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L . The Effects of Media Dependencie§

. 2\ .
on Audience Assessment of vaernment'

DeFleur and Ball-Rokeach -(1975) posit that as the social -

system becomes more complex and the infgrmial channels of com-

’ (munication become disrupted, membe of the society become
| R AN

<
\,

more dependent on‘thé mass media. The result is that membegrs

of modern urbanhinaustfialfzed so¢ieties are becoming almost

totally dependent on F media for even rudi ehﬁg:y p@ecés.of

information. , -

A

.Because of is dependency; DeFleur and Bal;-Rokeich argue,

the media. are duite powerful in oroducing codnitive, affective

and hehavioyal changes im audience members. Proponents of a

f%cts;modél, such as Klapper (1960), haVeibeen in

< . VR

he two authors ‘argue because they have beéﬁllodking

limited
‘error, ,
for short-term effects resulting from rather specific messages.
Re éntgresearch on»aggnda;ée;ting‘(MCCombs and)Shaw, 1972) and
"formatiqh.hdlding.(Tichenqr, Dégohue and Olien, 1970; Bébkef,
McCombs ana!Mchod,11975) is inﬁerﬁreted as.suppd:ti&é of this
'effeCts.positipn. 7 : : ,;‘\ }

E’Iri.the DeFleur and éall-%okeaéh model, medi& dependence--

which can be.défined‘as an individual state of reliance on or

subordination to the media--is a contingent or at least'a

" contribut @i, for producina ~—ed:
By th ' agenda-setting < *

is some evidence to support this posicio:. .eod, Becker and

‘o 'acts. In' fact,

nedia, there .

A Byrnes (1974) found that those newspaper rezders most dependent

- . ~
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agenda 1t Dresented

Y. c ‘Ind1viduals‘within a conplek so ety, however, dlffer not~

only in terms of thelr dependence o the.med1a as a whole, but
n~\%fcif1c media._ In other

words, it is possible to c¢onceive of people as;varylng accord-

‘also in terms of their’ dependence,

ing to their dependenCe on'neWs’aoers, their debendence on, tele-

‘vision and thelr dependence o? other medla sources. National

/

(éafa renorted by Roper (19731 suggest that 1ncrea51ngly neople /
in the United States are r lylnq on teleVLSion for the1r news, | |
though Stevenson and Whlt (1977),.among others, have argued

-+ that the Roperrmethodoloby exagqerates telev151on domlnance

/

over newspaners., /

The prellmlnary//;ldence is that denendence on speclflc

N

media sources is a//rltical varlable in understandlng Medla

L4

. Ly
effects. Roblnson (1975) hag demonstrated that Dersons ‘relying

‘on telev1sion for their news are more llkely to thlnk they can-

" not understand/polltlcs than those not so dependent on that
medluﬂ TeleV151on denendent persons ‘also are more llkely to
think qoverﬁmental leaders are crooked and to thlnk members of
Congress ﬁend to 1lose toqch with thelr constltuents once they
are eleqted The f1nd1ngs hold after educathn of the resoond*

ents %s used as a control ) /s

-\ 7 McrLeod, Brown, Becker and'ziepkew(l977 found that young,

///' peré;ns following the Senate Waterqate hearings in the print )
as atynical and to ‘

médla were more llkely to see the scanda

RS
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absolve the leltlcal system of qullt than thOSe perSons not-

)

‘ dependent on that medlum.i Robrnson (1974) s1mllarly found that

persons watchlng the televised. hearlnqs showed an 1ncreased

hOStlllty to governhent and an 1ncrea31ng sense of personal

¢ .

perplexlty In fact teleV1s1on dependent persons were less

/

.o

'-;knowledgeable about the scandal than newsnaper dependent

respondents.

e J R ) . -:‘. . “’ . ' ) ‘ ) . ) . .
Becker, Sobowale and Casey - (1978) demonstrated that tele- .

vision dependency was aSsoc1ated wlth lower levels of knowledge

A

.'about local affalrs while newspaper dependency showed the

, reverse relatlonshlo° Ther ;was ‘some, sllght ev1dence, as wellw

“that persons dependent on newspapers were more favorably in-

clined toward local goVefnmental officials thanipersons not

~

‘.
.

newspaper dependent. Television deoendent persons tended to be . :

less favorable towards and trustlng 1n local leaders than’ those
not deoendent on that ‘medium.

The news presentations of the various fhedia are strikingly

different in at least two ways. First, they employ different

‘formats for presentation of the news. And secodd, they some-

times present differentrcontent or differing versions of the

news,

That the media emnloy different formats is obviou. >ver to
the casua »>Observer. Television news is heavily dependent on
visual messages. The audio portions/ are presented or at least

¢ —
mbderated by a recognizahle anchorperson. Radic, of course,
presents only audio messages . The print media present theirl
news prlmarlly via v1sual representatlons c’ tha .te

£ .
' -

S



Some of the content dlfferehces are~no less obvious.

!

Clearly, the print medla prov1de more detall though the broad«.\
;f . - -cast’ nedla, through use of lead-lns or teasers “and rebroad-
: oastsﬂof theAsame story,‘can present more repetitious emphasis
,.on selected stories. Patterson and Mcdlure, in their studytof
: the 1972 presidential election,‘found that teievision news '
'focused on the hoopla of the campaign at. the expensekof pre- ~
sentation of the issues and the attrlbutes of the candldates.
Newspapers, on the other hand, have been found by Graber (1971
1976) to foous on personal qualltles'of the candldates_ashwelf
as dranatic'issues and political ideology. Television and.
newsoapers alsoﬂhave beenvfound to emphasize slightly different"
issueé/when they cover the"campaign gPatterson and McClure, |
76; Shaw and Clemmer, 1. L ‘ |
"_ Roblnson (1975) has argued that compared with newspaper

1

naws, telev1s1on news is more negatlve and\c0nf11ctua1 focus-
ing on 1mages and imnressions rather than substantive-data, and
is artificially balahced to present both s%deS'of issues even
when one s‘ide is’clearly unequal to another% prghlemsrare'
emphasized at the éxpense of solutions,uﬁobanson contends, and
nationgl issues are-given more attention’thgn local probléﬁs.l
Such‘differences in news,presentations:of-course'would
help to eiplain the,@bserved effects of‘med;avor source depend-
ency on such things as information level and attrtudes toward
government. Persons gettino a fragmented and inrcomnlete
presentation of the world about them would he grpected)to know

r -~
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less about it than persons dgettfing fuller, more balanced pre-
sentations. ~ And the fragmented bresentations might alsé

nroduce negative feelings or reactions to government. In-pther -

' >

words, by emphasizing the diSruptibe,_négative side of issues,
the media may lead audience members to negativelytassegs their |

.. government and its leaders. To the extent television does in

)

i ) . ‘ .-. ) N3
fact more often present this tyne of news,'telev151on viewers.

would be expected to’be‘ho;é négative toward government ‘than

-«

- /" . . -
newspaper readers, as the existing data suggest they are.. s

Yet another exnlanation exisﬁf for the]obéerved digferences

v

between television and newspaper dependent audience members.
. - . . ' " -
‘It may well be that audieqce members in general are less well -
able to process information provided them by the broadcast media
. . t /

because of such factors as lack of training or exverience.

- 4

MWhile the bfoadcast‘mediaoﬁre clearly strong influences on the -
. lives of all audience méﬁbéis, the éducatioﬁal Sysiem'as well
as other traditions developed prior to the advent of the broad-
cast.media remain heavily dgpendent;on'th% printéd word. for
_diséemination of info}'mation° In other wprds; audience members
aré denerally instructed in information acquisitiqn and pchess;
-i?g via"the'older, print apdia, It may be that the obseryéd
differences between television and newspaper audience members
reflect th{s differenpe in trgining or other similér informa-

. . . 2
tion nrocessing variables.

. 2 j
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ﬁypotheses

While- *he exi t1ng research argues for the 1mportance of

studying the effect of media de‘pendencJ.esg en audlence assess--

"

t Leaves several’ meortant quéestions

\

ment of government,

.urtanswered. First, h11e there is ev1dence +that persons de-

-4

pendent on telev1slon are Jess knowledgeab;e about publlc L
affairs on both the-natlonal (Roblnsons 1974) and 1oca1 levels
y (Becker, _ Sobowale and Casey, 1978), the ev1dence for the effects

v on evaluations of government .are not conslstent.

Robr%son (1975), using national election data from the
Center for Polltlcal Studies of the Unlversity of Mlchlgan, hasd
shown that te1ev1s10n dependent persons dre more llkely than
newspaper dependent persons to doubt the1r own abllities to
comprehend.national affairs., Televislon dependent persdns al<o
are more 11ke1y to distrust government leaders, accordlng to the \
Robinson analysis. Becker, Sobowale and Casey (1978),. howeVer, |
were able to show effects of dependency on trust Only on the
local level and even there,the relatlonshlps were.slight and

0 -

+ . somewhat 1ncon51stent. No measure‘of audlencgimembers, doubt

‘of their ability to comprehend local affa1rs was used in the P

P

- Becker, Sobowale and Casey study. ~

- | The flndlng that the effects of dependency may be strongest
' on the local level is not surorJ.s:Lng glven the?general state of
local broadcast news “production. Wblle neqvpapers h1stor1ca11y
vave been local in nature, the broadcast media have relied on

—

¢
the national \networks for leadership in news gatherlng and
v _ . S . . , -

. . . - . . “ . ) g . ‘
© K/\ o o o <
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“<\\\to be stronger for measures which

*

}

‘the national.

e 7.

dﬁsseminat@onm The result is.that flaws observed /in network

» . . ~

news production-—the emphasis on the peripheral aspects of

e
-

issues and the lack of backgrounding, for example--often are
exaggerated on the local level. Television dependency obugiht

' » - 7 . 2 et ‘ : '
to be even more strongly associated with lower levels of know-

¢

ledge and a lack of trust in-leaders at the looal level than/ai

e

s

The finding that knowledge is more s;rongly associated

with dependency than the attitudinal measures of'trust in govern-
ment may beﬂexplained in terms of differential intervening
processes.r-bependency would be eXpeZteo to have a rather direct
effect on knomledge leVel: The;effects on attitudinal evalua-l
tion of gomernment, od'Ehe other hand, mayvhe both @irect and
through other varlabies, sdch as knowledge.  In-other words,

persons may become less trusting in gover,/ent .as ‘a result of

4

dependency in part: beézage they know Yess about it.

N

The attltudlnal effects of deZSRSenqy also would be expected.
ap

the audlence members _per-
]

ceptions of their ability to.geal”with government or comprehend

its behaviors than for more general measures of trust in leader-

L .
ship. This would be expected to be true because perceived com-

. prehension is-more directly ligkable to’ the media and the infor--

.maE}On they provide. Any. connection between that information

[l

-and trust wouldﬁbe more indirect-end}mtherefore, weaker.

0(

" These explanatlons of the existing findings can be restated

as the follow1ng research hypotheses :

. - e . . - . . ) ‘. .\ -
] g\ . / A S~ o~ T

»



. h ’ ’ o T . . A - ' (8° y
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Vo, Newspaper dependency ‘is p031t1vely’assoc1ated w1th

increased knowledge, percelved ccmprehen51on and trust in . /{

e "“
gdvernment. Televlslongdependency is negatlvely assoc1ated

- with theée Viriables. - lL'l ') o oo S .

2. \\The relatlonships posited in hypothes;s 1 should be

strongest for knowl\dge'and weakeSt for trust.

¢ 1

3. "Knowledge should be’ positively associated w1tn per-. -

© - ceived comprehension and grust. - - . - : . ‘ P
. v L

fx - - 4. These relat1onsh1ps should hoId on. both the local
and natloyal levels, ‘but should be strongest on tﬁf local leveL

The’ relatlonshlps should hold after centrols for age )
and education. - = S B B . S .7
Age and educatiocn areé necessary-.controls ‘because R?St o~

-,

Ty

resegrch ShOWs-that'these two variables are'aesociated with\

H
-~

' denendencx (h1gher educated and older audlence members are more -

[

L
-

newspaper aﬂd less telev;slon dependent) as well as with knowJ

v ledge and trust (the hlgher edugated-and older are_more know~
-
:ledgeable and ‘more -trusting). AT ‘

E
AN

- - These hypotheses are formulated in terms of the two dOml- “

‘nant news media both because of their. domlnance and because they
bd

are prototyplcal In general, .the effects weuld be expected

hold. were other representatives of the Drlnt or br St sector"
chosen, though no test of that expectation will be rovided here.

U
N 4

P [3 . . . . .. . .
‘o Methods Tl
o LY

To test the theoretlcal model represented by the flve

hypotheses llsted above a study was flelded in Franklln County,

!
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LN e s.‘-..}
'_’Ohio, C

1
5 only maaor c1ty 1n the central Ohto county whrjh/}s home to

(o
‘3approximate1y one mi%i:on persons.' e county”1i
g

Drobabilistically from the telephone directory.3 Included in

\Bercelved comprehenS}on o£ government and.trust n’ 1eaders,

: 1tems on govérnment in Washington (on local governme\tl, do you

in the Fall'of'l977so Columbusv tKe state capltal, is the"

H

‘1
serveazby two

<

edltorially competin though ]dintlysoperated) new8papers,y _ e

three commercxal and one publlc telev1sxon outlet, l7 radlo
~r
stations and a monthly city magazlne._ The groWLng metrooolltan
‘ .
area provldes more whlte—collar employment than the national

. -

_average, though conslderable~*idustrial employment is present.

In October of 1977, 548 i terv1ews were conducted w1th a
I P

proportional sample of male and female household heads selected f iy

.0
‘

] Coe
(e

.the teleohone rhterview schedule were measurés, of medla depend-

_‘\‘Q
ency as’ well as knowledge about local and natlonal goyernmenh‘

he following_questions.were,used ;n'creatingjthe depend-

ency indices: k . __h“ ) .. ' “
‘ A Where do you usually.oet most of your news about

what s golng on 1n Washlngton and the federal government,(the

”

eity or townshlp you llve.ln)-—from the newspapers, radlo, L ,»'.'

,teleVLSlon maga lnésﬂ\just talklng €0 people, or ‘Where? \'

\

( 2. Mapy people'ﬁon t get to read a newsnaper éwery day .’

About how many days a week do you read a- newsoaper?

. ‘ {.

3. When 'you are readlnq a newspaper and you’ comé across

i

nay close attentlonh some attentlon, or almost no attention to

. . ' : S - X - : . .
them? o ’ . . . / DI
; : . o~ . , e

=
. . . - i . ~ e (v
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. h.-.About [how ‘many days-a week do you watch the national -

_early evenlng network nbw5'broadcasts '(local. early evening news

- ‘ . - ~

[ . ~

. broadcastﬁf? . AT s : 4 : _4). ';,

1

A person‘Was"considered to be high in newspaper dependency

for local news if he or %he reported relylng on :that medium; -

readlng a newspaper at least six days a we ' paying at reast some )

. ~ o
- attentlon to local news, and watchlng nat1 nal te1ev131on news

less than s1x t:s a\week. A penson d01ng none of these thlngs

was low\\n depe ency; persons 901ng some of these tnrngs re--

‘celv modefate sgores. - NeWSpaper dependency for national news

4+

L]
was created 'in the reVerSe fashlon. In this way each measure
. . - . _{ ~r

‘was creat\@:(n a parallel fashlon, Wh%le telev1510n dependency///,

(-
of‘dependency included (a) reported reliance, (b) reported

A

-
"

behav1or and (c) WeLghtlné‘for exclusivity. *

Four questlons were used to create the 1ndex\\f knowledge _\
‘? o [} .

of loca1 affalrs.» Respondents were flrst asked to name the

’ mayor of Columbus and then to 1nd1cate his party aff111atlon

They also were asked to- prOVlde 1nformatlon on two local 1ssues

"belng dlscussed ;n the medla at the t1me of the study:»lschool

’ /
bu51ng and solid waste dlSpOSal Thedbuslng questlon s1mp1y

3 s

' asked respondents to indicate the date court-ordered bus1ng was

X

to take place while :the disposal question asked respondents to *
offer at least one solution to the problem. ' RespOndents were

«scored accordlng to the- number of correct responSes prov1ded to

the first three questlons and whether or not they could provlde
[ - :

a solutlon¢for the disposal queSthno:' B Q\ ,

~ &

‘ -
el

*

-

e
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. The four quesq?on used for a compardble measure of khow-

- Co a

ledge of natlohal affalrs gsked for ‘the name of the iocal

congressman, hlS panty, ‘the effectlve dat¢ for the Panama Canal
+ y

1 & transfer under the proposed treaty, and. solutions for- U.e.

-

'dependence oAt forelgn oil. . .

The f 1owing items were used to create indices of per-

ceived comprehension of government : . -

s

1. How often do you feel that poiitiCS'and government -
in Washington (in your citykor township) are so complicated that
'thetaverage‘persbn'oan'}\really understand-what is going on?
Would you say most of“the time, some of..the timE, or almost

never?

2. How often do you feel that the people in the federal

government (in local government) are talklng over your head?

Wouid you say most of the time, some of the time, orfalstt

’ never?

ResponSes were sunithed to Createﬁi local and national 1ndex.
7

The three items used to create the indices of trust were:

".1. -How much of the time do you thlnk we can trust the

[ ¥

government in’ Washlngton (locally) to do what is right? Most
of the tlme, some of the tlme: or almost never? \
2. 'Po you think that quite a few of the people running \
" the tederal government in Washlngton (1n your city br township)
are crooked, some are, or do you think ‘hardly any of'tiem_are
crookeli? | '
3. Do you think that quite a few'of the people we elect

to federal office in Washington (local office) lose touch with

- . 13 | .
. ~ 3 o —
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the people pretty qulckly? Or would yeu say some of them iose

. touch? - Or would you say hardly any of them lose touch wlth the

people? ' S :
‘The answers to the first item were reversed and indices

' created by a simple summing of responses.

Age and education were measured via two simple, direct

L4

questions. ,
L ] ’

“ . .Results

~

An examination of the levels of the inerendent ang de-

) pendent varlables in the hypothe51zed model shows that sample

members are slightly more newspaperathan television dependent

on béth local and national levels. §imilarly,-respohdents were

more khowledgeable about local ‘affairs than about national o

affairs, were more likely-tb think they could comprehend local
affairs than national affairs, and were more trusting in local
officials than national officials.

-~

The correlation between the measures of local newspaper

dependency and local television dependency was ~-.88, while the

correlation of these dependency indices for the nftional level
was -.86. Dependency on the local level is correlated with.
national dependency .65 fer neyepapers and .67 for television.
The local and national knowledge indices are correlated
.56. .The lpqal and national-perceiQed comprehension‘indiceé

have-a eorrelation of .48 while the local .and national trust

b)\

items are correlated .40. Clearly analyses of the model for\‘

these two separateé levels--local and natiohal-—need not produce:

/

1]
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identical results. Perce1Ved coﬁprehen51on of- publlc affalrs-

on the local level 1s correlated 46 with trust of local dffl—‘

cials while- these two 1nd1ces on the national level-are corre-
lated only .20. In both cases, the data seem‘to emp1r1cally
justlfy the conceptual d1st1nct1veness of the two indices.
The mean age of the sample respondents Qas 41.6 years.

The mean level of educatign was 13.5 years of foréal schooling.

. Path cOefflClentS-for the hypothesized relationships are
shown.in Figures 1 through 8. - Since the age and educatlon
varlables were 1ntroduced as controls rather than because of
their substantive 1mportance, the paths for these variables
are of secondary importanceo‘ Significant paths were predicted
between dependency and knowledge, dependency and perceived
comprehension, and dependency and trust. Also pred1cted were

paths from knowledge to'perceived.comprehensibn and from know-

-

AN

ledge to trust.. . Y
‘ N . /-
Figures 1 and -2 show support for the predicted links
between dependency and knowledge of local affairs. Small but

significant paths emerge, indicating that newspaper dependent

persons are indeed higher in knowledge of local affairs than

f .
persons nodt dependent on newspapers. Television dependent

persons are more likely to be low in knowledge than persons not

teleVision depende

The predictgd link between dependency and perceived com=~
prehension of local affalrs also surfaces in'Figures 1 and 2.,

Those persons newspaper dependent ége'more likely to think they

-~ 4.5 '

-
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c0mprehend local affalrs than those persons not dependent on

«

that medium. TeleV1s10n shows the opp051te efFect._i .

Flnally, the predlcted llnk between local knowledge\and

v .,percelved comprehen51on also is glven support in these figu es. _/:,
". ' Persons more knowledgeable about’ local affairs are more likely '/

to think they comprehend the workings of government.. |
Figures 3 and 4 show sﬁpport for the.hypothesized links j : /

between dependency and rocal trust and between local knowledge

and local trust. Those persons newspaper dependont for thelr

local néws are more likely to show trust in local .government -

3

officials as are those persons posses51ng higher levels of

-

knowledge about local affairs. The relationship is reversed
where television dependency is concerned. a
g . :

, Age and education, Figures 1 through 4‘show, are generally
. ‘related to dependency, knowﬁedge and perceived cohprehension.of
local affairs, but unrelated to trust. These two éontroi vari-
ahies, however, do not explain away the dependenqy effeets;
The standardized coefficients indicate dependency continues to

14

be an important variable on the local level even after the

effects ofjage and educatiOn.are controlled for. ' i '

" The findings for the nationaii;evel dre presented in
Figures 5'through 8. Agailn, there is consistent suppart for 8
the hypothesized relationsh;p between dependency and knowledqe |
of publlc affairs. erhe sample members high 1n newspaper depend-
ency are more likely to be knowledgeable ahout natlonal nffalrs;

the persons high in television~dependengy érelmore likely to be

low in public affairs knowledge. ‘ B - !

l;giq‘ k]ﬂ& " 0 "
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-Natlonal leveleegendency, however, seems to, be unrelated
t perce1Ved comprehenslon,iFlgures 5 and 6 show "The pre—i
-dlcted relatlonsh;p between dependency and trust exists only’
. where newspapers dependency is concerned (quures 7 and 8).
o gf Knowledge of~nat1onal affa1rs~1s.related_to percerved compre-
hension, but not to3national trust.. | | |

A ége'and educatian again seem to be related to dependency

Ced

as'wgll as_ to knowiedge EdUCatlon is related to percelved

comprehensxon, though federal trust 1s not linked to either, of
&

fthe COntrol variablesc

r

¢

Aff'f- In Flgures l through 8, age -and educatlon were used as

- addltlve var1ables,to test the llnear model hypotheslzed., In

-

other words, the assumptlon was made that there was no inter-
Wﬁ&.actlon”betﬁqen ‘these variables and dependency which would alter .
'."\rr. . ﬂ |. 7;1¢ S
;wjg'e ove&gﬁi pa%tern of effects predicted. Subsequent analyses

<

g

R T .
Vo ‘\)4._;# :
o .

grers partléioneu 1100 four groups based on level

. ;d age, however, suggest - that assumptlon ls not
T o

ent1rely¥3 stifled. In fact, these analyses show, the effects

shown in Flgures 1 through 8 are almost entirely nonex1stent
% : . t
¢ in *the group of low educatlon, younger sample members For

| R'them, dependency does not produce the effects on knowledge,,
”perceiwed comprehension and trust:shown'here. Nor ‘s knowledge
linked with comprehension and.trust. The»generalfpattern of
relationships, hewever, holds for the other three control groups:

Co : . R
" ) § r

[
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OVerall, the hypothe81 ed relatlonshlps between dependency

and.knowledge, dependency nd percelyed comprehen31on and depend-
ency and trust were suppo ted wherq iocal public affairs were

 concerned. Newspaper de endency was posltlvely related to these.
'varlaﬁﬁes, whlle televibion depenéency was. negatlvely related

to them. : . . / . ) -

. /
/ | .

The second hypothesis, tha.;the relationship between depend-
. ency and knowledge ahould be S'.ongest.and thearelationship

between dependency and trust ould be'weakest; 1s not supported

where local measures are c0n ’rned. The llnk between depeﬁdency

a?d knowledge is larger in a solute terms where both newspaper
and television dependency ar examlned, b the.magnltude of the

difference is so slight as to suggest little real difference
. . [ ' : ‘
exists., - . : -

'

n

|
l

Knowledge is related"o;both local perceived comprehension

and.local‘trust, as predic ld;F These relationships, as-well'as
the othere prediCted‘for the local level, hold even after con-
trolling .for agefand educa 1on in a llnear model.
As predicted, dependency’ 1s related to public affalrs know-‘
ledge on the national lev 1 as well In fact, the relatlonshlps
; between the two dependency megeures and knowledge are sllghtly
larger where natlofal publlc affalrs is of concern than where

local public affairs isAbelng studled. But dependency is not

related consistently to national perceived comprehension and

>
¢




trust. 'Knowledge is related to the national perceived compre-

hension measure, but not to national érust Cléarly the full P
R o/
model gets 1ts only con51stent support on the local level. -

7 -

:g; Even the local model, howeVer, 1s not'glven-support among

—-

those y0un?er sample members‘}under 37 years old) who were
re;atlvely low ing formal e%ucatlon (less than '13 years). ' For this
'»\S group, there+is no ev1den¢e dependenc1 is an important var{able
- v-1n_effects apalys1s._ K/slmllar conclus1on was reached by -
Becker, Sobowale and Casey (1978)... ‘ - .
A partial explanation for this lack of findinecs Fro these

#

may be that‘they read newsnan. e

sample met
v1s10n new;' siderably less than outher samp nembers. Since
¢ .they do not «se the news media very much, thej Seem to remain
,relatiVely unaffected™by the differentes between them. That,
.of course, 1is a'fairly reasonable restrictionwon the dependency

hypotheses.

In general, the data seem to argue that dependency is an

important variable in understanding media effects. Persons

dependent on newspapers learz more about ‘both local and national
4 _ 3

affairs than persons not dependent on that medlum.‘ Persons'
dependent‘on teleV1slon,~on the_other hand, seem to learn less,
‘about public,affairs‘than persons.not'so dependent. On the
local level, newspaper dependent perssons seem'to becoMe more' =

. ’ o , . s -
convinced they can and do comprehend local government and .more
» ’ ’ ' . < oL

trusting in théir local officials. - L ‘F

These'effects are not universal. ., But that conclusion is




consistént

@

Jtofbe:true

the time.

argﬁe that

Yo
important,

gﬁme kinds

jmatters.

! * ;{‘ : 4 * . ) . 18 ..

wiﬁh iqferéncés abé@t othgr media effects. 'Ié seemé
.that-the media éffg;t only'some peopie only some of
%he.depehdency‘éﬁalyses'presented here} hpwever, ‘
the media do have effézzgtf—ﬁFEt%;:§gerhaps even more
thekanélyses show that not all of thg)ﬁédia have the .

of effects. Wh%éh,medium,carries the information

&
(G
¢
v
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. Notes
. ! ’ ' et
lFor the most part, systematic data to eupport many of

14 »

these general observatlons about medla dlffereneye dc not ex1stt

A pllot study dlrected by the first author of this paper and

conducted by graduate students’ d1d suggesSt .gross dlfferences in
3 s
an important aspect of news'presentatlons. Newspapers back -

grounded news accounts more often and‘more‘extehsively'than did’

~

. television. The two media, however, presented about the same

amount of 1ssue-or1ented copy and empha31zed solutlons about

5\4:

equally. The study, it should be noted, dealt only with local

' "and state news. : ’

2rhe authors are'particdlarly indebted to colleague Ellen
Wartella for formulation of this argqument as well as develop-
i \' N

ment of other aspects of this manuscript.

3The study was conducted as part, o upper-division and

graduate course taught by the authors}. he students, unaware

of the sp®cific hypotheses at.the time the study was fielded,

‘were given standard interviewind instruction prior to the actual

fleldlng. The contrlbutlon of ‘the students to the pro;ect‘es/

gratefullY’acknowledged by the authors.: o

L]
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' o . Fig. 1l: NeWspapér dependency, knowledge of local public
T : affairs 4information and perceived comprehension.
N - - of local government. hd
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Fig. 2: Local television dependency, knowledge of local 'pub-
lic affairs information and perceived comprehension

o of local government. Asterisked betas are non- .
significant (p = .05). g
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‘ " _Fig, 3: Newspaper dependency, knowledge oﬁ{tocal\pu@lic affairs
T o, information and trust in local gove nment. Asterisked =
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Fig. 4: Local. televi<ion dependency, knowledge of local public
affairs information and trust in local government.
Asterisked betas are non-significant (p = ,05).
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Fig. 5: Newspapel'iependency,“knowlé&ge 7zlnational~pgblic'
’ ~ X affairs information and perceived comprehension of
the federal government.. Asterisked betas are non-
. significant (p = .05)." o
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Fig. 6: National television dependeﬁcy, knowledge of national
public affairs information and perceived compre-

5 hension of the federal government. Asterisked betas
are non-significant (p = .05). - , o
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Fig.* 7: Né@spaper dependency, knowledge Of ﬁatidnal public
' affairs information and t;y&t,of the federal govern-
: ment. Asterisked betas are non-sjignificant (p = .05).
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