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William Stephenson's ludenic newsreading theory, while profound.

.
in its implications for communication theory and practices, has been

largelY ignoied in the eleven years since its presentatio0.1 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 communication," rests empiri-

cally on a relatively innovative methodology: Q-technique.
2

Rather than.

testing relationships between objective meitores.of newsreading behavior

and demographic variables,' Stephenson concerns himself with things individual

readers can describe of their own subjective reading experiences. Using

Q-technique, he intensively examined several small, rion-random,samples

of newsreaders, rather than taking an extensive (although circumspect).

look at a larger, more representative sample. Al such, critics-of the

ludenic newsreading theory have concerned themselves at least as Ach with

1
Its methodological problems as with its substahce.

4

R-factor anapsie is suggested heie as a means to test the ludenic

theory indepdndent of Q- technique. In the spring, 1974, a questionnaire

tapping attitudes toward the 4tudent press was administered tb-',a random

sampling, of student newsreaders at CalifoTnia Stati-.University, Fresno:

The three-page questionnaire dealt primarily with local policy issues,

but one section was Concerned with general; theoretical matters. Items

tapping ideal demands of student newspapers were assembled, including

.\\ political and informational demands. Also included were opinion statements
t

synthesized from deductive inferences of the ludenicliesreading theory.

Random sampling (nm220) provided confidence at around the .95 le rel

of probability, that usab1e,r1sponseswe e roresentative o&all

)
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non-coamting, full-time sophomores, juniors and first-year graduate

students registered that spring semester.. The self-referent opinion

statements, 20 in all, were factor analyzed to provide a rough exploratory

test of the ludenic readership typology. Since Stephenson's typology

rests on the presence (or absence) of certain characteristicS of play

in newsreading, interpretation of play items on the emerging factops

provided an implicit test of pliy theory itself.

lay Theory Defined'

Briefly, Stephenson's play,theory of mass communication (of which
. .

the ludenid newsreading theory ts but a part) incorporates RUizinga's

arguments that attivities."not associated with "work" or sur

vival,v' but pursued ass ends in themselves--cRristitutes an *irreducible

aspect, of human behavior essential to the formation of culture.5 Drawing

.

on Rogers' self theory of personality
6

and Szasz' coACept of communication-

pleasure,7 Stephenson described play as pleasurable

'4V%4
4 which the self is enhanced. Communication2taeasure

non-purposive .converiation between people, marked by elements o play,

activities through

occurs through abiorbing,

which participants later recall as'ple4arable. Commnication:pain, on
0

the other hand, is associated with any call to action, any communicated

demand for change in the status quo.

loss of self..-

!!'lizinga identified seve

son applied to newsreading.
10

vewsreading is "voluntary, not a task or a

Commuhication-pain:is associated with

characteristics ofgplay9 which Ste'phen-

duty," nor is it

said Stephenson,

event, satisfying in

"part of the reader's ordinary real life."
11

Newsreading,

is "an interlude, an act of 'prytending,' a temporary

itself and ending theie.
1,12

Newsreading.is secluded

JL

a

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

and is thus "hedged off from everyday surroundings,

as a child marks out its space and time f r a

commuter train . "

.

especially marked off,

game of houses.013

Stephenson differentiated between pure play, typified by the spon-

'taneous, disordered activities of children, and game-type play, with

.rituals, internal order and consciousness of self. He caned ludenic play

to describe both types of pla;.
14

To Stephenson, the play theory of mass communication is "supra-

ordimate" to prior theory in.this area.
15

The ludenic newsreading theory

accounts'for evidence which supports'eanlier theory, while clearing up
1

some problems that the "information" theories could not take into accounts

Earlier, Berelson

paper strikes, as

evidence that co

noted that papers were genuineIy'rniased during news-

newsreadirig was often habituated.
16

Janoitz provided

mmanity newspapers found it profitable to enhance the self-

images and lifestyles of their readers.
17

Cooley was intrigued by news-

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

readers without irplbiring or uplifting them.
18

Theoreti 1-DeVelo
1

ents

1'

__Schramm, the first of the general newsreading theorists, provided

early that qpwsreaders acted in antiQipation of rewards which the

transfer of new inforination providfd.
19

Immediate rewards--associated

e

with news of crime, scandal and marital feuds - -attracted poorer, less-
.

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

:politics, international news and scientific discoveries --- attracted older,

'-lnore -affluent atd better-educated-readers.20 Specifically, Schramm asserted
4

\
5
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that the lametiiie reward of reduced psychological need characterized

the former type of news. The latter type of news cffered a delayed rewele

the newsreader--the immediate effOrt and diiicomfort associated with read-,
: I .

ing this type of news was offset by better adjuitment to reality over'1

the long ran: Using ,Preudiak cO4ce ts, Schramm argued that immediate-,

reward newsreaders used the news A an escape into fantasy, while the readers
Y

of delayed-reward news sought reeilkty.
21

General newsreading theo underwent changes at the bands of other

researchers. Kay critized the priori classification of news into immediate

.and delayed-reward categories. He argued that the nevareader's apperception--

i.e., the interplay of percep ioha.plus interpretatlon--determinedthe

actual reward value of any title on an individual basis.
25

Wiebe, writing `

after Stephenson,- took issue with both Schramm and Kay, who both assumed

27
s hat readers necessarily ead. to learn something new from the newspaper.

A

Wiebe argued that, despite any media attempts to provide directive communi-

cations, messages are apperceived.,by receivers as of maintenance or restOa:

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

new adjustments of receivers, while maintenance messages are merely 'added

to the receivers prior conceptions and restorative messages represeht

token attacks pn authority.
25

He asserted that media consumers seek

reWrkings of; the familiar in the news,26 as when a lieader. peruses an

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

relegated play to childhoo&s realm, where fantasy serves no higher purpose

than..as an qutlet for aggression.7

Stephenson' Readership "Types".

StepLenson anticiPated:Viiebets "reworking or tlieitamiliar" in his.

.

rejection of arguments that the seeking of new inprmOiqn.provides
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or"

16.1m ry motivation in newsreading behavior. In a series of Q- studies

*
.

sread designed to testing e4sting theory in this area, students

5

of Stephenson discovered play eledierrts as important newsreading charac

istics.
28

From these studies, Stephenson interpreted three broad new
AN

reading types. One such factor,. the 11 (mature) type, Makes an elaborate

game of newsreading, and the intereaii of this'type are,wide-ranging.

porD1, reading is "thoroughly habituated, absorbing, enjoyable, an interlude

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

treats newmreading as-"pure play," as "entertainment," and.to "pass the

tune." The third type, the N (non-pleasure) readers, are "sometimes essentially% \

. non-readers," who'donit find ewspapers "absorbing, enjoyable or the like,"
..

1.
who see the newspaper as sinfulor--aly as a utilitarian instrument for

.

-sales and movie listings.29 "

Steppon's concern with the subjective6experieice of the individual

newsreader drew sharp criticism from De?leur. While the ordinary citizen

may find mass.comjunications a,"fqrm ofoplay," Derleur argued that media

consumption "has meaning and significance beyond the personal perspectives

of individuals."- Th; subtle effects of media on pedOle, DeFleur argued,

were of greater interest than the "triviaI-ma iiern

subjective play with communiqation.32

P19 Theory Implications-

On the theoretical level, acceptance of subjective play as involved_

in the newsreading process implies consequences that are fir *worn trivial.

itlidia subtly affect how peOple think, hoW they see thilmelves "and the world,
. _

even how they may behave. Yet all such effects are mediated at the point

where the reader. ChooMes one publication or ofe article over another, or

chooses not to read at all If.p ay :characteristic affect theme decisions;

7'.
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then the reader's subjective rea4ing experience becomes a crucial link in

the complex social interactions where attitudes and behavior are affected.

As a practical matter, the ludenic theory provides a powerful tool

../.

for editors and newsmen concerned with how the journalistic,prod+ is /

./
perceived and utilized by readers. Since journalists work hard to gather and

edit the news,, they may be less likely that.; others to-recognize yaayfylneSi

in newireading. If play underlies much newsreading behavior; as Stephenson

suggested, then journalists could judiciously incorporate pliy elements

into-their articles as a means of improving the traditional a r of media:

informing the public, Indeed, an intuitive sense, of play predicates-
. p1

human interest stories. 33 Stephenson's typologies allow publication designs

consistent with the type of ludenic play favored by a particular target

-audience. Further, the ludenic theory provides a rationale for media

diversity, not premised on the libertarian principles discredited in some

circles, but on the pragmatid concern'that reade lowed to converge

selectively on' the pews - -i.e., th4t individuals have.something different

34
to select for themselves.

.

With both theoretical and pragmatic c ncerns,at issue, the ludenic
.

newsreading theory,-nee4-notrwait-for-mosoletion bate-over-itsmethoz__;.;,-

OW. origins. The .theory can be tested and put to, goo use, without "go"

to the merits of Q-technique.-In fact, the value f theory'llea in 4-ts

ability to spur further researchP Several postulates are suggested

Stephenson's readership typolog concerning the,interelationships of

student newspaper demands. They are:

1, Play elements are involved in demandsmade Of,an ideal student

A

newspaper.

'

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

8.

r.
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w121-eherge through fact4r analisis of ideal newspaper demands.. ,/
/

3. A factor, or factors, reflecting the demands or pleasure readers

swill emerge through factor analysis of ideal newspaper" demands.

4. A factor or factors, reflecting the demands of non-pleasure

readers will emerge through factor analysis of ideal newspaper demands.

Methodology

A random sample of names was drawn from university records repre-

senting about six per cent of the student body at California State University,

Fresno. ,111 freshmen, seniors, second-year graduate students, part-time

students end students commuting more than two'houra a day were remp from

the sample. The first three categories vere eliminated, due to policy eon-

cerns, as the. overall questionnaire was concerned with changes in the
.

ctewspaper to be implemented the,folloidng year., Removal of non - returning

- students, as well as students new to college, seemed,desirable. The latter
.

categories constituted circumstantial non-readers whose responses were diffi-

cult to get. The same factors which made their respondent maribers'unavail-
. ..

. . .

able for polling purposei also made themunlikely campus news readers as '

well. Thus, the final population did not include many nonlTeiders.
. ..

Within the above limitations, the sample was representative of the

student newspaper readership. Students were asked, in part, to evaluate
..

20 statements on a seven-point, Likert-typer, agree-disagree scale. State-
/ 1

!

,ments were evaluates in terms of "the Daily Collegian now" as -well as in
t. :' -,

terms of "your ideal of how' a student newspaper shoUlifunction."36',Of
,

intere t here are thei

. -

. "ideal" ratings which tap real or la nt opinion
. i .

rath II( than,status,quo attiiudea.37 The poll was conducte over a two week
. ,.

I./ / 1 .

perio with DO ?ex' cri of the respondents completing, the questionnaire
-4 4 . .:
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in the first five days. After careful-briefing, reporting' students in

hree Journalism classes were each assigned from five to'ievenrespondents

to. contact and have complete the quetionnaire,. The pollsters encountered

refusal rate of about .27 per cent, high for face-to-face polling methods:

This introduced the question as to whether this high rate was
.

due to inherent weaknesses within the questionnaire

,or whether: orgeniamic"variables of pollsters themselVes.were at issue.

Since each respondent had been randomly assigned to the pollsters, the
,

researcher felt that survey results'wonldnot to con ated if differing

Abilitiesor zeal airiong_pollsters accounted for the high fusel rate.

Accordingly; the chi square test of statistical significance.was,maied-
to test-whether the frequency of refusal was relatively uniform for all

pollstens,(which would be evidence of questionnaire weaknesses) or tihether

it was not. The latter proved be the case at the .95-probability level

(x2=65.22, d.f.m46 . Th the high refusil rate was not deemed detrimental

to, the study, part 2.11,32.4.j.hce. the sample-Was overdrawn by nearly t;4477,--.7

per cent.

The questionnaire consisted of 18 items selected according,to

quasi-balanced block design (see Table 1), and two "transitional items."

-
One transitional` item (24) could be considered' loosely tied to the three

cells of ;the ,design: political; informational and play demands. That

-item ("It emphasizes news about good a and things.")vhowever, is

, ,

not closely tied to anyone. e extranedig to_the design,. per se,
.-

the item taps student atti des tow happy talk news, i_trend in-broad-
. . .

cast. journarisii which

- a ...P
ViOfile. relevance Ao newsieadihe-thiorit

I

P.

0 . M .,.. . . ...

1 te ili .. 113,.; geneilin ational dentAtial y. deisotaps. Atemands,..when
,

. . ......_.,

rejebied by a r-sponde ,Minic-to -to inform andserftilej-hot to . _.
_....._, ,

"!...:::1
...-... - .

- 411
T.
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entertain:"
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The political demands refledt a spectrum 0 attitudes, ranging from

moral and ethical issues to legal concerns. Informational items reflect

eithei a concern for information transmission or concern for the mechanisms
.

. Useful in the evaluation of information or information somr611. bay
0 .:-

items ,are of two sub-types, reflecting both pure and g e-type play atti-
. -

"tudeS. Items 15, 17 and 19 'reflect game-type, maur - reader attitudes

while items 21k 27 and 18 (transitional} reflect ncern for pure' play

elementq in newsreading. Item 12 might her type.

Arrangedent of ite into this desighltelps researchers selectitems

tapping the mijoeareab of theoretical concern' Of.course,the design,

especially one incorporating only 20 variables, can not reflect all opinions

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

approach is useful, especially 11 neW typologies are generated which spur

further, more precise research. The use of factor analysis bare allowed

exploration of the previously uncharted area of student demand types' as
.

'recommended by Rummel and by Selltiz.38
. . . 7

.

. -While exploratory; this study is more "representative" than its
, .

. . .

- ...
,

.

./
Qrstudy.coUnt6Parts; in that randdm saMtaing techniques are utilized..-.

,,
: .

., . .
r 2 .4. ' .. .

As R=factors, the types here represent interrelZted tems or demands,
.

. .

while1I-methbd-derives factor;"from interrelations of people. 'Survey data _,.---

Were//factor analyzed d Control,Data Corporation 3176 computer, -using

°

0

39sulrogram FACTOR of'SPSS. Using the principal factor with iteration

thod (kAr2)r six factors with eigenvalUes greater -than -one were .extracted

rid rotated_ to final solution.(vaAmaxi... The iriitiaX factor niatriXr.with

1,0gbiliiaiues-and'coribunalities and the rotated variMax matrlit are shown,

..11 1
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in Tables 3 and 4 respectively. The correlation coefficients for the
.

20 variables factor analyzed are shown in Table 2.
At

a --
e --

While -six factors (with eigenvalues greater-than-one) emerged as
J

significant, only-fivebare interpreted here. Factor. III, while accounting

yor more variance than an average item in the array, eould not be interpreted

due to, the ambiguous loadings orthe items (only three were significant;

only one was salient). Salient was, Item 25, with a loading
. .

by non-salient Items 24.and2,.;.!ith.respective loadings of

(If

of .64, followed

.47 and .26.

While soTethirig akin to nostalgia or "pollyannaise may be%inrived/fUrther

:

riseare,h is required to determine what is at issue in the covariance of

-
.,-

es 'for factors IV, V and Vila the finalitems, with Factor XII. Low eigen

,

varimax matrix makes interp Cation

spurring further 'inquiry:

Five

of these faotors tentatiVS, hopefully

interpretablvfactora remain,. Acgsistent with R-methodo
/

.

ach factor is interpretadheie in decr,ptive

correlatio of items,- wfih each othe, and tfieir

/

SY:

terns, based orf the ter-.

loadii?gs ,on th fa/stors"

,

Is Journalistieef&alism. White 11. items load significantly

/.
only seven fall above a natural breAk in the loadings an4;41v

closely lnterrelated.(see Ts611-2).'lhe fbdi lower items, correlate
.

4

(in,eigantially spurious fishion) with only one other item-l.n'the,array.

The loadings and items were:
4

Load Item . Statement

60

.

.67 16. Its writers admit(their errors
1

. ,
t ...

.61, 17., It givei dents interesting things to talk abut.
. . . )H. . /

.60 11.- It gives no favbred treatment to/any interest group.

. _.- 1.

------
/121'

:
. .,.../

,..
' ..

..

.,__,..,,

,

I
.

e
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.. '-
.

,. .

-:-.

. -.load Item ,Statement
.4.

N ,
.

...

A

.37

.56

.56

.48

.15.

29 -..

12..

.
. i . . .

It's articles -axe in good journalistic stile, ligObslf. Times. '
- -

It is oh,jective.

It encourages students to write whatever they Want for it.

. It is "balanced," offering a Wide variety of things.

....

, Items 11- and 1'7. were salient-4.e., significantly loaded on only one factor--
0

, .
.

1'

:.
while items 19 acid 29 were' virtually salient, with-only marginally signifidant

t' -
.-

lgadingsion other factors. A common thread of idealism unifies Factor I.

The student newspaper is expected to deal fairly with its readers by

being candid and.non-partizan (16, 11and 29) while maintaifiing interesting

..--

.

-7-:34044

stylevidiverse

views

instiug

features"

$

'.on,Factor

4..oad

.

content (17.15, 12 and 19). Suqh_COmMnli-beld idealiptie
7%.

- ""c;',4-

of Journalism were nttt-une.mected, given the ideal conditioint

.
*

Issues of. obscenity, legal responsibility, "hard news-vs.'

and faculty/administration,influenogoare, not at. issue.
.0.

-. ... :7,s .z.z. - :: 0, ...z. c.., -

Factor II: Moral Bestonsibility. Four items loaded significantly "4"'-I
*

II, two of them saliently.. They were:
. i .

Item , Statement
----,...

.60 20. .

0...53 ...1.).

.

4 15.i
'' ,:7 14.

.., - .
-. .

It avoids printing things that are obscene or offensi;re.

"Those legally rreponsible for the newspaper content should.
.

be in.dhs of the newspaper.

article,. are in good Journalistic style, like tile, N.Y. Times.,Its

, - ,

tt crusades actively for just causes.
.....

.
0 . ,

. Items 20 and 13 are salient.; ilbilaFactor.I'reflects idealist Journalistic '
.

a%

.
demands, Factor II reflects demands of a moral imperative. The primary 1t

1

, . -

e concern with obscenity in Item 20 is tOteeted in'Item 13.1-where.those legally

. rosporriible--e.g.., adMinistrators and fagulty--a're.expected to maintain sten.:

. . . .

,' dards of OW taste in the newspaper. Good taste, equated. with. good styli
Il.

, ,-'

:,
13 ". ..

. .. ..s. .. . . . 4
,. ter .
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in Item 15, where stylistic concerns likely'involve propriety, not,reader

interest or readabliity. the moral imperative is reflected liItem-14,

.although "just causes" here would not involve prie.becting minority interests

or uncovefing,misdeeds-0Juch-iteme &re not

Factor IV: Social Respo nsibility. While a mora.). imperativeundeilies
As

loaded on this factor.

;Factor
II, Factor IV incorporates demands for social ,justice. Significant

items are:

Lbad Item

.50 30.

.119 26.,

4 ,34 :28. It uncovers things the administration tries to hide.

Statement

It avoids trivial tangs.

...

t safeguards the rights and identities Of6rities.

. 16. its writers admit their errors.
',` . .

.2$
19, It is "balanced,," offering a..wide.variety of thugs.

.

.27 "; 29. It is opjective.

,e

Item 39 is salient, While Item 26 is virtually salient with only a marginal
4 . .

. . /

loading on ?actor I. Factor IV reflects a non-nonsense attitude toward

f

journalism, plus the pfeecription that it serve a general type of social

.

good Itemb 16, 19 and 29 represent demands which, taken together, con-
.

stitute a midhanism for allowing journalism to perform this "service. Item

19, in this context, reflects. a concern foi' political."lialance," 'perhaps

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

oriented diversity. In fact, a concern for reader interest is absent in the

demands of Factor N.

Factor V: Journalistic

good in Factor fy is" general,,

demands implicit in Factor V that the newspaper serve some social 'good are

Independence. the pursuit of the social

institutionalized and somewhat passive,, the

I.

#
14
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specific and

Load Item -

activistSc. The significant items Fe
Ale

Statement

.62 22. Iti:free from faculty influenA"e.

.

.48 k 28. It uncovers things the administration .tries to hide.

47 23. It exposes.. racism and sexism by.ldministratoFs,faculty

add students.

. "02 . 12. It encourages stuaents'.to write whateVer they want for it.

.25 16. Its writers admittheir errors. .;
7

Items 2,,2 and 23 are ' salient. Journalisticindependence and activism set

. .

Factor:1f off from the.rest". Concern for the social good here leads td'
-

specific demands 'that t.e newspaper "uncover " .and "expose" various misdeeds.

Independence is reflected in items 22 indt.

esting contrasts between Fgdtor i(4
4

Items 26 and 25 provide inter-

. The Aent:in each item

is the same, but t$e emphasis in the-former is passive and institutional while

speeific and aotivistic irmthe latter.

Factor VI: Journalistic .htirtainment. The various moral and social

demands made of newspapers, even,the-74ctor I demands W fairness and

Factor VI.. The significint loadings are:

Statement

Its basic goal Is to.inform.and persuade, not to entertain.

Candor, are not at issue in

Load .1:Les
.

-.51 18."

.51 '27. It helps students take their minds off, school work.

.50 21. It doesn't take itself or life too seriously.

All loadings are salient. The sole conbern or demand .of Factor VI is that

student newspapers entert.in, thatIgay pfovide "escape's' and approach life

_in a lijhthearted manner.

15 a
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zsr

'Caution mustk; exercised when'comparing the Stephenson Q4actors,

A

representing types of newsreaders, with the.11-factors representative

here of the interrelated demands madiof studtrit espapers. Yet the ludenic

newsreading theory, to be of genuine?iltility, must be something more than

a creature of Q-methodology. The test of the lbdenic theory lies'in the
- e

role that play elements occupy in these demands. The'logical dimesIdle

'mature,, pleasure and non4easure readeis provided propositions to-be tested

,in rough fashion using factor analysis . Further research is npeded to ikpand

and refine these new typologies.
s

Yet theory testing has historically involved far more than categorical

interpretation. As Stephenson imp/its in, his credo of metascience, it is

often a creative process involving a posteriori leaps from any.findings

viewed not from item to item but in an overall way that may exceed th6

,_
sum of various'parc4 .

40
Such is the nature of the case at hand.

Factor I, which accounts for most of the variance, can thus be inter

in terms of ludenic theory. Salient Item II, which demands that
$ .

,. ;

the paper provide students "interesting things to talk about," emphasizes

the newspaper's

Item 15 deirands
.

role in stimulating communicatibn-pleasure. In play terms,

"good journalistic style," reflecting A concern for orderly

design and readability, enhancing game -type,play. Item 12 reflects a seemingly

"pure play" attitude, but other significantly loaded items indicate that

.

students "wx:ite whatever they want" within the framework of journalistic
.

-

order. The overall ooncern is not so,much with independency or freedom

UP

as with diversity, reflected in the further demand that the paper offer

"a :ride variety of things." Play ror Factor I is tempered with the joncern

that-newspapers be fair, objective and candid'About their errors One

6
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might expect Stephenson's mature newsreader to make similar demands.

The mechanism whereby mature play demands.. kiecome merged with ideal-
.4'.

istic notions of journalistic fairnes6 deserves further study: Issues

of newspaper objectivity, impartiality. and candor seem to fall within the

realm of social control, where complex interactions lead to a consensus.

According to Stephenson, social control Wat issue when diverse individual.

attitudegor interests are melded to a common purpOse, as when people

elect an official to represent al their diverie interests.
41

Convergent

\

selectivity is at issue when the individual selects something different

--corldmselfa as an .assertion of self or identity.
2

Such selections,

,
Stephenson argued, generally involve ephemeral fancies such as "fads,"

while social_control involves more deep- seated values and beliefs.
3

Seeming-for Factor I, a circumspect area of play or convergent selectivity

ie hedged off in among the socially-controlled demands for candor, fair-

ness and objectivity.

Factor V1 also meets the expectations of the ludenic newsreading

theory.' Contrasting with the well-ordered play implicit in the demands

of Factor 1,..t Factor VI incorporates demands for ?'pure pliy," the unstructeied

pleasure of an activity done for itself. As pure play, the journalism

implicit in the demands of Factor. VI is without rules of any kind, save

that it

'Fa rs II, IV andsV were not strictly inferred from Stephenson's
7

newsreading typology, ye'( they are not inconsistent with his reader types.

Demands for moral responsibility, social responsibility and journklistic

independence,all_are of "utilitarian" nature, as were the newspaper interests

of Stephenson's non-pleasure reader. 4here Stephenson sought typologies

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

t v 1 7
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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

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

. -

non-pleaSure readers might consider newspapers as alayl. or say they read

them only for the these readers may actually harbor untapped demands

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

not:

While the moral responsibility facto y remain constant across

different populations, the "social 'god" of Factors IV and V may embrace

different emphases according to different populatibns. Wile college

students in California may value expos6 of racism, sexism and administra- .

jive fidsdeeds, the "social good" may o..5herdise be defined in the larger

community, or in different geographic locatio Journalistictindependence

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

toapursue; independence here seems, conditional and tied to an assuVed

common view of the social good. -\
The non - pleasure reader of Stephenson's typology may prove to'be a complex

creature indeed. Stephenson's assertion that nont-plea.sure readers are

44.
"sometimes essentially non-readeis" requires further testing. If signifi-

cant numbers\of actual'newsreaders peruse la-MI-newspapers withol.lt any of

.the Attributes of play, then the ludenio thaory provides only a_pa.rtial

explanation of the subjective experieSce of tewqreading behavior..,-On the

other liand, if absence of play among potential hewsrea'

correlated with non-readership, then plar;primacy as

struct is suppOrted. On the practical Ievel, reco
4

rs is sitively

explanatory con-
:.

i n of the utility of.

play could provide media practioners with a pe ctiore from which to

eVinate demands for entertainment, mature play, moral responsibility and
*

le 4 ;

t
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social ility, among diverse media audiendes. Play elements could be

systematically *inorporated into newspaper content and style, rather than
c

on a haphazard basis. In short, the ludenic theory may be ever/ bit as

heuristically valuable as Stephenson suggest5:"Use of the theory, on

both the theoretical and practical levels, w1l determine its true worth.

I.

r

O

r
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Table 1 18

Survey Items in'Balanced Block Design

informational Demands

16. Its writers admit their errors.

22. Its free from .faculty influence.

sd

25. It is used by the campus admiastration
1 '

to discuss and debate campus issues;

28: It uncovers things the administration tries to hide.

29. It is objeCtiVe:

30. It avoids trivial things.

Political Demands

A

11. 'It gives no favored treatment to any.ipterest group.

-4 13. Those legally responsible fo2P.the newspaper should be in charge of the paper.

14. It. crusades actively for just-causes.

20r. -It avoids printing things that are obscene or offensive:

23. It exposes racism aad sexism by administrators, faculty and students.

.26. -It safeguards the rights and identities of minority givups.

. Play Demands

.12. It encourages students to write whatever they want for it.

.15. Its articles are in good journalistic style, like the N. Y. Times. ,

17. It gives students interesting things to talk about.

It is nbalaniced," offering a wide variety of things.

It doesn't take itself or life too seriously.



Table 2
-1

aOrrelation Coeffieieits for Readership Survey

11 12 '13 14 15 16 17 18 19 .20 21 22 ...23 24 -25

11 1. .37 .04 .19 .37. .50 .39 .07 .36,7.01 -.04 .16 .14 31 .22

'12 .37 1. .02 .23 .25 .38 .47 .13 .32 -.07 -.08 .35 -.19 .31 .27

13 .04 .02 1. .48 23 .11 .09 .10 .08 .31 .09 .15 -.Q1 .04 .11

14 S10 .23 :18 1. .32 .27 .26 .10 .23 .12 .08. .16 .09 .16 .27

151 t37 .25 .23
`-,

.32 1. .54 ..33 .20 .37 .28 -.09 -19 -.02 .16 .20

,16 :50 .38 .11 '27 .:54 1. .50 .18 .55 .10 -.07 .30 .26 .37 .33

17 .
1

1.39
.47 .09 .26 .33 .50 1. .11 .43 .03*:-.02- .28 .19 .30 .32

L'ID 18 '1 07 ...1j .10 .10 .20 .18' .f1 1. , .33 ' .07 -.23 .01 .09. .15 .23
psi. . 1

1, ,(36- :52s .o8 .23 .37 .55 .43 .33 1: .14 .67 .20 .14 .31 .33

20
,

.
1.01 -.07 .31 .12 .28 :.10- .03 ,..07 ..14 1. . .02 .02 -.10

.
.11 .17

21 ... 04 /4.08 .09 -.08 -.09 Z..07 4...02 -.23 .07 .02 1. -.16 -.00 .03 -.04
1.

22..
i

. ..16 .35 .15 .16- .19 .30 .28 -.01 .20 .92 ..16 1. .29 .23. .08

23 '.14 .19 -.01 .09 -.02 .26 .19 .09 '.14 -".10-7:00 .29 1,.. - .20 .11

24. f.31 '.31 .04 *.16 .416 .37" .30 .14 .31 :' .11 .03 .,23 .20 1. .38

25 .22 .27 :11 ,..27 .2o .33 .32 .23 .33 .17-.:-.04 108* .11 .38 1.
,.

..

26' 1;.33 .22 .05 .19 .27 .37 .21 .02 .36 .0 .08 .14 .17 .14 .25

27.: ! .13 .20 .08 .08 .06 .08 .12 -.18 *.00 -.09 ..23 .16 -.05 .20 .08

29 .20 .30 03 .18 .25 .43 7 .05 .26 -.10 -.03 .36 .30 .3Q ".27

29 : :38 .37 .12 .21 .39 .51 ..48 .20 .4i .08 -.06 .21 .20 .24. .23

30 i* ..26 .09 .02 .13 .23 -.29 .14 :26 .23 .08 .06 .18 .05 .20 .31
1 ,

'26 27 28 29 30

.33 .13 .20 .38 .05
,

.22 .20 .3b '07 .09

:05 .08 .03 .12 02

.19 .08 .18 .21 .13

.27 .06 .25 .39 .23

.37 .08 .43 .51 .29

.21 :12, .27...48 .14

.02 4=4.18 .06 .20 .26

.36 .00 .26 .41 .23.

..07 -.09 -.10 .08 .08

.08 .23 -.03 -.06 .66

.14 .16 .36 .21 .i8

.17 -.05 .30. .20 .05

.14 .20 .30 .24 .20

.25 .o8 .27 .23. .31

1. .09 .34 .39 .29

.09 1. .13 .16 .00

.34 .13 1. .44 AO

.39 .16 .44_16 -.28

.29 .00, .29 .28 1.

I ; . f11 I i
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