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Williaz Stephenson's ludenic newsreading theory,
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informatior is passed from a communication source to a receiver, but
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_ deserves further exploration. (EB) '
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William Stephenson's ludenic newsreading theory, while pr‘ofound_~

<

_ }h its implications for commmication theory and practices, has been
largely ignored in the eleven years since its presentation:1 The inno-

vative theory, which asserts that "the (newsreading) situation is not

one in which information is passed from a communication source to a receiver [

(but) one in which the individual plays with commmnication,” rests empiri-
/--"'-

cally on a relatively innovative nethoﬁolégy: Q—techniQue.2 Rather than.

A testing relationships between objective me;ﬁnfes,of newsreading beﬁaéior

-

anq demographic variables,3/8tephenson concerns himself with things individﬁal
readers cap degseribe of th;ir own sub.j_ective rea:ding exper‘ienbés. U.sing
Q-technique, he intensivelY examined several small, Non-random,samples

. .of newsreaders.‘rather than taking an extensive (although circgmspect)
look at a larger, more repre§entativé s;mple. A% such, erities of the
ludegic newsreading theory have concerned themselve; at least as ﬁéch-with

. . 4
1ts methodological problems as with %ts gubstaﬁce.h

R-factor analysig is suggesited here as a meaas to test tﬁg ludenic ’
- C theory indepéndent of Q-tachnique., In the Spring, 197#, a Questioﬁnaire
h tapping attitudes toward the gtudent ?ress was administered tbﬂé randmm‘
sampling of student newsreaders at Ealifornia Stati-University, PFresno.

The three-page questionnaire dealt-pri@arily with local poliey issues,

1

but one section was ¢oncerned with general; theoretical matters. Items

tapping ideal demands of student newspapers were assami‘:aled, ineluding
_\\ political and inform;tional derands. Also included we?% ;pinion statements

syntnesize& froﬁ deduFtive inferences o? the ludenic'ﬁagsreading @heory.

Random Sarpling (n=2§0) orovided confide:ji}/at around the .95 level

of probability, that usablesx{;jponses were representative of’.all

' -

3




. nOn-cémcuting, full-time s;phomores, juﬁiora énd first-year gra;ﬁuateg -
students registered that spring semés‘be;'.e The self;referent opinion ‘
statéments, 20 iﬁ all, were féetqr analyzed to ﬁfovide a rough exploratory

. test of the ludenic readership typology. Since Stephénson’s typology

rests on the presence (ér absence) of certain characteristics of i)lay '
in newsreading, interpretation of play items on the emerging factops

provided an implicit test of pldy theory itself.

' .
)

Play Theory Defined

~

& . )
. ] o DBriefly, Stephenson‘s play theory of mass comwnication {of which

the ludenic nqasread;ng theopy iS but a part) incorporates Hnizinga s

argumen‘ts that apla.y-:. e., abtlv:l.ties. not a.ssoc:.a.‘bed with "work" or "sur-

%

v1val,“ but_pqrsued ag_ends in themselyes-cqnst:tutes an drreducible

4 - h . e, .7 -

. aspect, K of human behaviqr essential to th(? formetion of cult:l.lre._s Drawing

ar

on Rogers' ;elf‘theary of personality6 and Szasz' coricept of conmunication-

pleasure,7 Stephensdn described play as’ pleaaurable activities through o
" Yav?
¢ which the self is enhanced. CamnunlcatJOn-pléEsure occurg through absorblng,

non-purposive .conversation between people, marked by elements of play,
. - L) -

-

which participants later recall as“pleﬁb&réble._ Comrunication—pain, on
o

the other hand, is associated with any call to action, any cmumnucated
@

demand for change in the status quo, Cowmunicaulon-paln is associated with
a

- [ Pl

k]

loss of self, .
wizinga ideptifiegfggzg:Ll characteristics of’;play9 which Stebhen=

soh épplied to newsreading.1? éﬁwsreaqins is "voluntary, not a task or a

duty, * nor is it "part. of the reader's ordinary real hfe."‘l.l Newsreading.

' said Stephenson, is "an interlude, an act of ’pr»tenuing,’ a témpora:y

event, satisfying in itself and ending thege. w12 Newg;eading.;s seclpded

4 | .

# ',
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“ynore-affluent and betterned?cated.raadgrs.eo

. : : ) 3

and absorbing "whether it is at breakfast, or at the coffee break, in a

comnuter train " and is thus "hedged off from everyday surroundings,

espec1ally marked off, as a child marks out its space and time fir a

game of houges.' 3 ‘

. Stephenson differentiated between pure play, typifie& by the spon-
'taneous:, disordered a.cf:ivities of children, and game~type play, with

«rituzls, internal order and consciousness of self.

s 14 : 4

He czoined ludeniec play
to describe both types of play.

*

To Stephenson; the play theory of mass cosmmunication is "supra-

<

ordinate” to prior theory in this area..15 The ludenic néwsreading theory
accounts 'for evidence which supports earlier theofly, whilé clearing up
. .. ) R i "

some Pproblems that the "inf:amation" theories could not take into accounts

’

Earlier, Berelson noted that papers were genuinely'miésgﬁ dg;ing news~ !

16

paper strikes, as newsreading was of'ten habituated. Janowitz provided

evidence that community néwspapers found it profitable t¢ enhance the self-

+

'ilﬁa.ges a.nd ‘lifes‘tyles of their readers.17 Cooley was intrigued by news-

reading, where the copious, ephemeral *gossip" of the world absorbed

readers witlout inap;;lﬁg or upl1ft1ng them.18 f’ -

. . L
L .

1
"l‘heoreti,cal Develoments ' A

“\

~___ __Schramm, the first of the general newsreading theorlsts, provzded

L]

early

+

that ppwsreaders acted in anticipation of rewards which the
tr.nsfer of new infoi%ation proVidFQ.19 Immediate rewards--associated
with news of crime, scandal and marital feuds--attracted poorer, less-

. ——
.educated readers. Delayed rewards—-associated with news of civic affairs,

-~ ’politics, internmational news and scientific diss_coveries-atfrgcted older,‘

Specifically, Schramm asserted

-

_~ _ o 5 . : 4

-

‘)‘
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that the ate reward of reduced osychological need characterized

. the for'ner type of news. The 1atter type of newe ‘offered a delayed reward

;D the newsreader-—-the im'nediate effort and dzacomfort aasociated with read- -
~

bt L]

’ inb th',r.s type of news was offset byj bet‘ber adJuS'hnent to reallty over' ;

the lcang z'un.i Using nreudia.n ch.ce ts, Schra.mm a.rgued that :ernedia‘be-

reward newsrea.ders used the news &% a.n escape into fantasy, wh:x.le the readers

" - . ,

of delayed-rewazﬂ news sought rea,ﬂ.j‘ty

_*  General newsreading theory underwent char.lges at the hands of other

* .

reseerchers. Kay critized the riori classification of news .j.\nto immediate-

-
—r

- and delayed—rewazﬂ ca.tegories. 2 He a.rgued that the newsreader's apperception—

NCN

i.e., tne interplay of percep ions plus interpretat;on-detemined ‘the

actual reward value of any article on an indlv:.dual ba.szs. 23 ‘n‘iebe, writ:.ng
/PT

———

after Stephenson, took issué with both Schramm and Kay, who both assumed

J-hat readers necessail—lyj)ead t6 lea.m sornethmg new from the new3paper. 28 "
Wiebe argued that, despite any media attempts to provide directive commumni-

cations, messages are apperceived. by receivers as of maintehance or restora-

4

tive types. He defined directive messages as those requiring change or

new adjustments of receivers, while maintenanée messages are merely "added”
to the receivers prior conceptions and restorative messages represent
token attacks pn authority.25 He asserted that media vonsumers seek

. rewdrkings off." the familiar in the news,.aj‘6 as when a reader. peruses an

article on afsubjéct with which he is already fully informed. Yet Wiebe

relegated p_: 1&1 to childhood'.s realm, where fantasy serves no higher purpose

) than.as an qutilet for aggression.é7 oot

S‘bephenscm Readership "Types - N - ‘. - ’ .

"_9 5-« *

Ste eneOn anticipated Wlebe s "reworking of t};‘- rfamiliar" in his. .

< "
- si"

reJection of arguments that the see}ung of new infbmati‘on provides :

) ' N
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primary motivation iA newsreading behavior. In a series of Q-studies

déi::uggegging,designed to testing existing theory in this area, students
:‘of Stephensori“discpve:*ed play elet:'tl.a.n‘ts as important newsreading characts

—‘. istics.28 From these studies, Stephenson interpreted three broad new

reading types. One such fa.c‘oo‘r,h the M (mature) type, makes an elaborate

game of ﬁewsneading, and the ieteresie of this type are wide-ranging,

Ror M, reading is "thoroughly habituated, absorbing, enjoyable, an intertude

in the day, self-enhancing." Another type, the P (pleasure) reader, -
¢

-

treats newsreading as—'pure play," fentertainment,” and to paas the

i

time.” The third t}\pe, the N {non-pleasure) readers, are “sometimes essentially
- non-readers," who ‘don't find-fewspapers "absorbing, enjoyable or the like,*

. who see the newspaper‘as sin{g%,oefﬁﬁly as a utllltar1an instrument for /
T 29 » \ LA ‘ '

-sales and movie listings.
. -

- . /! -
P - “ . .o '
S‘bepﬁ@on's concern with the subjective* expérience of the individual —

newsreader drew sharp criticism from De?leur.30 While the ordina}y citizen

‘ may find mass. comiunications a "form of,play,” DeFleur argued that media

«

¥
i o

consumption "has meaning and significance beyond the personal perspectives
of indiv1duals."3 The subtle effects of media on pecple, DeFleur argued,

were of greater interest than the *thivial-matter® of an indiWdualvs -~ - - - -

subaective play with communiqation.32 - - . .

. .
% LN
.

Pla}' Theory Im _glicat10ns~

' . A

, On the theoretical level, accep‘bance of subjective play as involved

. in the nensreading process implies consequences that are,féi from trivial,

D

Media subtly affect how peopl.e think, how they See ‘th/"lselves a.nd 't'.he world,

even how they may behave. Yet a.ll such effects are mediated a.‘t the poj.nt
where the reader chooses one publicition or ope article over ano%her, or
chooses not to read at all.

F
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then the reader's subjective reapli/ng exparience becomes a crucizal

f’.

1ink in
the complex social interactions where attituc;ea an::l behavior are affected.
As a practiqal matter, tﬁé ludenic ypeoré provideé a powerful tool
.for editors and newsmen concerned with how the jouypalistic_proﬁw%ﬁ is ~
perceived and uéglized by readers, Since journalists work ha:d to g&ther_ang
edit th;.» news, they may be less li.kely than others to -‘recosnigg pl?.yf}llne;sé
.in neg§feading.{ If\play undérlies mudﬁ.newsreadigg behaViorf as Stephehson
suggested, then journalisté could judiciéus}y incorporate piéy elements
into -their articles as & means of improviﬁg the trﬁditional pE:) r of @ediﬁ:
informing the p{ablic. 'Ipdeecx,"an intuitive sér;se_ of play predicates A
human interest stories.”” Stephenson's typologies alléw publication designs
consistent with the type of ludenic play favored by & particular target
-audfg;ce. Further, tﬂe ludenie theory provides a ?ationale T media
diversity, net premised on the libertarian p&iﬁciplés digg;edited in some
cireles, but on t:!;e pragna.tié conc.em' that rew\w\éé %0 convergé

selectively on/ the news--i.e., thét individuals haVe.somethiné different

to select for themselmés.Bn, \ T

o LA
With both theoretical and pragmatic c<c:\e:;3 .at issie, the ludenic

newsreading theory neednot wait-for resolwtion 'ng%m“its methodolo~

gical origins. The theory can be tested and éut to good ‘use, withoqt.xegaqgﬁ

to the merits of Q-techmique. 'In fact, the value of theory lies in its _
ability to spur further res;»arch.?s Several postulates are suggested :

]

Stephenson's beé&ership typolozy concerning the,interfelationships of

. , ;o ‘
* student newspaper demands. They aret ro . \ / .

’ -
- . i

1. Play clements are involved in demands made of an ideal student

A i ! ‘ R .
newspaper. . ’ s ] . P

[y

2. A factor, or factors, refiecting the demands .of mature newsreaders

- g | .

.

&

-

A




-7 o . !' ‘ 7 7 )
will-emerge through factor analy'sis' of ideal newspaper dernands..:,/
. .l . ‘ s -

3. A factor, or fa'ctors, reflecting the demands of pleasure readers

e !

‘will emerge through factor analysis of iciéé:l newspaper ;lemands:
b, A factor, or factors, retjieé_ting the demands of non~pleasure

,readérs will emergé th_rough factor analysis of ideal newe;paper demands,

"

students and students conmuting more than two hours a day were remo “from
‘ !
the sample, The first three categories ywere eliminated due to policy con-

Methodology - . . - - .
i A random samp;i.ge of names was dré\;n from hﬁiversity re‘cozlds repre=~
‘y o 1 senting about six i)er cent of the student body at California State Unive:rsity, ’
a) * Presno. , A1l freshren, seniozjs, sécond-year g‘radua’oe students, part-time

cerns, 2s the. overall questionnaire was concerned with changes in the

. . >

pewspaper to be implemented the following year.‘ Removal of non—ret!.lm:u'ig

Lo - smden'ts, as well as studen’ts nevw to college, seemed desirable. The la.tter

P

categories const:.t;uted circumstantial non~readers whose responses were diffi-

cult to get, The same factors which made their respon&ent members unavail-

L]

able for po],iing purposeef'also )ma.de them unlikely carmpus news readérs as *
well. Thus, the final population did not include many non~reiders.

Within the above limitations, the sample was representative of the
. "'_/‘:’ : A ' 1!'1 .-

‘Stugent newspaper readership. Students were asked, in part, to evaluate

— ' o '

= 20 sta’oem’énts on a e:evéﬁ—point, Likert-type, agree-disagree scale. Sta.'ee-
: / ! P

- . ments were evaluated in terms of "the Daily Collegia.n now" as well as 'in
terms of "your: 1dea1 of how a studunt newapaper shou],d’ function."36
’ intere7/t here are the, "ideal" ratings which tap real or' latent opinion

’[; L]
r-atheq than, sta.tus, quo a.tif:l.tudes}? The poll was conducte ovg‘r 2 two week




k)

in the first five days. After careful briefing, reporting students ir -

hree journalism classes were each ass‘igned from five to 'severi'respondent; '

\to. contact and have complete the queStionnaire. The pollsters encountered
x;efusal rate of about.27 per cent, high for face-to-face polling methods:

~ This intr:oduced the question as to whether this high ;‘éte was

. due to inherent wealmesses within the questionnaine L g o . /
.or whether organismic ‘variables of polls'bers themselves were at issue.
Since each respondent had been randoml!.y ss_signed to the pollsters, the .
researcher felt that survey results would fiot be contamifated if differing
abilita.es or zeal among pollsters accounted for the high fusai ra'be
Accordingly, the chi square test of statistical sign:.ficance was, applied

S

" to test,whether the frequency of refusal was relatively uniform for ali

pollsters (wh:n.ch would be evidence of questmmaire wealuxesses) or whether, .

L

- it was not. The latter proved be the case at the 95 probabillty leveY -

(x2=65.22, gi:f.=1$6‘). , the high refusal rate was not deémed detrimental

to the sindy, par ia;x_';x_rs;hee £he sample was overdrzwn by nearly two -
per cent, ] ’ )
. The questiennaire consisted of ;8 items selected according to - L
quagi-balanced block design (see Table 1), and two "transitional items.?

RS One transitional ‘ifem (214) could be considerecr loosely tied to the three

cells of ’the design. politlcal, m.fomational and play demands. That

ritem {"1It emphasizes news abqut_g/ood agts and 1:,.1‘1;?,{;‘3‘:,:»’)_’_ however :i.s

e - not closely tied to any one. ' Te ext;:'@e.cﬁ,{s 1o, the design,, per se, »_ /
the item taps student atti des tow, happy talk neNs, a trend in broad- /
, cast Jo*umﬁl{sm whicf} 53 some I‘Blﬁ}{agl,ce to newsreadmg theory g ‘; :ﬁ’ '
" I’oen 18 K gener‘ali K i;n‘.‘ ational &emﬁn‘a also taps u den;;.nds;;err ° #,- -
e - rejected by a r's]_)epde '/I‘te{,;asifc goai is to :Erglform 'a;lzl‘bpensnede, ‘ot to e j .
Qo :; s "“19 AT e «{"f"j_’ ',;."";._,L_.'.,;_:—'—'ﬂff“_f.




entertain.” '
The political demands refledt a speotrmn 8f attitudes, ranging from PV

moral and eth:.cal issues to legal concerns.' Infomational items reflect T,

r

. either'- a concern for information transm:i.'ssion or concern for the mechanisms

[]
- . - L]

. ¥seful in the evaluation of mformation or information soLy’{ 8, Pla;y

g t

L

items are of two sub—types reflecti:ng both pure and game-type play atti-

"tudes, 1:{"ems 15, 17 and 19 reﬂect game-type, mpaturg=reader attitudes

while :.it:ains 21 , 27 and 18 {transitional) reflect.

- -
- ]
' *

> . elements in newsreading.

A

Ttem 12 might

’ tapping the major areas of theoretical concern‘. Of . course, -the design,

especia‘lly one incorporating only 20 vamables, can not reflect all opinions

and dem in this area. However, for exploratory purposes, -such a rough

. " approach is useful, especi,ally 'xf new typologies are generated which spur ' /
L ) further, more precise research. Th% use of factor analysis here allowed //%

4 explération of the prev:Lously uncharted area of student demand types, as .

ST '-recomn'ended by R'amnel and by Selltiz_38 ‘ ' | - . ,’ » . . ‘{:
- - - ..While exploratory, this study is iIa_or'e mpepresentative” than its .o
. e . J . . - 3 - ‘ .
Q-study. coun:lse/rparts‘, in that randdm sampl:i.ng techniques afé utilized.

As R’-—factors, the types here represent interrelated 1tems or demands, »

K ) s

__while Q—meth‘od derives factors from interrelatione of people. SurVey data

- L]

were ‘factor analyzed oi’ a Control ,Das.a Corporat:.on 3170 computer, using

L]

. suleprogran F‘AC‘I‘OR of "SPSS .3,9 Using the principal factor with jteration

s ¢ "

' ) ’ '|l'-.. g\ l- \" ;

o
- - . i
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in Tablés 3 and li respectively. The correlation coefficients foy the

20 variables factor analyzed are shown in Table 2. ’

B
j - o -

L. I )
L s * . M . N . L s

. . ~

While six factors (with _eigenvalues greater~than-one) emerged as
- ’ e

-

sig:nificant,‘ only'r fi\re‘are interpretéd here. Factor III, while accounting

-

/fcr more variance 't.han an average i"bem in the arra;y, could not be interpreted
due to the ambiguous lcadings of ‘bhe i/'b}ms (only three were siem.ﬁcant-

' only one was salient) Sal:.ent was, Item 25, wlth a lcading of .64, followed

by non-sallent Items 24- and 12, with rvesnectiVe loadings of ll’i' and 26

While something akin to nostalgia op pollyannaism” may be ainv{clved/ further

reaearc)# is reQulred to detemne what is at issue in the covariance of

'/

i'bems_ with Factor III. es for factors IV, V and VI in the final

Low eigén
'l" L

spurring further ‘inquiry: . .
- / N "
"+« Five inﬁerpretablg ~factors remain, /ﬁf sistent with R-methodo g'y,

e

ach factcr is interpretéd hevé in deacz;z.ﬁre 'bema, based crf the.

correlatio of i‘bems w{th each cth and thei'r lcadiggs on °
/' . -
I: Joumalist:.c=

f?ctora‘, N
I/c'fealism. W’lu.ie 1‘i itams load significantly

* !’

’

on F‘actci* I, only se/vén fall above a natural break in the loac(inga anq:‘

closely ?mterrelated (see Taﬁf“' 2) " The ’fcur lower items correlate '

*“'--_.._,_._-

(in,essentlally spuricus fishicn) with only cne other item in the -array.

Tpe lcacfings and 1'bem_c weres . . ) LA - o
b7 16. ) Its wfiter; &@:i—f'(iheir errors, T a ; o o
61 17, -It giveé 3 denta interes!tmg thmgs “to ta'a‘.k abéu‘b. . « h .
b0 11.- It gives nd fa-vor;:l t‘reatment to” any m‘terest Broup. N

12
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Y= .oad Item Statement

v ¥ .. "-.,‘ -’ N '_\-S

R 57 .15, It'a articles are in good Joumaliat:[c atyle, liﬁe ;E.he N\Y Timea. e

1

:“

< .56 .29, It :ls obaective. ' ) '
L . - Q‘
. .56 2., It encourag,es students to write whatever th”eir/wan‘b for it. . (
‘o . . . - [} . ,M' 3
S b8 19y, It is "balanced," offering a %ide variety of things. .

' Items 1% and 1'7. were salient—-i.e., significantly lo:eded on only one facto:h—
while items 19 ardd 29 were' v:.rtually salient, with-only marginally significant

‘ lqadings' on other factors. A common thitead of idealism unifies Factor I.

.The student newspaper is expected o deal fairly with its rea.ders by

1
.

= being ca.ndid and’ non—partiza.n {16, 1% -and 29) while mam‘tainina interesting

~ . - \
. - "

Sugh commonly-held idealigtie

ew

style gad diverse conteat (17, 15, 12 and 19).

views of ‘jourrralism were nd% amaxpected, given the ideal condition” of

L

instrugtion. Issues of, obscenity, legzl responsibility, "hard news vs. " - s

feee:tu’i'es" -1d faculty/administration Mluenw pot at\ j.ssue.
- “ . L]
g ':.f- ne
. Pactor II: }!oral Resmusibility. ?ou.r items loaded s:.gnifica.ntly e : - ¥

on Faetor II, +wo of them saliently.. They ware: ' L |

& .
.- A ™ e

-...h ‘l— E-... -

Ml‘oem

-

Statement

L .& . 20.

It avoids printing things that are obscene or off'er'xsiire.

53

- . ¢ ¥

.27

AN

14,

. Ite‘ns 20 and 13 are saleent.

*Those legally

ponsible fo,r the newspaper content should

-

be in. c'h}g‘\ of the newspaper. s :

-

Its articlee are in good ,jou.malistxc s'lgyle, like the N.Y. Times.

Tt crusades act:r.vely for just causes. ' :

. F . . - € -,
‘Hhile Factor T reflects idealist Journalistie ' .
L]

The primary

” '-'

. - der-a.nds, Factor II reflects demands of a mor‘al mperative.

o _concern with obscenlty in Item 20 is rmected in "Item 135 where. those legally

L]

: ros;:on,ible—-e By achnimstvators and ?aculty-are expected to maintain stans

-

___/' dards of gcrdd taste in tne neespaoer. Good taste is eqaated with good style -

L] . - .
2 %, -
P .
. 4
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m Ites 15, where styhstic concerns likely ‘ipvolve propriety, not reader

.

'interest or readab:yi:.ty. The moral mpez_*at:wg is reflected :%'Item 11r,

,al"zhough’ "just causes" here would not involve pratpqctins minori'l::y interests
L oer uncovq}rin‘g misdeeds-<3uch-items sre not loaded on this factor. L0

r
Il -

Factor IV: Social Responsibility.

While a moral imperative ;\L;mdei'lies .- b

Significant

‘ ;?ac‘b@r‘ 11, Fgc"tor v incc;iporateé demands for social jusfice.
v ' items ares . S '
+50 20.

W
119 26 \—fI/t safeguards the rights and idenmu—s_of‘minorities.

Statement o ) S

» It avgids trivial things. ) . o

- ,34
N 'aﬁn“
'.."o *
e

-

-

hls

,'-.28 .

16,
19,

it unéovers thlnss the adguﬁstra_tic»n tries to hide.
Nts ﬂri"bers admit their errors, -

It is "balancecl,_

'\

offér:mg & m.de s.raneH of thinga

- . -~

'-27 ;29

It 13 cip‘]ect:we. - SN

PR A

iy .

ftem % is sal:.en‘b‘, while Ttem 26 is v:.rmally sal:xent with only a marginal
)

loading ‘on Factor I. Factor IV reflects a non-nonsense attitude tcmard

Journzlism, i:lus the pi‘eécription that it serve a general type of 'social

‘good.

oriented diversity.

Items 16, 19 and 29 rép\resent detrands which,'taken together, c¢on-

EX

“stitute a medﬁamsm for allow:‘.ns Joumalism to perform this ‘service. Item
oL

19, in th:l.s context, reflect_& & concern for' politieal, "l?ala.nce,"

»

perhaps

including special attention to minority issues, than a conlern for reader- |,

In fact, a econcern for reader interest is absent in the
derands of Factor IV. ' - . .
i

Factor V: Journalistic It;dependence. Vhile the~ pursuit of the social

" good in Faetor IV is" general, instititionilized and somewhat passive,, the

demands implicit in' Pactor V that the newspaper serve Some Social 'g6od are -

Ay
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: specific and activistic, - Thé 'éigzi{icaz{;:. itexs gr;g:" '
A\ load Item . 'Sta‘berﬁent ‘ J f
.62 22, Its: fr(;e from facu,l*y 1n.f1uenc:e. o
© 48 28: It unenvers th:mgs the admnistratlon tr;i.es to hide.

47 é}. - It exposes. racism a.nd séxism by admmistratO"s faculty
) and students . o .

'..32 . 1?. | It encourages smaents',tb. wﬁte wha:beirer they want for it.

.25 ** 16, I’cs writers admit.their errovs. .

I'berr,s 22 a.nd 23 are sal:.ent.

Factor V off from tne_rest.

Joumalistic’ independence and activism set

Concern for the social good here leads td'

specific demands that the newspaper "uncover® and "expose"” various misdeeds.

Independence is reflected in items 22 and Jz- Ttems 26 and 23 provide inter-

-

ing contrasts betveer Rt - skent in each itd
.esting contrasts between Factor IV and Fagtor V. The nt in each item

is the same, but the emphasis in the former is iqassive and institutionzl while
speelﬁc and a.o‘tlvistzc :m. the latter.

Factor VI: Joamallstic E}tertainmont. The various moral ahd social

.
demands made of newspapsrs, even the "Factor I demands Ipr fa.imess and

candor, are not at ::ssue in Pactor VI.. The significant load:.ngs aret ’

A1l loadlngs are sallent.

The sole conbem or demand of Factor VI is tha.t

Load Item . < Statement

'-.5.1‘ 18.".: Its basic go.al i¢ to. inform .and persuade, not to entertain.
.-51‘.' 27. It helps students take the:;.r minds off school work., 7
_' 50 21, Tt doesn't take 1t3elf or Tife too ser‘iously. )

\ -

student newspapem entertiin, thatw'ﬁey pu'ovide escape"‘ and approach l:.fe

_in a lighthearted manner. ’ ‘ L, -
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Conclusions ) _ )
" * Caution must%e exercised whenfcomparing the S‘bephenSOn Q-factors, " ] '!‘T

representing types of newsregde wi'th the: H-factors fépresentatlve

here ¢f the interrelated demands madj of studE:nt nesspapers. Yet the ludenic
ne'.».srea,dlng theory, to be of genuine"' ytility, must be something more than

a cr;ature of Q-fne:tjiedolegy. The tést of ‘tpe Tudenic tﬁeory lies 'in the

role that play elements occupy in these demands. 'I*he logical deme.nds of e
‘mature,. pleasure and nonréleasure readera provided propos:.tions to be tested
.in rough fashion using factor analgsis. Farther research is needed to expand

!

, and refiné these new typologies. .
, . N . 3 LT

' _i'e% theory testing has historically involved far more than catagorical

interpretation. As St‘ephen:son impkies in his credo of metascience, it is 1
often a creative pro_cess invol\ring a @ste;‘ior‘i leaps from any .findings
viewed not from item to ite:r-i but in an overall way that may excee.d thé |
sum of various'parts.% Such is the nature of.‘the case at hand, ’ *
Factor I, which accounts for most of {.he variz-mce, can thus be inter-
preted in ‘bems of ludenic theory. Salient Item 17, whlch dem,ands that ‘ -
the Dpaper proVide students "m‘beresting th:ims to talk about," emphasizes
the newspaper '3 rele in stim‘ulatmg commlicat:fdn-pleasure. In play 'berms, ‘ g
‘I‘bem,15 dema.nds "g?od Joumalistic style," reﬂecting a concern for orderly - \\
design and r‘eadabiiity, enha.ncing geme-type play. Item 12 reflects a seemingly k
"pure Play" attitude, but othet signlflcmtly loaded items indica'be that
sfudents "write wha‘bever they want" within the franework of joumalistlc -
o:b?er. The overall corif:em i.s not so ,mueh with independencp or freedom ¢
es with diversity, reflected in the further demand that the paper offer
©T 3

va dde variety of things.” Play for Factor I is tempered with the ‘E:Oncem

that newspapgrs be fain, objective and candid ‘about their errors.. One

h. .c ] .

1 -

16
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migct expsct Stephenson's mature newsreader to m2ke similar demands.
The mechanism whereby mature play demands %ecome merged with ideal-
istic notions of journalistic fairness deserwes éprtcer study. Issues
of newspaper objectivity, impartizlity. and candor seem to fall within the

k)
realm of social control, where complex interactions lead to 2 consensus.

According to Stephénson, social control iq,;t issue when diverse individual
attitudes\or interests are melded to a comron purpose, as when people
elect an official to represent alf’ their diverse interests.m Convergent

\ ]
selectivity is at issue when the individual selects something different

for-iimself’ as an,assertion of sélf or identity.hg Such selections,

ness and obéeé"tiVity .

Stephenson argued, generally involve ephemeral fancies such as "fads,"
N . - .

while social‘c;on‘trol involves more deep-seated values and beliefs.h3

Seeming\? for Factor I, a circumspect area of play or convergent selectivity
ie hedged off in among the socially-controlled demands for candor, fair-
Factor VI  also meets the expectations of the ludenic newsreading
theory.  Contrasting with the well-ordered play implicit in the demands
of_Factor I, Factor VI incorporates demsnds for Mpure pléy;“_ the unstructered
pleasure of an aetivity doqe for itself. As pure play, the BOurnalism
implicit‘in .the demands of Factor VI is withou¥ rules of a:;y kind, sa:ve

h . r

that it eE;:rtaln. .
“Fackors II, IV and 'V were not strictly inferred from Stephenson’s
T
newsreading typology, yef they are not inconsistent with his reader types.

Demands for moral responsibility, social responsibility and Journﬁlistic

_independence all are of "utilitarian" nature, as wviere the newspaper interests

-
o

of Stephenson's non-pleasure reader. ‘“Mmere Stephenson sought typologies

premised on newspapers as they are, the ideal condition of instruction

.\b‘ -. . ... .‘ 17 ‘ .. L]

S
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in this study asked respondents to describe newspapers as they should be.
As such, the appearance of moral and political demands independent of how

! I
one might actually read ‘the newspaper is not surprising. Thus, while the

non-pleaSUre readers might considep newspapers as §iﬁﬁu1,or say they read

that they would nonetheless make of newspapers, whether they read them or

not. -

I [

While the moral responsibility fasjgg_@ax remain constant across
. T 3 . -
different populations, the "social good" of Factors IV and V may embrace

different emphases according to different populatg?ns. While college
. ' A -
students in California may value exposéé of racism, sexism and administra- .,

tive Misdeeds, the "soeial goodh nay Q}herwﬁse be defined in the larger

coé&unity,or in different geographic locations: JournaliSticfﬁndepe“dence

in Factor V is tied to specific goals whléh independence allows the newspaper

tq#pursue; independence here seems conditional and tied to an asgumed

LA -
common view of the social good. A )

n +*

The hon=-pleasure reader of Stephenson 8 typology may prove to be a. complex

- creature indeed. Stephenson's assertién that nonepleasure readers are

nsometimes essentially non-readefs"hufﬁ&uirég further testing. If signifi-
cant numbers of actual newsreaders peruge %their newspapers without any of
.memWﬁm@ome,ummmeMMMUQ%wpmﬁ@smha@wﬂd

B exﬁlanation qf the subjective experiéﬁce pf‘hewgreading bghévior:.rOH the

4

other hend, if absence of play among potential hewsrea rs is _positively

cofrelated with non-readership, then plaafﬁrprlmacy as eiblanatory con=

b Y
struct is supported. On the practiecal lgvel, recognition of the utility of,
A \
ﬂ.play ecould provide media practioners with a pe

"

evaluate demands for entertainrent, mature play, moral reSpon51bility and

etdve Ffrom which‘to

ot . . ., 18 "‘t P '_’
}, . ' ¥ ) :

T
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social ufility, among diverse media audiences, Ii’lay elements could be

systemratically ‘i:l‘gorporq.‘bed into newspaper content and style,~ rather than -

< . '
on a haphazard basis, In short, the ludenic theory may be everf bit as
- \ - T ) . rd
hewristically valuable as Stephenson suggeatS:,7Use of the theory, on

-~

both the theoretical and practical levels, will determine its true worth,

_{x

‘ — '_f
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Table 1 18

Survey Items in Balanced Block Design

-

. Informational Demands I
16._ Its writers admit their errors. ' . ' ) ‘ ~
22, 1Its free f.r‘om .faculty influence. N (
25. It 3‘.;1 u,sed‘by the campus ad:nirﬁst;:ation\to ¢iscuss a.nd Ic?ebate campus .;Lsauea;
28, It uncovers things the administration tries to hide. )
29, It is ob.jedt'i_‘w,‘%; " . . v
30, ¢ It avoids trivial things. - )
B . P01itica_l.__Delnanf.:ls
7 1. It gives no favored _trea‘tment’tq”my. igtéres;'gmup.
-~ 13, ‘I‘hoseilegally responsiﬁle; foP the newspaper should 'be-in charge of fhe paper, -
11}. It crusades actively for jpst"caué;s. .
20 -1t avoids printing things :tl}at are obscene or offensive.
: 23, It exposes racism an'd sexism by administrators, faculty and students.
‘26: -It{safeguands the rights and identities of minority .g‘r;oups. ‘
-32. It encourages students to write whatever they wa.ni: for it. : ‘ ]
15, Its articles are in good Journalistie stya.e, Iike: the N. Y. Ti.;nes. St

-

-

o

17. It gives students interesting things to %talk about.
/9(" Tt is "balaniced," offering a wide variety of things.

21: It doesn't take itself or life too serivusly.

¢ ¢

—
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- ST e 2 )
_ é"brrelatiop .Cc;effi}éienta for Beadership Survey
11 12 M3 14 15 16 17 18 19 .20 21 22 .23 24 ‘25 ‘26 27 28 29 30
T 19 1, 37 .04 .10 37050 .39 .07 .36,-.01 ~.0% .16 L1k .31 .22 .33 .13 .20 .38 .26
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Factor Mdtrix Using Principal
Factor with-Iterations
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