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conception exists that moreahil tiiOre people are

. .
, ..

and less:. that the folks in the real world are aliter

)
,

That is,they could read if they'chose to do so, buy that,

fob the.most part, people do not choosee,do Mikulecky reported
t

three'surveys in the 1976 NRC Yearbook which certainly gear witness
'

, .

to this idea: tile survey indiiated that only 1% Of the adult popu-

lation completes.a,book per year; a second survey suggested that
/ ,

only 25° of all 'adults read in abook,per month; and a third survey

0
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reported that 58% bf the population "never read, never finished" a

bodk.

ti

This assertion and these surveys provided the impetus for this

stud. Three randomly selected groups were Choien;.--1) junior high
t A

s tudents; 2) college students; and 3) adult-readers. the subjects

were surveyed, to examine and compare their reading behaviors within,

three paraMeters:

1) -their reading abilities as self-perceived;

2) their self - reported` reading habits; and

I -
0

' 3) their ability to:answer an objective-type measure,of read-

ing retention.

f
By examining and comparing these three-groups, the assertion that.

the general populatipn does not choose It o r ad could be rejected or
4

supported, at leist'or peOple_in Tuc4on, Arizona, -across three age

grumps.

Method,

It*

Subjects, 0,

4

The random sample of the ult population was achieved as follows.:
%

, .

kcomputer was used to geperle random puMbers which determined the

pageolumn, and line numbers from the local telephone directory.

Once potential subjects were identified and reached 153;':t.elephope,

they were asked to partifiKpate in the reading survey. Seven/refused
, :

initial4ly, three ;tailed to complete the entire survey ;I. and A99

p .3

r



Anders, F, Carden

3

fi

/Ponded,fully to all items. The demographic Zlata that were/sathered

onthese 199 Were then compared with recent, census data p fished on
.,

the_comMUnity at large, all cases, thcobtained results were within
...

+ it sO? the published result. The 199 rspondapts had an average
,,

'0.
.

Ai, _
,

_

age'of 37, an average income of $12,500, and an average education of
*

. , .
.

13.5-years. The group was,85.5% anglo.:13/.5% latin-american and 1%

$-

The college students were surveyed with questionnaires di[stri=

buted ih liberal arts claSses, 'Seveh classes were-randomly se,ected.
. ,

to be questioned. Questionnaires were completed by 173 subjicts.
:

. ..

The average age of this group was20 years, the average family income
A

was $15,500, and, the werage personal education was 14 years,

ilr
The 'junior high students were also sampled with questionnaires

Ale

handed out in regular school classes. -Two classes Were ra(idomly
.),

selected from each of'fbur public - Tucson 'junior high'schopls. A ..

4e.

i

.4 total of 199 students completed the questionnaire.. The average age

.

, .0,.
(

, ,

..

.
.,

was 15'years, the average family income $16,000, the average educa-

tipn was 8 years, and the racial balance was essentially the same
..

Aus the sample of..he commu 'ty. at large.

Questions were chosen for their suitability from'tbe headlines

4
//

,

of the two Tucson newspapers from the previous week. One or two

i . . I'
4

k ,words from the'be.adline were then changed, added, or omitted 'in such
5

a manner as to give the new headline an opposite or greatly altered
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meaning. For example: "City council votes -to raise

became "City council votes to lower water rates"..and.

to raise prices - -lower comf t"becamv"Energy pori

prices--raise comfort." Thes alte*d headlines were

true-false type, questions preceded bea-trarhing that

t

were 'tricky' and that care 'should be exercised in an

questions asked by the subjects abuti.the items were
-

the individual items were repeatedlupen recfuest as of

;

water ra.tes"

"*Iergy policy

to lower

Procedures

pregented as

the questions

swering. -No '

answered although

ten as necessary.

The subjects, then, were randoily selected and completed the

data-gathering instrument either
110.

1

a a telephone Anterview or on a

dittoed handout. The subpets. f responses were,then-analyzed. The

analysis consisted of (1) P Correlations coeffi-

I

cients to compare variable across all three groups with 's decision

ulation of each group's mean responses to

°

rule of p .05; (2) ca
.

each of the items; and

test) between the mea

ple, the ad t samp

sample the jun

_p L.0 was made.

t-tests-for differences (a two-tailed

s of the adult sample and junior high

and the. college -age samplaCInd the ccillege
-

t-high sample. Once
4
agaii, a decisi9n Yule 'of

Tbe Survey Inst, ment

.All subjo

phone or on
4

s wete asked the same questions whether, on the terej

l'dittoed handout. The questions were organized into

5 V

1
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four different types. The firtt type were questions related to

reading habits:. lidw often newspapers, newsmagaztnes, trade maga-

.,

zinei', general magazines, and:fiction and non-fiction books were

read; frequency-of trips s-to theibrary; what sections of the news-
.

p'aper were usually readthproughly; primary ;oui.ce'of news and>

' number of books owned.

.The second type of questions related to the subjects' self- ;

perceptions of their-reading abilities as compared,with others about

their own age. The subjects responded tothe following Statements/.

by choosing one of three degree--related statement's (i.e. somewhat"

more, somewhat les-etc.): (1) compared with people your own age

do you think you read; (2) compared to-people your own age 'do 'you

think you comprehend; (3) compared to people your own age do you

r -

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

how much do you think youtivad.
,

, . .

The third type of questions were designed -to ascertain.temo-,

graphic characteristics.of the subje)ts: age, income, education,

kw
.

.,

.

sex, and race were included as demographic data.
- _ ..

. '. .

The final category of questions was an obrecti

test retention eillnewspaper inforMation.

ype ggiz-to

*

ti

3 ,o

.00. 'Results ,.

-- ----fir71'
,- r .

......_ -le
'ITC%:..iiiThe,av ge member of each of the population groups. perceived

that'they cornprehended more Of .what they enjoyed, mof'e,

:,...
.

,

tea.

-ik
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and actually read more than the average person their Own age-r-.These

resillis were all statistically significant according to the stated;.

...
... .. decision rule. ___4

....
o . %'----

'

. o
. --

o,

positive correlation existed between newspaper readetship

and t e feelings of the members of all groups about their reading.
-

.

Also, in general, there were'positive correlations between the amount
,_,.

.
.'

of fiction nd non fiction read er year and the feelings of all'
.. r

groups about ;their reading. positive correlations also existed
/ P

betweeta..4tULIIILSeparate q4estions concerning feelings about read-

ing. Additionally, there was a positive correlation betwe'en reported

enjoyment of reading and quiz scores.

College students thought they read more than people their own

age(to a significantly greater degree than the general adult in the'

f

random sample. Junior high students felt they read faster and com-

s * 4

i
. i. ,

prehended more than people their own age to a-significantly greater ,

\extent than members of the °diet two groups. Also'they (JUnior high

.

/studnts) reported reading significantly. Tore fiction than either

I

general adult.population (about 200% more).or the college'stu-

r .

dents (about300% more). They reported'reading,more non-fiction

than the 'College students (about 1000 more) although this difference

was not found to statistically significant; however, they'ieported

reading statistically sitnificantlY-more than members of the general
,..N. ..

, . ..,._ .

adult randoM s.iMple, (aboutii140 more). -Xlso junior high students
10%

,

4
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"read significantly,fewei newspapers ind.newsmagazines than either

tilt general &Alt population or the college students.

i

. . id

,L-_____CJallege_silidentmadesignificantly more rtrips to the library i

.

$

I

AkS .
.

.

monthly than did
i

junior high Itudents ilho, in turn made significantly
:

J

s.

I
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4,

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

7/month, 3/month respectively).

The geneial adult population tended to rely on reading material.

,as their primary source of news, as opposed to television OT

to a-'significantly greater degree than either the college or unicir

hig h students.

I- . I

$ No significant differences were found between the population
.
,

(

groups in their scores on the'quiz designed to estimate reading.,
. .

retention. groups averaged abdut 58% correct responses. The

.

only response which was positively correlated.with
A
quiz score across.

all population grcjoupswas the extent, o whithrespondants felt they
o,

1

enjoyed reading. Newspaper readership correlated with' quiz score

.4

in the jui,* high and ,collegeroups but not in the'general.adult

0e
population group. .00

The results of this survey were particularly surprising in

that the amount of reading done by these groups was 'a good deal
6'

grea,ter than predicted (see Table 15.

Insgrt Table 1 about here

8
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Conclusions A .

4 a

Junior high students are particularly Positive in their self-
'

rceived reading abiliti _and it appears. that this confidence is

justified. They read-considerably ,more books"fhan the, members of

, /
the other groups, although theyd() read fewer newspapers and maga-

zines, tending to rely more heAvily'on radio 'and telbvision a% their,

primary source of news than members of the other groups. T his greater t

'
reliance on television and'radio howelrer does not Seem to diminish.

their4nowledie of current events compared.with members of the other

groups.

, 4

As', Mentioned abOve, Tucsonans reported ring far more titan the
r

pri eviously reported studies would suggest., This result indicates that

,.

perhaps people are reading more than has been pretriously thought. :

. One of the most uniform and consistent patterns that emerged

cYearly ,showed°,that the more these subjects read td more diversified

their reading became. This diversification Was/accompanied by )n-

-increase in positive feelings Lard reading and tilbir abilities as

readers.
*

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

about reading and theif reported reading behaviors were very similar.

This tends to( support general folkloric"notions thar"either people

do well at what they enjoy or they enjoy what they do well," even to

the point ofintellectual behaviors such as'reading.
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TAble L
A

Anders & Caidell,

Mean Number of Reading Materiels Rid Iler Year

Group ;Newspapers
.

News '

Magazines

General

Population 312 32.4

College

Students 395.2 39.6,

Junior -high

Students 254.8, 25.2

10

f

Trade

Magazines Fiction Non-Non - Fiction
.

/
28:8 21. ' 15

-19 loot

,

#1110 '59 35

4

#.
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