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'Mlch1gan Gov. W1111am G. M1lk1kan, released by *the National’ Governor 8
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: N STA’I’EHOUSE ®REPORTING OF A 1 SLATIVE SESSTON: . RS
i , SOURCE PERCEP'I'IONS QF NEW DIA %ERFORMANCE . o ~
. 3 o ) . — > | ey \

. - . . . \; .

\

Journallsts cover1ng state government often take th’ opportunity to-

a .

cr1t1clze the efforts of pol1t1c1ans—-- in commentar1es, analyses; cqlumns, and

in the obJect1ve report1ng that they produce each day. Certainly those government

off1c1als at the state level, estimated by some to be the: least sa11ent 1eve1 of » .
government to the publl.c than other €1eve1s 1 have op1nlons about the qua11ty of
AY

work® of the news medla 1n coverlug these sources. A recent study by the staff of
- b

. a \L‘ ‘\. ‘
Assoc1at1on in Wash1ngton, 111ustrates this. Phis repori/ﬂg\flect1ng the opn-n?bgf,xN1
of 48 goVernors, stated the news medla dld a "B" job in covering their various
, . ' b h .
states.27 ‘ : ' ; w ' .

If the news media are not/aolng the. best poss1b1e job accord1ng to those
L] .

S e
b

the Rews media cover,‘they must strive to better understand what sources th1nk
.k

" ////’jEEZuB news media - performance and news med1a Ihstktuxlons &n general What are the

K

Q
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- images public” off1c1a1s hold toward news media report1ng perforhance? Whether it R

X

is coverlgg*the chlef'executlve,‘the leglslature, or the supreme court, the Job

-

LS

.

is not( an easy ome, - -« - . ‘ -

t 1s clearly not an easy task as ﬁh1tehead and Z1ffaxnd1cate,3 and from
-

‘the—fesearch 11terature, we know much more about the news media's percept1ons of

sources and news media behavior ‘in general in cover1ng governnent. Textbooks on

' " ‘ - -

reportlng,,for example, focus on how-to-do-lt rather than understand1ng sources,

-

and source percept1ons of - news med1a purpose and performance. Researchers have : ¢

. - L%
studied thhsgmjor da11y newspapers, the news magazines, and the te1ev1SLon ‘and ;

IS

radlo networks. And they have concentrated on the'public's reactions to coverage,
ilpressions regarding performance, and such similar matters, Litt(e.recente ‘ ” -

scholarly concern has been given to state government and news média performance
é , ; ' ew ;

- . N . -
~ .
. B

-
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Y

. in qoverlng state government. Furthermore, research tends to focus on pub11cn.

ﬂ

\ '

percept1ons of news media performance ‘and not on the percept1ons of the pr1mary

’

‘source$ of state gove?ﬁment news--- pub11c off1c1als 1n the executlve,

-

~

leglslatlve, and Jud1c1a1‘Branches. While the governor and supreme court‘of

- 1

given state are 1mportadt news source% and the governor is' the 1eading6individua1

: L . » . f‘/ .
.y news source in the state, certalnly the s1ng1e 1argest group of sources 1in

® infliential p031tlons is the state 1eg1slature. Some pol1t1cak sc1ent1sts believe

+ 'these representétlves are the state 8 ombudsmen reaching into the hinterlands to
4

gerve the e1ectorate.4 The 1egis1ature, therefore is an_important group of news

f 4 ot e
' e 'sources and even more lmportant as approprlate evaluators of performance of the "
L '. "
- news med1a coverage of - state government. '

- ‘

The body of llterature that concerns itself w1th news medra performance 1n
’ cover1ng state government is grow1ng. Dunn for example, . demonstrated the

relat1onsh1p of the pub11c off1c1a1 and the news medxa in listing the mmJor

v

4

2

components of the public official-reporter communication dyad. Each component,

(

N Dunn concbudedg mus t he interrelated.with all components on both gides of-the_

©
dyad For pol1t1ca1 reporters, Dunn s f1ve components are: (1) role v1ews, (2)
Q
-defining news, ) gather1ng news in terms of routanes and 1nteract1on with

officials,

) select1ng news,‘and (5) wiiting news. On the other side of the s

esk the four components for public officials -are: (1) views toward the
. ¢ .o e : .
(2) exposure to the press, (3) réceiving commumication, and (4)

source's

press,

oo _ tranémitting'communication techniques and purpo,ses.5 Public off1c1a1s 1mages of

, ¥

the press, a v1ta1 m1t1gat1ng factor in the 1nterre1at1onsh1ps of source and

- L Y

X reportef’°w111 q% stud1ed here. Dunn further explains pub11c offic1a1s

percept1ons of job- perfdrmance in terms of cr1t1c1sm and pra1se. Criticisms, Dunn

\ i

\offers,&ire usually grounded in pub11c off1c1als own 1nstrumentaL or1entat1ons

/ o ~

.

toward the press. They include improper news emphasis and selection, lack of

. . ,»r
4 . .

we .o 5

v . . . . . . e
s . . : - . : S
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experience of,statehouse reporters, lack of technical knowledge of public¢

officials' aréps of administraticn'and/or government, editorials written by

!

“1solated editorlal wrlters who have 1mproper information, and a lack of 1n-depth

: quite-similar views that reporters recoghize but legislators do not. With this,

‘achieving their program goais.6

i

1
stor1es and comprehenslve 1nterpretat10n of state government a€t1v1ty. Praise
.t

does not always come in the form of the obverse of the cr1t1crsms he sa1d.
. [ N

©

Pralse 1nc1udes the various "good" qua11t1es of reporters such as wide. range of
knowledge and adaptab111ty to s1tust1qgs, his or ﬁLr 1nterest in’ state.

) i
gove:nhent, and the helpfulness of. the press in assisting public officials in
~ A ¢ R . . .

>, 4 3 . . N - - - - ’ ) .. . . . ) ’
« , Martin found government officials in Washington to be "satisfied" with the

0 ~

performance of the press on the whole, but this is not the case at the state °

D . ' - ” . 4 B 0
level. State officials spend a good amount of their time criticizing the press,

. ~
- . .

he said.7 Research By Dunn and Morgan support Martin'sAgeneral view_.8 News media
R - o
and source relationships are, however, difficult to analyze”because their.

4 -

constituent elements are not easil& isolated or disentangled, Blumler ‘and '~_
Gurevitch argue. The fusion of the source and reporter ‘occurs because "each '

communicatar is amply motivated to ~ study' ‘the other when jﬁrSuing his or her
?i.nterests;"9 Sanders and Kaid have observed that the relat1onsh1p between .

. ° M
1

reporters and their political sources is character1zed by most resdarchers as

adversary in contrast to other possible paradxgms such as the "exchange model.10
While they ‘are adversary, reporter—publlc off1c1a1 relat1onsh1ps have been

~ . -

viewed to p1vot on commun1cat1on patterns based on mutual dependence Dyer and

R

Nayman concluded. As this happens, each side tries to man1pu1ate the other and

-~ [}

alter the s1tuat10n.11 Dyer and Nayma ccncluded reporters and legislators have

4 . . . »

reporters felt "close" to }egislatorsy’but'legislators did not feéiic}ose to

reporters.lz It becomes important; therefore, to study the images public

o N v

. i PP

'l)L'L 6. [

o
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&

.- officials hold of reporters and the news media to better understand why this

closeness does .not exist. Miller deteraned the relatlonships between reporters

3

and Congressmen are symbiotic, not adversarial‘ In her -case study, she said

personal fr1endships are no doubt important, but fr1ends are not always available

s

- when a pollt1c1an needs one in the news media. Shared understandings are’ perhaps

\ more 1mportant, 1n*other wbrds, playing by 5he rules of the game *hese rules,
&

she concludes, are what alloy p&llticlans and reporters to function in

v

symbiosls.13 Baker and Walter, 1nvest1gaé§ng the relationship of the state ‘._._
~

’ I

leg1slature and the' news media, 'said the issue agendas of members of  the

-

o " .legislature were similar to the issue agendas of coverage of the ma jor ngﬁspapersﬁ

] ! N ot / . B /.—
8% the state.14 . S /

} ‘ )
The goal of better news medda coverage 1s blocked by numerous obstaq?e/.

v

Whltehead and Ziff note several 1nclud1ng‘short staff1ng, internal splits within

- . v

the news media between print and broadcastlformats, shortages of information from’
* . - . :

Ce sources, turnover among sources, turnover among reporters, the "ordering" of v

statehouse fnews, dependence on set spokesmen for 1nformation, and

v1s1bility of a U. S.usenator is based more on act1v1ty of the senator more, than

anything other single predictor. By comparlson, act1v1ty was much mgfe highly

correlated to v1s1bil1ty of a senator than was seniority, state size, and’

‘RK
conmittee legdership prestige.lé-Many of these factors clearly'influence,the

~
v

‘perceptions of sources by news media and perceptions of news media performance by
7 C . Lo . .
‘soyrcés. ‘ g y ' ‘
’ L ' . C. o S
Gormley has determined\that~coverage of state government by television and

" by'newspapers is not equivaledt. NeWspspers, hevconcluded,vdevote a larger

-proportion of news stories to’'state government than,does televisiog. Newspapers_

" also give greater prominence to storiesfthan television. While newspaper:coVerage

- ) " G:/ N . L "'\ " o . '

oversimplification of complex processes.%5 Weaver and Wilhoit determined i ,
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AN
of state gqvernment could be better,"' he said, television}coverage~coulq be much
better, Gormley characterized teleVision coverage as reflectin "a palicy of

~ ' A.

'benignﬂneglect.'" Gormley says this findlng, plus the fact thak telenision is’

@he nation s foremost information Sourcé leads to public opinionfthat state
L h %o

~

.

, . o 1 .
, government.is}uot very 1mportant. 7. RN ’

It is :ﬁé disti;%%ion between\electronic news media and print news meqia,
i,tngt is)of'interest here,‘pargicularly as uiewe¢?by‘tne%public official. Merwin,f
‘found teleV1s;on-more favorably Judged by 1eg1slators. He also’determined |
telev1sion was -perceived to .be more respon81ble,.reputab1e, wholesome '1mp;rtant,

I v

v

o

atd safe to'legislatogs. Newspapers, in cqntrast, were viewed to be biased and

partial, but truthful and interesting. Merwin said the overall ratings average of.

television news coverage were higher than newspapers . But he cautions that the

- ’ . i =

two media cannot be equatedebecause of differences in the way. telev151on and

neﬁspapers cover state leg;slative news. It might be as simple as tKe fact tPat

>

newspapers offer more material to cniticize than time- tight telev131on

8 L . SRR
cewscasts.! LT e r ‘ T
S y, o ) - . o ) v~‘
Tannapbaum and McLeod studied public images “of mass media institutions,
. ' '~ *
determining five dimehSions of consuuer perceptions. They determined a general

evaluation dimension which related to pleasantness of the megia, its value, .

.

1mportance, and 1nterest‘arousal capabili t ies. Ethical evaluation was a sécond
. |
dimens1on, including €airness, truthfulness, bias,‘responsibility, and accuracy.

PR

4 The third Aimension-identifi was labeled stylistic evaluation, indluding
. <a N -~ L

i . g . . .

coloqfulness,'excitement, fj?shness, neatness, and difficulty.ﬂlﬁeirlfourth image
dimension 1ncluded potency,-reflecting the power of - the mass media, 1ts boldness,'

and "lpudness." The fifth dimension found was labeled activity, reflecting

- N 1 .
act1w1ty, tenseness, and how modern the mass media weré perceived to'be. 9 nd)

4n their benchmark thesaurus studx, Oséood, Suci, andiTannenbaum_fouﬂd

N <

8

i
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eva}uat1on, potency, or1ented act1v1ty, stab111ty, tautness, recept1v1ty, and

. \

aggress1veness d1mens1ons.20 The d1mensxon reflect1ng stab111ty seems e
}. [ N N \]

part1cu1arly useful beyond those identified by Tannenbaum and McLéod when applied

P . ‘ ] y i ) L. : .,.‘

to news med1a performance. - ‘ S S l ;o Lo E
¥ LT s ° . . . ) . . )
’ Merwiﬂy,looking specifiCally at public pfficials' perceptions’ of news ' . 3

' Q;uedia performance covering state .government, identified ethics, potencyy style,
X " R

4 . e ’ ’ : . \ *

appearance, and quality -as important dimensions of images of.legislative coverage —_

-

of home district newspapers. He also found qualaty potency,lfccuracy, B T T
~ ! ) et ’:‘:',M._."_ “

attractlveness, and 1mportance to, be d1me's1 s of 1mages of leg1s1at1ve coverage R

. .

e,

of home d1str1ct telev1s10n.21 Lemert, on the other hand found - just three . -

components of source 1mage in a cross—cultural study-— safety, dynam1sm and .
v P , L
qual1f1cat1on—-—:regardless of sources, scales, cultures, 1nstructuons,’and A‘.(J b

., . ‘ . B
. - . o \

22 o : o
“situations. - : E ‘ o .Y

~ [ 9

o 24 1 - . ®. . . ) . . . . )
Research -Questions ) . R : o ol i

This paper explores the relationships between the ‘news media and the : e

.

§

public official. More specifically, this;paper investigatedrrelationships of the

v

-

cap1tol press corps and members of a State leglslature. In doxng so,_the

-

pr1nc1pal focus 1s on percept1ons of cap1tol press corps coverage held by members ‘\
.- - .\ . . ) - ., R , + ‘
of a state leg1slature. o C - oL < _ .
LA = v . .
In a, general way, th1s pﬁpetiseeks to determlne these 1mages ‘held of the

& . E-3 L3

nedla. To be .more preclse, éhls papg£~31lj;look not only at state legxslators -

q -
y N kY

percept1ons of news medla performance, but<also at leg1slators perceptlons of ™

d1fferences in pr1nt and broadcast news media performance, Furthermore, it will\7\§§§%://
. ‘ . v ) . ’ - ’

. . o,
4 ‘.

‘investigate state legislators' perceptions of differences .in coverage at homei\ :

- -

district and state- levels. o Vs

,

. . . * . . . . . . . . - .
~. This paper attempts to provide answers to these research questions: -

' EEEE: 3




N
h

. . [ *Jg { S
o (1) What are~public officialsijpma%es}of‘(a)unewspaperrcoverage in_home
» 3 P Y R -4 o
) ! f d1§tr1ct, (b) radro and televrérga/coverage in home drstr%§§9 (c)‘newspaper .
R coverage statewrde, and (d) radio and teleyleom\coverage statenrde‘v if ‘5,
3 v ) R ey
(2) What are the similarities and/or differences in.public pr;crals ;\%r
_ / ; perceptlons ‘of pr1nt and , broadq?st news med1a report1ng performance? T
Lo " o (3) WAt are the srm1lar1t1es and/or d1fferences in publlc offrclals -

: perceptrdns»of, ome dﬂ?tr1ce and §tatey1de news media reportlng performance?
< - ) . .

o

na ' ) >

>: : Method ' V . ,‘ . . T - . .
. JHethod S ._ v. |

> : . (_.d -"-l’ . . .
f \\;‘, Tannenbaum and McLeod dsed semantic differential scales to determine

R »: public imagés of mass media institutions.23 Following their work, sciles were

. Heveloped to represent'their five dimensions of'images held By a gronp of
. o 1Y
. reSpondents:,(\) general evaluatron, (2) eth1cal evaluatron, (3) styllst1c
. A . a
ﬁevaluatlon, (4)°potency, and (5) act1v1ty._A s1xth d1mensron stab1lf5y was

¢t ’ > ’
added from Osgood Suc1, and Tannenbaum s early work. 24 The semané1c pa1rs used

in qonstructlon.of\the 1m§ge scale, a quest1qnna1re,nnere"suggested by the two
e : < o ) . ‘., N .

.~ studies noted above“ and by Merwin,zs'and by Lemert.26 : T

S . . :A.scale of 35, semantrc ‘pairs was developed \representlng the d1mens1ons

|
g

A ‘ ‘proposed by Tannenbaumkand McLeod To determrne d1fferences in pr1nt and

Jo .broadcast”news media images held by publrc officials, legrslators were asked $0°

- -

® ' evaluate performance of newspapers and of rad1o and telev1sron us1ng tPe semant1c

- i

' -

P ‘ o
performance at the home d1str1ct level and the statewide level, respondents were

*

\g\\\ . drfferentral scale. Furthermore, to determ1ne evaluatlons of news" med1a
N Dt

o

asked to,eValuate performance on theée levels as well. Therefore, “four ) -
O 5 , _ 5 ~ o

evaluations were obtaimed on the questionnaire: (1) newspaper coverage in home

o ' ,leggslafive district, (2) newspaper coverage stdtewide, (3) radio and television |
AY “~ n -t ) \ ) . ' - . #- . .

sy IS - . . : N . R ’ . o

. - - L. . : g
N . . ] )
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AN » Lo ) v .. v . ?16-‘ .
coverage in home legislative district, and ((4) radio and television coverage
) . . BEAR i 13’ - v - : e
. o Y . , . . . .
statewide. o }\ Lt . . S
) - ~ i ' B ' . o *

-
Data were collfcted in W1scons1n where .the state leg1slature cons1sts of .

~

’33-member senate and 99-member stemb y. The size of this- leg1slature enabled a )

~ ‘

census to be conducted rather than a sample of a 1arger body of. leglslators.

s
. ’

Because the leg1slaturerwas 1n recess at the t1me data Sa;:ect1on began, ‘a mail

. ‘ . .
_ quest10nna1re conta1n1ng the four sets of bcales and demographlc questxons was-

sent to home addresses of all leglslators.27 ‘A memorandum wrltten by a lead1ng

.
. ‘ [

member of the Assembly endorsed the study 1n an attempt to enhance response rate.
i v TWo follow-up mall1ngs with, personal letters wele sent to legislatdrs not )
reSpondxng to the or1g1nal ma111ng. Telephone calls, when poss1b1e, were made to
encourage response. Incomplete que§t10nna1res wereéreturned[to requndents in
R N

hopes they would-be completed.w.

& _' \V‘ J_t .\
-+Data were coded and analyzed ‘ufing the t test and factor analys1s

‘ ! y
subprograms of the Stat1st1cal ‘Package for the: Soc1al Sc1ences (SPSS) Each of’

four sets of image scales were factor analyzed ut1llz1ng the pr1nc1pal:I£ct0r1n
N )

~ .,‘,-

with iteration method Main d1agonal elements of the,correlat1on matrxx were

.

replaced with communal1ty est1mates with this prOcedure. The fscton structure

- result1ng from analys1s served as the 1ndependent var1ab1es, each set of 35 ﬂ\\i:
" : 20N T . N -
’ var1ables (semant1c pa1rs) serVed as the dependent var;ables. The initial L

» 4 [

'factorrng cr1ter1on was. a 1.0 e1genvalue. Secéndary factoring called fOr factor

L

- . o v
b solutlons based on overall structure of factor matrices. The 1teratLon maximum ;
§]
\"" Id .
was 25. A var1maxcrotat1on was-executed on the data in each factor analys1s -run -
; 8\ - .
- . on this data base. S . : ; . S .

we o e

s : S - : ‘ ‘ N




. ! a
. . '
. . . . 4 r
> T . ‘ - . l - ’
\ . \ . ‘ . . . . , ) -
(v . .
Y 1y .
J " " . : -11- .
'Findings -

ﬂ.A total o£,52 3 percent (n—69) responded to tje questionnaire1 This figure

represents 42.4 percent (u=14) of the Senate and 55.6 percent (n—55) of the
. 4 . .

Assembly. Of the 14 senators reSpondlng, one quest1onnalre (7.1 percent) was
1ncomp1ete. Of the 55 Assembly memb%’s respondlng, thrée questlonnalres (5 5

percent) were 1ncomp1ete, Th;&, 63 rg;pondents were included in .the anaIysls’
- 29 _ » . . B e _ . "3 \ <
(49.2 percent). S _ _ s

R .~ Among the respondents, 58.5 percent were Democrats, the mean age yas 42.6

yeers,o86.2 percent were male, 41.5'percent represented ‘urban constituencies and
40 0 percent represented urban-rural constituencies, 35. 4 percent had served in

the leglslature for mine or more years, 20 0 percent were bu31nessmen (the group
X et
wag quite heterogeneous), and 72.3 percent had a college unde%graduate or a \
. o R "

N . . . . . -

graduate degree.

~ . b

- ~

General Perceptions of News Media Performance ' ”\
’ v R ) =

Means for all variables are contained in Tables 1-4. These means reveal’
. - : <L

. . LA
numerous categorical differences. First of all, legislators do .perceive .

. significant differences in radio and television cdverage over newspaper coverage,

« "\ evaluation does fot seem to be influenced by thE~nature of cgverjage either,

. \ . : L ‘ . & ! ) ;

@ both geographic levels of .coverage of the legislature were lower for nearly
geogra ¢ X

W . . . . o T . . -
ad jective pair mean scores for newspapers. :
v, T ) . - : ' -4 .
' .Second, there seems to be far. less distinctiqhy by legislators for

oY L T ] '

. statewide or distriét_coverage'of'newspapers or of radio and television.

; -

Leglsiators d1d percelve.home d1str1ct coverage more pos1t1ve1y than stat

N
e

coverage of the 1eg1slature, but many mean score d1ffere?ces were not-:

S statisticelly signifieant at*the(p=0.05 1eve1‘~

A ) .v’ . .4 \ . “ ’ *
(< . « . , . ,

ERIC ~ - Iz

EETm y " S ’ . o =
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| In Table 1, it is elear lcgighacors pcfccive broadcas&.pews midia far’ moro
, Eavorably at both tho stato ‘and heme dlacricc Levcls a8 sugges:cd in the Toxas '
'iogislaCugg atudy by Merwin.ao Sonators and aaaomblymon folt cclevinien was moro
1ncer0821ng. eourceeus, wlae.'aecive. acnsicive, am@@th Eair. scrong. relaxod,
accurato, wholo. balanced. truchful. eolorful, superibf. friondly, and timely.
Only in two eascs did 1qgiela:ora view newspapers more pqaicively=== unamot ional
and serious. While icgislacora viowad televlsion and radio-hlgher on IS othor
| ad Jjeetive pairs. chesa werc not scaciacieally lignificanc. Incereacingly.b
 legislators ratdd both newapapers and eelevipion=radic the same on urban=rural.

| At the s:atewide 1eva1,>1eg1l1lcora perceived broadcast modia moro
positively on all but four adjoctive pairs, but juéc'hinc diffe:qnées-aro
statistically signiﬁlcad:. Four adjcecive pairs waré'cvaluaced more poafcivély
for newspapora buc none of cha dlfferdnéaéycan be accribuced to anyching’but |
chance. In Tabléd 2, legialncors perceived colcvlaion and radio to bo more
courtoous, fair, uﬁBiaued, relaxcd. aceurace. ploaannc, truthful, objeetive, and
Hriendly. In coiitrast, the Eour adjectlve paicrs which were rated higher for
nuwspapcrs were allghc dleercncee that were not significant. )

While thero wcrc clcar diffefences in medium, thore was noc such cloar
.diffcr@nciation la the parccpcione of legiaslators over homo districc and
sta:cwido rcporcing oE their work Generally. leglslaCOrs believad GOSGrago of
choir home ﬂiscricc dosorved more pesitive overall ratings than did stato
eﬁvorago;lln torms of nowapapor coverage, legislatora viowad homo district
» EOVOEARY MOTO péslcivcly on 20 itoms and acéce covorago moro positivoly on 13 |
‘1coms.'in Table 3. Howaver, only four of these diffﬁvcneed‘wnfd atagiétlcdlly‘

sigaificant, indicating loss overall distinetion. Intorostingly, two of thd itoms

wire highor homo diseriet ratings (unomotional and biasod) and two of the itoms

e . 4 "
BN \ .

13
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W higher stato ratings (whole nnd“cimnly). The Cwo 1coms eacnd oqually wcvc////

- rational= 1ntuiL1vc and scablecuns:abla. _
Radio andftcleviaicn evaluationn Eaired about the samo as newspapora when
scudiod at tho diacriec and acaCG levela. a8 shown in Table 4. chislaeera )
_bclioved homc districc covcragc wla more posicivel;hexocuced gcnefally. buc thia
is tontative at beac since none of cheao highce "weana waa SCaciscically . .
significanc. OE tho mﬁhns which wnre higher at chc s:aco loveol, just ono was -
- statistically significanc (accraccivc=unatctaecive)
Looking moro closely at Newspaper eoverago 1n home district and statewidc.
!IogisIGCQfs percelve hemc d15Cr1cc rcporting to bo more unemocienal, courtoous,
wisc, caroful, acnsicivc, honest, serioue, air, progressive, unbiaeed, right,
rolnxed. accurato, plcasanc, balanced, CEuthEul. sub joetive, sans, caucioua, and
friondly. Nowspaper covoragoe statowide was poreeived . to be moro 1nCG?escing,
active, urban, complote, permissive, hmooch,'ac;taécivé. atrong, good..ﬁholc.
colorful, suporior, end};imqu. Most hiffercnces should Sc gcériﬁuted cé ﬁeching
moro than chance . ’ o : . . |
8 . ii.Radie and CGlcvisieﬁ coverago 1n.che logislators’ h@ﬁn diacticca was
viuwed as moro urnemotional, courteoous, wise, activo, caroful, sensitive, honoac,

smooth falre, ptogreasive, unbiased, right, relaxed, accurate, whole, balancod,

 truthful, stablo, sanc, cautious, and Eriendly.,Radio and tolovision coverage’

\*;. : atatewido was porccivcd to be more rational, urban, comploto, pormissiveo,

»

il 'sorious, attractive, strong, good, ploasnnc, colorfil, objective, and cimcly.

Again, those diffcroncos wero not gtatistically significanc.

-

14
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¥ Dimoneions of Looui Nowgpupur Covurago

Legislacors soQ locai nowspapor oovorogo in throo distinet dimonsionn.
otHiohi=ovn1uacivo. scabilicy=evqiun:ivo. and. styiistio ovnluncivo. as shown id
Table §. These dimonsionl arQ ehnrnodefizod by: ‘

(i) Ethic¢1=Evaiua:ive Dimoniion. Thero are 17 somantio paits nooouncing

Eot 83 6 poroont oE the vnrinnoe whioh ioadad on this -factor=== dominncbd by

- -

inoocuraccanocutnco (. 83929) nnd bn}nnoodaunbaiuneod ( 79634) . Ochor indicators

of .the dimenaion ineludo binsedauﬂbiaaed objoccivo=aubjeotivo. Enit=un£nir. and

—

right=wrong, suggescing a otrong concern for - ochios nnd :hq\vnlues -and decision

making of journaiiu:e.'

(2) 8tabi1ity-Evaluativn Dimenaion' Nine pairs compriso this dimonaion.

dominntod by tho highosc loading by humoroua-serious (., 81890) and rash-cautioun
(.72577). Other scmantic paira ouggesting scnbility inelude Eoo1i5h=wi|e.

acnb10=unstnble. and sane-insane.

(3) Scyle—Evaluativc Dimenuion' Agnin. nine pairs eompriae this dimension

"as viewed by tho iogisiacors. This is the weakeat dimension. loading auggost.
sinco the highost loaded pairs are bnokwardaaprogreasivo (. 63756) and
superior= inforior (.63116). Other atylistic pairs inoludo

ot;rnctiVG=unnttrnctivo. strong=weak, and smooth-=rough.

Dimensions of Local Radio=Telovision Coverage

Throe Qimonsione of homo district radio and tolovision coverage woro
detocted in tho nnnlysis and listed in Tnblo 6: ochioni=ovn1uncivo. .

scyliacicnquaiitncivo=ovn1uotivo, and s:nbili:y=ovniuntive. The somantic pniro

comprising choso dimoneions woro.

(1) Echioal-Evaiuncive Dimension: This factor contains 10 pairs accounting

for 87.9 porcont of cho variance with good=bad highosc loadod (.82117). Also

‘loading high on this factor nrdjbninncod=unbniancod (.79155), incomploto=comploto

[

N




- . , : a15° -
(. 76311)‘-objecciv0=nubjact1VG (.74327), fairﬂunfair ( 74030) and
ACruch£u1=uncruthfu1 (. 70459)- -

o .
-Evgluacive Dimenlion@ This ﬁaetor eoncains 12

' ’ ' g T
’aemancic pairs, dominated by ehlorful-eolorlels (s 80188). ‘Two othor pairs,

(2) St lintic-'ualitagive

accraccive=unaccraecive (.76266) and smooth=rough ¢ 75891).‘Other pairs
\
1nd1eacivc of the styliacle and qualitacive dominanee of .the dimension are

f,incerescing=boring, superier-inferior. timely—uncimcly. and pusszvehaccive.

(3) Stnbility-EViluncive Dimnnlion. There arc 13 semaneic paifu in chis
faccor. The loadinga of chis dimanaion are. overall lower than the fite: two |
o dimenuions doseribed, and the highelc loaded pair. humérous=ber£oua (.73141),
suggcsta a potoncy elemﬂnc tﬁ che fector. But tho faecot @emains ¢learly
dominacod by acability pairs uueh as careless=caraful ( 696&2). rash=eaucicua o
(.68729), aaneainsane (. 66601) and diaeourteous=courceous (. 51160). Evaluacive

*

paira includo foclishuwise. bnekwatda=ptogreuaive. and: righc-wrong.

.Dimensions of Statewidc Newépnper Covergg_

Throe dimensions of statéwide nawapaper coverage 1dentified by legislacors
'foeua on the ethiealaevaluacive nature of :he news media, general evaluacive
dimonaion of tho newspaper, and the potency ef the acwapaper. Specifie pairs and .
7load1ngs are liseed in Table 7, and include. :

(1) Ethiecal=-Evaluative Dimenaicn: 0f the 21 aemaheie pairs acecounting for

89.9 percenc of the vnriance. ‘the highcst londlngs afe qualicacive and othieal’
pairs. Scrongcsc loading is inaceurate=-aceurato (. 83289). Biaaed=unb1380d

(. 81410) fairnunfnir (. 77932). and uncruthﬁu1=cru:hfu1 (. 74218) each scrongly
point to che othical olomont of the dimensien. The qualitative oloment of othies<‘

s ropfésench by.balancﬁdéunbaigneed (.80032) gnd thoro nre’aqven evnluotivg
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pairs on this dimenaion as well, with whcle=par:ial ( 79796) and honcs:=di&honea:

( 769?8) loading highesc .among these.. - ) .
PR 3 (13),

(2) Genefal Evlluntive Dimension: Eleven pairs mske up thia dimensxon. .

headcd by color£u1=eolof1esa (. 76549) “hinting at a styliscie elemeﬂt. Ochcéﬁ

higher loaéxngs inelude passive-attive ( 73926) and cimelyauntimcly (. 71&45)

t
“generally evnluntive pairs.;
o

(3) Poteney Dimeneion: Only thrce paira conscitute chia dimenaion buc two

v

of the paxra are indicaciva of a poceney dimenlion. Highea: loading ia
+ 0

humorouo~serioua (. 74096) with urban-rurnl alaso a pocency uemlncic pair., The

rhird pnir is tationsl incuitive. |dding an aetivity element. o

~

. o - S .
Dimenliona of Statewide Rldio-Televxlicn Covergg_ '

A

| Thraee dimenaiona build legialatora' imngce of broudcast madia coverage -

oW

i statewide in Wisconsin: ethical-avnluctive dimension, gcnarll cvaluativo

i dimensien. and pocency dimeneion. as indicuted in Tabla 8. Here nre diseuaaions
: s S|

. of each. dimensidn

s " (1) Ethzcal-Evnluntive Dimenslon' 0f all scts of dimensions, this is the

largcat Eaetor with’ 23 aamlntie pllr!, accounting for 92 2 percent of the
variancc. 0f that, nearly half of the pairs (11) are ethical-evuluativo scmnncie
pairs. The ‘higheat loadxng is bnlanced-unbalanced ( 80005) which Merwin
dnscribed as qualitative, but contains obvious'cthical implicntiohs. Ethical

~ pairs such as fair«unfair (.79542) and indhcuratc-nccurate (.79293) indicntn the
atfcngth of athical conaideratxona of this factor. Also loading high on this
Euctor aro obJectivcasubjcct1ve ( 79208). tncompletewcomplatc (. 77892). and
carelesa-cnreful ( 75863).

& o
(2) Genéral Evaluative Dimonaion Thorc aro ctght acmantic paxra cfeatxng

-

this dimension, dominated by colorful-colorlcss (.79447) and smooth=rough

-
»

=




R 17= .
(.76414) ., Whilo eolo:ﬂu1=colorloss poincs to &gyla Tanhanbaum and McLood notod,

: amooch=rough poiats to rcenptivity, Osgoode Suct, and Tannenbaum havo found.

rd

Throo .ovaluative paiﬁl are loadod on thia factor as wnlla°= backwardaa.

Sfogroasive, unploassnt=ploasanc, and 1nceroating=boring.

L,

(3) Poconey Dimansxon' Thrao of che fouf somancie pairs on chie faccor aro

potoney pairs, although tho highost loadiﬁg is an aetivity pair. -

hnomocionalaemocional (.72383).’acho;s indicating poconey aro.hum@fdus=scricus, v
ufban%furali and pa%miasiVeﬂprohibicivo{

1

Eigonvaluos and varianeo aeeouncod for on aach sot of diménsions aro

A

Provided in Tablo 9. : ., SN ' ;”
LT ‘ ‘ ' e

-

) - . : Discussion ‘ . .
: ' ' A ‘ ‘ .
Logislacors view tho news modia in broad similar ways, but with subtlo

-

diacincciona. Logislacore in w1seonain 800 the nows mndia, bcch prinE and

¢

'broadcaac, 1n many of tho samo imuges usad by the publie in thc rosoarch by ° o

,Tannonbaum and MeLcod This scoms appropriaco,,sinec 1ogislacuros are domographic
‘V-a

microcosms of chc stato they are elocted to roprodent. Newapapors and radio and
tolovision aro eonaidared ochieally, 1n torms of‘scubilicy, style, and potoncy. - @
It is important cd considor a point by Morwin that atill scoms to hold

truo. Morwin concludod that tho naturd of nowepapor’?cporcing and the nuturd of

-

tclovisxon and radio reporting aro so difforont in conccnt, dopth, and format

K}

that chey ‘should. be conaidorod individually. Thia porspoctive 'is aupporcod hor@

in tho scmantic pair moan difforoneos. : s

y . : : ’ .
As public officlals seck to bocome incroasingly familiar with the

. * / N
objoctivos and rosponsibilitios of tho nows modia, porhaps data from studies such

as chiavwiil rofloect a ehaﬁﬁé'duringbshis docado. Thore has aot, hewover, becon a
. 4 - .

Aubstantial change in the goneral imagos of the rows modia hold by public

.
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' ofﬁicials, appurontly. OVGf cho pasc two dccados in cemparing those ﬁindinga with

Merwin and wagh Tannonbaum and Mchod At this poin:. chough. ochica romain an

importanc dimension of nowe mndiu porformanca in covoring stato govoramont in tho

oyoes of logislucOfa, as doos nows modia potoney, sfylo, quality. and stubilicy.

-

A The Lmago oE a stablo newa modia may be a now considqracion, as ic doas not soom

. an important dxmena}on-of provioua work in this arca by Mofwin un¢,by_Tunnqanum

o
~

and McLood. & o T, B

Spaciﬂically. Mcrwin dcterminod dimensione fopfoscnting ochics. potency,
. ) \.
stylo, nppeafanco, qualxty, accfactivcnoss, nnd impqrtaneo. Euh&ea and potoncy

¢ stand out in all four annlyeos in this study, alchough the other. dimonsiona‘ﬁ%o

[AY

" not as clear. Tannonbnum and McLeod idenciﬂiod public imagos of the mass, modin on

five dimensions reprosonting gcnoralﬂovaluation. ochical evalugfion, stylistic ’ ;
o . ‘

oValuacion, po:oncy, and activity. Of these, genofal cvaluQCion ethical

a .

dvaluutxon, and poccncy are idcncifiablc. - . x
« L]

The sxmilafitiee of fadtor solutions at the atatec level for nowspapef

covofqge and for radio and tolevibibnfeovcrégekia curious. Thisuhhéges&s the -
logisihtOfs gee little diffarence, {f any at sll.iiq torms of dimensions of

0

,ropofcing,)in the twd forms of news modia on a'atacowidc_lovcl. Howover, the

roqpondonté‘do-soo?a distinct difforence in ch& home discfiééAhbws mcd;u
* ‘porformanco by-ﬁowaéaébrs'add by Eadio'and celaQision. At the homo district

1ov01, thaao publie officials sco othical ovaluative dimonsions und atability
dimonsions, but diﬂﬂoroneos split at chia poinc. Legislators aco Btyle of the
nowsapapor coverage of cheir homn diatfiecs as an iépOftanc dimonaion in’ Che '
ovarall pcfcopcfonb ehey hold, but do not pocoaaartly find this samo dimonaion
for fudio and CGlovision. Inatcad, thby idon:ify a astyliatic d:lonaion with hoavy

omphasis on quulicaE\xi\anaidefationa of porformance. S : ~(:;

¢ ’ . -
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It makos scnsc. Legislatora-.arc much moyo aodéieibc to tholr homo distriet
. N ' ‘ .

nows media, sinco thésarpublicqtions and etatibné-are,the primary sourcos of .

“

Q ~ information for :hdi{ congtitucncios. Bocauso the lngislatof sponds mora timo
} . -~ . . .

with tho‘cditsrs and nows diroetors of those nowe ?ﬂdiﬂq :th‘uro likely to bo

'

| more alert to dtf?orencos 16 local, or diatrict nows modia than thoyrwould bo
.. with otatewido nows modia--- many nowspapers and broadcaat statione whxch they
may not knew as wnll, or at all, - . B )
| Ethics 18 an important aspogt of news Qﬂdia pcrformancc rogardless of tho
ﬁevcl of cchragc or- form of coverage. And for home district eovoragoe of
"ncwspnpors and cﬂ rﬂdio and tclovision at least, stnbilitya== peﬂhups legiaslators’

]
uto poxncing to consistency=~= also becomos vitnl. Logislatots. themeelvoa alort

~

to €he othxcql conavdorations of the1r own positions oE public trust, seﬂsc this

. g;“ -
ia tho JOb pcrfotmanco of tho-nows media as well.. 2 o
. . i . c— ,
\ ’ W must investigate furthor to dotormano if tho axmilaritics oﬁ nows media

gtatéwide coverage do- existw Wo must concinuq to look at the aimilaritics in

-newspapor r;pofting éorfétmanca-ncroéé.homo dLQCriét and aCacGQde 1e§ols.

| Ané W must looﬁ in a similar Eashion at radio and television éovofééﬁ to
confirm findzngo hero. Finally, wo must attempt Eur:hcr nnalyeis of factor |
aolutzons hare to dctorminc if similaritios found on inspoction. across aolutxéna

axist when quantitatively oxamined and tosted.
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) - TABLE 1 2 - o
MEANS OoF NEWSPAPER AND RADIO-TELEVI\TON ADJECTIVE PAIRS
CURRENT LEGISLATIVE SESSION: HOME DISTRICT
Adjective Pair Mean Newspaper Mean Radio~ ~ t-value p-value*
' - : o Television . :
P ) _ ) . g ’
, . Interesting-boring = 4.3175 ) 5.0159 -3.46  ..001 -
-~~~ Unemotional-emotional 3,9153 ST 3.4237 . 2,06 - 044
. . Rational-intuitive .- 4.1639 i 4.3607 - . -1,04 . ,304
. 'DiscOurteous—courteous 4,6557 ° ‘ 5.0984 2,36 .022
-* - Foolish-wise - . 43167 0 4.7333 -2,45 .017
Passive-active 4,4333 - 4.,9000 -2.29 .026
, ‘Urban~rural : 4,5167 4.,5167 0.00 1.000
v Careless-careful : 4.2903 04,5161 -1.32  .192
Insensitive-sensitive 4.1864 , 4,5763 - =2,49 <016
Incomplete-complete 3.4839 , 3.8226 1,57 .121
Permissive-prohibitive 4,0189 4,1132 -0.49 .623
Honest-dishonest . 4,9032° 5.0806 .  -0,94 .351
Smooth-rough : 4,1525 4,7119 -3.03. .004 N
‘Humorous-serious .- 4,5593 3.9153 : .3.78 .000
Attractive—unattractive - 4,4426 4.6721 ==1.33 ~ .188
*Fair-unfair o7 64,2903 - 4.,7581 -2,61 011
Strong-weak ' 3.9500 - 4.5333 ~2,69 ,009 -
Good-bad - 4.1148 4.4918 ~-1.86 .068
Backwards-progressive 4.5690 " 4,9310 . =1.,97 .053
Baised~unbilased 3.7377 . 4,0164 =1,19 .238
Right-wrong 4,2542 .+4,5085 -1,59 = .,117
, Relaxed-tense 4,1552 4,6379 . =2,98 .004
o . Inaccurate-accurate 4,2459 : 4.6393 -2,31 . ,025°
Whole-partial 3.2623 . 3.7377 - =2,35 ,022
Unpleasant-pleasant 4.4483 4.7759 - - -1,82 074
Balanced-unbalanced 3.9048 - 4,2857 -2,17 .034
Untruthful-truthful 4,6721 - 5.0820 -2,73 .008
€olorful-colorless 4,1167 - 4,6000 -3,28 ,002
Superior-inferior : 3.9836 4,3443 ~2.08 :042 !
Objective-subjective 4,0323 4,3710 -1,72 .090
Stable-unstable - 4,5345 o 4,5690 - -0,22 .825
Sane-insane 4,9492 © 5,0847 -1.13 261
Rash-cautious - T4,4407 T 4,5393 -0,62 539
Unfriendly-friendly " 4,5167 . 4,9333 «2,47 .016

Timely-untimely 4,4262 ~ 5,1803 ~4.45 .000

. *Two~tail probability.

.
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Al TABLE 2

MEANS OF NEWSPAPER AND RADIO—TELEVISION ADJECTIVE PAIRS

. . CURRENT LEGISLATIVE SESSION STATE OF WISCONSIN e
. Adjective Pair *  Mean Newspaper .- Mean Radio- t~value p-value* *
- - . ’ Telévision . "
| Interesting-boring. = 4.7627 © 5.0508 -1.35  .183
- Emotional-unemotional -3.,4035 - 3,1930 - 1.13 .265
Rational-intuitive - "4.2500 '. - 4.5893 -1.53 . ,131
Dlscourteous-courteous '4,2807 -\ 4,8070 -2.61 = .012°
Foolish-wise o 4,2456 4,5439- -1.67  .101
Passive-active 4.8421 4,8596 -0.08 .939
Urban-rural 4,5965 4.6140 -0.16 .874
Careless-careful o 4.2632 - 4.4386 - ~0,87 +389
Insensitive-~sensitive 4; 0351'“ , 4,2982 - =1.37 175
Incomplete-complete: 4, qog ‘ 4.0536 - . -0.23°  .818 -
Permissive-prohibitive 4.1321 © 4.1887 ' -0.50 .617
o Honegt~dishonest 4.6207 - 4,8103 -1.13 . .263
Smooth-rough ~ - 4,5357 - 4, 6607 o =0.72 .478
Humorous-serious’ - .. 4,1228 4.0000 0.68  .546-
Strong-weak v 4,3393 . 4,6071 -1.37 +175
- Good=-bad : 4.2456 " 4,5614 -1.68 .098
Attractive-unattractive 4.6786 4.9821 . - -1.,80 .078"
Fair-unfair - 4,1786 " 4,6071 - =2,17 .034
Backwards-progressive. 4.5273° 4.8000 -1.51 .137
Biased-upbiased -3.2321 ) 3.9643 -3.89 .000
Right—wufong A 4.1579  4,4737 -1.76 © .083
Relaxed~-tense - 4.1786 - 45714 - 2,66 .010
Inaccurate—accurate . 4.1228 4.5614 -2,34 .023
Whole-partial . 3.9298 3,7193 0.79 .436
Unpleasant-pleasant 4.3091 : 4,8727 -3.63 .001
Balanced-unbalanced : '~ 3.9649 4/1579 <1,09 282
Untruthful-truthful =~ 4,4286 4.,9286 -3.37 .001
Colorful-colorless " 44,3393 ' - 4,6964 -1.54 - ,128
Superior-inferior 4.1053 4,3158 -1.02 .311
Objective—subjective ©3.9286 - 4.3929 _ -2.37 .021
Stable-unstable " 4,5357 - 4,5000 T 0.22 .827
Sane-insane - 4.8364 - - 4,8545 - -0.17 .868
Rash~cautious S 4,1818 - 4.3636 ~1.30. ,199
Unfriendly-friendly - 4.2143 . 4,6964 -3.,35 .001

Timely-untimely o . 5.1250 - 5.4286 -1,93 .058

.

’

*Two-tail probability.
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' TABLE 3 ~

. . MEANS OP HOME DISTRICT AND STATE QP WISCONSIN
- s T CURRENT LEGISLATIVE SESSIQN: NEWSPAPERS\
R N
Adjectivg Palr Mean Home ~f.° Moan State t=valyp  p-valie¥.
S C ' s Digtrict "~ of.Wigcondin i ' R
. : . : Vo 3 e : \
Intoresting-boring 43443 - 4%7705 - =1,88 .066
. Uncmotional-cmotiqnal 3.9492 03,3729 2,08 - 042
“Rational-intuitive %,2241 4,2241 Y\ .- 0,00 1,000
Discourteous-courtoous  4,6667 - 14,3167 1 46 130
Foolish-wise - . .. 4,3559 4,2542 v gﬁl 545
- Passivo-active 4.5263 - 4,8070 ~1;05 208
Urban-rural - . - 4.,5500 - 4,6167- -0s23 . .821 °
Caroless-carcful . 4.,3667 « 04,2167 e G710 088
- Inscnsitive-sensitive "%,2069 . 4,0345 0,89 037
Incompleto—~completo 3,5667 ~ 03,9167 - 1,44 156
Pormissive-prohibitive ' 4.0000 Ty 401838 &0 74,463
Honest~dishonost - - 4.8500 ' 4,5687 1,49, 142
Smooth=-rough - 4.1724 _ 4,5172 - 4—1'725 091
-~ Humorous-sorious : 4,5345 64,1724 " 1.68: - ,098
Attractive-unattractive  4,4828 T4 ,6379 a »0 88,  .384
Fair-unfair 4,3448 ‘ 44,1379 0,917,368
Strong-weal . . 3,9661 . v 4,2712 y'-l 32 2192
: Good=bad - - ‘ 4,1525 ., . 4,2203 _ 7 -0,32 - -,750
'X . Backwards-progressive - 4.5614 - 4,5088 - - 0,25 .806
Biascd-unblased - 3.7797 3,288l - i - 2,62 011 s
Right-wrong . ’ 64,2542 4,1525 . 0,62 +536 ‘
Rolaxed~tonse 14,1724 4,1552 .; Q0,11 917 . <@
Inaccurate-accurate - 4,2787 4,1311 .- 0790 370
Whole~partial. - ° 3,3390 | - 3.8814 o =2,46 017
- Unpleoasant-ploasant . 4,526 74,3158 1.30  ,198
" Balanced-unbalanced 3.9333 03,9167 ) - 0,100 ;921
Untruthful-truthful . 4,6441 : 64,3898 1.65 104
Colorful=-colorless 44,1356 4,3220 5f;§\ﬂe0.90 372
Superior-inferior : 4,0172 4,1034 -0.39 .695
Objective-gubjoctive .  4,0172 T 3.9138 0.54 . 591
2 . S§table-ungtable , 4,5439 - A.5439. 0.00 1,000
Saﬁ%“insano . ) 4 . 9138 4 7931 1 . 0 . 98 . 331
-Ragh-cautious= - ; 4,3793 - 4,1897. 1,16 «252
, Unfriendly-fricndly. < 4.4746 4,2373" 1,08 .287

: Timcly—uncimoly 4.,4237 C 5,033 - -2.62 ,011

}

 ¥wo-tall probability.'
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- N A L TABLE 4

* MEANS OF HOME DISTRICT AND STATE OF WISCONSIN
© . CURRENT  LEGISLATIVE SESSION: RADIO AND TELEVISION.

Timely-untimely - 5.1636

Adjective Pair ' Mean Home Mean_ State t-value p-value
- District = of Wisconsin:
Interesting-boring 5,0517 5.0517 0.00 1.000
: - Unemotional-emotional 3.4909 3.2182 1.40 . .168.
_— " Rational-intuitive. - .4.4364 4.5818 -0.67 .504
- : Discourteous—-courteous - 5,1250 4.8214 1.64 .107 -
Foolish-wisé N . 4.7679 4.,5357 . 1.54 .129
Passive-active 4,9464 4,8571 ' 0.57 573
' Urban-rural 4,5000 4,5893 ,=0.34" .733
Careless~careful v 4.6429 4.4286 1.47 .147
Ingensitive-sensitive =  4,5536 4,2857 1.72 © .092
Incomplete~complete © 3.8545 4.0364 -0.75 . .459°
Permissive-prohibitive - 4.0962 - 4,2115 -0.85  .401
Honest-dishonest ° .5.0175 4.8070 . 1.39 0 .171
Smooth-rough - . 4.7273 4,6545 0.48 .632
E Humorous-serious -~ 3.9107 4,0179 -0.77 444
» Attractive-unattractive 4,6607 4,9643 -2.49 .016
Fair-unfair . - 4.7857 4.6250 1.05 -+296
Strong-weak ‘ 4,5273 - 4,6182 . =0.47 642
Good-bad 4,5357 - 4,5714 -0.20 .839
" Backwards-progressive - 4.8704 4,7963 0.53 .598
Baised-unbiased 4.1455 3.9636 0.88 .382
Right-wrong . --4,5273 4,5091. . 0.15  ,880
Relaxed-tense - - 4.6182 4,5636 - 0.41 .684 -
. Inaccurate-accurate - 4.6250 4,5536 0.50 . .621
Whole-partial - 3,7857 3.6964 © 0.36 717
Unpleasant-pleasant ° 4.7963 4,8333 -0.23 .821
" Balanced-unbalanced . 4.3036 4.1429 © 0,91 .366°
Untruthful~truthful * 5.1091 . 4.,9273 1.37 .176
¢ ~ Colorful-colorless . 4.6364 4.7091 -0.37 712
g Superior-inferior" 4,3036 4.3036 0.00 1,000
Objective-subjective 4.3393 4.4107 . -0.43 .670
- Stable-unstable o 4.5636 4,5091 0.40 = .690
Sane~insane 5.1111 4,8519 1.79 .080
o Rash-cautious , - 4.4815 4,3706 . 0,67 ,507
* Unfriendly~friendly 4.8909 4,6909 1,09 .282
5.4182 . -1,51  .137

[

*Two—tail probability.
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o L - TABLE 5
_NEWSPAPER COVERAGE IN HOME DISTRICT

-Factor /Semantic Pair - Factor 1 "~V Factor 2 Factor 3

Eth1caI—Eva1uat1ve D1mens1on _ : : - :
- Interesting*boring o .37934 ~.02664 : .33908

-Unemotional-emotional - 36717 © .26323 ~.25122
Ratiomal—-intuitive . +53594 41742 ‘ .23066
-Discourteous-courteous : - .62416 47524 _ .10639
Careless—careful - - .63449 - 44309 T .40702
Insensitive-sensitive . 61574 47294 . .24767
Incomplete-complete ' .58218 .32820 . 41125
Honest~dighonest \ : .66012 . «17874 ~ .05326
Fait-unfair o - 5917 15954 © 7 .22663
Good~-bad - - ' .62579 . +39149 _ .52128
Biased-unbiased , .75980 . .21126 ' . +05618
Right-wrong ' 74147 . .28714 +23660
Inaccurate—-accurate ' .83929 N .29069 - .15565
Whole-partial . . .56283 44264 . «24024
Unpleasant-pleasant .61088 : 32378 - .43998
Balarced~unbalanced ‘ < 79634 - : «22517, .36337
ObJect1ve-subJect1ve . +74653 .31939 14314
jStab111ty-Evaluat1ve D1mens1on o o [
Foolish-wige , 46087 .67161. o .35929
'Permlss1ve-proh1b1t1ve S .01219 .58385 . - o +25367
Humorous-serious - _ ) .19889 ' - +81890 ‘ .01343
Relaxed-tense _ . .23155 +66606 10641
Untruthful-truthful - » , 57116 . . © +62515 : .15035
Stable-unstable _ - "4f 42010 - .65688 : .35701
‘Sane—-insane : - .40887 . +65649 -~ +39185
Rash~cautious o .35105 72577 : ~ .19572
‘Unfriendly~-friendly .7 e L41173 .57235 S .. .28141
) 98 v
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:}BLE 5 CONTINUED
e

NEWSPAPER COVERAGE IN HOME DISTRICT

Factor 3

Factor/Semantic Pair Factor 1 ' . Factor 2

. ) :
Style-Evaluatlve Dlmenslon o - ‘
Passive-active 36729 25171 . 46962 .
' Urban-rural .11229 ~ -.00332 44797
Smooth-rough / .41073 . »53403 .56326
Attractive~unattractive 4 35776 ‘ o +44123 .60716
.Strong-weak ' © - 46011 ¢ 40288, 60086
 Backwards-progressive ©.33949 7 Y 50211 .63754 .
Superior-inferior ~ +61431 ' © 1 .20047 . . «63116
Timely-untimely «25677 . . 47137 . +56692.

- Reordered varimax rotated factor matrix.

~
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. TABLE 6

TELEVISION-RADIG COVERAGE HOME DISTRICT

T

44776

.Factor/Semantic Pair Factor 1 - , Factor 2 Factor'3
'Ethical-EValuative Dimension E 2

- Emotional~unemotional +25827; - ~07062 09954
*Incomplete~complete 76311’ . +27673 - .18435
‘Honest-dishonest . .63256 *.30182 .22268
Fair-unfair 74030 .27057 35134
Good-bad .82117 .39811 29145
Whole-partial '.58053 .34383 ' .38001
Balanced-unbalanced . 79155 .+27984 «27699
Untruthful-truthful 470459 - - ©+29915 46231
Objective~sub jective C7.74327, 32476 .20391
Unfriendly~-friendly ; +51180 40724 47786
'Stylistic-Qualitative-Evaluative Dimension .

Interesting-boring " .42972 . +60373 & .08185 .
Rationgl-intuitive 49647 54522 T ,27163
| Passive-active - 41127 59797 +35600
Urban—-rural ~.09359 +29200 .21411
Smooth-rough .23314 .75891 : .39154
Attractive-unattractive «25483 . +76266 : . - +44198
Strong-weak 49931 ) «57240 44576
‘Unpleasant~pleasant 233717 - ".51450 46593
Colorful-colorless .28006 .80188 .23051
Superior-inferior .63552 “ .64588 +26149
‘Stable-unstablé 46560 .- .54179 .52125
Timely-untimely .61871 15708
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TABLE -6 CONTINUED

TELEVISION-RADIO .cé%ERAGE"ﬂon@ DISTRICT -

i

o

‘Rash-cautlous

.37229

~ Factor/Semantic Pair ~ Factor 1 "Factor 2° Factor 3
- Stability-Evaluative Dimension , ' A @ o
"Discourteous=courteous . 48765 31565 ° .51160
" Foolish-wise 46512 41583 - 166802,
&areless-careful 47312 .37832 . .69642
Insensitive-sensitive. . +46416 40013 .66224
“Permissive-prohibitive - ,15402 +47014 +47665 .
Humorous-serious - .13793 .04463 73141
".Backwards-progressive : .37256 54274 .61607
. Biased-unbiased .32298 +23585 .55698
,nght—Wtong ~+45589 .48830 .60224
- Relaxed-tense .26337 ' .53413 53459
Inaccurate-accurate . «54409 - «37477 +59531 -
-Sane-insane “.41745 43422 66601
.28707 "«68729

Reordered varimax rotated

)

ctor matrix.
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-+ TABLE 7 \
NEWSPAPER COVERAGE STATEWIDE
Factor/Seméntic Pair Factor 1 Factor 2 “Factor 3
Ethical Evaluative Dimension L '
Interesting-boring .58389 © .46269 -.00749
Rational-intuitive .66415 45211 - +35146 .
. Discourteous-courteous . 73405. . 32797 - 10772 .
Foolish-wise - .68538 .58226 .29045 |
_ Careless—careful .67899. 53935 - +25258 ™
Insensitive—gensitive 73642 . 138012 . .06634 A
Incomplete—complete .67376 41717 .21921
Honest-dishonest © .76978 "/ 239922, .13552
Fair-unfair . «17932 . « 24996 224093
" Good-bad .69385 .62638 «24326
Biased-unbiased - +81410 « 20425 .22780 .
Right-wrong’ . 70704 +54176 +29224
Relaxed-tense - 257386 51127 .34738
Inaccurate-accurate . »83289 25265 - .03581
Whole-partial - . .79796 38242 .11391
Balanced-unbalanced .80032 .40689 .16030 - o
Untruthful-truthful 74218 49441 .29857" °
‘Objective—subjective .78136 .38967 © .25620
Stable-unstable 64617 57392 531777
' Rash-cautious .58250 - 45715 438690
Unfriendly-friendly ' 69479 45900 .27588 -

-
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TABLE 7 CONTINUED

]

NEWSPAPER COVERAGE STATEWIDE

Factor/Semantic Pair ,1£actor'l Factor 2 Factor 37"
General Evaluative Dimension S -
Passive-active . »21510 .73526 .34468
Permissive-prohibitive +34351 +64225 - .18982
Smooth-rough - .51687 - - .65010 +33546
Attractive-unattractive 49612 .71037 .27182
Strong-weak S .57908 :64218 .13341
Backwards—-progressive .57652 " .60319 .31222
Unpleasant-pleasant 58947 .59110 .25709
Colorful-colorless 41495 . 76549 .13595
Superior-inferior . +62592 .64979 .19158
. Sane-insane +54755- .61354 .40068
Timely-untimely .46279 1445 .33287
Potency Dimension o

‘Rational-intuitive .30889 - .04596 .66996
Urban-rural -.08096 33072 .65725.
Humorous-serious -16284 .25136 - 74096

. Reordered varimax rotated factor. matrix.
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. TABLE 8 ;
R R : - ‘
. TELEVISION-RADIO COVERAGE S‘I_‘A'i'EWIDE
Factor/Semantic ‘Pair ~ - ~Factor 1 . Factor 2 - Factor 3 .
Ethical Evaluative Dimension o L T '
‘Rational-intuitive o~ u58748 S +52451 32477
Discourteous-courteous - : ‘_ .68366 45436 s 43524
Foolish-wise. , . .72596 56218 . .. _..24561
Carelless—careful - . 75863 ' 46161 ) ., 30578
Insensitive-sersitive ) © 0 W71753 ‘ 41829 . : «36646
Incomplete-complete : .77982 ... »40305 - . 14902
Honest-dishonest * . .69219 ’ ~.37509 : © .43578
Fair-unfair . : ‘ . 79542 ©.39416 .36264
Strong-weak : .67285 © .63201 11118
Good-bad - < 74227 . © .56793 . . .21842
Biased~unbiased ) . .69336 7 .26360 - .38956
Right-wrong .. .71516 S .53094 . © .30863
Relaxed-tense : ' .50788 - .48382° . 46772
Inaccurate-accurate SR ) .79293 - 42580 , : .32110 -
Whole-partial _ 69979 _ 38308, ' .14269
Balanced-unbalanced - : o .80005 - © .28944 . +34269 .
Untruthful-truthful - . 7,73856 o L4147 . L .38971 : :
' Superior~inferior . .75334 o ~ .57853 . ' .17079
Objective-subjective - .79208 o © .42992 o C W24485
.Stable-unstable o .60841 _~ '.52337 41263
Sane-insane : a - .55116 .50917 T .47192
Rash-cautious ~ - . .61286 = ., .A43431 - © 039294
Unfriendly-friendly . . - +66549 T - .43315 . 46153
' \ : ' o : S .
/ . . s .
| 34 .
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“ TABLE 8 CONTINUED

' TELEVISION—RADiO COVERAGE - STATEWIDE

Factor/Semantic Pair. ‘Factor 1 ’ Factor 2 - " Factor 3
General Evaluative Dimension o N , -
Interesting-boring . 42739 - .58839 . © .20061
" Passive—-active .+39582 .67687 . . «22892
Smooth-rough 49360 S 76414 .20969
Attractive-unattractive .51083 ’ .7202Q~ - .31949
. Backwards~progressive .35961 .64194 . .32140
Unpleasant-pleasant .58403 _ . +59592 - 41057
'Colorful-colorless .36502 . . 79447 - .22491
Timely-untimely 49404 - .70390 .35740 .
- Potency Dimension L : ' ' ‘ .
Unemotional-emotional .10779 CL11313 .72383
‘Urban-rural .13237 .52071 , © .55948
Permigsive-prohibitive - .39724 44628 ° .52606.
Humorous-sgerious

.41326 .14416. o .71350.

Reordered varimax rotated factor matrix.

-~

.




. | - TABLE 9

FACTOR SOLUTION EIGENVALUES, VARIANCE .

Lk

Factor solution -~ - ' : ' : ‘ . " Eigenvalue . Variance

T

Newspaper Coverage Home District

. - Factor 1, Ethical~Evaluative Dimension ‘ 18.58675 83.6

o " ' Factor 2, Stability-Evaluative Dimension 2.02431 9.1

) Factor 3, Style-Evaluative Dimension 1.63366 7.3

Radio-Television Coverage.Home District . N , A _

' ' Factor 1, Ethical-Evaluative Dimension. 20.81248 87.9
. ' Factor 2, Stylistic-Qual.-Eval. Dimension =~ 1.62450 6.9

. - -~ Factor 3, Stability-Evaluative Dimension . 1.24342 5.2
Newspaper Coverage Statewide L C
' ' Factor 1, Ethical-Evaluative Dimension ' 23.83086 89.9 .
Factor 2, General Evaluative Dimension 1.73826 6.6

Factor 3, Potency Dimension //> ’ 1 0.93528" 3.5

b4 . . . ) ) , - .

Radio-Television. Coverage Statewide _ . _ ) A _
- : Factor 1, Ethical-Evaluative Dimension 25.74453 92.2

Factor 2, General Evaluative Dimension 1.19066 4.3

Factor 3, Potency Dimension : 0.99273 3.6
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