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ABSTRACT™ \ %

Television has been found' to be the most believabie medium as well as the
most mentioned source of ngws about "What's going on in the world." 'While some
'studies have' assessed the sources for local news, few have focused their atten-
tion on state news. ‘ . v

urpose of this study was to assess the sources used by a metropolitan

. ! K * Th
. “. . populat for news about state government. In addition, demographic, interest
i 4in state _ ent news, and media use variables were examined to see if dif-
) ferences in these variables relate to differences in* selection of news sou&ge,

The inte%ést in state government news in this g@ﬁhy'wég'highe; than the -
interest ip news found in other studies. Television was found to be the major
. source, even across media use and demographic subgroups. However, those
K interested  in state neWs are mdféfiikelyitofselect newspaper as a .source, than
thgse not interest®ed. There was no difference between categories of interest
and selection of -TV as a source. { ' ‘

- 3

This study and others suggest additional reseérch-—compariﬂg various geo-~

" graphic areas (both urban and rural) as well as other predictors of state news,
sources such as demographics and interest.
A ' ’ . - e '
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g Televisxon continues to be self-described as the most believeable news
)

: quium as well as the major source of news} From the,196Qs to the present te;e—
"vision hasjbeen rated as more believeable and the major source of both national

d locAdl news even when the comparison was made at the loeal level, i.e., }

.

comparing loca; television newscasts with the local daily newspaper.

Since 1961 the Roper Organizat{on has fonnd,television'to'be the most

P .believeable medium2 and -since 1963 found television to be the most mentioned |

. . source of news-about "what's going on in the world" 3
\/— While some studies have, addressed the sources for local news, few have
b ] focused their attentjon on g%ggg.news. Levy, for example, found that TV or both
.' ﬁv and newspapers were the principai sources for nationalqgnd international news,

. , .8 .
¢ While the newspaper far surpassed TV as the source of local news, but no assess-

9

mentlwas made of sources .of state new:
coL " Roper- Organizatlon studles did ask respondents their sources for 1nformatﬁg\
about . statew;de electlons, cand1dates and issues. In 1976 Roper found that tele- \\\,

vision was still in first place, reported by. 50%—or more respondents as their

-
\

source of 1nformatlon about state candldates, 1ssues or elections, while newspapers

were.clted by only 35%, and other sources (including radio, magazlnes and other

4 -
p people) were reported by less thari ten percent.5

. w_ Two questlons arise: 1) since Roper only asked about elections, would the’
reports of news sources vary if respondents.were asked about coverage of state

éﬁvernment rather than Just elections? and 2) 51nce.Ro]'r's was a national study//

would the results vary if a local study wére conducted? Zenaty and Reagan, for
—

]
»

example, found that‘news credibility varied considerably in their locad studies from

Roper national studdes,ithe-loca; results vary{nb'oy ten percentgabove_or below
. y R

v Roper's national results.

W ) . . . N
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The purpose of this study, then, was to assess thé sources used by a
metropolitan population for news about state government. In addition, demo-
graphic, interest in-state govérnment news, and media yse variables are examiged '

to see if differences in these variables relate to differences in selection of

AN
v

news sources.

METHOD

b3 [}

- A cross-sectional éurvey was conducted in the Lansing, Michigan area with
a systematic random sample of 94T telephone Ermbers selected from the most recent

Lansing Area telephone directory. Interviews were conducted with Tll4 respond-

\ .

ents between 6:30 p:m. and 9:30 p.m., Tuesday through Thursday, May‘13;15, 1980.7

The sample was composed of 43.0% male, S5k.6% married, 36.3% with children' |,

living at home, 38.L4% with at least a college degree, and 52.T% having household
incomes overﬁ$20,000. The average age of a respon&ent was L4O.L4 years.
“In addition to demographic‘qﬁestions, respondénts were asked how many

_ hours aof television they watched on-the previsus day and how much time (in hinute;)

they speAt readiné a neﬁ%iaper on the ﬁrévious day.'\-; R ' ' v '

* To assess interest in news about state goverp;;nt respondenté were asked,
"How interested are you in news about st;te éovernment? Would you say you are

\

interested, somewhat interested or not interested in state government'news?"

To f&nd out the sources for state gjxgrnment nevs reépondents;were asked
the uﬁqﬁded question, "Whéré do you get four news about things that hgﬁpen in
. the state government?" Multiple r§§ponsés to this question were allowed.
_Comparisons wé&efmade amohg.diéﬁotomous media ﬁse and aemografhic categoriéé.
TV:gge;'newspaper ﬁgé, education and income were split &s close-ts the median as
pos;ible‘ The following dichotomies wereaused: TV use (2 hours or less/over 2

* ' hou{s); newspaper -use (45 minutes or less/more than 45 minutes); Agé (35 years

or less/over 35 years); Education (some éoilege or less/college degree or_mofe);

- .
. . »
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income ($20,000 or leSs/more than $20 000), marital statu. (married/Single)

: parental status (children living at‘home/none at home); and gender (male/fe e).
~ -
' Where comparisons vere made acress three subgroupsfﬁ)’chi-square test -

was used.a'Whefe percentages ‘between", two groups vere céép d the "difference -

- -
. .
1

of-proportions test" was used.9 i
AR : X RESULTS = . : )
( . . : ‘ . e . v . > )
Television was used an average of 3.02 hoprs and newspapers an avérage of <

-y \ L L N
-
{

fifty-two minutes on the previ day.

.

* When asked how interested n state government news they were, LT7.4% said

" they were 1nterested 42.8% were somewhat interested and 9 7& were not 1nterested

' ~ P . ' "o
at all. ‘ . ; ! \q : - E

‘ : s .

The following sources for state government news were seiected by respondents

' . . . . eV . N
(multiple responses were allowed): newspaper - %3.3%, television - 59.1%, radio -
. 4 ! .

9.5%, other people.- 1.8%, and other‘song;es - 6.3%.lo N

Relatlon of fnterest ‘to Sburce. Table one compares degrees of intereat %
state government news with respondents' selection of sources of such news. Those

who are 1nterested or .somewhat interested in news about state government are more_
\ ‘ * ¢ ) . rﬁ‘/
likely to use the newspaper as & source than those not interested. However, interest
. . \ . . * , » . .
does not relate to selection of either TV or radioc as sources with similar pro-~

portions of egch eategory of interest selecting TV or radio as a source of state
’government news. . ' ' *
. 2 . | o y

- -

Media Use»and_Interest. Heavier~users of newspapeé a;e'more'likely than -

A

lighter users to be interested in-news about state government. There is no differ-

ence in interest between lighter and heavier users of TV (See Table‘2).'



v Demographics and,Interest.. The demographic breakdowns are also presented in

A

Table 2. Older, married, higher educated and’higher income persons are more likely

v o

. X 4 ] : :
to be interested in news about‘s{ate government than\are younger, single persons

o with lower'income and education. -TherE’was né- difference for®gender or parental status.
. N . . . ) .

Media Use and Source: “These, results are reSedted in Tabie 3. Heavier

R s -
oy

newspaper " ,were more likely than lighter users to- select newspapers as a

W

scurce. Heavier thers wer more likely to * ekt TV as a source. .’J;he converse

.

-

was not true, i. e., 1ighter users of TV were no mo¥e likely to une nevsﬁapers as

' N . . v o, I R

a source and lighter users of newspapers~were nbtJﬁore“likely to select TV as a ;
) e e T . . :
source. c e 5 ) ”‘Q . '

-
-

/ i
Even th}&hh heavier)users of newpapers were/ﬁore likely than lighter users v

source, regardless of media use, television uas .8elected
I

to select nelspapers as

most often ag a source of state gove t news. . J

e e e - —— . . — - — — — — — . 3

N s - o . TABLE) 37ABOUT ‘HERE |

~

Demogrh%hics and Source. The demographic resul}s are presented in Table 3.
\
Higher educated males are more likely than females or thoserith lower education
, to select neyspapers as a souree of state government newvs. Youﬂger, lower-edui,;ed,

lower Nacome females are more likely than their counterparts to select Tv:as a

source. ne of the other comparisons are significant. . ’ . oo -

' Again,' regardless of the comparison, within any demographic subcategor

television is the most sélected source of state»government news. The closest is .

. -2 i ‘ : .
education where among higher educated persons only a few percent more select

“

5 a . ) : ey
L/?p source _ . 3 ,
, B .
W - : \‘ - 4
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i DISCUSSION .
1

The 1nterest in state government newvs expressed in the Lansing area was
’ . 3

higher than that found by Jennings ahd 2iegler in t:jir analysis of national ‘

data.ll Even though limiLing their analysis to thode interested in public affairs

_ in general, they found that 37% Paid a gredt deal of attention to state politics \\
and 12% paid "not much" attention.12 The present study found ab%ﬁt L% interested

and less than 10% not interested at all - and this oY the ~total population whick

/ el

included those who might not be interested in public affairs. Of course} there

L] .

are explanations: Jennings and Ziegler an yzed data collected twglve years before
the presenﬂ study (in 1968), interest in state politigs with the emergence of .

4rstate tax issues may have generally increased and-Lansing 1is a s;ate capital yhich
L d

may add to interest in state politics. Regardless of the difference in the studies,

-

-both show that there is an_ interest in state government newvs, agpd would then

encourage further Tesearch in use of and sources for such news,
Like other studies on news sources, th1s study found that television is

reported by more,itespondents as a source of state -8overnment news. Again, regardless -

v

of the nature.df the news - national local or state - television is the major
L

source,. even when looking ‘at media pse and demographic subgroups. However, like

o\

1

ﬁqmj;::udies of local news, tHere is considerable ariation between local ratings
& 3

”
ces and natiénal ratings. The present study found that n1‘e bpercent more

-

.Q.f"s

i

res*>ondents selectedyTV 85 a source than in the Roper national study, and only
slightly Tewer (3%) selected newspapers. This difference rajses the question: why
are there such differences? Does local,TV coverage vary in quality or %uantity of
' statewgovernment news from geographic locale to lochle? Does the lbcal:neuspaper
coverage vary noticeably from locale to locale? If S0, how does variance in such

coverage relate to differences in the use of these media as sources? 3 (
fr .

-
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The findiné that those interested in state news are more likely to select ’
a newspaper as a source than are those not interested needs further examination.
v L » ‘
Doeel?bporting ?f state news by the newspaper pique the interest of those already ~

reading, or do those who have a keen interest search out the newspaper specifically

o

as a source? ’
There Qas‘no difference between categories of interest and their selection

of TV as a source. Most people use te;evisfon regardless of their interest,ibut

'~\\\ do those with a keener interest’a%so use newspapers? If this is so then thé fact

thét-TV is reported as the major source loses some of its meaning. With a certain

minimal amount of interest TV offers some informat;on about state government.

However, those wanting additional information may pdve to turn to another source -

4 ~
. Y

i;, this case, newspapers. .

! ) .. In general, the demographic results are similar to those found in studies of
R . \ T
—  news credibility. Carter and Greenberg found that males were more likely. than ¢
vf ere(/ 13
emales to prefer newspapers while females w more likeiy to prefer TV Younger
l and ess educated preferred TV while older more educated respondents were more likely

than their counterparts to prefer newspaper. Greenberg found the same results in a
L ’ t . \

later study.lh The present study also found that lower educated femeles were more

likely to select TV as a source. In addition, those with lower income were aelso

»

. more likely to select TV. Interestingly, this Study/found-that older persons were

more likely to select TV. Perhaps, as the "TV generation" heads toward middle-age
| ] ) e - -

the selection of TV as a source also follows. ‘
Based on the fact that several. studies have found high interest in state
government news ind that very few explored uses ‘for and sources for sdch news,.
additional research is snggested. This research ehould be carried out’ in yerlous
geographic'areas,of the'country, both urban and rural, and should concentrate om
predictimg the selection .o'f a source throuéh a.n examination of the r%fm"‘

7 ‘ ’ ' a
selecting a particular news source\ . -

~
. o , /’
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Table 1 . K
The relation of Interest in State '
. - Government News to Source of State News \
4 .
< ° ‘ »
Source
Newspaper v . Radio (n)
Interest in . :
State Government ) . TN ) X
News: Interested +30.8% . 58.7% . 10.5% : (334)
LN . . . - > .
. Somevhat 38.2 . 58.2 8.6 (301)
}Not L. 22.0 . 61.8 8.9 (68)
. u.um2>;.{‘; ‘ - . - .
‘ ‘ 9.92 <1l g <1
ép e £.01 ns » " ns,¢,

NOTE: Percentages total to greater than 100 :
because of multiple response. . e

-

o/
X
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R ‘A Ta.ble 2 v
A / o ’ '
i "’rhe Relatlo:x of Media.Use and Demographici
to- Interest in State GoVernment News
A Ad A ', -
' Interested - :
i } e . ) . o~ ‘/
o .- .[ - . ’ . ) ’ - .' (n) s '-
. L / ~ .‘ ] : ._ - —
+ TV use: 2 hrs - 1 8.3 AR “(292) -
' T 2.nrs. ¥ . © o hgv9 - (2T8) . L -
. . . 4 }: N L - >
A SR N SN e LA : -
rewspa.per Use. SN BRE : ' S
_. .49 mins. - PR Lk, 9% : (31k) o :
Lémins. +- 7 % 58.2 ~ (237) R '
. A g TR N .
Age: 35 - . < 3k, gx (353) e L7
| 36 + L60.1 (336) o
* - fMarried Csy.pee L (315) s . -
Single i . 38.5° ~ (31k) -~ U
A = VA -
Childfen at, home 52.1 | (240) i
. No ‘children. , * k6.3 - -+ (L28) L
Some College - L3,5% (L25)- L }‘: ’
College degree + sk.r . - (268)
In.cozne: $20,000 - - L2, 8% \’/ (362)
$20,002 + 53.3 (27k)
. Male - 50.0° © (270) "‘¢
Female 51.3. (359). .
*pd .01 }
¥*p £ .001
4
- t ‘o *
o~
« {; ‘
o . . LS
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5, e ‘ .-. g _  '¢ Table 3

'The Relation of Media Use and Demographics- . ‘; -
to Source of~State Government News o &

N . T , ' Source .
£ . 4 'L; : Newspaper ™V - Radio . - (n)

L3 & i . ] '
w % L

Tv UseRtrs: - © o 3u.en 55.35%%4 9.5 - (205)

¢4  2hrs.+ | . 29.2 69.8 6.8 ¢ (281)

. Newspaper Use: ' o . ‘ ‘,. . o :

’ ‘45 min.. - : 33.2%% ' 54.0 ° 9.5 = (328)

. 46 min. + , b5.2 - 51.9 5.9. v - {239)

[} N . . . . . .

Age: '35 - . ' 33.1 50, 3%** 10.8 (360)

36 + a 35.1 67.8 8.3 - (339)
‘. Married . 32,9 '59.0- 10.L " (383)
. Single ,. - v 3hlh 57.T % 8.2 - (317)
» ‘Children at home Co33.7 56.5 10.6 (2u6)
., No children ~ = 2.1 . 619 - - 8.6 (431)
* . bé -

- Some College - . 28, Gun 67 . THi . 8.5 (433)
College degree + gy b1.5 Ls.2 11.5 L (270)
Income: $20,000 -, “ 35.8 ’ 6L Jon* 8.9 (369)

$20,001 + 31.9 . 52.2 10.1 (216)
Male 4 \ Lo.o* 53.1%#* 9.7 (2713) -
Female * - o 31.8 64.6 .. . 9.9 . (362)
. B ) ’,‘i : . . . g
NOTE: Percentages may total across to more than 100 due to multiple response.
Y : : P . ‘
R * p<.05
**% p<,.01 *
s *#%* p<.001
) ‘ ‘ v >
K -
y ) i
",
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