion of wonen and Minori.ties
| television dFaRa presents a world in which: . | e
| # Men outaumber women 3 to 1. . :
* Blacks and Hispanics are underrepresented. C ) ‘ .

* Most njority typea get propor:ionately more leading roles :han

minority :ypca. '

*

’ * Weekend daytime children's programming both conceals and exagger-

"-ates the inequities reflected in prime time. ' .

These ba;i.c gacts fundamntauf sous:rai_g every aspec;: of 1life and
action in the symbolic world of talevision. C o .
U 7 / a
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%d - .' Tigure 1 shows tha polmause of men aud wom in eho Uu.S. cema

cﬁd the cotrupeadtas porcentagn of all opuk:l.ag chanctou and mjor
CaR ' Qudinal characters in prﬁu time network ‘telavision dtm It is clear
that nen are greatly mmpreuuud and vomen are uudcrupnnnted. The
’ inbalance i3 even morte mm in w«kend children' 8 progrm

5]

s

E : The Representation Indax is a single muro of over and undarupre-\ '

uhu:toa. w:ul. use that Index in oubuqucu: {1lustrations of: our
uadtngo. ‘The Represantdtion Index is a ug:l.o of the percentage of TV
rnumuciou, to 'the ac:ual population percentm. multiplied by 100. _

m:etou. ic can be seen as a percentage of ovcr and uudcruprcuuca:iou

' vith :hc criterion level %eing 100 percent. For cmle. as Fizuro 1 shows,

13

d.l wale characters are 73 porccn: of the total television pr:l.ha time

populauon. but 49 percant of the :oeal u. s. populauo?. 'me 73 percent u ;

t " 1.49 times of the 69 yo:ccne. giving a B.eyreuneation Indéx of 169. This
° can be i.n:o:proud to show that prim time males uprem: 149 percent of®
the actuaﬂ famale population, au,overrepr«enucian of 49 pgrcent..
. .ri.gu:o 2 shows the differences 1n rcpr )‘n:atiou by sex, b;sed
.on the percentages of Figure l. F}ﬁa ac:nal f:equene;lu. more precua

mcu:agu. and t:he Represeneauon Index for ux and race can be geen in

.

'rablc 1in :lu,Appendi: ) The Reprasentation Index by sexs shows tho n
extent of male ovorrepreseuuuon and female underrcpresen:auon. and

the gruur imbalance bgmen the two in wcekend dayti:ne childrcq 8 pro~
grams. Among luding "charac'ca‘rq crea'ced spacifically for children, .nale‘o
outaumber -f‘c:ulu. 3.4 to 1 compared to a qip:llar ﬁrime time ratio of 2.35.

° Children g'eyt the megsage in double dosas.

Lat us now look at representation by.race, shown on Figure 3. | ’rhg

-differances between white and nonwhite representation are reduced by greater

differences between men and women and the reduced number of characters for

s "\“m’v Gt - L GEAE T AT NS ST
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vhom reliable racial identifications can be made, especially in children's .

cariéoua. Nevertheless, it is clesr that nonvhites are underrepresented in
;elcvision drama; that ubuwhiees get proportionately fcqnt.leddins roless
~ and that identifiable no&wﬁites in wnekind daytini prograns suffer even .
| greater undercepresentation than in prime time. |
A clearer picture of chn.conbiadd effacts of sex and race upon
% _ vepresentation in the world of television emerges from Figure 4. In
desce;ding order of representation are white males, nouwhita.uqlos.
white females and nonwhite females. Gender as a more honogen&ous category
is clearly more influeatial :hag 8 uﬁicefnonwhica racial ciagsificncion.
The lacce:.'as we shall see, hides contrasting specific racial representa~
tion ratios.

At any rate, the distance batwaen white male overrepresanc#cion and
nonwhite ténale undorreptesencacion increases with major and then children's
program roles. The ratio between the white nale and nonvhite female indices
for all prime time charactess is 3.5, for prime time major characters 4.6 and

. for weakend daytime major charactars 7.0. . | | '

A more specific indication of ethnic minority reprasencacioh can be
found in Figure 5. These data come £rom a special 6-year study of minority
representation conducted by Mauricio Gerson Eidelnan from Cultural, Indicacors'
archives for 1970 through 1976. The findings reveal that Orientals have been
overrepresented relative to their percentage of the population, and that |
American Indian characters in prime time teievision drama matched their share
of cge population, ;lchoush not in leading rsles. On the other hand, Blacks
and Hisﬁanﬁcé have biaen underrepresented in both prime time and children's |
weekend daytime programming, and, curiousiy enough, Indi;ﬁs have been virtu-
ally absent from children's.programs. .(Frequencies and percentages of min-

N ority characters for the six years can be found in Table 2 in the Appendix.

»
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. ‘llld Representation Index vas calcuhcul on :h- basis of Census. ﬁ.wtu in
| the Scatistical Abltue:s of the Uu:l.:od Seuu. 1973, 'rablu No. 32 °and 40.)

Trends {a the pereeange of m. nonvhites, uulg. tltamtcs. and
Orientals in piime time can ‘be seen on umes 6, 7, and 8. ' (Yor actual

froquaaciu aud mote proetu pcrcontagu see ‘ublu 3 and 4 in the Appondt:.) '

. . &
Thase findinn uhow that: , | . - e

8

. - ’ R ¢ -
'® White fémale leads :_I.ncugnd their proportion in the past three

. N M
yuu. . . o e, : J
¢

* Nonwhite minor chauc:eu. noscly Blacks, increased slightly eboit

" share of the Prime Time population through 1977, but dropped i 1978. '

.

', .* ‘I‘he proportion of nispan:l.cs and Orieuuals :I.ncuucd through the
. nid=70's but dropped after :hat time. oLt

thuro 6 shows trends in the pcrcants of women and nonwhi:u. The

- proportion of Iead g women characteu has baen trising from its lm.t gotat -
in 1975-76 (25 percent) to its htghost point in 1978 (37 pcrcont of all prime.

‘time characters.) Rowover. total fmle rapresentqcion has changed l:l.ttlo,
1% at all, since 1969. Furthermore, the increase in :he-pcrcen:;gg of female

leads hds becn mostly white; there was no corresponding increase in the 'peécant

ot nonwhite tenale l.eads. .

There has bcen a slow, al:l.ghc, and halcing 1ncrme 1n the percan: of
all noawhite charac:ers through 1977 and a drop in 1978. The ?.ncruu has
been limited, on the whol.g. to ninor;. characters. Major nonwhite characters
fluctuated between & and: 13 percent of the prime tina. pobulation: in 1978,
they accounted for b percen'l:. Nonﬁhi:a female le;adg- ranged betéeeu 1l and 4 .'
percent of the prime time po?ul.ation; in 1978, they were 1 Percahe.

,Figures 7 and 8 illustr;:e trends in the 'percen:s of Blacks, Hispanics,
and Orientals for the 6-year period 1970-76. They show that tha slow and

slight {ncrease in the proportion of minor nonwhites is largely due to the

20 .
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 tion through the n1ds70's sod o decline, stnce then throush 1976. © ¢ T

" minority categories. : - .

’ - . ] ", 17

) 8 s ¢ ’ A . . . » R

lunmic and’ Oriental cluucuu bocuh visible 1o the eafly 1{'70'.. oo
the ve\oh. there. hu b«u s sushe t:l.u in luopn:l.c and ou.mq ropruanu-

Avauabh data on women aad ‘minorities in mknd dayem chudrea'o
ptogranninz (uo: included) roflcc:s the sanc crenda hut eannot be conaidorcd
teliable on an a&u basis bocauu of ths mll nunber of chancuro in :hc

4 asg;
. ! - . . . . .
. wRole ghgracteristtes ) - .
2
. Seldcted role chanccertscics of ujorﬁhi:e and nonvhite chaueurl -

irr prime time are conparcd on Figure 9. (Seo Tables S, 6, and 7 in the

Appcﬁdi:.) uthese'dépiét differences in. marital, romadtic, and other family’
rciaiionships. and in the seriousness, "goodness," and success of the roles
ensccod. a

Marriage, touance. and fauily are women's concerns in :he world of

:oﬁcvision. .Such sypocascing {indicates not ouly a concentration of women's

roles in ﬁhesé areas but aiso a restriction of opportunities. The portrayal

ot‘ignily life as important to the role; valued ihough it 18 i{n real life,
iinicq aadisptoPOtcioﬁhce number of minority characters to situation comedies
and other drama of limited action scope.

This is also reflected 1@ the limited opportunities of women and
nonvhites to play serious roles. 'Hoﬂnver. even though vomen and most

niﬁogi:y types are deprived of adequate represencaiion and restricted in

i

" their scope of activities, Ehay are not presented as evil or inept. In,

i

fact, they have more than their share of positive characterizations and
lass than their share of failure. Benign roles, limited but agreeable fate,
and, as we shall see later, diminished powers are the favored role character-

istics of women and minorities on prims time celevisién.

25 - ~



[—

| selected Role Characteristic of Major
Characters in Prime Time TV Drama
1969-1978 by Sex and Race " '
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The world of work in t;lgvtltou drann‘;verrnproocacc professionals |
(especially medical and legal) and of. crurse police and crininals, but under=
vepresants clerical, ;alco, and blue collar workers. (See Table 8 in the
Appendix.) Women and minorities shir; (and at times even extend) both over
and hndotrcpreocntactou. with but one major reversal. The largest real-life
professionsal occupation for women is eha& of teacher. According to the 1970
census, 64 percent of teachers are women and 36 Percent are men. On prime

time, howaver, 359 perceat of :eaehoés ars men and_on;y 4l percent are woumen.

Children and Older Persons As Minorities

We are :housh; to be a "youth culturs * ;u tag:. we underreﬁ:osan:
and in many ways devalue éhild:en and adolescents, as well as old people.
Al3o, we treat age on talavision as a resource to be distributed as other
rasources are distributed.

On Figure 10 (Table 9 in the Appendix) we see the gross underrepresanta-
tion of both young aﬁd old people in the world of prime tims. The middle-
years bulge does not exist in the real-life population curve but is similar
to the profile of ;onsunet income by age. Only 27 percent of':he real popu-
lation but more than half of the prime time population. is between 25 and 43.

Characters under 19 numbaer one-third of the real populécion

" up only one-tenth of the €ictional population. Characters over 65 comprise

11 percent of the real population but make up 2.2 percent of the tional

population.
Weekend-daytime television is different in tha; the mid-teens (number

more than their share. But children's viewing time neglects older pdople

even more than prime time. Only 1.4 of all weekend daytime characters are

. 65 or older.

The percant of men and women in each age group within their respective

gendars is shown on Figure ll. The age distribution of females,comparad to

that of males, favors young girls and women under 30, While women are most

25
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@ : coacca:u:od. v!.ch a chtrq of their conl uuulnu. i.u the 28 o 36 age

3

2 - buckac. men arc the =od couemzrand. also vith almost eno-:hi.:d of r.l;ur
. m.u. in the 33 to 44 Age bucko:. m chmctor popuh:tou is stm:uud

| . B eo provtdo a rel.acivo abuudanea o! younger women !or oldo: zen, but o tuch

- i

- abundance o! yomo: men for old.r m Hu age alom and lnjoy 11fe SR
| » - longer. ‘rclevioion perpetuates an, inequitable——if ,coumetom—putm. a |
" The disproportionate. use of young women to play oppo.siec'oldo:_m
means .that womsn on television "age" faster than men. ~Figure 12 presents
conpa::l:oonc betwaen chronological age and opc?.al age categories. It shows |
. that already i{an their com; '.. larger po\rcouﬁa}g_o (38 pc_t;ouc) of female
prime time major charactars is agnigned to the older social and dramatic «
aRe ca:osor& of young adul:a than mlu‘of the same age (30 p.rcin:).
In tluir twenties, only 26 perceu: of cho men but 33 percent of che women
will be cast as settled adults (the rest are of course young adults).
Among ch._graccers from 55 through 64, only 22 percent of the men but 33 per-
cent of the women will ba cast as old. Among characters 65 and over, 28
percent of the men will still play setéled adult roles vith romantic possi- B
bilities and 72 perceat will l;e. can as old but 90 percent of wo;tn of the
sans chronologtcal age will be cast as old. |
* The distribution of age roles by race, as well as by gender, shows
the value structtre of :he synbouc world. Pigure 13 (Tables 1l and 12
@‘:hc Appcndix; compares the age distributions of white and nonwhite
men and women in prime time. It shows both populicions bulge in the
middla, but while whicg men domindte the age of dramatic authority between
33 and 45, nonwhite men (as all women) are conccntratec.i between 25 and ;5.
_Nonwhite men age as women do, not as white men do. Unlike older white mem,
older nonwhi.:c.uen have a very hard time 11.:;;11;13 ybunger.womn of any race.
Age as a resburce cuts two ways for race as well as for gender.
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v w.ovum prouncq s ntho: gl.oday pteeuze of ;stng. »OI.da: peum
%?@} - are vtaccteallr *ﬁvtutblo. lldnglr voaun axe also qutec llknxy £0 be pngg | -ﬂﬁﬁ
;o ot killed and to fail. Eldetly characters are noro~ltkqu to-be cast as eontc

chancnu. to be treated with dimcpoce M to be portrayed as scubbon.

M ccccn:r;e and foolish. * ‘ '2 . e %
: ‘ ." ' ‘ Vi.ol.ct;c. and Power ‘ | : o

Dominated as it is by males and masciline values, much of the world of ..
prime time t:quiv_o’s around questions of.fomr. Whé can-get avay with ubie_
,aguno: vhom? HRow ucurc are duten;: so;.uli types whan eonl:onﬁul vith
conflict snd danger? What h:l.ou:ch:l.u ot risk and. vulmab:u.i:y do.‘!ino so- .
. cul relacions? In other words, how power workc in sociaty. .
‘l.?se si.npl,qpt. and cheapest dramatic damonstration of powe‘r'_u aa.
overt cxpt;ssian of physical fotce compelling action agsinst one's will
on pain of beiag hurt or killed, or accually hurtins or killing. ' That

Y

;a wur definition of violence. .
| Vi.olence rulés the syabolic world of t.elevu:l.ou in that 1.: ’occurs at an
average lN-year rate of 5 violent incidents per hour {n prime :m and 18

per hour in weekend daytime chudron 8 progrming-a t::l.ple dou.

v1olonce as a dmnéera:&on of power can ba neasured by relating

the parcent of violents to the percent of victims within each social gtoup..
| That ratioc shovs :hg chances oflm and women, biacks and vhites, young and
old, etc., to come out on top instead of the bottom. convcrsil.y. it ;hm

:he risks of each group to end up as victims instead of victors.

Overall, 56 percent of all prime time characters and 80 percen: of

*For details of ‘these and ocher age-related findings see George Gerbmer,
Larry Gross, and Nancy Signorielli, "Aging With Television."” The Annenbarg .
School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1979.
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" rates d'o!}i?c a ®ocial hierarchy of risks and vulnerabilities.. Tor every,

. [ ]
. . : .
[ A .

m. veeckend daywu chaucuu are :anolvul ta viol.uu But involvement

_md its outcome=—as m othor val.uu M rescurces=—are not quuy u-m- aJ "

| b\ll.d. °-' : _. . | ¢

Combining prime. c?.ni and daytime characters, we find that vtcttnfu:m \

| 10 characters who commit vioiugq vithﬁ»ucﬁ'of the. !onbviug.zro#n. -

-

ths average aumber of victias

| fér vhite men, is ........'..:7..."..‘12
for nonwhite men £8 ccccccceccss 13

for lower class women 13....‘.:.. 17

£0r 'JOURg WOMER 18 cdeccccsccecs 18‘

for nouvhite woman :I.s sscecsscss 18

for old vomen L8 L..ceieiieeens 33 N . .

<-

1f and when mvolved in v:l.ohnce. women and minorities, and upqchlly

’youug and old as well as nino:i.t:y mcn charac:cu. are more vulnerabh ehan

their majority counterparts. Our research’ :opqrts. cited above, suggest that
) o=

" & heightened sense of dansaer. chcut:l.t.;y. and nistrust, 5: what we call.the.

"sean world" sﬁdim.’ is refloc:;a in the responses of heavy viewers of .
:olevision. 'nus brinks us to the consequancaes of firicw:l.ng ’ .and os&eci&lly |
:hnu most rclevan: to women and uinoritiu. }
‘l.'hc Lesgsons of Television: Sexism, Agism

Cultivation Analysis 1: the scudy of what 13 usgnlly called’ effects or
inpact. The affects of a pe:;vuive nediun are sub:lo. complex and mingle
with other influaences. ‘rhe. coﬁcep: of causation, borrowed from simpler
up;rinen:ai studies in the physical and ﬁioiogical sciences, is not fully
applicable to the Is:'a'ady flow of images and messages that éakes up much of
tha stable symbolic structure of contemporary popular cultura. |

‘3 |
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wumm Aulyou hgm vith :bp wcnm found in the "world" - .-
of, daisviatpd deana; ‘L'ha estage ysten compontng that vorid presents s - -_ LR

umem; and values hold by its mduauﬂ Row are eho "lessons" of , ,ﬁ
nynboue bqhavior pumm 1n uctioul forms appu.cd co coacopeuu abeut - -
real life? m cvi.dqnce we- can uport at ghis time dnls vi.th the cnle:l.u—
tion of sex tolo and uo-:eund anuoeypm. '

These days nearly everyone "um" to some ca:.ene in the vorld o!

.
-

eelcviuon. so that the probdlem o£ oeudym ulcviuon'l effects is & di..’.ﬂ.-

!

qult one. Without cou:rol gtoupo o! nonsvievars, 1.: :I.u hard to :I.oulctc

television's mpace. !:permn:s do not solve ‘the problu. for :hoy are

aot, comparable to people's day-to-day viewing of ultvutqq. - Our apg:ogch S

rveflects gm hypothesis that heavier viewers of television--thoss exposed

~

.“:o a greater extent than lighter viewers to its messages--dre morg likely

&

to undarstand social reality in t;.erq.s_gf the “facts" they see on television. .
To investigate :his‘i.dn we partition the poﬁulaeion and' our ianplea o | . ,' E
according to ;ehvision exposure. By. contrut:l.ng light and heavy vimu. L N
the contribution telavision makes to people's concep:i,n of social reali:y |
can be examined. . .
Adult Viewers and Sexisa .

The uh:ionah‘ip betwaan television x;iéwing and conceptions of -

sex roles was mined* forrrupondenca to eha. 1978, 1977, 'and:\ 1978 -

_ NORC General Social Surveys” by compiling four sexism-related items

into an index.

Nancy Signorielll, "Television's Contribution to Sex: Role Socializauou." .
Paper prasented at the Seventh Annual Telecommunications Policy Raseargh
Con(erenco, Skytop, Pennsylvania, April 1979. .

w. would like to thank the National Opinion Research Center': University
of Chicago, for sharing the 1975, 1977, and 1978 General Social Surveya.
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The analysis (Table 13) of the sexien {ndek among sdults Tevesled that

thare is & positive ul,ﬁmup batvaen tolc__vi@;ou viewing and roc(on@m -

* that women should stay home, that a woman should not work if her husband
can support her, that men are better suited emotiopally for politics, and

that people would not vote for a qualt!ied woman nominated for President dy

their parcy. This :elaﬁionnhip is positive av’ statistically significant :

for most groups of viewers axcept nonswhites. Among nonwhites, who score
quite high on the sexism scale, hoa;y viewing tends :oj;ggggg_tesiln.
;elcvisian vieving chus.socﬁs%:o cultivate a certain laevel of sexist -
.oricn:ation. ?or.:hcbc groups who are generally less sexist, suq? as yosc
young §cspondon:s. and especially'thooc respondents who have been to college,
television viewing cultivates & more Sexist view of the world. For the
groups who are 1niti;11y more sexist, television viewing may be a’;one—
what enligh:enins'expo;ience. For the majority of groups ia our socicey;
television viewing may serve to perpe:ua:i_:rsditional'sax rolaes. |

Adult Viewers and ARing

Using data” from :hc'uaiional Council on Aging's '"Myth and Reality

. of Aging" survey conducted by Louis Harris .ad Associatas in 1974, we

constructed an index from responses to stataments aséar:tﬁg that the number
of older people, the health of older paople, and the longevity of older
‘peoplc are declin#ng. These stataments erIecc a generalized belief, con-

. trary to reality, that old people represaﬁt‘a diminishinﬁ rather than growing

segmant of American society.

We found that there is a significant positive relationship baetween
: e

T

amount of television viewing and scores on this index. Tables 14 and 15

R .
George Gerbner, Larry Gross and Nancy Signorielli. "Aging With Television."
The Annenberg School of Communications, University of Pennsylvania, 1979.
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n&w ehu ehe velacionship u aot reducod by controls for duucuu.
incoms, sex or age, and elue it is vuch uronur for ymmger mph.

' ; Thus, even with m:ﬁ;iz dmgnphtc variables held constant,
heavy vievars are more 1ikely to believe that old people are disappesring.

‘The mie :m one spends watching television, the more one thinks that
there are f&ﬂlt older people arouad, and’ that those vho are may be dying

sooner.
world are even more imbued with its depiction of people and less likely to

express an independent view of reality.
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' TABLE 1 | i
i Reprasentation of Males and Femalas ia the U.S. and ) S a
b + Television Prime=Tiss snd Weekead-Daytime Dramatic Population C L
L (lses-ler8) ¢ . . - A
L " 1TV Prime-Tine: TV Prise=Tize:
?=:~_z_- ERT £ a . . - ) ! - - Jm o om
‘focal Population 218,348 100.0 11,756 '100.0 2,349 1000 g
‘Males 106,502 48.7 8,52 72.7 149.3 1,673 71.2 146.2
Tesales 2,046 513 | 3,166 26,9 52.4 674 28.7 S85.9 .
Whites 188,894  86.4 10,222  87.0 100.7 2,092 89.1 103.i |
Noa-Whites 29,654 13.6 1,38 11.8 86.8 231 9.8 72.1 ..
White Males 92,326 42.2 7,631  63.2 149.8 1,480 63.0 149.3
' Bon-White Males 14,177 6.5 1,034 ° 8.8 135.4 176 7.5 115.4 ..
White Fezales 96,570  44.2 2,786 23.7 53.6 612 26.1 $9.0
Bon-White Females 15,477 7.1 U8 3.0 42.3 s 2.3 3.4
IV Weekénd Daytime: TV Weekend Daytime:

‘ ALl Characters Major Characters
. B ‘% Index N = %2 Index
Total Population o 4,9% 100.0 1,370 100.0
Males  — 3,728 75.6 15%.2 - 1,110 81.0 166.3
Yemales - 902 18,3 38.7 207 15.1 29.4
Vhites | 3,165 64,1 742 797 58.2 67.4 .
Son-Whites ) . 440 8.9 65.4 102 7.4 S.6
White Males | 2,436 49.4 117.1 623 45.6 108.1
Non-White Males - 382 7.1 109.2 8 _ 6.1 93.8°
Vhite Females 727 1.7 333 172 12,6 28.6
Son-White Females 0 1.4 19.7 15. 1.1 13.5

2

1th. Representation Index is a ratio of the percent of characters to the corrasponding
percent of the U.S. population (second column, top part) multiplied by 100. Thus,

1t can be seen as a percentage of over or underrepresentation, with a base of 100 -
percent. For axample, all male TV characters are 149.3 percent of their share of

the U.S. population (overreoresented by 49.3 percent), while all female TV characters //
are only 52.4 percent of thair share of the U.S. population (underrepresented by

47.6 percent).

ERIC
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~ Representation of Whites, Blacks, Hispanics, Orientals
+ 7 and Amprican Indians by Sex in Prime-Time and :

B . Weekend -Daytime Telaviaion Drama
,,,,, o | (1970-1976) -
“ All Programs Prime-Time Programs Weekend-Daytime Programs
Ml ) Hljor e e ul jo; ct'a ul c".hjor . ° |
Characters Characters Characters ‘Characters . racters racters
All Characters 11080 100.0 ° . 2321 100.0 .8475 100.0 1709 100.0 f,,-aéos 100.0 - 612 100.0 o
Male . 8243 4.4 1724 —74.3 6236 73.6 1242 2.7 2007 77.0 482 78.8
Female ' 2837 25.6 597 25.7 - 3239 26.4 467 27.3 - 598 23.0 130 . 21.2
White - 9626 86.9 2063 88.9 7202 86.0 1495 87.5 2334 89.6 368 92.8
" Male 7122 64.3 1515 65.3 $345° 63.3 1073 67.8 1777 68.2 - 442 12.2 .
Female 2504 22,6 548 23.6 1947 3.0 422 24.7 557 21.4 126 20.6
. Black 60 7.8 173 1.5 691 8.2- 145 8.5 169 6.5 28 4.6
Male 663 6.0 136 5.9 512 6.0 111 6.5 151 5.8 25 4.1
Female . 197 1.8 37 1.6 179 2.1 3 2.0 18 0.7 3 0.5
Hispanic 212 2.5 48 2.1 245 2.9 43 2.5 27 1.0 5 0.8
Male . 200 1.9 ' ‘40 1.7 187 2.2 36 2.1 23 0.9 & 0.7
Female 62 0.6 8 0.3 58 0.7 7 0.4 4 02 1 0.2
. A
Oriental | "283 2.6 33 1.4 213 2.5 22 1.3 “70 2.7 - 11 1.8
* Male 213 1.9 29 1.2 162 1.9 18 1.1 51. 20 '11 1.8
‘Pemale - - . 70 0.6 4 0.2 51 0.6 4 0.2 19 0.7 0 0.0
Indian 39 0.4 4 0.2 3% 0.4 4 0.2 - 5 0.2 0 0.0
Male 35 0.3 & 0.2 30 0.4 4 0.2 5 02 .0 0.0
Female 4 0.0 0 0.0 - 4 0.0 o 0.0 0 00, O 0.0
) ©
14 . . | ; - 45
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' m all Characters and Najor Chavacters o Prime-Yims Drams
, (1989-1970)
. _ a ‘ wa-' st
P 3 % 3§ . % % % 4 3 5 3 A 1 3
All Characters 01 100.0 883 200,0 934 100.0 936:100.0 691 100.0 1833 100.0 2071 100.0 984 100.0
Males 658 73.0 644 72,9 700 73.4 683 3.3 638 73.8 1389 .9 N 1.8 N3 1.5
Pemales 242 26.9 226 25.6 251 36.3. 248 26.4 227 .-25,%9 . 464 25,0 372 31.6 N 2.8
Whices 838 93.0 782 6.6 830 69.1° .812 86.6 7% B85.2 1387 85.6 1791 86.3 876 9.0
Males 611 67.8 380 6€5.7 619 64.9 589 62.8 559 62.7 1101 64.2 1294 62.53 631 @A)
© Yensles - 227 25,2 202 22,9 230 24.1 221 "23.6 200 22.4 395 21.3 497 24.0 U3 2.9
" Non-Whites 60 67 81 92 9 9.7 23 131 09 12,2 2% 13,5 250 13,1 99 10.1
» Males 4 5.2 61 69 7 8.0 9 1.3 89 100 184 99 176 83 I3 26
Pemales 13 14 19 2.2 17 1.8 26 28 2 2.2 66 36 W 36 N 2.4
Major Chavacters ' 218 100,0 132 100.0 169 100.0 217 100.0 214 100.0 395 100.0 431 100.0 mn 100.0
Males 151 69.3 98 4.2 124 73.4 132 70,0 150 0.0 290 73.4 324 25.2 120 69.8
Femalos .67 30.7 34 25.8 44 26,0 65 30.0 64 29.9 105 26,6 107 24,8 32 3.2
° Whites 202 92.7 116 87.9 161 93.3 1350 87.6 189 86.) 341 86.3 34 86.8 138 91.9
Males 139 63.8 88 66,7 118 69.8 127 %8.% 127 9%9.3 253 @&4.0 283 65,0 107 62.2
Yemales 63 28,9 28 21.2 43 25.4 63 20.0 62 29.0 88 22.3 %1 211 91 297
Won-Whites 14 64 15 11,4 7 43 26 120 20 93 81 12.9 50 1.6 14 8.1
‘Males 12 56 10 1.6 6 36 24 111 19 89 3 8.9 M 1.9 13 2.6
Yemales 2 0.9 $ 38 ) § 0.6 F 0.9 } 0.3 l‘ g 16 ’:’ ) § 0.6
.!hoao figures sre based upon 2 ons-week samples, ons broadcast in the spring and one in ths fell.

10222

W gt

All

—Years

r 3

11754 100,0
. 8542

1n.7
164

W
anes 23,7

1384 1.8

104 8.8
%8 3.0

2349 100.0

1673 N.2
674

2092
480
612

.1
63.0
36.1

31 9.8
176 2.5
3% 2.3

g SRR SRR T Ry e
#.- %
‘A 3. 8 %
1121 100.0 '113 100.0
714 69.0 °832 73.0
LU0 0.3 323 22.9
937 83.6  990. 83,6
641 87.2 . N6 61.9
296 26.4 273 23.6
166 14.8 133 13.2
120 1.1 108 9.1

A 37 8 A2
210 100.0 191 100.0
144 68.6 120 62.8
180 85.7° 181 94.8
125 %9.3 113 %9.2
sS 26.3 68 35.6
25 11.9 9 . 4.7
6 1.6 -1 3
9 4.3 2 1.0

o

2.0
53.2 h

+ ¥

2.7
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‘ M ia upwm ot Whites, Blacks, Hispanice, omuuu. and hu'tuu Ntm L
by Sex in Prime-Time . .
. (1970-1976) o . ‘
1970 1974~ 1975- e 1973~ 1978~

ap g g g S g o o S -y
A1 Charactess 100.0 l“ -] ‘“o 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 lﬂ. m ]
Male 4.4 73.7 73.6 /8 .9 72,0 - 73.3 73.5 74.8 73.. “.’ 69.9 1.7 74.8 69.4 2.7
' Temale 3.6 26.3  26.4 2.3 2.1 a8.0. 27.8 26.4 as.2 26.2 30.1 30.1 2.3 as.2 30.6 27.3
White s 8.8 89,3 8.8 8.9 82.4 03,9 81.4 86.0 8%.3 94.6 -“.0 87.6 8.9 8s.8 $0.6 8.3
Male 3.8 63.3 63.}1 63.2 61.8 62.0 62.9 63.1 67.2 6%.0  39.3 38.4 61.9 64.6 60.6 62.8
Temale ’ 23.0 .0 23.7 1.7 20.3 21.9 4.2 23.0 2.1 23.6 8.7 23%.2 . 22.0 . 21.2 30.0 8.7
Black 4 68 63 50 88 68 99 88 82 107 30 69 17 1.0 106 63 853
Male _ 5.0 3.2 4.2 1.0 6.2 6.9 6.6 6.0 1.6 3.0 6.0 1.7 6.9 7.1 3.9 6.3
Yomale 1.8 1.2 0.9 1.7 2.6 3.0 . L.1 3.1 3.1 0.0 0.9 0.0 3..1 3.3 0.6 2.0
Hispanic .5 1.8 s 2.0 38 2.2 2.2 29 0.0 1.2 32 33 33 2.4 2.4 2.5
° Male 1.9 1.3 4.4 1.5 3.0 1.6 1.6 2.2 0.0 1.2 2.0 2.9 2.6 1.9 2.4 a.1
Female 0.6 . 0.3 lo‘ 0.7 0.3 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.0 000 0.3 0.5 0.. 0.5 0.0 0.4

_Oﬂoatal ‘o‘ . 2.0 3.3 2.8 ‘o" 1.9 1.6 ' 2.5 0.0 1.2 1.4 1.0 2,6 0.9 « 0s6 1.3 N
+ ‘Male 1.2 1.4 1.8 2.4 3-} 1.4 1.1 1.9 0.0 0.6 1.4 0.5 3.0 0.9 0.6 1.1
‘?ml. 0.2 ) 0.6 0.4 0.3 g v 0.5 0.9 0.6 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.2
+ fndian .6 . 0.6 0.1 0.6 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.0 ~ 0.2
Male 0.6 0.6 0.1 0.3 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.2
Yemle 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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TABLE §
. ' Navitel, Somantdic and Vaaily Ralaticaships
C g of WMhite and Non-thits Major Guu_cu_n ix Prine-Time Programs

o

- . '.- J "

Marital Status®

fTotal 2092 100.0 2480 100.0 612 100.0 ‘231 100,0 176 100.0 3 100,0 . 3349 100,0 1673 100,0 624 100.0

Cannot Code 413 19.7 %9 AN, 4 0.8 4 19 32 18,2 9 16.4 472 0.1 403 24.1. 67 9.9

Not Married 9350 AS.4 666 A3.0 284 464 107 46.3 o1 51.7 16 9.1 1063 48.2 761 43.3 302 AAMS .

Magxded . -129 .8 433 30,7 224 W3 83 3.9 33 3.1 M 5.9 810 .7 $09 30.3. 303 43.2 .
Romantic Involvemsnt? . - - - ;
Total 1042 100.0 738 100.0 304 100.0 120 100,0 3 100.0 33 100.0 1173 100.0 833 100.0 341 100.0
° Caanot Code 19 1.8 12 1.6 - 7 2.3 F S W | ‘2 24 0 0.0 21 1.8 14 12 7 0

- Mot Involved 622 99.7 4719 64A.9 143 A2.0 72 60.0 $¢ 63.9 18 351.4 707 60.2 343 65.2 163 A)S

Iavolved 401 389 47 3.8 134 30.7 46 38.3 29 3.1 17 .48.6 47 N0 276 ,33.1 111 30.}
Isportance o!' ¢ -
Panily Lite* : ’\ y . ,

Total 1042 100.0 738 100.0 304 100.0 120 100.0 ‘83 100.0 33 100.0 1173 100.0 833 100.0 341 100.0

Caanot Code 486 46.6 380 51.9 106 34.9 I 3.9 3 B8 6 171 $37 4.7 422 30.7 114 334

Isportant 431 43,3 274 N1 177 Ss8.2 77 6.2 %2 61.2 23 N.4 3519 45.0 327 3.3 202 3%9.2

7’:
] ' : L

. < R ' .
*1969-1978
*1973-1978

&
T L]
oy




] b <7 ' ~ TAMER © s _ . . ¢
* ° Comic and umu bla of White and Non-thitte Major mmtm &
’ : um-um) .

c%mﬂ . 3719 100,0 2703 100,0 @61 100.0 . 3349 100.0 1673 100.0 ' 6% m.o . 1370 100.0 1110 100.0 207 100.0
e 833 22.9 638 22,9 183 20.8 327 13.9 208 12.4 118 12.5 326 3.4 ¢ 430 3. 65 3.4
.- Mixed - 896 24.1 A4 231 238 26.7 486 20,7 13 18,7 1713 3.7 | 410 29.9 331 29.0 62 3.0
Serious 1970 53.0 -1503. 3.9 463 32,6 15}6 65.4 32 68.9 38y 3.8 4% n,r M9 3.4 80 38:6
‘ %gm 2889 100.0. 2103 100.0 764 100,0 2092 100.0 1480 100,0 612 300.0 797 100.0 625 100.0 ' 172 100.0
Voo e s10 12.?7 U5 16.4 163 21.0 276 13.2 166 11.2 110 1.0 : 2% 29.4 s 1719 20.6 53 3.0
Mined . £33 22,6 425 21.4 203 25.9 423 20.3 c a2 187 148, .2 228 20,6 . 173 22,7 33 .0
Serious 3726 ?9.1 . 1310 62.2 416 33.1 m 66,3 1037 70.3 . % 5.8 333 2.0 273 43.7 * ‘62 136.0
Non-White Chavacters . 33) 100.0 260 100.0 70 100.0 231 100.0 176 100.0 ~ 35 100.0 102 100.0 ‘84 100.0 , 15 100.0
Coaic 21.6 64 24.6 8 11.4 42 18.2 3% 199 ° 7 1.7 30 29.4 ¥ NS 1 6
Mixed ' 98 28.8 6 2a3.4 7 .6 59 25.3 3 1.9 N 436 9 .3 L3 %9 3 20.0
Sarvicus 165 49.3 130 50.0 33 50._? 130 “..3 106 60.2 N M.eé 3 NI N 2.6 11 7.3

L ]
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. TABLE 7
’ o ) ' . "Geodness” aad Succese of White and Non-Mhice Charscters
- : toels in Prime-Time Programs
e © (1969-1978) . $
___White ° ' Mon-White : _Al) Charmcters
Al ___Male  __Wemale __an Male zglgl ALl Male lgh‘ '
- * ! : . X i !. - -4 @ - - - ) ! - . - i
All Characters 10222 100.0 2431 100.0 2786 100.0 1384 100.0 1034 100.0 8 100.0 11754 100.0 8342 100.0 3164 100.0
) Cannot Code (1340) 13.1 (1121) 15.1 (416) 14.9 (161) 11.6 (117) 11.3 (&) 12.6 {1132 ‘14,7 ill&! 14.7, (6‘0 14.0
' Good Guy (3693) 36.1 (2346) 34.3 (1146) 41.1 (607) 43.9 (441) 42.6 (164) 47.1 -, (4362) 3.1 3017) 35.3 (1324) 41,0
Mized '(3862) 37.8 (2273) 37.3 (1087) 39.0 (480) 34,7 (350) 33.8 (130) 37.4 T(4374) 3.2 (3144) 36.8 (1220) 38.6
Bad Guy (1127) 1.0 (989) 13.3° (131) 4.9 "(136) 9.8 (126) 12.2  (10) 2.9 - (1286) 10.9 (1129) 13.2 (131) 6.’
Success ¢ o | .
, . Cannot Code (2089) 20.4 (1496) 20,1 (3%0) 21.2 (264) 12,6 (182) 17.6 (62) 17.8 (2371) 20.2 (1697) 19.9 (660) 20.9
Success Clear (2442) 23.9 (1733) 23.6 (689) 24.7 (382) 25.4  (271) 26.2 (80) 23.0 (2833) 24.1 (2047) 24.0 (779) 24.6
! Mized (39%0) 39.0- (2811) 137.8 (1179) 42.3 )9 (587) 42.4 (412) 39.8 (124) Ss0.0 (4626) 39.4 (3230) 38.0 (1359) 43.0
Failuve ~ (1701) 16,6 (1371) 18.4 (328) 11.8 (201) 14.5 (169) 16.3 (32) 9.2 (1924) 16.4 (1548) 18.1 (366) 11.6
Major Characters 2092 100.0 1480 100.0 612 100.0 231 100.0 126 100.0 53 100.0 2349 100.0 2673 100.0 674 100.0
Cannot Code (1) 0.0 ) 0.0 (1) 0.2 £0) ‘0.0 () o.0 - (0) Dd.0 (1) 0.0 (0) 0.0 (1) - 0.1
Good Cuy ° (1198) 37,3 (832) 36.2 (366) 39.8 (166) 63.2 (108) 61.4 (38) 69.1 (1362) 8.0  (932) 356.9 (420) 60.8
Mixed - (617) 29.5 (415) 28.0 (202) 133.0 (73) 3.6 (s8) 33.0 (13) 272.3 (696) 29.6 (477) 28.5 (217) 32.2
Bad Guy (276) 13.2 (233) 5.7 (43 1.0 (12) §.2 (10) 3.7 (2) 3.6 €290) 12.3 (2644) 14,6 (46) 6.0
" Success - )
. Cannot €ode (3) o.1 (2 o0.1 1) 0.2 (0) 0.0 (0) o.0 (o) o.0 (3) o.1 (2) 0.1 ‘(1) 0.1
Success Clesr (802) 38.3 (572) 38.6 (230) 37.6° (84) 36.4 (68) 36.4 (20) 236.4 (898) 238.2 (642) . 38.4 (233) 137.0
Mized (913) 43.6 (616) 41.6, (297) 4L.5 (126) 54,5 (94) 33.4 (32) S8.2 " (1081) 44,7 (720) 43.0 (330) 49.0
Peilute (374) 17.9 .(290) 19.6 (84) 1.7 (21) 9.1 (18) 10.2 (3) 5.5

(397) 16,9 (309) 18.5 (88) 13,




Cosaployed

White Coller
Prolessional
Pagors

Othay hctou’ ’

Hursee
Lawvers
Judges
Teachers
Sciont ists

Manapete
Clerical
Sales

Blue Col lu.

Crafte

Service

Laborecs

Lav inforcoment
Police
Private Eye

sultiplied by 100. Thus,

fur exasple, all

(overrspresented by )9 percent), wh

‘Deatists, Veterinarians, Podiatrists.
%poes not include Law Eaforcement.

-

- TAMLE §
Rapresestation ladeal for Selected Occupations ' E
. . L]
. ) . .
i | ~ “ Jomalts .. R
ey ] ' vy u.s - ey ¥.8 Prims Tim :;::“- U8 Prime T m
u.s. o8 o8 % % . . . cine Time s
s e 0 UTeE YiEs % Sisism Sleiss. i § Inds { ladm
.8 1,4 20 38 100 S0 1.2 24 49 9 72,00 1.9 27 90 129 .00 1.3 36 6.0 120 1.0 1.9 16 4 PO
’ . * /!
34,97 0.2 1M ). 133 36,12 20.8 147 230.3 1M 5.3 30,8 321 M2 12 15.24 211 138 :19.8 1M 9,18 133 145 21,9 29
35 30 837 0.3 143 .32 39 %0 0.6 118 08 0.6 7% 0.0 ] 3.17 31 o8 03 16 0.22 2.6 11a2 0.8 W4
A6 0.4 286 0.2 14 0.23 0.3 217 0.3 1% 01 0.1 1000 0.0 o 0.36 0.4 259 0.2 128 0.03 0.0 0 00 O
3.06 . 3.3 342 0.3 8 0.04 .00} g2 00. 0 aNn 535 20 14 3 3.0 2.5 13 o3 2 0.92 1.6 I 00 O
.33 1.6 &3 0.} 0 0.3 2.9 39 o1 19 08, 0.3 1250 0.0 ] 0.3 1.0 500 o0 20 0.06 0.5 033 00 O
0 0.3 2%0 0.1 30 0.08 0.6 00 0.1 300 .00 O0.230000 0.3 13000 0.02 0.6 00 6.1 300 0,004 0.3 250 0.0 O
40 3.0 - W L3 N 2.7 08 M 08 M 69 3.3 22 131 43 622 3.1 26 13 2 3.13 0.2 6 47 18
1.8 0.6 3 33 I8 .91 o6 2 38 10 20 0.3 2% 14 00 .03 0.3 23 33 1603 0.60 0.7 1T 39 6%
98 %0 9 1.8 P 13.64 30.72° 8 8.6 - 8) 3.7 44 106 48 MM? 10.72 9.6 & 8.1 76 3.7 90 284 7.0 221
17.80 4.0 22 ). [} 7.%¢ 1.3 20 1.3 N M. 133 N M2 ] 10,27 .4 22 )18 ] 3400 38 22 00 O
.00 0.9 13 1.1 16 67 1.0 13 3.3 B 7.7 ©.6 § 0.0 o 7.7 0.9 12 13 18 2.46 0.7 28 08 M
43.67 9.9 20 .3 56.43 0.3 18 12,3 A »n ss 23 e a0 47.31 9.3 20 1.6 23S 70.28 32.9 18 123 18
1.7 23 19 2.6 19 .30 34 16 32 1% L) O8 A% 0D 1 N4 29 20 2.7 )9 92 1.7 18 2,3 2
1.9 63 31 3.3 & 673 S$.3 82 3.3 82 2.3 18 N 6 28 0.9 S.7 36 S.6 83 .20 9.0 M 20 2
$.9¢ 1.1 19 32 M s.63 1.3 17 ¥»6 M2 3.60 0.2 12, 1.7 106 $.23 1.0 19 3) @O 15.69 2.1 18 3} 2
94 16.2 1723 .2 Y66 5.4 20.9 3440 6.6 9593 0.1 2.8 2345 1.0 1S 0.96 16.3 1698 2.7 a2 0.73 13.7 2093 3.3 W7
A% 2.8 2844 3.0 129 .20 36.6 2371 6.8 M L0 3.9 47%0 1.4 3300 . 0.47 12.3 2660 6.3 1300 0.28 14.3 5179 0.8 286
02 1.2 6000 0.3 1300 03 1.4 4667 0.4 1303 01 0,3 %00 0.0 0 0,02 1.3 6300 0.4 2000 0.02 0.2 2000 00 O
ene Ropresentetion Index o & vatio of the percet of chavacters to the corresponding percent of the U.S. populatica
1t cen s seen as & percentage of aver or wndesrepresentation, with & base of 300 percent.
TV characrers vho eve profesaionsle sre 139 parcent of thelr share of the U.S. workiag populetion
d e all TV characters who are in vhite collas occupations are ealy 69 pescent of
their shate of ihe U.8. population (umdervepresented by 31 perceat).
. .
i
. ~
o)
5
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T “ Lalnomee .“"“"" o *‘:"*' :—"ﬂ“""—"“’,r ~*Tﬁmrmv""'~'*h'"«~w~guf‘a§r&r\-ﬂ -"I”%f’.r% Hl;h ﬂ‘ﬁgm B i A R i hinis
; 7 — R e e e e e vt e ...'._-...-m_’.-...._.. S ( . ,.-.-...—'- P—— SR . '.-
L e Distribution of U.S. Populaticn Zetimates® o
. - (July 1, 1978) | —
U.S, Po = Total (In ;ho da except percent) - o
: M}__ __.;&.1:__ - ___Pemale -
. ’ N Ff’ e . » NN 2 : o X+ . |
Yol 218,48 100.0 106,502 100.0 112,046 '100.0
0- 4 Yrs. 13,361 7.0 7,855 7.4 7,307 6.7 "
-9 . 16,8853 7.7 8,617 8.1 -8, 268 7.4 ¢
' 10-14 18,577 8.5 9,473 8.9 9,108 8.1
- 15-19 21,0587 9.6 * 10,695 10.0 ; 10,362 9.2
o 20-24 20,441 9.4 10,291 9.7 10,150 | 9.1
25=29 . 18,M1 8.2 8,983 8.4 - 9,058 8.1
30-3 13,895 7.3 7,879 . 7.4 - 8,016 7.2 ;
33-39 = 13,065 . 6.0 - 6,390 6.0 6,673 6.0
40-44 11,319 5.2 |, “35,809 5.2 * 5,800 5.2 ¢
43=49 . 11,339 5.2 5,340 5.2 . 3 819- 3.2 . _
30-34 ' 11,825 5.4 5,699 - 3.4 . 6,126. 5.5 !
33-39 11,236 S.1 ° 5,364 5.0 5.872 5.2
- 80=-64 S 9,432 4.3 . 4,418 4.1 5,014 " 4.5
65=-69 ' 8,575 3.9 3,803 3.6 4,771 = 4.2
75-79 4,168 1.9 1,628 1.3 2,540 2.3
. 80 and older - 4,952 2.3 1,662 1.6 3,289 2.9 f
*Source of N's - U.S. Bureau.df the Census Current Population Reports
Population Estimates and Projections. Series P-23 #800 Washington,
D.C. Apru » 1979. ) _
*a"Each figure in this report has been rounded independen to the nearest’
thousand from figures computed to the last digit; hen the sum of parts
may differ from the totals shown."
+Percentages are derived from the rounded figures.

ER&C

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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L S : : L e u-mmm ‘of the Prins-Tiss and mw-nmt-
R e - pyamatSe Veleviefon Population y
N : ' S {1969- 1978) . ¢,

Total (11734) 100.0 - (8342) 100.0 '(3164) 100.0 (2349) 100.0 - (1673) 10000 (674) 100.0 (9403) 100.0 (6896) 100.0 (2490) 100.
Caanot Code (249) 2.} (133) 1.8 ) (33 1.7 (32 2.2 (36) 2. (4 2.1 ° (197) - 2.} (119) 1.7 £39) 1.
. Under 5 e, - (23) 0.2 (11) 0.1 ' (@) 0.3 (0) 0.0 ) © (0) 0.0 (22) 0.2 ‘(11) 0.2 (8) o.
. $= 9 (170) 1.4 (107) 1.3 (63) 2.0 - (20) 0.9 (14) .8 .(6) 0.9 (ISO)I 1.6 (93) 1.3 (37 2.
10-14 (372) 1.2 (238) 2.8 (137) 4.3 (n) 1.0 . (A8) 2.9 (23) 3.4 - (301) 3.2 (187) 3.7 (114) A,

' 1919 _ -(537) A6 (326) 3.8 (211) 6.7 (108) 4.5 (66) 3.9 (39) 5.8 (A32) 4.6 (260) 1.8 (172) 6.
20-24 (838) 2.1 (410) 4.0 (424) 13.4 L (186) 1.9 (83)- S.1 (101) 15.0 (649) 6.9 (323) A7 (323) 3.0
23-29 . (1521) 12.9 (504) 10,6  (623) 19.4° (320) 13.6 . (150) 11.4 (130) -19.3 (1201) 12.8 (714) 0.4 (483) 19.3
30-34 (1546) 13,2 (1140) 13.3  (408) 12.8 (30) 13.6 . (2N) " 1.4 (96) 14.2° (1326) 13.0 - (916) 13.3 (309) 12.4
33-3 (1789) 15.2 (1410) lg (379) 12.0 . (388) 16.% - (2377) 16.6 (111) .16.5 (1401) 14.9 . (1133) 16.4 -(268) 130.8
40-44 (1482) 12.6 (1227) 4 (253) .8.1. (268) 11.4 (228) 13.6 (A0)  S.9 (1214) . 32.9 (999) 14.5 / (IIS)n. 8.6
4549 - (1292) - 11.0 (1076) 12.6 (21‘) - 6.8 (256) 10.9 (210) 12.6 (48) 6.8 _ (1038) 11.0 (866) 12.6 (170) 6.8
$0-%4 (507 1.7 (756) . 8.9 " (151) 4.8 (148) 6.3 - (118) 7.0 - (31) A6 (58) 8.1 (638) 9.3 ., (120) 4.0
33-39 (469) 4.0 . (368) 4.3 (101) 3.2 «(92) 139 (76) 4.3 (16) 2.4 (3 A0 (292) 4.2 (88) 3.4
60-64 (301) 2.6 (238) 2.8 (63) 2.0 (76) 1.2 (6s) 3.9 Q1) 1.6° (22) 2.4 . Q17 2.5 (52) 2.1
65-69 (13%9). 1.4 -€109) * 1.3 . (50) 1.6 (29) 1.2 (23) 1.4 _ (6) 0.9 - (130) 1.4 (86) 1.2 () 1.8
70-74 . (%) 0.8 (34) 0.6 (21) 0.7 (13) .0.6 (12) 0.7 (3) 0.4 (60) 0.6 (i) Q,b (18) 0.7
75-29 (17) ©o.} (10) 0.1 (). o.2 . 1) 0.0 Q) 0.1 “(0) 0.0 (1) 0.2 . (9 o.1} (" 0.3
80 and older (11) o0. (6) ¢ (8). o.2 (1) o.0 (0) 0.0 (1) o. (10 0.1 ° (6) 0.} (4) 0.2

. - Y + ‘,)
_All Characters . Major Characters
All - Mal Female - Fengle
—tyr it Y weT T Wt :mﬁ’i::: :@'f’_‘:z: g -
Total (4934) 100.0 ' (3728) 100.0 (902) 100.0 " (1370) 100.0 N (1110) 100.0 (207) 100.0 (3564) 100.0 ) 100.0 (605) 100.0
Cannot Code (1466) 29.7 (1041) 27.9 (130) 14.4 (%21). 38 0 , (440) 39.6 (32) 15.5 (94S8) 26.3 (601) 23.0 (%8) 14.1
Under 9 Yre. . (10) 0.2 (4) 0.1 {3) 0.3 (4).. (3) 0.3 (0) o.0 (6) 0.2 (1) 0.0 (3) 0.4
- 9 (89) 1.8 (63) - 1.7 (23) 2.8 (22) ‘»l.G‘ (20) 1.8 (2) 1.0 - (67) 1.9 - (AY) 1.6 (23) 133
10-14 (281) S$.7 (210) f;.é (68) 2.9 (67) 6.4 (66) 3.9 (lﬁ) " 8.7 (}96) 5.4 (144) - 3.5 (30) 1.2
15-19 (643) 1131.0 (396) 10. ‘ (248) 27.2 (213) 15.5 (136) 12.3 (17) N2’ .€430) 12.1 (260) 9.9 (168) 24.2
30-24 £206) 4.2 (131) 3.9 (75) 8.3 (58) 4,2 (43) 3.9 (1) 1.2 - (148) 4.2 (88) 3.4 (60) 0.6
a5-29 (213) 4.4 (131) A} (64) 7.1 (60) 4,4 (40) 3.6 (20) 9.7 (15%) 4.) (111) 4.2 (M) 6.3
30-34 (102) 6.1 (248) 6.7 (54) 6.0 (56) 4.} (A7) A2 (9) A (246) 6.9 (201). 7.7 (45) 6.5
35-39 (448) 9.1 - €393) 10.6 (53) 3.9 (83) 6.1 (70) 6.3 (13) 6.3 (365) 10.2 (323) 12.4 (40) $.8
40-44- (349) 11.1 (A91) - 13.2 (58) 6.4 (111) 8,1 . (103) 9.5 (6) 3.9 (438) 12.3 €386) 14.7 . (32) 7.3
43-49 (306) 6.2 (274) 2.3- ' (32) 1.5 () 5.1 (69) 6.2 (1) 0.5 (236) 6.6 (205) 1.8 (31) A.S
$0-54 (170) 3.4 (143) 3.8 - (27) 3.0 (36) 2.6 (32) 2.9 (4) 1.9 (1%) 3.8 (111) 4.2 (23) 3.3
$5-39 (92) 1.9 (é8) 1.8 (24) a.? - (14) 1.0 (10) 0.9 W 1.9 (78) 2.2 (s8) 1.2 (20) .9
60-64 (83) 1.7 (1) 1.9 (14) 1.6 (22) 1.6 (19) 1.7 (3) 1.4 (63) 1.8 (32) 2.0 1) 1.6
63-69 r'() (33) 0.7 (24) 0.6 (11) 1.2 (8) 0.6 (6) 0.5 (2) 1.0 (272) o0.8 (18) ‘0.7 (% 1.3
10-74 ). (26) 0.3 {12) 0.1 (14) 1.6 (4) 0.3 (3) 0.3 (1) 0.3 (22) 0.6 (¢) . 0.3 (13) 1.9.
o "3-79 (%) 0.2 () o.1 (4) 0.4 (1) o.1 (1) 0.} (0) 0.0 - (8) 0.2 (V) 0.2 () 0.6
A]Q\ﬂ:D sod older (2) 0.0 Q) 0.0 (1) o.1 (0) 0.0 (0) 0.0 (0) 0.0 22) 0.1 (1) 0.0 1) 0.1
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* . o : Age Distribution of U.8, Vhite and Non-Vbite
' . Populaticn Rstimstes® : '
- - S| S ST R TR - SRR
& o » ' : - ’
. - : s . . . . :
AlL . ‘o Male Pemale . Al Male - Y Vemsle
e F L LN p !: O Nas Rons - - L (T Nas . Zeas
Totsl 108,64  100.0 C 92,334 100.0 96,570 100.0 29,654  100.0 14,177 100.0 15,477 100.0
® o . . . .
*  Under 3 ‘2.“‘ 6.7 . . ‘.‘70 ) 7.0 ’ Q.l“ N N ) 3.”7 9.2 : ‘.”’ . 9.8 1.353 ) . 8.7
-9 N1 .4 219 2.0 6,81, 1 . 2,98 09 1,478 10,4 1,457 9.4
. 10-14 15,423 “8.2 7,910 8.6 7.563 . 1.8 3,104  10.5 1,52 13.0° - 1,52 10,0
. 15-19 1,00 9.4 9,04 998 - 8N% 90 3,38 112 1,660 1.7 1,647 106
20-24 1,42 9.2 8,62 9.6 ° 8,605 8.9 3,009 101 .. 1,464 10.3 1,548 10,0 -
o 25-29 15,570 8.2 1,833 8.8 7,07 8.0 3,471 8.3 1,0 81 . 1,31 &S
30-34 - 15,869 2.3 6,948 7.3 6,921 1.2 2,026 6.8 o 6.6 1,008 2.1
33-39 : 11,422 6.0 5,607 6.1 5,075 6.0 1,643 5.8 793 5.6 89 5.8
40-44 9,807 5.2 4,860 5.3 . 5,000 5.2 1,000 49 652 4.6 T I 1
45-49 9,965 5.3 4,802 5.3 5,03 5.3 1,9 47 648 . 4.6 e 4.8
. 50-34 10,523 5.6 8,008 5.5 5428 5.6 1,302 44 604 4.3 - 698 . A4S
$3-89 © 10,000 5.3 4,803 . 8.2 S,261 5.4 1,141 3.8 531 37, 610 3
60-64 8,54 4.8 4,016 4 XN '8 3.0 405 2.9 483 Y
63-69 1,609 40 = 3,398 37 4,250 4.4 ‘926 3.1 ©A08 2.9 . 520 3.4
70-74 5,814 31 2,0 2.6 3,37 3.5 s46 ' 1.8 a1 W 1.9
15-19 3,800 2.0 3,486 1.6 2,3% 2.4 @28  1a 1M 30 1% 12
80+ : . A9 24 1,493 1.6 3,004 *+ 31 A 1.8, 17 1.2 s 1.8
¢
’ ’ ' W
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Age Disteibution.of the Friss-Pise s ind Veakond-Dayt tne E : T
Dnauu Television White and Non-Whits Pnululon
(1969-1010 S

D v cemminsms o due e e v e

Total - (3,165)  300.0 (2,436) 100.0 (m) 100.0 N (440) 100.0 (m) 100.0 (70) 1000
Cannot Code _ (141) 4.4 (111) .6 - (28) - 3.9 (93) '.21.6 . _(66) 18.8 . (12) 17.1
Under § Yrs. 4 . 0.1 (1) 0.0 (3) 0.4 (1) 0.2 Q1) 0.3 © (0) 0.0
$- 9 _ My 2.2 - (52) 2.1 (19) 2.6 . 19%) 3.4 (9 2.6 (%) 7.1
10-14 ' (169) 5.3 (114) 4,7 " (99) 7.6 ' (103) 3.4 . (s0)  25.6 - (13) 18.6
15-19 (562) 17.8 (339) 13.8 ‘(227 .2 (64) 14,5 .{50) 14.2 (14) 20.0
20-24 : (184) ° s.8 « (117) 08 67 --9.2 a2 . i () 1.4 7 10.0 ;
23-29 (186) S.9 .(126) s.2 (60) 8.3 . T(20) - 4.8 (18) s.1 (2) - 2.9
30-% (2%1). 7.9 (203) 8.4 (46) 6.3 (83) 9.8 (33) 49,9 (8) 11.4
.19 (614) 13.1 (364) 9 (30) © 6.9 (29) 6.6 (27) 1.2 (2) 2.9
Y WY (4993 15.8 (449) ob (50) 6.9 (39) 8.0 (31) 8.8 (4) S.?
45-49 . (286) 9.0 (2%6) 10, - . (30) 4. (12) 2.7 11) 3.1 ([ ) T W
$0-54 ' (163) s.2 - (13) . 5.6 (26) 3.6 A (3) o.? < () 0.6 Q1) 1.4
60-64 (79) 2.8 - (63) 2.7 (14) 1.9 - (2) 0.3 ~(2) 0.6 (0) 0.0
. 65-69 oo (32) 1.0 (22) 0.9 (10) 1.4 (2) 0.5 w (3) 0.6 (0) 0.0
70-74 . (24) 0.8 (11) 0.5 (13) © 1.8 . . (2) 0.3 1) . 0.3 Q) 1.4
80+ Q1) 0.0 (0) o 0 " (1) 0.1 (@ . o.0, (o .o - .(0) 0.0
£ ] ‘ 09
. . | -\hite e _Non-thite '
All o : Pemal
, S —T :zsz:::z () B— mT TwmeT WX
. Total (10,222)  100.0 (, m) 100.0 , (2,786) 100.0 - (1,384) 100.0 ° (1,04) (200.0 (348)  100.0
Cannot Code ) (92) 0.9 (66) 0.9 (26) 0.9 (28 1.7 ‘(20) - 1.9 N (}) 1.1
Under 3 yra. (13) 0.1 (5) 0.1 (6) 0.2 . LR 0.3 (6) 0.6 (0) 0.0
10-14 ; (300) 2.9 (178) 2.4 ° (122) 4.4 (21) 5.1 (56) . 5.4 (19%) 4.3
15-19 - (437) 4.3 (252) 3.4 (18%) 6.6 . (98) 2.1 (1)) 7.1 (23) 7.2
20-24 (708) 6.9 (337) 4.5 (M) 13,3 (127) 9.2 (73) 7.1 (53) 18.2
25-29 (1,282) 12,5 (719) 9,9 (541)  19.4 (239) 12,3 (165) 16.0 (74) 21.3
30-34 (1,304) 12.8 (948) 12.8 (358) 12,7 (241) 17.4 (191) 18,5 (50) 14.4
33-39 ' %1,592) 13.6 (1,243) 16.8 (347) 12.5 (194) 14.0 (163) 15.8 - (31) 8.9
40-44 (1,353) i3.2 (1,125) 15.1 (228) 8.2 , - (128) 9.2 ' (102) 9.9 £26) 7.8
49-49 o.m) 11.7 (1,003) 13.5 (196) 7.0 (91) 6.6 (72) . 7.0 (19) 5.8
50-94 (855). 8.4 (719) 9.7 (136) 4.9 . (52) 3.8 (3 3.6 (19) 4.3
53-59 - (4%4) 4.3 (354) 4.8 (90) 3.2 (25) 1.8 (14) 1.4 (11) 3.2
60-64 (279) 2.7 (221) 3.9 (58) 2.1 (20) 1.4 (13) 1.3 (3) 1.4
0-74 . (62) 0.6 (43) 0.6 (19) 0.7 (13) 0.9 1) 1.1 (2) 0.6
,13-79 v (14) 0.1 t)) 0.1 (M 0.3 (3 . 0.2 ) 0.3 (0) 0.0
9 63 an  on & o1 ‘o2 . @ 0.0 @ . 0.0 0.0
== = . . ,. 64
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.. Table 19 . - ' . B
K ' . : . ¢ ) o
.- Pazcent who are figh Ssovews on an Idex of Seximm . . .

.
[} . R . ‘
k]

fr——— - .

E v ’ : ¢ * .- ° . : . ’ 2
- SN " - . - . . i . . o Nl
B A . - A :

' . .
. R [} - .

B

_ contsoliing fovs .
P a2 ' . | . 0%
. . 82 23 (293) 21 (92) 2 (19) 2 (A2) +8 T 5w 1163
. 0 -3 . 37 (728) 34 (183) 38 (386) &0 (177)  + 6 Ot . 1943 =
’ , 39 and over ] (‘lﬂ)‘u Q) 0 QI 62 (287). +4 +03 343
¢ " Male L & (T % (1) 42° (391) 43 (210) +7 J00% 1963
m 42 (1088) 39 (212) 41 (433) &5 Q1) + 6 L9 2303
hasa ' _— L .
ice ' 40 (1387) - 35 (%42) &0 (784) 43 (301) +10. JAve 3930
. Ocher o8- (281) 62 (681) 30 (}03) 40 ( 88) 32 = d70® 320
Riseasion ) ) - o 9,026 :
¥o College 49 (1513) S2 (311) 49 (684) 48 (320) b -0 3068
- Soms College 23 (34)°19 (89) 2 (139 28 ( 66) +9 ‘o140% 1386
Hswspaper Resding - - . , AL '
Sveryday ° a1 (1137) 3% (219) 41 (547 47 (3N)) ‘13 A7ee 2772 :
Someginmeg 41 (700) 42 (184) AL (299) ag @ -3 . -02 . 1693 v
’ . Tess then $10,000 S1L (832) $2 (171) 32 (347) S0 (318) . -2 <,03 1626
$10,000 - $24,999 36 ( 715) 31 (187) 37 (362) 38 (196) +*? 08w 1993
. 925,000 and acre % (132) 28 (39 % (69) 32 () +l1 - T L8 44
1 v \ L4
-1 Am sll msjor end minor characters coded between 1969 and 1977, culy 19.4 percent of
témale characters portriyed as marrisd vere slso employed 80,6 percent of married
female chavscters wers not employed (comparsdle figures for male charscterss 8.8 '
pevesnt of married male charscters wers also working). I reaal life, '42.1 percent

2
&

womsn {a the U.S. population who vere msrried and living with cheir husbands
were 8120 {n the civilian labor force; 32.9 pircent were oot in the laboc force
(U.8. Dept. of labor, Buress of Labor Statistics, Report No. 343, Spring 1976).

2 "On the sverage day, about how msuy hours do you persouslly wetch television?®
¥ ¢ Light: one hour or less
wadium: two to thres hours
NeaVy: four hours or more

# gizst-order partisl gamms

*0 8.0 (taw) | - |
_pata Source: NORC 1973, 1977 and 1978 General gocial Surveys : TN .
Interview Dste: [Pebruary, March, April 1973, 1977 and 1978 ) l
Method: Perscus! Interview

Quastions QKPITEAR): An index calculated from responses to four saxisa-related items:
7EEMR, FEWORK, FEROL, sud FEPRES.

. . . fo
Q ‘ 8')
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.Paztial Correlations Bomen Amount of Viewing amf \
vmqu lzages-of Older Peoplc

v,

There are fever _;
._ol.du naople today .10
" Older people are 0s
worse off financially e
today -
More older people ' 08
‘1ive alons today *
Older people are ’.05

not sexually active

DATA SOURCE: National Council ¢n Aaing. "Myth and Reau:y of Aging
INTERVIEW DATE: Spr:l.ng 1974

a

O"

Table 14

. 06

6

Bduc;l:igg

.07

.04

.08

.08 °

.

Income

a .
009

.04
.07

.03

.10

" .04

.08

.03

© (all p<.001)

(all p<..01)

(all p<.001)

(all p<.01)
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c“telaum Between ‘Amuat ot Viewing and v‘rious

Imcu of 014 Peopu. wvithin Agr-croupa

LY

01dcr people are
di.uppmins

Olderx peoplo ue
worse o!! umcmly

More older people
uvc alone today’

Older people are
got sexually active

. " € .03
*p ¢ .01
"’p(.OOI

09™*

DATA SOURCE: National Council om Aging, "Myth and Reality of Aging" .~
INTERVIEW DATE: Spring 1974

Q-



