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. fThis stndy surveyed ;aﬁdon alples of the junlcr hlgh

schbol, college, and adult population'¢groups in Tucson, Arizona, for
readinqg habits, Eelf-percezved reading abilities, and the ability to :
retain information redd in local nevwspapers. The survey data indicate
that mnenbers of all three groups believe’ that they conprehend more
,than their -peers, that they enjoy reading more than their peers, and
that they actually read more than their peers. Analysis ‘ef the A
. sn:veyed reading habits shows tBat. junior high school students .in K *?
’ gson read more book® but fewer magazinds and newspagers than the - * | i
r tvo groups, ands that the adults relied mcre on. readzqg e
rials as a news source than the other twc groups. NoO signiflcant
diﬁﬁerences vere found between groups in their ability ‘to. retain. ’
inférmation read in-‘local newspapers. 1he study concludés ‘that, its. '
g&lts are in striking centrast to the popnlar assu:pticn that more
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Py A’ popular conception exists that moreland more people are v, T
/ . s + reading less and less: that the folks in the real world are aliter- .
v K » Vs . . . ‘ j ., . )
. ,
o // ate. [hdt is, ‘they could read if they chose to do so, bu}; that,
. ry -~
) // for the ,most part, people do not choose. fe do so., Mlkuleoky reported
. ’ v - .
’ . three ‘surveys in the 1976 NRC Yearbook whlch certamly Bear w1t,ness
. / !
to this idea dne survey indiCated qhat only 1% of the adult popu-
i B / - ' .
l “ ' lation completes.a book per year} a second survey suggested that
i L , . .
A . ' . N N / ' el '. . ‘ . ..;
S .only 25% of all adults read in a.bogk, per month; and a third survey N
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reported that 58% ‘of the populétion “never rcad, never finished" a

~ N

v R . d \ N
bOM(.- - . ¢ he ‘ .9 : Ley -,
: - a . T .
This assertion and these surveys prov1ded the 1mpctus for this R

e — ey e e .

study Three randomly selected groups were ehosenn—vl) junior h1gh I
4

studentb, 2) college students, and 3) adult - réaders. ?hegeubjects

were surveyed to examine and compare their reading behaviors within,
» -. . . . . . B . .

three parameters: » . .

" 1) -their reading abilities as se1f~percéived; / ‘

...

. _Zl_ﬂ_hélz\ielf;reported readlng habits; and

. e - .
Y 3) the1r ab111ty to answer an objective-type measure of read-

. L D . i -
ing retent1on
’ - . . -
> .

--By examining and comparing these three groups, the assert1on that 2 —

‘the general popultatipn does not choose &o\gead could be*rejected or .
LS ) M ) ,' ‘ ' R .
supported, at lez;t'ﬁpr people.in Tuq#on, Arizona,'across‘three age //

v . . R -
growps. . » A ./

. : PR
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N\ ' e
- Subjects, 2 v . ) A £ -
- The random sample of the ggﬁlt populatien was achievéd as follows.,'

A tomputer was used to generaﬁe random numbers which determ1ned the }/ .
/

Ly / .
pago,{/olumn and line numbers from the local telephone directory. /

L . &« ) / " .
Once potential subjects were identified and reached by ¢e1$phoyé, . Lo

- 4 . 'y » ’ Iy M /i ! ":
‘they weTe asked to partigipate in the reading survey. Seven/refused. . - .
4 . g . . . / -
. SN “' 4 ¢ .
initially, thrce failed to complete the entire surveys and ﬂ93/gesé R
. N 3

- - -
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-handed out in regular school classes. - Two classe; were rahdomly
5 . . g \

4s the sample of the commuh{gz;at Lar§e. . .
. [ ] N

3

v

ﬁonded fully to all 1tems. The demographlc data that werc/gathered

on - ‘these 199 were then compared with recent census data,p tished on.

/
the communangat_largehﬂ a11 cases, therbta1ned results were withi
1 1% of the published results. The 199 respondants had an average

N - ' 4 -
age'of 37, an average income of $12,500, and an average education of

leSZyears. The group was_85.5% anglodFIBfﬁ% 1atin—amefican and 1%
other. ! L s C. 4 4
63 Co

-
The college students were surveyed w1th quest1onna1res dlgtrl-

- [}

to be questioned. Questaonnalres were completed by 173 subjeﬁts

The average age of th1s group was. 20 years, the average fam11y income
A

was $15,500, and the ayerage personal educatlon was 14 years.
The ‘junior high students were also samplsd with ques"t'ionnaires

K

selected from each of “four public-Tugson %junior high'schools. A .

.
L3

total of 199 ?tudents completed the questlonnalre The ave}age'age

was 13 years, the average famlly income $16,000, the average educa-

-~
.

tion was 8 years, and the racial balance was essentially the same

. ‘ v 8 T A'.
Questions were chosen for theif suitability from'the headlines

Qt the two Tucson newspapers from the previous week. -One or two e

-

ey W

-

words from the ‘headline were then changed added, or om1tted 1n such

L] e 3
a manner as to give the new headline an opposite or greatly altered
* o

-

11'[

buted in liberal arts classes” 'Seveh classes were‘randomly selected.‘
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, ) meanlng For exﬁmple’ "C1ty counC11 votes to raise water rates ] .

’ ¢ L

! . . became "City counc11 votes to lower water rates“~and “Muergy policy
6 t- .
s .
to raise prlces--lbwer comfogt" becamg "Energy p011 -to lower

A P A 7N
L S ) prices--raise comfort." The;t altered headllnes were presented as
L3 .\‘ ‘Q -
" true-false type, questlons preceded by a Warhlng that the questlons
. v
were 'tr1cky and that care 'should be exerc1sed in answerlng ‘Ne

-

.

2 questions asked by the subjects a%gué’the items were answered although
‘ - - .

the individual items were repeated fupon requéstlas often as necessary. *

. Y s . S L i
. ‘ . . , LY

'

Procedures , . ] , . i .

. * R L)

The subjects, then, were randgmly selectéd and completed the ) L
. .

ia a telephone jnterview'or on a
T

. . data -gathering 1nstrument e1ther

- : dittoed handout. The sub}ectsﬁ responses were.then.analyzed. The |
', & ‘ : Y
analysis consisted of (1} Pe son-Product-Moment Correlations coeffi-

/ . . . '
cients to compare variable

across all three groups withw deqision
. -,

- <
. . 4§rp1e of p£ .05; (2) cajfulation of each group's mean responses to

LY

each of the items; and 3) t- tests for dlfferences (a two- ta11ed - ) ‘9 -

.

*All subjogts wete asked thg same questions whethe@/on'the tele- v

H

J 7/ . . .
4" #ittoed handout. The questions were organized into - i .
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> number of bgoks owned.
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four different types. The first type were questions related to

reading habitsa "how often newspapers, newsmagazines, trade mdga-

zine§, general magazines and f1ct10n and non- fiction books were

Pl e

read; frequency-of trlps‘to the~11brary, what sections of the news-

paper were usual&y reaq_thproughly; primary source ‘of news; an&

» ‘e
- .

' The second type of questions related to the subj¥cts' self- f
o : R

. . . .. . o,
perceptions of their .reading abilities as compared with othe?s about

v R |

" their own age. The subjects resporded to-the following statements,,

-
.

by choosing one of three degreeurelated statements (i.e. sohewha;%'

more, somewhat 1e§s~etc W) (1) compared with people your own'age

do you think you_read, (2) cdmpared to- people your own age ‘do ‘you

think you comprehend; (3) compared to people your own age-do you
” . : ) : »

feel you like to read; and (4) compared to people your own age

v

how much do you think yor ggad. - ’ .

o - .
——e -

The third type of questlons werse de51gned to ascertiln’ﬂemo—

P

graphic character1st1cs .of the subJeEFs age, income, educatlon,

.
*

»
S

LS
sex, and race were included as demograpblc data. - .. . .
-y = ~ '. \ N Ed

The final category of questions was an objecti ype quiz ‘to
) ] ’ ..

]

test retention onewspaper information. ‘
\ _ )

Results : -~ ;

0
~ ~ -

g&The a?g§ﬁge member of each of the popuLatlon groups perce;ved

that sthey comprehended more of what they read, en;oyed,readxng more,




.t * . TN
~ - ' ¢ - * ]
o s * ' v . =% .
1] . ’; ‘
- - »oo
bAoA TN ’
' . : ST L - :
< { Lot ' . ) : Anders § Cardel} .
. . Lo N
. ‘ - Y *
,“ : K . . . 6 ; J N ";
/ & e ’, ” A
. , v " ' ., - " .
. ~ and’ acgually read more than the average person thc1r own dgew . These ' '
. Fa s -~ a2

.

results were all stat1st1cally 51gn1f1cant accordlng to the statedt. ’
\

’ -~

.decision rule.. o, . « - , Lo
S S P : D i' ’
positiﬁe correlation-existed between newspaper readefship‘ -
‘ . L H
. and the feelings of the members of al}] groups aboyt their reading.

Also, in general, there were positive correlatiops between the amount

[ ‘ ‘ ¢

D

. " of fiction dnd non.fiction read per year and the fee11ngs of all " .
’ . Ty - oo
groups about their reading. Posi tive correlations alsd ex1sted

CN . ~ ] / ’ .

bétweengall of the separate qdpstfons concerning feelings about redd- .

. ’
« . - -

- .

-

(3

ing. Addltlonally, there was a pos1t1ve correlatxon between reported

- 4 . - ’ N
enjoyment of readin} and quiz scores. e

' College students thought they read more than people their own
agesto a significantly greater degree than the genérgl adult in the
A .« ’ . ”» - ~

random saﬂble Junior high students felt they read faster and com-

. . s Py ‘ .
prehended more than people the;r own age to a- S1gn1f1cantly greater V' -
\extent than members of the other two groups Also ‘they (Junior h1gh‘ ) o4 -

L

students) reported reading s1gn1f1cantly'@ore flctlon than either

' o /Jjék general adult. populatlon (about 200% more)‘qr the collegé‘stu~
[ i3 . ) )

.

. dents (about 300% more). - They reported reading ‘more non-fiction .

; . » than thc college students (about 100% more) although this d;ffcrence SRS

was hot found to be stutistically significant; however, they‘ieported |
. va - \ :
reading statlstltally significantly more than members of the ftneral

; Yy \.

: adult random sxmple (aboutﬁgzno more) Also Junlor hlgh students ;

_ ‘ 4 ) ) . ) - .
. , &
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“read significantly»fewer newspapers ahd~newsmagazines than either

] . .

thi general adblt populat:en or the cpllege students ‘~ ¢

o

A0

; A_Fnllege_students_madﬂ_slgn1f1§gn§ly more. tr1ps to the 11brary ;

4
. monthly than did Junlor high itudents who, in turn made s1&n1f1cant1y

more trips than did members of the general adult populat1on (10/month

v .

7/month S/month respect1Ve1y) ) ) . L

The general adult populatlon tended to rely on readlng material *

.as their primary source of news, as opposed to telev151on or radxpﬂ

. - .

to a- 51gn1f1cant1y greater degree than either the coIlege or 3un1or

-,

hdgh students. - . ’ Y

T * N ‘ _

N No S1gn1f1cant dlfferences were found hetween(the population
. ~ ' ¢
groups in their scores on the qu1z des1gﬂed to e$t1mate read1ng '

- a

retention. AJI groups averaged abdut 58% correct responses. The,

only reSponse thch was p051t1ve1y cor:elated w1th qulz score ac¥055~

all population grggps_was the ‘extent to whith respondants felt they
) - ek .
/

enjoyed reading. Newspaper readersh1p correlated withr quiz score!

P in,ihe juﬁ&?r high and poilegeii;oups but not ih’the'general'adult

population group. N . oo

/ o

L} A .
The results of this survey yére.pargicularly surprising in
that the amount of reading done by these groﬁps was a good deal
. .t . A R
grea;er,tﬁan predicted (see Table ..

L4 .

e v .

. . Insgrt Table 1 about here

* . .
-/ . . . .

1
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re11ance on television and *radio howeVer does not seem to dlm{HISh

-

-
el
-

L3
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Gonclusions T |

* Junior high students are particularly positive in their self-

. \ .
percelxed_reddlng_ablllt19s”and_;t"appears that th1s conf1dence is
justified. They read con51derab1y,more books than the members of

-8
the other groups, although they do read fewer neWSpapers and maga-

21nes, tend1ng to rely. more heavily on radlo and telev151on as: their
. , X

primary sogrce of news than members of the other groups ThlS greater

~ )
"~

-

the1n§knowledge of current events compared with members of the other

.
) M .
-

groups. - ° , \ : ~—
. @ _ . . .
A% mentioned above, Tucsonans reported rdiding far more than the

. .

p;evfously reported studies would suggest.f‘This result indicates that

\ .
perhaps people are read1ng more than has been preV1ously thought. <

. One of the most uniform and cons1stent patterns that emerged

cléarly showed' that the more these subjects read th{ more divérsified '

" their readrng became. ThlS diversification was accompanled by an .

»

Pl o

increase in positive feelings t ward read1ng and tHblr ab111t1es as

readers.’ ‘ ) - o ,
« . i .

Also, across all age groups, the subjects' self perceptions
; , .

about reading and their reported reading behaviors weré very similar.

This tends to‘ support general folklorlc notions that '"elther people

»

do well at what they enjoy or they:enjoy what they do woll " even to

. the point of'intEIIectual behaviors such as readlng.
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