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COMMUNITY INTEGRATION MEDIA BSE |

AND POLITICAL PARTICIPATION

. - M "
. . -, e

) N * .'-.__ ) ’ ' ' J.
& . - . 4BstRacT* . ‘ )

3

v .
¢ Com;unity integration, print msss, electronic mass and quasi-mass media

\

use are employed in a model that predicts two types of political activity

[

voting and other political participation. A causal model 1is developed that

\

relates these variables and relevant demographic prbctors. Using a LISREL®
(Linear Structural Relations). program' for a maximum-likelihood analygis the

! resu.h’ts show that: length of residence, e?ucation, print mass and quasi-mass

- -

media use a\r.('e" positive pr\edictors. off\voting; elecsronic mass use is a negative

3

', predictor «f vo/ting; print mass/ g)+mass and comunity 1ntegration are
4

.8 i f'_
positiye predictors of pdlitica {pation;”and length of residence and -

o . E 3

N Ve .
* quasi-mass use are pos_i)tivew-p’red while electronlc,mads is a negative

predictor of community it‘ltelgrati. . -

3 .
. . L] ‘ - . N

“ The results suggest: - 1) "social activity that in_volves more personak
. " : % .
comitment, requires the use of communication that allows for more _persoral

"involvement qad 2) continued explo\tion af t)qese relatim{s with an eye
t,oward ‘more precise measurement as well as expansion of the model tqo includé

,intérpersonal media and other types of political activity, -

- ‘

* -
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INTRODUCTION

-~

4

-
-

Befdre one can discuss the effects of community integration or communica-

.

‘tion--or any variable, for that matter--on political acfivity one must realize

~

that such effects do not take pldace in a vacuum.

-

"Gommunity"” is a social system

L) . .
Gusfield, 1975; Bernard, 1973; Parsons, 1960; Doolittle & MacDonald, 1978)
. ’

which affects and is affected by a myriad’of other social structures and bpro-

.. (See:

‘cesses. Thus, a model of the effagts of commynity integration shodld take into\
. t . -~

- account other relevant variables as well as employ an analysis techmique that

-

( . _ )
allows for the decomposition of simultadous a#d indirect effects of varfables

within such a model. .

Ll

The importance of a study of the effects of community om-political activity

is pointed out by Gusfield (1975): communities ad systems represent communal

¥ s

- N . -» - \ .
action; they .can overcome differences among‘heterogeneous people and provide

’

the impetus for group political action. (p. 75). But tﬂo development of

‘-coqmdpify'requires socigl networke, and the‘zzy to the development of social
. net@orks is effective coﬁmunicacion systems (gusfieia, %975, p. 2063 Scherer,
. 1972/ p. 104): ‘

differ -on whether the use of mesé media erode (Bernard, 1973, p. 181) or shore
’ »

Although EQmmunication i% espentia15 community research scholars

hp (Scherer, 1972, p: 104) the community, and they have yet to do~the empirical

¢ . .
' comparisons to” test their propositions.'

-

Therefore, this paper will develop

"and test a model that posits cqpsal relation between cemmuhication media use,

. _—
]

The godel will also inclkude

" community integration and political activity.
) b 4

« ox - .

relevant demographic-predigtors. ‘
N - - _ .
K Before developing the model, definitions of communication media, political

participation and community integration will be pre%ented. <Asﬂthe reader will

note, scholars have approached these concepts from a variety of perspectives.

’

.- Thereforé, it is-essential to know the perspectiVe used in this paper before

o
<
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-dj proceeding(;o a discussion of the relations between community inteération,
- communiéation and politjcal activity. ) L
¢ , ) ; ‘ -
) N <N T ¢ N g
( o . DEFINITIQN/ ‘ -
DT . . P
\ e
The Mags-Interpersonal Continuum . : Y Zi‘

«Communication media can be ranked as being Yelatively more "mass" or "inter-

.

. L 3 . .
e personal."” Using a set of defining characteristics of the message, audience and

: institution through which the communication takes placev-feéaback opportuthities,
. r ' ’ $

! : .
use bf jargon, opportunities for entry, etc.--one can develop a continuym that

.

runs from ideal "mass" to idealj"idterpersonal" communigation. (The complete

. set of characteristics and description of the continuum cam be found in Beagan,

1978; Reagan, 198l1.) Mass media would be directed tbwarg_heterogeneous audiences,
\ T
&ith’;elatiyely standardized méssages, and full control of the médium, etc.

? Interpdrsonal communication would be directed at homogeneous audiences, requiring
Iitﬂf:,standardization of the message, with opportunities to control the medium

residing in the‘reéeivers, etc.

.
v

In addition to mass and interpersonal there is what Menzel (1921) has

called "quasi-mass communication." Quasi-mass fallé_between mass and inter-
. -~ . ' % ‘
personal on the continuum, consisting of the types of communication and media

that serve the purposes of grohps that need a more personaliied type -of communi-

’

+ cation while maintaining a somewhdt more standardized form of content and dis-
tribution. A neighborhood association %eweletter, for egémple, is a medium

through which'many'members!can speak to each other but which maintains some
19 ’ \ . .
'standards of form, distribution, and content im order to guarantee regular

-
.

publication. ’ .

Our attention turns to classifying the media of comqynlcation, since it

v . ‘5
PN is’ these that will be of major interest later in trying to relate the use of
4

(o ‘
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¢ .

types of‘media to poiitical and community behavior. It would take, too long to

%
Y.,

describe in detail'the ,reasons for defining the folloling media 4s mass or

qudsi-mass. The reader might. select a few and try to imagine the characteristics
v,

of the structure .of each one (cost of entry, for example) as well as the messages

usually presented by each and the audiences usually attentive to each.

» N 4
- t \

Examples of mass media are:
broadcast television . ( .
broadcast radiv ' ' -
daily, weekly and Sunday metropoljtan newspapers
( certain cable televisiqn uses (broadcast, pay movie, sports, entertainment)
general us® magazines including news magazines)

movies - .
s . .. ’
books .- ,
1 .' ! ’
Examples of quasi-mass media are: : ~

. b

’

certain cable TV uses (public access, gata exchange) .

. trade magazines (to which professionals have access) :
profpssiona) journals . . ' ‘
‘newsletters P ]

s - ’4 // ' —, 3
church bullétins : ' : —

specialized newspapers ' - ;

A mode} which inciuded communication effects would not only use mass’

dia, ch have traditionally been goed predictors of political activity,

% .

iSould also use quasi-mass media.

v

-

)

.politics (Acock & Scort, 1§89):

‘ . > - . . ¢ - }
Political Participation ) \\ Y |

It seems that the definition of pelitical tﬁcipation is asf:?tied as,

4

" the studies about the subject (and this study 1] not break that radition).
Researchers have ufed’garious terms to describe political actions: "political
activity," "pdlitical behavior;" and "political pa&ticipation." Some nevér

define/political beh‘&ior, stating that there is electoral politics and other

3
)

forms of political behavior (Kraus & Davis, 1976) Some focus on political

knowlbdge-and attitudeslrather than behau;ori(Klinz;& Ti enor, 1972, pp. 265-

294; &¢hoenfeld, 1979; Schoenfeld, et al., 1979). Jome [use an.index of voting
L g ' 4 ‘ R

and electoral support activity ‘(Jackson= ck) 19799 or passive'and active

.,
R
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The indexes of political behavior all revolve around electoral politics
. . e ¥4
and, bear a striking resemblence to Matthews and Prothro's "Political Partici-

pation Scale" (in Robinson, et al., 1973. PP. 427-43Q).

%
As will be noted later in the discussion of the relations between media
» o«
. use, community integration and political activity, there is a need to distin- '
- A_«i N

guish between voting as an Indicator of political activity and other types of

. . y . -

political activity. This distinction stems from: first, the literature shows
. - N

clearer relations when using voting as the criterion variable than other

’ oL
activity; and second, there is a logical difference between voting and other

acqivity: Voting involves a right-—often considered a duty--that can be

executed secretly, and can express with relatively little effort support for .

:l

a political candidate or issue.

. ‘ ) ‘ - ‘
public action. Obviously petitigning and canvassing involve, the commisment of
time as yell as exposing one's political belfefs to public scrutiny, albeit
sBome of these publics may be very small in number. But even the simple act
[ 4

of\writing one's name on a petition involves making a public commitment and
. /

¥
N .
¢ '

placing one's beliefs on public record.

So for purposes of this study political participation will encompage
N [

voting, and poljtical participation (wbich will igclude activity for majo{

and minor parties, candidates and issues).. ’
Y »

P

Communitz,lntegration
: ES

-
&

From social movement tKEory to dommunication models, the phrase 'senge

.

of community' has been used but not defined. McLaughlin (19695: in defining

a social movement, included ag essential to the movement organization a sense

Granovetter (1973) proposed that organizations are created ™
\ ‘ - t ’

more easily where there is a free flow of information and ideds within a

of community.

group, noting that this free flow takes on a 'sense of .community.'" (p. 1373)

v o ’

Al

2
1

m\; ’

Other political participation involves tangible
A . ?

.t




'~action,.neighborly integration and localism. Interestingly, it is the "

. a . .
A - N L4 [y ’
, . . . (
: v

-
- ~

In discussing the uSes of CB radio, Gatseos and West (1979) and Dannefer and

Poushinsky (1977) each include creating a greater sense of community as ‘a
S

- beneficial consequence. . '

In the social mgvement and protest. areﬁz the community variables dis- .

)
cussed usually revolve around those iyat relate to the feelings of integration
. r ‘ \

within a community:-habimary group (family, friend or‘neighborhood) integration

(Ismac, et'al., 1980), or community attachments--talking with friends and

.

heighbors (Useem, 1980).' - .

et i r A

“oolittle andMacDonald (1978) deyeloped a "bense of Community'" scale

»-
|

which, according to their factor'analysis, tapped sig'facets underlying the

! H
concept: supportive climate, family life cycle,)safety, information inter- )
i

i

"

structural factors that explained most of the variance in their scale: 'sup-

portive climate" included items like length of residence and number of people
known; "family life cycle" focused on household dize and age of family members;
these two factors accounted for a majority of their explained variance. But

.

. . 7
these factorslgre at odds with the manner in which sociologists perceive

.community. Parsons (1960) and Scherer (1972) both point out that community

-

is a state that mediates between the individual or fanily and other social
institutions. Althougn'localism is a structural aspect that they admit plays

a role in the existence‘of conmunity it is the identification with the community
that gives community substance (Scherer, 1972, pp. 26£f£f). Gans (1967) supports

theiposition that mere ‘structural aspeé\s do not define a community; "in fatt,

identification with housjing and old family attachments actually impedes community

involvement (pp.,6 149, 401). 1Isaac, et al. (1980) found-that family, friend, and

neighborhood integration were ,separate predictive constructs.
\ A}

Abel, et. . (1980) developed, an alternative "Sense of Community" scale

-tPat falls more in line with a concept of community as a state rather than

5

-

-
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s consisting of structural aspects, (In ‘fact, the structural aspects used. by

«

Doolittle and MacDonald cén be employed as predictors of community integration.

This will be discussed later ) ‘'Abel, et al. found that the items generated in

[

v their in-depth interviews related primarily to feelings of belongingnin the

,community. - -
This study defines‘community integration as: feelings of belongimrg in

v

" and feelings of attachment to the community. pBetause.there is a localism |,
- - »
’aspect to comnunity,~att§chment to the physical locale in which a person )
ﬂ - v
resides is our definition of attachment to a community. \\

1 ’ \

-

.8
Cause
" Since the model of i&terest will involve not only interrelations between

~ media use, community integration, demographic, and political activity vériables,
. § . P
but at the process in which tiese variables operate, it will be. important to

.

-0
develop a model that defines causal relations among the variables.

© Causality has been distinguished by three factors by Asher (1976, p. 11):

1) covariation‘between two variables; 2) time ordering; and 3) elimination of

other ©possible causes:/ The covariation and time ordering will be posited in

14

the theoretical development of this paper. Covariation will bﬁ tested

in the analysis of the data to fit the model. And other possible causes will

be considered as part of the analysis: if unexplained variance 1is large and

systematic then one would conclude that other possible causes have not been

/ . ‘

included in the model. Thus, cause will be a mixture of theoretigal develop-

ment of expect®d caudal relations with confirmation or rejection based on the

‘nnalysis. ) .

* . Having defined the conceptg of interit we can pow turn o building a

causal model of pdlitical actiMity/
’ -

/

\‘l‘ . ) * ‘9




' BUILDING THE MODEL

There are three areas of interest from which a predictive>modef of {
. - . ‘ A U ) .
political activity will be built: community integration, media use, and

demographics. Community integratibn{s importance lies in the positive
relation between feeling a part of the community and active participafion..

in the community, both social and political.‘ Media use is ifiportant because
. et . &»
of its ability to open avenues of expression and thus enhance political
. . ° . , - - . '
activity and community integration. Demographics are considered for two

reasons: first, one must at Ieast consider the effect of characteristics

A ~

that one must carry through one's life; and second, other acquired character-

- -

istics have been shown to relate »to political activity. Actually, there are

fow consistené gémogranhic predictors.
t .

Relatlgn of Community Integration to Political Activity

¢ People who feel more a part of the community are more likely to use the
comnunity's services (Young and Wilmot, 1962), feel that ‘hey understand other
cgltural and artistic differences within the~community (Posner, i974), have

a reduced fear of crime--especighly among the elderly (Yin, 1980), and be N

‘less ‘self-destfuctive (Durkheim, 1951) . )
) ~ ) -
Being integrated into the community also means - that one is more likely to

participate An political acti\:ty. Lazarsfeld, et al. (1968) pointed out that
those who were more interested in community affairs were more likely to votd

[

than those whose imterest was low. In a study of public affairs in Swindon,

-

England; Croll and Husband (1975) also found that those who felt more a part

of the éommunity and had more interest in tne community in general also par-
Nt ' .

ticipated more politically. Hunter-(1§%3), in his stydy of power in the

urban community, found" thdt those who felt“a part qof the conmunity and who

- e o ) )
participated in community/affairs also were more likély to be those in power
1d {2 <
- 4 . Y . . . —
in the cmmnﬂlity. . " %‘z.. < -

1§ ~ o

ar . * .




IéaAC3 et al. (1980), in the qnly quantitative study of causalfrelations_

betweén community integra‘tion and po"litical activity known to the author,

l‘

found that family, fkiend and neighborhood integration relaued positively to,

political protest activity. Community integration was found to be a stronger

prédictor than demographics. ( - . / e .
While only alfaw gtudies of coqyunity inte%?ation and political "activity .

are available, there is a consistent pattern of higheg :;;munity integration

- leading to more political activity——ranging through all types of activity,

)

from voting to political protest. Community integrition-is a nelevant element

74

in a model preditting political activity, and it suggests the following hypo-
] .
theses: :
> . -
Hla: Community integration is a positive direct cause of voting.
. 4 .

Hlb: Community integration:is a ‘positive cause of political
participation.

s
. -

But community integration does not affect political activity in a vacuum.
N ' !

As noted above, communication is essential to building community integration.
Communication is also a predictor of political activity. We will first review
L] . R

the relation betwéeﬁ‘communication and pq}itidal activity and then return to \

-

explore communication's role in predictingicommunity integration: =

4 ”~

Relation of Communication to Political Activity

Communicétion‘might be'used in two ways to affect political behavior:

. first, it can make availablé—to the citizen political -information throﬁgh

which political decisions would be made; and gecond, it can be used as a
. )

.

persuasion tool to influence political behavior. ’ ‘

Editorial limits are imposed on the massmedia by editors as a control

,.of information flow through which mass media "gatekeepers" may determine. who

& »
remains in power. Donohue, et al. (1972) summarized "gatekeeping" function

of the mass media and fouhd};hqt a Jocal news story does not result from the
? ' ‘ ' ! <’_

/ : 1: :

!

-

¥
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needs of the audience, but from the limfts imposed by the bgréaucracy of the
, . 3\

{ndustry and the pefceptions of what the editor thinks is true. .
‘ ! . .

.
7

,fhe mass media are relaqiéely lgss useful in acﬁieving poriticai;convef: .
. S .
sion (McCombs, 1972). Rather than the mass media leading to chéngba in cam-

. , L \

paign deciqlons, HcComba found that .those Gho‘are more identified wiéﬁ a

major party are heavi{f users of mass media than are those with-.low identifi-
¢ : » . S
cationsor who are neutral, i.es, people who have made a campaign decision

~

then turn to the mass media. Mass media serve as useful tools in mustering

" the loyal partisaps to the polls and in reinforcing theiy party identification,

- "

‘u. Kraus gnd Davis k1976), reviewing the "classicf‘voting studies, also

found that the mass media do not provide a conversidn effect, but are primarily

reiﬁkorcérs of thbse currently_supportive of the political status qué. Per-
sons outside.thﬁ tE?Qiéional politic;l arena, especially s;ifting voters, are
the least expoéZd to 'mass media. However, ther; is evidencg‘that.heavier -
~mass media‘use increases vote; turﬁout. Stddie; of political advertising in

. . ) .
fiass media also seem to shew the same effect. While recall of information

7 ’ - can be enhahceq by advertising, the less partisan voter is not converted by

the ads. 1 y )
) T
The proposition €hat¥the mass media are effective in reinforcing existing -
. ~ . '\. / . .
| ’ political partisanship is supported in\33cegt works by Roberts (1979) and  ~

0

* Jackson—‘cls (1979')"‘.

" While Eﬁe'use of mass media causes increases in political knowledge or
. * * “ . oy

~
N\

the use .of specific polit}cal Lopics;-it cannot be linked to political) cor-

. - ! )
version. The effects of mass, media use seem to be - limited to: 1) i reasing

<

general’ levels of voting; and 2) reinforting and musteriné‘these already

-

(=

ut whaEiabOut those outside the mainstream of‘ﬁmerican politics? The

yo. s ] .

s developme?bfsf a competitive party or system requires communication that
()

idef;%;ying support for a -candidate, party ot issue. S .
8 . or

- s

> AR 1‘ T ) . I

Qo ‘ ) . - 1;3
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involves edsier access to feedbackﬁsystems, smaller more homogeneous audiences,
’ - coe \'.
i.e., quasi-mass commqnication. The need forfsuch cqmmunication is clearer

I'd

when the system {s to be overturned ar there is a direct attempt to change

. . . - o ' . .

existing ideology (for a‘descriﬁtion of communication uses for soeial move-
S y ’

ments, see Reagan, 1981). The need for’such communication among potential ngy

party members is not as clear and has. been given 1itt1e attention in the 1

ture. cE . . .
\ . ) LT . . ¥
Blacks (who are also a.large‘part of another dissatisﬁied group: the

. Y

poor) have*found that the two major parties have ignored their economichnd

Y

. political problem§ espe ially at the community level ("New Party,",1980) 3

T This spurred the develdpment of a ‘méw party ( d by the reporter) whose

. goals inclidé, promoting gandidates and becoming invoived in’community organi-.
- iationai-activities'(including protest marches). Qnasi-mass,andkinterpers
communication'use‘Was most, effective in developing this new‘party and its
attendant,protest activities. T:; use of'press r&eases to the mass media

came after the core of two'fhousand members had already defined the party's-
) 0 oy
goals and ideology. Then thé need was to recruit the "mass"

-
', .o,

suppott necessary

. - . - Y .
s for state and national‘activities. . - 2.

\

Given the rklative uselessneSs of mdss media in assisting those 2utside

~
- ’

~
the existing power’structure ltads us to infer that‘other types of communica—
tion .are necessary. It seems clear that when ‘one begins to compete with, those’

JAn power, one is less likel} to receive mass media coverage (see Gitlin, 1980)..

"note-

\ - a
- Further: the mass-media are relatively useless umttl an is83ue becomes

v

4
worthy " (see Rada, 1977).

AN

.

When tyying: to find the media that are useful for deVeloping new politichi

‘

ideas we can téake a cue £qsm the literature on the- dissemination of innova- ,

tions. ~AfEer all, the purpose of developing a competing party, candidate oé,‘

issue iwto introduce a new idea to the bublic-—one :ﬁh: will be likely to be {

- . 4
.

' 4 >

'

'

{/.
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Jass media use is more important than mass media use. . '

- . ' o . . - / 11
—— “u . ¢ . T ’ ’
, e . - . o . ¢ . \. - v . '
a;{epted. Katz (1962) s}ho.wethhe importance of the use of non-mdss media in
. . s, - - .

-

the ;lispemination of new agricultural practices to farmers and new drugs among

doc’s .

groups to use\other" for‘ms of information in acquiring acceptance’ ?r;ﬁ new

S 4 ’

iIe -mass media conveyeﬁ informstion, there as a need. for‘both

ideas: friends neighbors, colleague\s and specialized journa&s (uses of o
: ¥ .
interpersonal a.nd quasi-mass Jnedia) While interpersonal_infgrmatipn 1s' use- . Jo
‘ful in dissemination through the "two-step" flow, Rogers (1962) found that

. -

interpersonal communication contributed more to the ‘@xplanation ‘of the variance - N

-

\ yin aCceptance. of innovation than did mass communication. For the Ac:ceptance o,

‘of an idea in an engineering academic community, Dahling ’(1962) noted especially

the importance of "centers of information. exchange. To the extent that non— L

’

traditiohal political participation parallels innovation acceptance, quasi—l

"
¢

N : '-y

‘¢ The 'foregoi,ng discussion suggests that heavier massg media use is related
, ,c R ie .
to increased voting turnout, vobing _ing the easiest fo,rm of politi‘cal behavior ‘

medi¥% and more use of quasi-mases me‘di‘a. Keep in mind t}:{t‘ }mong both groups,

and the ome to which more people are culturally predispoaeda But it also suggests

©

'):hatlother types /pf participation are related to relatixely less use of mass

those who support major parties and tho;e‘ who do not, activity besides voting '.
L) ”~

isfelatéd. to. heavier qua mﬂia use. This is true of tha fmar group -

’ Jv - ’ ‘3 N . )
begcause they find the mass a less useful in fostering“change. It does not ./
.o - . . F e . ’
mean that mass medi> are not-important or that they will have a negative e}fect .

. \ . ' N LN - !
. om political participation. |It just.meand that mass uae/wi’ll be- relatively less
Y e e ’ N "
in':portant than it is for voting. Indeed,’ ong would still\ expect ‘a positive
relation between mass use a\nd political participdtion because t/he mass media ’
N . s ;v ‘/

are still useful for engaging mass support.

*

Since all types bf media use are expected to cause both types of political

v

[N

activity the following -hypotheses are sugg’d: - .



L ] v @ \ . .
o , . 12
) ‘E . H2a: Media use (all types) is-a positive direct cau;e of voting.
A \ .
P . H2b: Media use is a positive direct caus? of political participation.

. But the use of each:medium is expected to have a relatively greater or 1esser
! effect désending on the type of political activity>;>;hus.
T ‘ "H2c: Mass use is a_stronger predictor of voting than is quasi-mass.
ﬁ2d:%:gggsi-mass use is a stronge;‘predictor of politicﬁl participation
. g than is magshuSe. ~

. . -
Ve e .,

IS

Exposure vs. Use . T v

‘;A.question arises about the appropriate operationalization of media use--

should media use be measured as exposure to a particular type of medium (e.g.

- " houts of television use) or should one determine if~fhe medium was used for a .

specific purpose (e.g., using television for political information rather than
entertainment)? Both methods have been used. Hours of television eXposure

‘ " . was used as‘a predictdfhbf public affairs knowledge and Black political militant
: ) ‘ . : ~
. *  behavior (Tan & Vaughn, 1976). But other studies (Q'Keefe and Liu, 1980, e.g.)

. »

first asked which sdlrces were.relied on for‘pd}iticii/inigrmation and then

tried those responseg to political behaviof,‘principally voting, also finding
1 4

v

’ v
-

';g: © . - significant 'relations.
2 $ Which measure to use might relate to what one is trying to prove: aelect

exposure.if one is expecting a reIation between exposure and- politidhl dctivity,

b, 4

or select use if one is expecting the relation to-be with use. One might be

tempted to think_that it is 1ogicel.that unless a medium were used/ior pdlitical

- . -

" information it cannot be expected to have gn effect on political behavior. This

4 is the logic behind ‘the operationalizatidn’of media use as use of a medium fdr
. -
- "How mucn the respondent counts on television for making up, their smind abgut“
‘ﬁholto vote'fof," etcﬁl (0 'Keefe and Liu, 1980, p. 125);“’ ..‘ R
A When cne considers causal relations, howeve;, what little research has

-

' beent done on causal effects of media uee on pdﬁ%&icai attitudes and activity

.
——t” Al
a - ’
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‘.

suggests that media'ggggiure precedes political activity while use &ay, in

fabt, be caused by preceding political attitudes.

“
" One cauSall'ialysis of political attitudes and media uge suggests that
: ~
“use 1s the resul .greyipusly held attitudes. Kimsey afd Atwood (l979)

PN
. found that ea rliig attf*u@}ﬁ'wére‘hetter predictors of later exposure "to

“about Democrats than mass media use was of

7y .

-

@ ) -
attitudes toward Democra;;; and that earlier attitudes toward Democrats

¢ .

was a better pré}lctor 5f'later attitudes than was media use. This suggests
LK) /‘ .

_that the use of media for”specific political information is a result of

\

previously held political attitudes. uThis supports a model that uses exposure
4 W

to medi} as the relevaut element to predi;t later political activity. (From.
by A

this po t both "exposure and"use will’be employed as "exposure" to a - X

N 1
-
‘ P A ]
-

medium.)‘ . - .
1

. In addition é%'operatioﬂalizing media use as exposure: question arises

.about whether or ‘not all’elqctronio and print media should be lumped together .

Y \ [

as "mass média." ~Conway.,‘qet al. (1981) found that news medi; ‘use could be

o 4

[4 T -

either separated (treated as two factors—-print and electronic) or cembined;

~ B 4 3
both solutions provided high loadipgstin their factor analysis. However,\the

. separation into the two components explained an additional twenty percent o~

LN o

of the varlance. For thiéareason it seems theo:;tically reasouable’to

separate mass ‘use into. '"electroqag;mass use" and ' print mediamuse." This

-

distinctiog will be consiaeied valid and retained if it proves useful in’ the’

s

analysis of. the model (Comstruct validity).
o * . . * . 7 [

Communication and Community Integration

e of community or community integration from several

e

* One can predict 3\

e considered here:’ media use and demoéraphics. .

s
b +

perspectives. Two will

AN a? . : '
M

|
1w :
y
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" 'a lower sense of cbmﬂunity, while heavier use of more personal medie, such as
. . ’ M Y

- Vo

quasi-masg, is related to a higher sense of community.
* Mass 'media’ are relatively*less useful than other media for comnuhity‘
integratiop because they cmnnunicate principally "newsworthy" events. The

* “local issue, the personal conversation or small group interaction is not
recorded in the'mass media, i.e., the mass media are not useful for local
‘ “ .
organization. R .' ) .
‘ _Even in the’ small.town the ayaitability..of mass media can thwart the

) '

continuity. of community integration (Vidich and Bensman, 1977). Local

personk, especially local politicians, bec3usf of the importation of “outside

-

informatidn no 1onger trust themselves or local experts for community
decisions. This helps erode confidence in the community. " Thus, more

reliance on mass media would relate to a lower feeling of community integration.

‘In a study of the relation of ‘community involvement to radiq uge Surlin

f(1977) found that involved citizens were less exposed to radio Those more
1Y .

involved would be more likely to use media that allow some form of receiver

. . ) * \/ N
.control (such as quasi-mass). . ‘ . ~
If mass media cannot help the individual communicate with the community,

~

-what can? We need to look at media that are more open to personal control.
Ganovetter (1973) proposed that interpersodal associations, especially

’

-assoclatiens among_those with whom one has weak ti€s, those extending beyond ‘
close friends and family, are important in contrihétiq& to the flow of infor-
mation and idéas in a community. Conrath and Thompson (1972) believe that

. . . &
“new technologies are creating new formg of communication which are neit‘ﬁr

.

‘

mass nok interpersonal and which can help integrate an individual into the

community. These would be quasi-mass media.
Thus, heavier mass media use would be expected to lead to lower community

inteération while quasi-mass use would do the opposite. Thus: "
< * .

.
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H3a: Media use is a direct cause of compunity integratidn; mass
use is negative while quasi-mass is-positive. '

/ . v
“ . ‘ \ 4

Demographic Predictor of Community Integration

/

In the study of political protesﬁoorientation by Isaac,et al. (1980)
the model included demographic factors whiﬁh were used tphprédgcf family,
friend and geighborhood integré;lon. A singlérvériable significantly pre-

dicted ?il.three and that was age. The otHer three demographic variables

4

considered wered educationj\income and occupational stagus. Older persons
ere more likely to be integrated ¥ the community.

’

Age is also related because of changes in media use that are felated’
to changes {n the life cycle. Dimmick, et al. (1978) propgsed that media
uses varied through several stages in life. Egi.example, early adults may

* use telggision news for relaxatioh while older persons may seek more serious

news. (

Warren (1978) reported that the most important factors in predicting'
i cgmwnniti integration were homogeneffy and mobility. 'Mobilfiy is related

: . - &
to age; very young persons are restricted to the local community by ﬂlél‘

parents and_lack of access to autos; older persons are restricted because*
/—\"_‘

. "

> {

. P 4 NS
of physical and ecodomic limitatioms.

" BUY these earlier studies did not comsider a broader demographic:
4 \
',

length of residence. Age might relate to community integration, but one
- ’ cannot easily seé how mérely living lohger m;kes one more a part oé a
CGMMugity, ;hereas length of’residence provides the link bd®ween age and
. b;mm;nity. Baving.%ﬁred,longer one may have resided longer in'a community
and t%us had an opportunity to'beccmefinvolved with the area and its people.
Hh{gh variable is more important would depend on which iQ;a relatively

. ) ]

N . .
stronger predictor. ’ t. ‘

N

. :é

L %
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}gfgamgl-d Abel (1980). found that while age was a significant predictor

of sense of ! nity, another variable--highly related to age--was a ‘stronger

predictor: -1 h of residence in the community. Other studies What found

. L /
age to be a stronf predictor may have- been tapp‘ng a component ‘of length of

residence. \ o . ' v

. ' F&r this study”f%ggtﬁ of residgnc: will be used astthe sole demographic -

predictor of commnnitf%ﬁntegzatign. # - l)
| ‘H3b: _residence is ajsakipive direct cause of cgmm;nity

\

-

l So far we have identif{ed community integration and media use (electronic
> g - ’ ) -
mass, print mass and quasi-madgs) as predictors of political activity, and,

media use and length of residéﬁce as predictors of community ration. A

more cémplete mod€l should als;\include the demographic predictors of *

political activity and communicatfon.

Demographic Predictors of Political Activity \
iKY

* N A3
In addition to their discussion of media use and political activity,

Kraus and Davis (1976) also summarized demographic relatiéms tO/political
activity. They found a single consistent predictor: educ;t 0 igher
education leads to higher politifal activ:ty. While other vafiables (race,
socio-economic stitus, for example) may have/been shown to be relaéed to a
ﬁglitical activity as well as media use, educatiod is the single consistent
breﬁictor“ This is proﬁably due to the fact that education 1s either related

to or is a major component of thq\other variables: income is related to —

—-

S education, income is related to race, education is a component of status, etc.

¢ ;

In the Isaac, 9E'§l- (1980)‘ analysis of causal elements predicting pro-

. ~ U \
. )

' test activity eduéatgpn was the strongest) predictor (the set of four demo-

é?aphic Variables aldo included age, income and occupation):

. . .

Iy

1 1 \ oL
t . . -

bed

2
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It seems reasonable to'add education\to the mofel as a predictor of . |
. ~—__ P £
.) politiqal activity, and adds thege hypotheses predi{?ing political actig?ty;___,lr
v, N ‘ i PR . ..
- - Héba: Educstion is a positive direct qause‘pf voting v 4 )
S A v ) :
’ LS ) . Ha4b: Education is a positive ﬂirect cgdhe of political participation.
. . ; . s ) ~ > .
. o A ' ' .
o ggggg;aphic Predictor of Media Exposure ,, ' 23 \ . )

The relation of various dembgraphic characteristics to media exposure
* & has oot been consistently supported. Low socio-econom£?~status has been ',
. ) 7’ ' 4
%stociated with heavier use of tef:iision and lower use:of newspapers

- (Martin; et al., 1976). .Differences based on race haveébeen.noted by

D\

_Greenberg, et-al. (1970), and Comstock and Cohbey (1978). Even position in -

. . the life cycle (Dimmick, et al., 1978) and geographic‘lodFtion (Shaw and b
‘Riff,,l979) have.been shown to be\related to differences An media use. -

Although these sgtudies %Vrport to demonstrate relations between various
~ L ’

\ demographic charaCteristics and media exposure, generally such’ relations N

have not been_consistent across al{ studies, or ‘Ley can b& explained as o'
N . ) . wv’ \ - "
" representing relations based on other characteristics. Foﬁ-example while

L4

face was noted. as'‘a significaq\ cause of media -exposdre, Alien and,Bielby

(l979) ouestion whether this is truly because of race differ'nces, or--as
* \
- their studgrs\gped--was really based on differences in socio-economic ‘status,

Kraus and‘Davis (l976) in-trying to overcome the lack of consistency .

N —r
in demographic indicators prnposed that education was %the only consistent

K predictor of media use. This is supported in recent research by Allen (l98l) s,

’

1, who iq~:d that, among his preddctors of television exposure educaqion was
« {

the only significant predictor (the other demographics included were: ‘age,

r . . o
occupational status and income). ., . N -

\_ .

The aboye studies have focused on the mass medin, ignoring quasi—mass‘ -
exposure.. Hpwever, lacking other evidence, it 1s propoged that education is, -

/o \
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[jﬂdicting media use, -and this -relation shall be added to the*mbdel and the

A' ’ . 'Gu'
the only demogrhphic that can be used as,a reliable causal element 1n pre
*«G’;)c' -y

T i

appropfiate hypotheses are: o e

— . t

H5a: Education is a positive direct cause pf,mass media use.
\ [
‘ HSb: Education is a positive dirsct cause of\quasi-Mass use.

» . ',n ’
a,
y s

Causal Model With Iypes of Media and Types of Pokitical Activi_y

-

?igure 1 diagrams the causal relations between areas of consideration

b

specified in the hypotheses genmerated above. The model ludes specific
. . °f . o8 P

relations betwedn media type, (quasi-mass, and/print and electronic mass),
. ) ; ‘

¥
" type of political activity (voting and pd&itical participation), ‘community

integration and the two demographic predictors (education and length of

residence).

- e wm Em wm e = o= - -
H

-------- - ¢

Based on the foregoing discussion and h otheses development we expect

b

the following: 1) education is a positive cause of the three types of media

uge'and the two types of political activity;/Z) mass and quasi-mass media

- use are positive causes of- voting and political participation, although, mass -

is a stronger cayse of voting, and qﬂasi-mass is a stronger cause of political

‘ ’

) participation, 3) length of residence 1s a positive cau8e of community inte-

gration, §) communlty integration i8 a positive cause of both political

\
activity variables; und 5) the medid™Wse variables re causes of. community

integration, with mass a negative cause, and quasi-mdss positive.
' To some extent the causal relations ark imposed upon the model. It
« P . . . 5 Y
makes little sense to look at pglitical partipipation‘causing media use,

-

unless our interest is in incressing’audience size for a progrhm producer

« —

. ‘e , - E?l C
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-

or advertisger.
-

political behavior. Determining factors that cause change in the politiéfl

-

strucgure can be used in'a straﬁagy by groups attempting to change the

political strﬁcture--as in the replacement of a useless political party.

Because our primary interest is in predicting political activity all variables

’ .

‘used in the model will be linked as causial elements of voting and poiitical

-participation. Though there is no theoretical link between length ofy N

-

residence and the two political activity variables, nonetheless, the model
Wwill include these paths. - R )
The data gathered gnd analysis used to test the model are d*scribed in

thewnext section.

, : : METHOD

- - Data Gathering

A -~

x

A questionnaire was deve%oped as a perépéal %ntervieé instrument for
the "Media Environment Study" at Michigan Séate University. [Funded by
National Science Foundation Grant #DAR—7910§}4, principal investigators:
Dr. Thomas F. Baldwin and Dr. John D. Abel.] The general instrument was
developed in relation to major reseé;ch questions arising from the 'Media °
Environment Study." 'These dealt wi;h compariéons acrogs different media
envi;onments (cities with many choices of media, like Detroit, and those
with fewer choices, like McAlestér, Oklahoﬁa? of perceived uses for the
and Newspébers). The additional qqufions

" -

//relating to political paﬂticipation, commurntity integration and other media

4

use were introduced by this author. . 4

Ty

major mass media (TV, Radio

s’

~ ) N

ko ko
:\ o

The interest in this study is to look at factors that cause




) . Measurement of Variables ,
: J o7 \
[ ] . - ‘ .
Demographics . ) ' 1 ‘

The two demographics used in the model we}e:' length of residence ‘in

. * . ! .
the community (years); and education (highest level obtained: 1less than
€ ' . v

8th grade, 8th, some high school, high school diploma, some college, college
degree, some {;aduate school, graduate dZFree--dssoeiate pr trade deé;ees

beyond high school wpre coded as: sdome college).

-
3

In addition, the following were also assessed as descriptive statistics
of the‘sample. age (years), whether the residence was owned or rented;
responde;%(s marital status (married or not); income {in increments of

$5,000 from "$0 - $4,999" through "$5,000 and over"); gender; and race.
s R (]

. -
Media Use . \ -

Media uee was operationalized as exposure or time usigg the media. The [\h
following were considered mass media: \Yelevision, radio, movies (number seen
in previous month), weekly and daily newspabers;'and magazines (number read

regularly). ' .

-

Some indicators of mass media exposure'were indexed: TV exposure--

respondents were asked by day-parts the anumber of minutes .they watched TV
on the previous day and the previous Saturday or Sunday. Average weekly‘
v uQ; was comput:d by: 5 x (previous day total minutes) + 2 x (previous
Saturday or Sunday total minutes) = total e:ekly minutes (TV use). Media

exposure generally focused on the- previous day since it was reasoned to‘ﬁls
a more reliable estimate of exposure. Allen (1981) found that previous day

estimates of media gxposure were the most reliable,' a specific day next most
' ¢

- &,
reliable, and average day the least reliable. Previous day anq specific day

had reliability coefficients of .85 and .83 for exposure estimates over two
2 . .

points in time, and average day was .71 in Allen's study.
" ¥

1 gy e
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. Radig exposure was awsessed in the same way as was TV exposure.

3

Néwspape} use 'was méasured in\two ways: daily and Sﬁnday exposure was

o indexed similar to TV and.radio: 6 x (previous day's daily exposure) +
- (Supday exposure) = Total minutes newspaper exposure. Weekly paper consump-~

' _ tion was total minutes read in the previous week. All estimates were for

- ~

\ local papers. . . . .
. s '
The following were quasi-mass: trade and professional journals (minutes

read, -previous yeek), newsletters (read/do not), and church bulletins (read/

[

13

> . do not).

CommurPity Integration - Fﬂd . ' _ . - .

. >

) \Community integration was éssessed using ghe Sense of Community Scale
’(Qbel, et al., 1980). Seven itemﬁ measured feelings\of belongingnese and - .
» ? neighborliness., Each item has Five responses: strongly agree through - : ‘
' strong;y‘disagree. This is a summgfed scale comprising a single score with‘h
a range of 7-35 (higher scores indicating.a higher sense of 'community).
.Absi, eg\al. report reliability fof their entire scale (which includes a
’total of 19 items that also measure community(gctivii& and tolerance) as
an alpha of .82. The present-study found‘that the 7;item scale had an alpha

of .77 with all item-total corrected correlations in excess of .43,
[ ', '4
R Voting - .
/' » Voting behavior was assessed with the following three variables: 1) did
r respondent vote in the 1976 presidential election? 2) }n the 1978 congréssional
N*NI: election? >3) in the last local election? These three ind{catoré of Goting

3

behavior were dichotomized as did (1) or did not (0) vote, and summed to form

an 1index of vogﬂn@ibehavior with a range of 0-3. The scale had an-alpha of .

.73 with each variable having item-total correlations in excess of .56.

‘h, , . o . S
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Political Participation / . )

.

Political ;articipatiyn was also indexed, this time with items similar
to those ;sed by Matthews.and Prothro (in ﬁobsiﬁédg, et al., 1973). !bweverjﬁ~
questions were‘alpered to';ssess particiéaqion with minor parties and indepen-
dents. _Respondents were askeq£ 1) whether they had tried to get a candidaté
on the ballot; 2) whetherlghey had‘given money, dttended rallies or‘canvassed

for Democrats or Republicans; 3) whether they had tr;zs\to get an issue on

the ballot; and 4) whether they had given money, attended rallies or canvassed

«

for indepehdents or minor parties. These four items were summed ange 0-4)

. Y A T : .
to form a single scale of political participation. This scale had an alpha

of \57 and item-total correlations in excess of .312. This lower alpha’is

: Ve -
not unusual for a scale with so few items (Nunnally, 1978).

7

. Sampling : ' /

Seventeen United States cities were selected:

Buffalo, SD * . ° Manchester, NH ' e
Eureka, NV Cedar Rapids, IA .
Augusta, AK . Mesa, AZ
Tell City, IN * Randallstown, MD ‘
McAlester, OR Clovis, CA -
Liberal, KS Detroit, MI
Missoula, MT Dallas, TX ¢

, Quincy, IL Portland, OR

~ Albany, GA

Pegsopal interviews were conduc;ed by Market Opinfgn Research of Detroit
which used a cluster sampling method, with a maximum of six respondents in a
cluster. The lowest sample size in a éity was 75 and the highest was 121. .
Iﬁterview; were conducted in the selected cities from June 17 through July 26,

‘ ,

1980.

E




- N Sample Data
<4 - . . . , b . .
Interviews were completed with 1828 respondents. Alﬁo§t half (48.8%) .
]
were ﬁale; 53.5 percéﬁt had angual household incomes at ‘or above $15,000;
. ‘ ™
84.1 percent<§ere White, 13.0 percent Black; 39.1 percent had some cgllege

education or more; 68.0 percent were married; 79.2 percent lived in a house,

5.6 percent in a mobile home and- 14.3 percent in an aparttij:; 71.9 percent

N

P . B .

owned their residence; 19.2 percent £}tif;}n rural 'aread.

%

’ ' Mo&g;¥Ana;zsis

\

The model developed above lends itself logiﬁélly to an analysis applying
the maximum-]ikelihood approach. This approach is appropriéte since it does

several things: 1) it takes into é&count sizeable measurement error often
- ‘ DY

encountered in social science, 2) several equations can be analyzed simul-

>

- . :
taneously (for example, in the present model, the several equations relating

Qatiables to both voting and political parficipation as well as the equations
. A .
relating measurement variqbles to theoretical variables); and 3) where there
" are problems with the model the analysis can indicate which parts-of the

model are causing the poor fit and suggest 'changes for a better model (See, *
. > :

wvariously: Joreskog & Sorbom, 1977; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1978; Long, 1976;

Kluegel, et al., 1977; Maruyama & McGarvey, 1980). ) .
A computer program develobed by Joreskog and Sorbom (1976) called LISREL
(Linear Structural Relations) is designed specifically, for analyzing a model

through the maximum-likelihood approach. It is this program that will be

used to analyze the theoretical model presented above.
f -

The program requires a set of parameter specifications for the theoretical

»

model -8s well as sets of_indicators.of each of the theoretical variables

i

t
(the measurement model). The theoretical and measurement models are specified

in Figuréi 2 and 3. FPigure 2 presents just the variables used in the model.

[ . y !

- oo 2 6 ¢ »
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The circles contain' the theoreticai variables which are co'nneeted by I;aths\
' ’. . * ~ " ' - ¢

T . .
ind:Lcating the causal relations. The rectangles contain the measurement

- . - * \
\ .. vatiables, *those used to operationm theoretical \'iables, with paths

i B B

%

indicating which méasurement vagiable is used'és an indicator of which

theoretical variable. The measnrement variables are those discussed earlier
. N
Ain thig section. Figure 3 'conf:ains the model in complete notational form,

with coefficiegts and indicators of measurement error entered into the '
. ¢ .

. model. Table‘s 1 and. 2 contain.complete definitions of the parameter

( 1 B \
specificationf in Figure 3. ‘ .

-~

. T ¢ Figures 2 and, 3 and Tables 1 and 2
‘x\ ; ) - about here ’

Note that the Qod‘el in Figure 3 contains not onvly’ specification ’of tl}ef +
variables of in"'terest., but also the error associawed=with measurement (e.g.,_ a
€1 eé) as well as error aJsocia'ted with eachv set of theoretical equations
Q ' (e.g., Zy» ;2). Each p‘-—for both indicatoi's of. theoretical v. iables and ’

~ . paths within the theoretical model--hds an associated coefficemt that ‘is the - ‘

-

wveight used in the estimating equation for that part of the model. For
example, the relation between print mass use and daily/Sunday paper exposure

is: Y, ;-_5(6 (nz) + ‘5'4. Likewise, the theoretical model has an estimated
A} . . a L
set of weights. For example, the estimate of community integration is:

T 'n'g, = B, (np) +B,, (ny) + B, y) +.vg (€) + %, (The minus sign of¥the
3= in Figure 3 is due to-the fact that the B matrix appears ‘on the left side |

of the estimating equation ) T - o 4

- . : In addition to the model accounti fot measurement error, it can also

- & N

account for correlatmd error.terms, which assess underlying systematic variance N

]
‘

that is'not specified in relations in the model. The decision’to allow error

- ) . . 2“,
\)4 ] . - “ 4 .




terms -to vary or not vary together may cofle from two perspectives. First,

- there may be cémpelling' theoretical reasons to allow covariance among\error
terms. For example, AlIen'(i§81) allowed the measurement error for his time- ~

< one meaSureQ of media exposure to vary with ‘the timoe-two errors since there

?

S was reason to suspect related errors through the use of the same measure o/er
’L €

€ time. (In fact, his result.s indicate the errors were unrelated.) ‘Secdnd

“

one may allow cqvariance among error.én order to allow the model to fit the
A

data more precisely and' thus obtain an overall model that provides a better

/

) 7 5
covariances among errors fixed at zero and then allowed errors to covary,

e general fit. “This has been done’ by Isaac, et al. (1980) who first kept
cne-by-one, until an ‘acceptable fit of the‘Podel to the data was obtained.
There are instances, howevex:, when one%&assms that m'e;surement error;
“Jare randomly distributed and proceeds with fitting the model as best as
possible on this assumptiop .(A:ock and Scott, 1980; Maruyama and McGarvey,

/1980) e , -

*. The perspective that this paper takes is that errors will be allowed to

3

covary if there is a compelling&ason to'do so; otherwise, the errors will
‘.be assumed to be rﬁndoml?v distrib'utedﬁand uncorrelated. This follows from
™~ the first ‘perspecti\'re described above. Howeyer, it does not’ allow errc;:' to
corrfate ;I.n order ;o provide a.bettef” fit of the model-—-the second per-’
s spective. There are several reasons for thisd  First, to allow various coms
',)birf’atif’t_ls, of correlated” erroxfssjpd selecting .the one th‘at provides the be:T

fit of the model mTerely capitalizes on chance. Second, Maruyama and McGarvey

»

(1980) point out that such manipulations run the risk of over-fitting the
» date (p. 508) and violate one of the criteria for judging the fit of the ;
» D - ]

model (See below, "fodel Cl"iteria"). Thi:{l Matuyama and McGarvey further

point out that manipulations of the error, covariance parameters uses the

’ | - {
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LISREL analysis for exploration when it is designed for confirmatory analysis.

In Figure 3 the errors in the theoretical variables for media use are allpowed
. e ) K ‘ i

to correlate as are the two for .voting behavior (¥s). This is because under-

lying components are expected. The measures of mﬁfia use are taken from a

: ) *

single perspective, ‘exposure. Because there™are other $actors that may composé

media use, guch as the puyrposes for which media are psed, these other factors
may cut across the distinctions made in this model. Therefore, correlated

error terms will}indicéte the importance of such other underlying factors.

Likewise, political acqivit& may involve other components. béyond simply an

active or passive political activity. . - ~

As with error terms for the theoretical model, error terms for the
measurement model can be allowed to vary together. That has not been done

for this model. There is go theoretical reason as compelling as there.was

”’—"———’_,-r’/gor the theoretical variables discussed above. ) )
\ The results of the LISREL aohlysis will allow us to determine: 1) the

R <
overall goodness-of-fit of the proposed model; and 2) the relative usefulness

of the indicators and the theoretical path coefficients through a significance

~
”

test- (t-ratio) and comparisons of their standardized coefficients. The

* hypotheses, of\bouroe, can be t¥sted using t-ratios and compari;ons of

standardized coefficiemts. -

Model Criteria v

There are several criteria by which one detgrmines ‘whether or not there
is a good fivf the mgdel to th; data. These include: 1) Is the model
correctly specified? 2) Is the x test of goodness-of-fit nonsignificant7

\\9) Are the first order derivatives of the fixed parameters in the model zero?
4) Are the residuals of the input mifus the predicted matrix- (S'- I) a8 small
as possible? A?).Is the explained variance in the theoretical model as high

T .
»

~ T
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a

as posgible? and 6) Is the standard error far the coefficients within the

-

model low enough tg allow discriminagion b'twéen coefficients and zero, i.e.,

-

are the coefficients aignifican?? The six criteria 'are explained more fully
in the following pgiggraﬁhs. ‘ I

For a model toaﬁq po%rectly 3pecified it must provide unique path
coef}ipienta. Ove;;p:cification--identif&lng too many free parameters--will

generate unidentifiable cbefficiﬁgta. The LISREL program will tell the

»

researcher if overidentification occurs wizh'the following statement: '"THE

F]
»

NTH PARAMETER MAY NOT BE IDENTIFIED.” If this statement is absent one assumes

the model 1is correé;ly ddentified.

v

Usually, the 'goodness~of-fit is tested with a chi-square. One wants a

» . .
value small enough, to produce a probability greater than .05. Unfortunately,

—

with large sample gizes it 1is unlikely that one will obtain a nonsfénificant
o

chi~-square (Joreskog and,Soer;;>l97f; p. 318; Long, 1976, p. 171). This is

not necessarily Bad: As sample sizes approach infinity they are unblased

. with regards\to)yiolations of normality assdmptions (Long, 1976, p. 166).

In addition,- the chi-square is me;ely an indicator of relative fit of the

model. Joreskog and Serbom (1977, 1978) state that a chi-square with a
- . \\

' probability less than .05 is acteptable with large aaﬁple sizes, that one

merely uses the chi-squa}e as an indicgtor of hew a change in the model

’ ‘ \3
affects th

e ten
‘ -
The fif§t\3§rivativea of thé fixed parameters should be zero (Joreskog

and Sorbom,<1978, p. 15). If they are not then it indicates that some fixed

'parameféra should be allowed to vary, starting with the fixed parameter having

»
]

the largest firgt derivéffve. . . /
- . {
The residyal gatrix (input minus predicted matrix) ahould\ﬁontain

relatively sma;livaluea. No specific 1evél {8 given as being tgo large.

&

3"
X
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Joreskog and Sorbom (1978', p. 15) and others (Maruyama and McGarvey, 1980;

Acock and Scott, 1980; Isaac, et al., 1980) use the residuals as a subjective
& © ‘
guide to the overall ability of the model to predict the original input

v

matrix.\ Several large residuals, relative to the overall smatrix, irdicate a

need to restructure the model. As a test of the magnitude of all of the

H

N P
r?eiduals, Maruyama add H‘cGarvey computed the mean correlation and the mean '

. » I3
E residual, excluding diagonal elements. The lower the ratio of the mean -
Vi = . ) ’ »’ K
// residual to the mean correlation Re better, since this indicates relatively

® lover residuals. Maruyama and McCarvey had & ratio ef .333. This will be
used as a guide in te/a,ti& t;;e results in the present study. -
Acock and Scott (1980) used expl‘aﬂxed variance in their endogenous
variables as an indicator of the fit of the model. This follows logically
from the fact LlSREL accounts for measugement error. Thus, explained’ ' }
. : .
variance in the theoretical model should be relatively high. The explained\ '
- varidnce (R )} is computed as one minus the residual (1 -7). Acock and >
Scott found explained variances of 25 percent a:;d 40 percent in their politic’al /\
participation variables. For purpose of the present ‘study, if the explained
p variances oz th\e politicad activity variables exceed 40 percent we will
' ‘ .. assume'a good ‘predictive model. ) ’ ‘ 5)
Fit;ally, examination of the path coefficients will tell us how useful
the model i}*dth.respect to causal relations. A large number of%ﬁsignifi-
‘cant paths may indicate relatively large standard errors and poor e.xplanatioh }J

\ ~ ¢
of the causal elements. . \

. Q. . .

+

\LISREL Pro&ram Estimates

v .

In order to begin the iteration of the LISREL program, estimatg need

to be made of most of the coefficients in the model. This ‘gill do »-twb'things:
$

: first it will help reduce the time involved in compuéhti’bp, and seconcﬁ, it

\
‘At

.
.
) }
A - >
. e
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will increase the precifton of the program's solution for the model by pro-~

viding error estimates for some of the fixed parameters, thus, nating

thie source of confounding variance from the model eolution

-/l

L ' i
Estimates fbr the endogenous variables with utultipllindicatore will ‘ ’
be m‘de using factor analyses with a single factor solution. ’I'he lambdas

N ’ will he estimased with the factor scores and the epsildns will be estimated

. 5
with the residusls for each variable (l-h ). . .. \

,'\ Severa'l of the endogenOus‘variables and the two e:;ogen‘ous variables have
(- single indicators. Normally .these would.be estimated as "1.0" wish error
‘ assumdd to be zero.: However, :eince some have been created ae indexeS’,or

N . 4 -

scales, scale relidbility eetin':at’e will be used to estimate these coefficients.

T‘neir. res 1s will be used to estimate errors (Winmer, 1971, p. 285: Acock

4 ,
and Scott,

L d

9jp).- These values will remain fixed. Technically, one need
only indica_te‘scnie start value other than zero in order to have a free

~ v . f
}parmeter. Indicating start values merely saves time in running the program.

-

Hqowever, for fixegl'para:'netere, such as error estimates for fixed indicators,
; prov:&ding ‘e_tart\value: will give the program more information and allow a ’

solution that g;.vee greater explained variance in the theoretical modelt: »
' Start values are contained in the Appendix.

The matrix to be enalyzed will be the cornelation matrix. T;xie 18 done ‘

for the reasons stated by Maruymgmd McGarvey (1980, P 509): the data
are from a single population, cross-sectionally gathered, dnd--most impoyr
tantly--standardized coefficients are far easier to interpret thagp arg_non- .

standardized cohfficients, especiallj when comperisons of coefficiente are

to be made. Use of the correlation matrix glso fits the theoretfcal relations

proposed in the \h}potheses. The results will search only for significant

-t

AR predictors 'g"caueel"') and relatively larger coefficients. For the latter
| .tests, st

rdized coefficients are required. Keep in mind, however, that
' t

{ & B - - ' - ' 'y
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there are limitations on the results. Having standardlxed our units we can

- .

no longer go back to the original data, i.'e.,' we cannot then sa'y_that a one
unit increase in education wouid result in agl number of;uﬁits increase |

in voting. Of course, as discussed _éaz:lier in the gectidmmdgfining political
activity, different reseq;chers_gse-differént measures ;f poi;ticalyxéh391or.

So even with ;nstandafdized units it is-difficult to compare across studies.

¢

In addition to losing the abtlity to use thgy"originéi data, the use of- ’
standardized units ig dependeﬁt on sample results, namely the standard
<y

deviations, and are not appropriate for comparisons across saﬁples because

the path coefficienfs may chanée as standard deviations change (Blalock,
1979, p. 482). These limitations apply to the next section on résults of

the analysis. ) : , <—

RESULTS

«

-

-
Although the primary interest is in the analysis of the‘causal model
. . . AN

. thegé—ia some interest in descriptive results. These results give a basis

. * ~

for comparing the present study with results &f another sampye. An additional
i ) .

reason to present the descriptive results is so that a reader can have the
Pl

complete data necessary to replicate or e&ténd the present LISREL analysis.

The means an:)standard deviations are presented in Table 3, and the correla-

. LY
3

tion matrix presented in Table 4. It is only necessary to havetthe

correlation matrix and the specifications of free and fixed model parametbrs
and start values (see Appendix) for one to replicate this study. The means

and standard deviations, however, are nécessary if one wishes to perform

other LISREL analyses such as those employing the covariance or moment

-

matrixes.




This results sectiom will fpcus'on the results of thé LISREL anhgysis,
first reviewing the criteria for accepcancg\of”a good £it of a model to the

data, and then applying these critei%;\to the model, noting how it fits the

" v

&
criteria successfully .

-y

Having established an acceptable fit of'the model the hypotheses will

. *be’ tested with the path coefficients. Finally,/other results not. expected

-,

in the hypotheses will'be discussed. Compléte results of the analyses are

-~ N t

dontained in Tables 5 and 6.

-
- - e - e - e e - e - e - *
# ’ '

The model 18 acceptable on the first three criteria. It received no

error statement; so one aésumes that the model is correétly specified. And

the first order derivatives for the fixed paraﬁeters are zero (rounded to ,
! * ' :

three decimals).. The xz probability level is <.0001, but this is due to

. sample size. (A sample size of 200 in this case woyld result in a xz of 54,

and p >.05.) i ° - » A

3 . \
It is the final three criteria, tLough, that dgménstrate that the model
. ..‘ . \‘ ‘ * N )

is a relatively good fit of the data. Only eight residuals are above %t .10

and only one is above % .20. The mean absQlute reBQdual is .035 and the mean .

. . Y
absolute correlation i8 .097 giving‘a ratio of .35, close to that of Maruyama

. and McGarvey's .33. Explained variance is dramatically high, 92‘$ercent and

7
59 percent for voting and political partieipation, respect(vely. Finally,

this is a model that has useful coefficients. All except one of the free

"indicatore and most Of the path coefficlents are significantly different from

Y
zZero. /



" These results do not mean that there, 18 no better model to fit the data.
t - - ‘ A ) .
In fact,. there are still probléms with the reggduals associated with years

residence; almdst ‘half of the large residuals are for relations witk{fyears
v . e
residence. And changes in error specif cationg hight yield a better fit.

* But these changes would involve some mbjor changes in the theory. So, for

the present, this model is deedfed ?cce/nta'ble.
Having succeeded in developing a :elatively good fit for the .overall

model,/we can now turn to emination of the results presented by the LISREL
<

estmte.s These results are, contained in Tables 5 and 6 -and the standardize\d
’ + - -
estimates are entered into the model in Figure 4,

e

Tests of Hypotheses ] ) )

With sufficient’. variance explained by the model we presume that two of
i the three conditions for causal relations have been/ met: 1) time érdering
as proposed by the theory, and 2) elimination of other factors through a .
.sufficiently large anou.%c of expldined variance. iﬂow we can test the tnird
/ N .

condition, existence of a relation, by examining the model coefficients.

-

Con;pering Coefficients ' - /}
¢ Some hypotheses deal with the relative strength of the causal relations,
These are impnrtant hypotheses since they attempt ~a\ not only relatioms, /
but which type of media use is more impottant for which t}pe of social function.
Th efore, it is wise to discuss how these coefficients will be compared.
\\iﬂxere one coefficient is significant and another' is not, the comparison

is ea,, the significant coeffictent is the stronger. (Tt}is has been done

by Acock and Scott, 1980, p. 68-69.) Acock and Scott proceed to point out **

35
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1

the difficulty of stating that’one coefficient is greater than anothe? when
) ,bo;h are significant. "Measurement error may mean the two are the .same.
Keeping this thought in mind, i.e., Beipg ;autious about stating one
.cééfflcient being gtrgnger whefe the éoéfficiencs‘are both significant and
aﬁout the same absolute value, we will, ﬁopetheless, éﬁeat the‘coefficient
“with the larger a%oiut; value as stronger. Where the relat:[.:le strengﬁhl of
. coefficients fiqs/the theory, the relation serves to provide further support
for similar research findings. (With such appropriate caution, this is how

Maruyama and McGarvey, 1980, p. 510, treated coefficients of sihilar‘strength.)

. s
Predictors pf Political Activity

] . *

Community Integration

The first set of hypotheses predicts that community integration is a

. 4 N :
cause of both types of political activity. The coefficient between community
integration and vating is nongigqificant (-8 = <,03) while that for political

participation is significant (-B = .19). The null hypothesis for Hla is

L]
{

}etained while that for Hlb is rejected.

r '
Med{ia Use . ] . .

<
3

All three types of media use are significant predictors of voting. Print
] ) 3 >

.

mass yse and quasi-mass use are positive predictors (-8 = .37 and .36, respec-
\!ively), but electronip m;ss use’is a neéative predictor (-B = -.75). The null
hypothesis of H2a is rejected. Two of the‘thﬁee types of use are significant
ﬁredictors of political participation: print mass use (-8 = .32) and quasi-
mass use (-8 * .40). However, electronic mass use is nonsignificant (-8 = .13).
The null hypothesis cannot be rejected for H2b as far és e%ectronic mqés use
is concffgeg, but iz is rejecteq’for print mass and quasi<mass.
The ne;t Cw6 hypotheses deal with the relati;e strength of one type of
media use over another ip predigting polftical_actiyitf. Electrcpiclmass
- 36
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use has the largest absolute coefficieat, but it is negative. Print use and

’

quasi-mass have virtually the same coefficient. We cannot reject the null

‘hypothesis for H2c. However, it is clear that electronic mass use is the
séroggest prédictqr, and the fact that it has a negative sign while print uge
is positive suggesgg that this hypothesis needs ;ome revision.

For predictors of pelitigai psrticipation there is a préblem between

L .

print and qﬁasi-qass use. Both have significant coefficients (-E/f’.32 and .40,

-

respectively), but quasi-mass use is only slightly higher than print use.
: %

Electronic mass use has a nonsignificant coefficient (-8 = .13). Since

»

quagi-mass is clearly stronger than electronic mass use and slightly stronger

than print mass use, we will reject the null hypothesis for H2d, but we will

. \ , S
keep in mind the closeness of p.r’and Aquasi-mass. )
Education v P '
— _ G

These hypotheses predict that education is a cause of bolitical activity.
TZe co?fficient between education’ and voting is sigmificant (y = .19), but
the coefficient betwpen education and political participation 1is nonsignificant'

(Y = .02). The null hypothesis for H4a is rejected while the null for H4b is
L)

retained.

Predictors of Community Integration

Length of residence and media use were posited as causes of community

.

" integration. The naull hypothesis, for H3b is rejected since the‘coefficient

for length of residence is sign{;iéant (y = .31). There are mixed results

.
-

for ﬁ33. Both electronic mass and quasi-mass are significanf\predictors,

. - > ~
with electronic a negative predictor (-8 = -.30) and quasi-mass an 2qually

strong positive predictor (=8 = .30), but pxint mass use is nonsignificant
(-8 = .14). For electronic and quasi-mads use the null'hypotheéis for H3a

is rejected. It is not for print use.




Predictor of Media Use

Education is a significant predictor of all types of media use in the
model: electronic (y = .28), print (y = ,51) and quasi-mass (Y = .54). The

_, null hypotheses are rejected for HS5a and H5b.

&)

Other Results

L4

‘Besides tests of hypotheses there are other regults that need to be
explored. ) // !

Ohly one 6f the indicators of any type of media,use is nonsignificant,
L ) .
and it is by far the weakest indicator: TV exposd;é (y = .04). This

<

indicator 1is almost all error (€ = ,99) suggesting that it is relatively

'

useless as an indicatqr of electronic mass use.
Length of residence was allowed to predic£ the political activity
variables along.;ith educationieven though therg was no hypothesized cause’ C‘
for residence. 'Interestiggiy, botfi variables were significant predicfors of
. ) voting, but both were alsognonsignificant predictors of political partici-
pation. . ‘ -
Examination qf the correlationms of the residuals (Vs) reveals that
corrglated error between the two political behavior variables is nonsignifi-
cant, with most of the variance in political participation and ;irtually T
all in voting (givén measurement e€ror) is explained by the model, this
e ) -Suglests. that indéed we h;Ve tapped ;ndepenﬁeﬁf theoretical constructs of

P2

4 - .
palitical actiwvity. This supports the theoretical notioq that voting--a

’ ] ’

privgte mass cultural phenomenon-ig>diéférent than other types of political

activity that involve public action andlmore interpe:sbnal commitment. .
The covdEiance of errors between elec,:onic Rass and print mass is

significant. So is that between prfht mass and quasi-mass, while that -

’ ) '
L ,between electronic mass and quasi-mass is not. This indicates that there

-




.
N -

may be some underlying, untapped relation between print and electronic and:

[N

between print and quasi-mass. This underlyihg }élation is not the sames
across all three sinCe_EEg_gorrelqted error between electronic and quasi-mass
is nonsignificant. Perhaps the rela;ion is the "maésness" between print-and
electronic and the "printness" between print and quasi-mass (all three quasi—‘
mass indicators are print oriented). It would be intea,sting to !ee if erifrs
would correlate had quasi-mass included several electronic media.’

One must also note the large mea;urement errors associated with th
indicators of media use, especially electtenic. The.larger measurement errors
may be assdciated wi;h the relative precision %i'the measures. Remember

that the coefficients are measures of reliability (Acock and Scott, 1980;

Allen, 1981), and that measures with higher precision are generally accorded

.
@

lower reliability estimates (Woelfel and Fink, 1980, p.'9l). The electronic
and print measurement indicators were measured in minutes or in numbers seen
or read while church bulletin and newsletter use were measured as simply did

or did not. The more precise measures, to some extent, are accorded lower

reliability, i.e., lower coefficients, in the model.

.

Indirect Effects s

Indirect effects are calcul%ted by multiplying-the standardized
coefficients for the paths of'intereqt (Acock and Scott, 1980, P. 69). Most
of the indirect effects are negligible, providing coefficients less than .07.

However, a few of the paths draw our interest. These are all indirect effects

M »

of education on political aciivity through media wse. -
The indirect effect of education on voting is as strong as its direct

effect. Through print mass use it is .19 (.51 x .37.= ,19) through quasi-

mass it is also .19 (.54 x .36). However, the indirect effect through
) L]

electronic mass use is now negativé (.28 x -,75 = -,21). Overall, then,

. ' )
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. . . 2
o education is a positive cause of voting even when mediated through print and :

N <

quasi-mass use. But it can rebound to a negative effect i1f mediated through |

electronic mass media.’
) v

While there was no direct effect of education on political participa-

tion, there was an indirect effect through print and quasi-mass media (.51 x

-
-

.32 = ,16 through p#idt use; .5 x..40 = .22 through quasif&ass use).

.  DISCUSSION ,

. Community Integration : J
As an'indi¢ator of how much one was involved in Epe community,. community
- Y .
‘~igii9ratioh was hypothesized to be a‘ﬁiyect cause of both types of political

activity. It turned out to be only a significant predictor of political

.

particiﬁation. ) : , .

ks
If one treats political participation as requiring more social inter- '

action, as we did iﬁ the theoretical development, then it follows that

v

community integration- ought to be a bgtier predictor of political participae-_

tion than it is of voting. This is what the results support.

*

This tentatively supports the notion that sogial phenomena requiring
more personal interaction are better predicted by variables that allow for -

such social interaction. This generalization is discussed, below, where the

general role of media is explored.

*

Mass Media . . 4

In this study print mass use was the positive predictor of both types

v .

xof political activity, while electronic mass use was.a negative predictor of

voting and nonsignificant as a predictor of politiéal participation. Only

-

d . . print mass use supports the positive effect of mass use on political activity.

| \
| . : e .
| . ’ 4
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«But this does not mean that the original theoretical notion is incor‘rect.

Remember that. many of the s_tgdies of the relation of media use to political

activity used a different measure Jf media use than did the'present study

Remegber also that the” question of which was a cause of poiitical behavior,
) v

: ”‘*expoaure or purpose, was resolved tentatively. on the basis of tw.o-_stndiés

S \
"+ only one of which was a Causd] analysis. -
o 174

How does one reconcile thd difference between previous studies and the

\

results' of the »pqresent study? How does mass media use--even TV use—-produce

a positive effect on olitical activit e study and a ne ative effect
P 2 Y}QP y g

On}e s:rface it would seet simply that the,difference is

in this study"

’

related to the'measure bne uses for media use. But this is si:mplistic, and
does not offer a synthesis of the two results that one might- apply as a

single construct in” future research. In order Jt'o find a way to explain * k-

- these differences we “must explore what could be different about Exposure -

.

to electrgmic mediiwhen compared to the print media. ‘

" One,

[

» study may e considered more entertiinment oriented while the .priinted preS\
n-

vious difference is that the electronic media. used in thé” present

<k

= and. magazine's are news and information oriented. This.might lead us to co
. : v N

clu&t it is the 'use made of a medium that det’ines its effect on
S ~- -t . . ) ‘; \

Conway, et al. (1981) found mass use was a positive

-‘p-olvitical' activity..
2 e

i preq:tor of political sokialization. iConway, et al. did a path analysis

.

’thaf included. reciprocal paths oetveen media use and political knowledge.

:They found that both paths were ,significant predictors of politigal partici-

., .
This study, then, supponts the few other studies that show that: to

-

a great extent pol,igical comitment leads to specilc uses of media rather"

pation. -

than specific uses being the major ca_q_ae of political behavior.

3
also that in the present study the measure for print was the same as for
(4

Keep in mind

electroric: rexposure. The dif‘fenence was discovered even though the intent

- »

¥

-

-

.

)
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. Il

£ of use was not incorporated into the measure. But content cam still be an
important factor if intended use is not the relevant factor, but instead

incidental learning through simply being‘exposed to a wmedium underlies the

effect. ' .

[l N ’

_McPhee (1963) notes the existence of "natural 1earning" from mere

«

- exposure. He described a fest of learning announcers' names, from exposure

e e agas

to a"radip-pto

. It would take nearly forty exposures for the majoritzfqb
‘of the population tO'know all the names. S0 in terms of incidental acquisition

: of attitude or information, exposure is a major comppnent and- should npt be ,

ignored. . ' -

N

The results for mass electronic and print use suggest that exposure is

a useful explanatory comp&nent but that the content difference of various

-

media may lead to different effects. These effects would not be realized

without exposure, and incremental exposure would have incremental effects

, —
(not necessarily linear).

This leads to a theoretical‘position‘that is somewhat different than

positing either-exposure as the only relevant measure or intendéd‘use as

¢ - the only/relevant measure. ihe relevant measure would include elements of
both e;posure and contentﬂ But to say tbat print has only one content ’

orientation 'Uuld be misleading " This study used print variables that are

generally thought of as information oriented, newspapers and magazines.

. Other mass print media, comic- books or mys;ery novels, ma¥y not have the

' same orierfdqtion and may not produce the same effects on political activity.
.0 K » -
- . . Likewise, the electronic media considered in this study were‘entertainment
. . . r
oriented, bpt the same effect may not have been produced had the electronic

‘medium beén teletext. c .

. - 88 media éhen are still to be considered causes of pdlitical activity,
. s
. but the positive or negative effect-is determined by the informational nature -

t

Q ‘ - . - N ‘ wy
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of the medium rather théh‘ghe use to which the medium is put. From a measure-

ment perspective media use should be an amaféamation of a content component

and an exposure compénent. ‘There are still other perspec{ives on the factors
underlying the effects of media use. These will be considered along with the
general roles of the differemt types of media use after discuaging other

predictors of political activity and predictors°of community integration.

A

14

Quasi-mass Media

The posited effects/of quasi—mas%,media use on political”activity were

based on the more personal nature of quasi-mass media use, i.e., since'qdasi- )

mass allows more personal interactibn it'should be more useful for the type

of political activity requiring more personal involvement. While this motion

was supported for political partitipation, quasi-mass also proved to‘'be a

strong positive predictor of votiﬁg,s Imost as strong as prinf mass use.

then

-

If all-types of political activity are considered social phenomena

these results support the theoretical notion tﬁat use of.quasi-ﬁass media

.

enhances social interaction and thus encourages political activity. Notice

that this differs from the reason print mass use had a positive effect. _For
. e . N
the mass media the pdsitive effect may be from the inférmation acquired due

to exposure to the media whereas for quasi-mass media is from increased

.

.
e

social interaction. . ‘

A “ -

The relative usefulness of mass versus quasi-mass media use for each of
‘the two types‘of political #ctivity helps make the distinction between the

“~reasons for effects from the two types of media use more clear.
‘ »

Mass vs. Quasi-mass Effects

Mass use was originaily hypothesized to be a stronger predictor of voting

than quasi-mass while the opposite was proposed for political participationm. ,

hd -
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»

o

* the only consistent Qemograp‘hic predictor of political activity was taken .

,

. - .
o‘, . L N ’ .
€ = 3

‘ This was based on theoretical diffe;ences in the na’ture of these media. Mass

medfa were seel as more distant, less interactive, and, therefore, more use- )
ful for the type of,political »acti‘:'r_ity requiring the least social interaction: .

voting. ‘Quasi-nass, however, offers more interaction and is more useful for

N~ » -
politital participation. - T

While the results.are mixed bccause of the difference in effects by
electronic ‘mass and print mass and- the closeness of the coefficients for
print mass" and quasi#ss, taked as a whole thei resuits support the posited
difference_s in effe'cts of mass and\ quasi-mass media use. Even though
negative, el®ctronic ma‘ss‘use wa‘e strongest predictor of voting, and
print use’ had a s]:ightly higher coefficient than quasi-mass. l;or-political
participation quasi-maSs had the highest coefficient, clearly larger than

elect¥onic mass which was nonsignificant, and 'slightly larger than the print

mass coefficient. ; ‘ . '
~ . ,{ . '
These results f“l‘t the genatal* theoritical notion, noted above, t
X4
voting is a private_,~mass phe , n requiring little personai.comitment -

while political par;icipatiq& requi’!’és some public display of one's political

beliefs. Predictq;cs Yof these politiéal activities should correspond to
"c} ‘ Lt
the personal commitm&o requ{’eﬁents of these activities, i.e.,” stronger
° X« 5 .
predictors of voting sisould be those involving: 1ess personal interaction

4 4

while predictors of pd’].it participation should offer more ‘opportunitids’

‘

‘for such interacti‘on ?ch wasve case in- ﬁis study . the mass use ’
rkx s

variables—-those wit s interaction mportunities-were better predictzrs

of voting, and quaﬁ-mass-—a.? ,tndicator ~of-more personal involvement--was

\

|

\

|

\

|

a Bgtter predictor of pplitical participation. | o g !
‘ A L : ‘

! ‘

Education, . P .
'I'he gsneralization made by Kraus and Davis (1976) that education was . . ,

N




. as the ‘theoretical perspective of this study. The results showed that

indeed education was a significant cause of voting. But other results con-

~ “

‘ found the strict limitation‘of education as the only éredictor or as a pre-
dictor of &ll political activity. - ':?F - -
_ Educatién was not the only sigﬂificant demographic predictor of voting. o
Length of reaihéﬂée was7ﬁlii§ﬁi3iyfgt and stronger cause of voting. ﬁ;tice
‘- that the relation between educaiion’;;H-length of residence is significant
although nggative. There 1s obviously a lot of c&vgriation between these
. two varigblea.: This relation miggﬁ be ;xpiained-through a third component.
= Remember that in predicting communit?‘integration we gelected r¢;:E;ﬁce
’over age which also haé beeh shown to be a strong predictor of community
‘integration. Perhaps }o; purposes of a process model age ought to be :
included. This might help explain “Variance in both edycation and length of
residence. Still lengtﬁwéf_rggidence canﬁot be ruled out as a cause of
ﬁolitical activity. It just never appeared in previous literature because
: the’reaearchers concégtrated\oh traditional measures of socio-economic
status: age, education, income and occupation. The least th;t is suggested
, here is that ‘o‘ther cianographi? predictors siuoulgl be ‘explored as possible
- causes of political activity.
: \ "

. But education still has”an effect on political participation even

though its direct effect is nonsignificant. It has an 1ndirect effect on

b . political participation through media use. The indirect effect throuéh

- quasi-mass media was stronger than the direct effect of education on voting.
Further, the indirect effect of education on v?ting waé stronger than its

° direct effect. This underscores the importaﬂce of including media use in

. a model of demographic effects of political activity.
. [
2 A . .
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Cduses of Community Integration

} Aftbough it was hypc;thesiud that length of\ residence would be a

/" ddrect oetsE of comtunity integration—which it turned out c; bp-éthe
primar§ interest was in Bo; different :;pes of media use boulg affect
community 1nt';egr'ation. P;ah- the idea that communities are social systems .
comes the ‘theoretica?l notion that thos; media that kadilow ‘for more social
'interaction would possess the gre?test'potential to be useful ;ommunity
communication channels. .Indegd, it was also dis-?besed ’that the it_xtro-
duction of mass media into a comnunity can aétua.lly reduce feelings of
belonging. The re.sults for rhis paft of the mdelv show the c‘learest.

distinctio; among media type.sr Quasi-mass was// the only 'significant poqitixve
p’redfl.ctpr. Electronic mass use was also a si#/nificant predictor but i{?: vas
megative. Print use was nox;significant. Thi; fits with the proposition
that the mass media would b;”négactve predictors because they would engender
less trust im the local cwty. Vidich and Bensmei's (1977). explanation
of the mechanism for causing this lack of trust is that the mass media are
- » . .

imported. If the local-extraloeal nature of the medium is a decisive factor
it can help explain the results. bElectronic media should cause the le.ast
trust since they are the least likely to be locally originated-—-ﬁovies and

network TV prograﬁs, for example, are imported; print mass should be somg-

" where in the middle since some, newspapers, ox’ig:l.&_ad locally while others,

mga.zines, come from outside the compunity; and quasi-mass should engender

the most trust" siﬁce church bulletins and many newsletters originate locally,
. e

and since all three indicators pf quasi-'mss are open to input from members

£

of the local community. ’ '

o4 :
‘{’hgre is little to change in the theoretical notions about the effects
e -
‘ of media use on commmity integration. However, one should note that
’ T . .
electronic mass is a stronger negat:"l.v'e predictor while print mags just has

<
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no effect. This might be explained if we examine the general role of media 7 1

in predicting social phénomeng and the further perspectives one might have
. v’ ‘ ‘ < \

]

Y

for measuring media use.

S ) «

o : Future Research

3

Resgarch op the effects of community integration or media use on o
\ .

.

N . . ‘ Lax ) .
. political activity should keep in mimd the results of this study, First,
future research should treat effects on political activiiy as a social

process. The study of the relation of mass media use to voting, for example,

should not be~tbsérved in a vacyum, but in relation to other v;riables such
as thqse that have shown themselves to be useful in this stddy; quasi-mass
use, community integration and education. Second, the results of this study
shquld not be considered 11;iting but should suggest avenues of explorationm.
Though\ihgé/s udy used~gxposure as the basis of me;surEment of media use, it
does not rule ouf other factors as bases of méasuremént. Interpersonal meaia
should be included in future studies to explore tﬁe full range of media use.

The miltidimensional nature of the media use.var;able; should be incorporated

¢

into their measure. Of course, other indicatotrs of the theoretical vafiables

should be examined—this stydy limited itself to print quasi-mass media.

: Community integration can be measured in other ways (such as: Doolittle'

- v

and MacDonald} 1978) and with other structural predictors.

Alzﬁsaab\got directly tes7gd”1n the'presentﬂgtudy, effects of new
¥

communication technologies can ‘be inferred from the results. Most of the

: new commmication technologies arise from a need for more specialized'media‘

or in-and-of-themselves are narrower (as opposed td mass) uses of traditional

mass media. For example, cable television offers the opportunity for more

t

specialized, more local, more interactive channels than does traditional
14 .

broadcast television. If these media fall into the quasi-mass part of the

\

(' £ o o, -
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. . i -
communication contiinuum then one would expect their effects to be similar to

. - < -

those found for the quasi-mass media in this study,’ i.e.,, they bouid be more
useful for promoting community'integrafidn fnd social or politital activity

that involves more personal interaction. As these new technologies become

. . .
. ¢ 'more widespread and as access to them increases, future research should assess

. . the effects of these new media upon political activity along with the traditional

~ .

!

assessment of mass media effects.
L .
! A complete model of political activity needs to branch out beyond voting

and voting-related activities. Political activity such as protest and revolu-
i ¢ .
tion has been linked to differing uses of various types of media (See Reagan,
c ‘ ' s
1981). A complete model would include the full range of political activity.

n -»
0f course, a major drawback of this study, and of social science research

in general, 1s large measurement error. This is especially true of the media

use indicators in :the present study. More precise measures are generally

-

considered degirable, but greater precision may alter the relations in this
: model by actually increasing the estimates of error since the model operates
as if the coefficients of the.indicators are reliability estimates (Acock and

Scott, 1980; Allen, 198[). The problem cﬂkountered between reliability and
precision is discussed by Wocltel and Fink (1980, p. 91). -

.

Conclusions & -

rd

-

s

’ .

. The Model as Process

While it is intfiguing to look fér simple relations between a few

variables--for example, to,try to predict vofing'behavior on the basis of

- - \

mass media use-+if makes more sense to look at a host of social indicators
that can lead to a host of behaviors. McLeod and 0'Keefe (1972) argue that

. '
comtrolling for social variables, as occurs in experimental manipulations

to test for communication effects on attitudes, artificially creates a

.\‘l ‘ ’ . ) 5 . 48 * )
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pituation that inflates the importance of th‘obserbed :7&1ables relative to
oiher‘possible causes. They propose that communication studies take'place 4n
the "real"(world, affected by the'presen&e of other intervening and coactive s
variables (as do McPhee, 1963; and Chaffee, 1972).
This study has attem?ted to 'some extent, to reflect_that f real" world - .

by allowing the process of communicatian effects to take place in a model

thdt allows such coaétion and that t/ﬁes into account other pospible causes.
e

-

The importance of doing this can,be seen specifically in the change in imﬁor-

tance of the relation between community integration and voting. The correla-
. . v

tion matrix (Table 4) shows that the highest correlation is between sense of

counmnity~and voting. Yet when the LISREL analysis is performed the

coefficieht between -community integration and voting is nonsigiificant. When

other effects are taken into consideraEionj*aé well as measurefent error,
what appeared to be a cleat reletion has proven spurious,

Likewise, education appears from the correlation matrix to be an
especially strong predictor of polit{cal participation with a correlation
of .266. Yet the analysis she;e a nonsignificant coefficient between
education and political participation. But this hoeslno{ meané;ﬂet education
has no effect on political participation since there is an indirect effect
thtough',rint mass media use and qu.asi-mass use.

These two examples illustrate the importance of specifying a prbcess

., model of commugication effects. - It helps us underseand social scie?ce

AN

variables within~a field of interrelated social phenomena.
"‘/

,Theglggggganee of Quasi-mass Media

This study demomwstrates the importance for communication research to

-

include the study of quasi-mass media on its reseaich agenda. Quasi-mass.

is a useful predictor of community integrafionland political activity. .

¢
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Menzel (1971) stated ten years ago that éuasi-mass was a neglected area. It
remains so today.
LY % . .
. As new techpologies reshape the nature of our communication media,
transforming older broadcast television into specialized entertainment ’
: , ~
channels‘along side local access channels and home computer networks, and )

"as we see expanded access to the inexpensive uses of print media--posters,

flyers, newsletters--for political party use, local neighborhood association

bulletins and political activist handouts, one cannot ignore th possible
' .

1

impaet this may have on our political arena.
\ -

?
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APPENDIX

LISREL MATRIX SPECIFICATIONS

<
In the following matrixes coefficients marked with a zero or a

s’ “'
superscript "a) are fﬁed values. Other values indicate free parameters.,

These values are the sta;rt values for the LISREL analysis.

A, = ]1.0° 0 0 0 0 0 { e
-U81 0 0 00 0 T
811 0 _ 0 0 0 0 P
o 1.0* o 0 0 0
0 .538 0 0 0 0
0 1.691 0_ 0 .0 0
0 0 1.0 o o 0 ~
0 0 .200 0 0, 0 .
0. 0 .666 0 0 0
-l o0 0 0 .770% 0 . 0 -
0. 0 0 0. .850%0
o o o0 -0 0  .s8°3 ,\‘
A = [1.0al 0 a:l
0 1.0

o = diag. [833 .990 f <890 .892 .969 .69F .700 .772. .899

.410% 660]

B=(10* 0™ 0.  0-_0 0
o 1.0 o 6 % o
0 0o 1.0 o 0 0
.494 -.212 =.500%,1.0% 0 0
1.537-1.366-.096 —.045 1.0 0

-.064 -.117 -.017 - 17/ 1.02 .




/ ' v
. g —
I I'=.[,118 0 '
191 0
227 0 _
. 0" .219
188 .207
.3)5 .20 -
o= |1.0° -.206 — . .
- -.206 1.02
* ¥= | .153 .020 -.029 O 0 0 /
~ . .020 .070 .062 O 0 0 L,
-.029 .062 .176 O 0 0 X
0 0 0 589 0. - 0
0 0 - 0 0 .198  .020
0 0 0 0 .020  .420
- o«
) . /
F 3 .
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Figure 1 .—Causal model with the two types of medfa and two typ.es of political activity
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Table 1.-—~List of parameters and their meanings for Figure 3

Meaning

yfasure of”dependent variable

Measure of independent variable

+ Residual of dependent measure

Residual df independent measure

Unobserved dependent variable (endogenous)
Unobserved independent variable (exogenous)

Coefficient of interrelation of endogenous with
exogendiis variablés - . ) =t

" Coefficient of interrelation of two endogenous
variables \

Residual ‘of endogenous variable *

Covariance of two exogenous vériableé
7/

Covariance of residuals of two endogenous variables

Coefficient of measure of unobserved variable
J , .

»




.

Table L—Paraneters and theoretical and measurement variables for

model in Figure 3

L4

Theoretical‘bdel Measurement Model
Parameter Variable Parameter Variable
EXOGENOUS : .
'El Bducation x1 Formal education
Ez Length of residence %, Years lf.ving in
’ " communi
Ny - £y
ENDOGENOUS :~ )
n Electronic mass media Yl Radio exposure
1 use -
’ ¥, TV exposure . .
' 4 i, Movie use — .
n Print mass media use 'fa Dail-y/Smaai neﬁ?spaper '
2 exposure
N YS ‘Weekly newspaper
exposure ,
, ‘ ' Y6' Magézine‘ use .
n Quasi-mass media use Y7 Trade/professional
3 » . journal exposure
'YS - Néwsletter use -
‘ Yy . Church bulletin use
n ° Community ’integration Y Sense of Community
I N 10 .
. Scale -
7] . ns | Voting behavior :fn 3-item v;ating index
) n Political participation Y, 4-item index
‘ 1

+




' Table 3 .~~Means and standard deviations for variables used in the

measurement mdel

i

r —
Variable Mean Standard Deviation
Years.living in c ty - 19.82 18.41
TV exposure (minut®y per week) 1272.62 1111.39
- Radio exposure (minutes per 984.89 1329.89

veek) . . -
Daily/Sunday newspaper u;e 220.53 239.70

(minutes per week)
Weekly newspaper use (minutes 13.05 29.13

per week)
Movie use (numbef per month) .69 1.47
Book use {mn;zber’ réad per month) “ 2.59 B 6.80
Trade/Professional journal use ] 29.9Q ' 99.35

(minutes per week) ‘ C i
CB’' radio use (hours per wet;k) 1.34 21.84

5
Sense of Compunity Scale 27.06 44.28
Voting index 1—?78 i.28
Political parti;:ipation index .63 1.01
Education 4,20 1.55
Nev;sletter use* .40° \ ;50 ‘
Church bulletin use” 57 .50
*l=do use; Omdo mot
,\
- 6
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Table4 . --Correlation matrix of measurement model variables in Figure 3 - (decimel points omitted)

1. Radio exposure 1000
2. TV efpoaure ' 017 1000
36)lov1e uge 144 -051 1000 _ )
4; Daily/Sunday newspaper -002 098 @52 10001“
exposure .
5. ﬁgekly newspaper exposure 001 006 -027 068'1000 v ,
6. Magazine use 076 043 123 170 115 1000
7._Trade/profesaignal(journal 080 -079 052 046.1045 144 1000 .
‘exposure S
8. Newsletter use 028 003 033 090 D50 180 180 1000
9. Church bullet#n ua; i;033 -036 -089 130 060 114 114 146 1000
10. Sense of Cgmmunity Scale -059 -076 -078 102 l£6 086 OBé 113 178 1000
11." Voting index -183 -051 -158 232 150 183 183 188 245 316 1000
12. Political participation index 053 -614 054 104 106 231 154 220 079 146 216 1000
13. Education 059 -077 173 115‘ 022 339 260 270 087 035 ‘525 266 1000
14. Years resident 129 o017 -2i95 146 054 -033 -064 -018 163 ,Zil 285 ~043 -206 .1000
. 1. 2. 3. 4 5. 6. 7. 8 9. 10. 11. 12. 13. 14,
63 64

\




Table 5, — LISREL estimates for measurement model in f(;;;e 3
’ (t-values in parentheses)

]

0

Coéfficient Unstandardized Standardized ' Residual Variance

- . .

Al 1.00* 1.00 : 61 . 0.00%
A 1.00° 1.00 SR 0.002
. . .S f . * .
Aa 1.002 .43 e .82(19.92)
[ P * . - *
Y .08(1.12) . .04 e, :99(30. 28
-~ * ’ . *
A .72(8.11) 31 e, .91(26.58)
o , , .
' AG 1.002 .29 -‘, .E, .92(28.30)
* - - - R
A .65(5.13) .19 < .97029. 46)
A 2.18(7.89) " 62 e .62(12.12)%
. M . 2 *
S Y .00 . . .
'y g . . L.pO . 62 e, 82(25‘06)*
X 1.10(10.8%) 47 e .78(23.31)
o . *
. .66(8.00) " .28 e, .92(28. 46)
A L7712 .76 € .412
12 . 10 - .
A .852 g .86 - ¢ .28%
13 11
A - 582 .58 - .662 g
14 - 12

"8Coefficient fixed by program, t-values not appropriate

*
p<.05 - )

-

. x2=497.79; df=60; p<.05 /,4{” .
R 92 ' :

voting .
R =59 . )
. political participation




Table 6 ..—LISREL estimates for the theoretical model in Figure 3
(t=values in parentheseg?

L
T

\ Coegficient Unstandardized Standafﬁized Residual Variance

- ¢;1 7.21(-9.;9)* -.21 ‘ 92(4.73)"
.12(6.09) " .29 .7606.51)"
147.77) " .51 71¢6.06)"
.23(11.67)" .54 Lo .70(10.58) "
.19(3.29)" .19 .08(0. 69)
0200022) .02 e
.31(10.60)" .31
.3910.20% 40 .16(2.35)"
.08(~1.83) -.08 .01(=0.16)

*
.35(5.13)

.80(-3.78)" i ' .09%y.. 34)

.78(=4.29)"
.30(1.17)
.49(1.44)

*
.27(2.69)
.12(2.50) "
.71(3.25)*

*
.84(2.80)
952,967 40 A
.03(=0.35) _

.19(2.45) "
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