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PREFACE 

This thesis was concerned w.ith perceptions of fun,ctions of the 

cc;,llege press by various publics with the university. Widely varying 

assessments .of functions by different groups within the university 

colm[lunity have been reported by many journalistn edu.cators and research-

ers. 

· However, each of the these previ,.ous "models" of functions has l;>een 

Hmited in the sense that only severd :J;unctiona were surveyed by one or . 

two publics. This exploratory survey was aimed a:t obs.erving mean agree-

ments. for seven major functions: · Publi,c Relations,· Journalism L~borar:i'i 

tory, House O;rgan; Journal of St;udent Opinion, Faculty Publicity, Ext:t:'a­

Curricular Activity an,d Corrtmercial Pre~s. The five groups surveyed for 

their agreeli'ient on these functions were; Administration, Journalism 

Faculty, Newspaper Staff, Fa9ultya1;1.d Students. 

Wi.th the he1p of; competent judges from each public, statements 

representative of the ;fun,ctions were chosen.to aid iri helping insure a 

more "objective" look at the coHege pre1;1s. I would like to express my 

· appreciation to judges: Mr. Paul Kasper, :Assistant Dean of St.udent 

Affairs, and Mr, A. N, Jame.a, Assistant Director of Personnel Services; 

Mrs. Ricqard I<leeman and Mr. Tom Huddleston, journalism faculty; 

Miss Cindi l,eese.and Mr. Steve Hiney, O'Cpllegian staff; Miss Ellen 

Flot·tman and Miss Bernice Kopel, faculty; ani:l Miss Sharron Brummett, 

Mrs, E. ·. Warren Kelley and Mr .. Tom· H1;1.rbtson, ·students. 
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Fpr his development and, e~ecution of a comput;er program designed 

to andyze data fr0tn raw scores, Mr. John Thompson.deserves special 

acknowledgment. His talents in writing a progratll tailo-red especially 

for this study resulted in speed and ac~ul:'acy far beyond any possible 

ef:efol!t by th~. authot r 

Consid.eration of this thesis l;>y my committee, Dr. Walter Ward, 

Dr; Ha,;-ry Heath and Mr, Leml.lel Groom1 is appreciated, I am especially 

obU,gated to :Pr. Wat;"d fc:,r his encoutagetnent and motivation to undertake 

and complet~ this st;:1,,1dy. His instruction in the graduate program 

resulted in an appieciation of knowleclge more profitable than an aware .. 

ness ef research techniques: cognitive dtsc::tpline. 

Th.ese persons who. aided with material contributions deserve 

recogniti,01;1 for theit efforts~ However•· I would be equally remi;ss ·to 

omit grat;:itude for the unfailing support;, by apecial persons, unriamed 

here, £or they know it well. 

PerhapE! too ... often ailent, the greatest appreciation is due my 

family £or; thei,::, :Unanc:;ial and perse;>l;'l.al interest in providing me the 

opportunity for graduate st;:µdy. 
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CHAPTER I . 

.. PROBLEM ANP OBJECTIVES 

The ovet•riding problem undertaken in thia study was to determine,· 
. . . 

within limitations, th.e degree to which membership in a particular 

univerdt;y public deterroines•a persop.'s perception ofvarious £unctions 

of the. college press, , ( ... , , 
. . 

·There .has been much sp~culatlon abol.lt the functions of the college 
.· ·-. . . . .... ·.·. 

. . . .. 

newspaper. Journdism, educators have s.t;udied the effect of conflicting 

functions on the performance of .the col:).ege press, Several of them have 
. ·:. .. . ·. . . 

set up "models'' of the furtcti~n$ of the college pre$$,. Generally cited . 

in discuSs·ions about the funct.ions o:f Student newsp~pers are Walter 

··. Wllc'o;c~.·E.·J~··. Hoplcins, Rober(SchOonovet and H~rm.a1}Estr.in,''. •• 

Although the specific.names of the functions may differ in the 

indiviciual mqdels, seven cotQ.tnon. ele~en.ts or assig_nments of function are 

' fbQtld · throughout: public i:elatiOt'I.$ for the university, house otgan, · 

· publi,city for the faculty, e~tra ... curl,"icular activj.ty, Jou:rni:ll of student .. · 

opinion,. laboratory :f;or Jqurn.alhm classes and the "ncn:mal" commercial 

newspaper. 

There-h dso _evidence that these functions are assigned to· the 

college p:ress ;.n v·~rying degiees c,f agree111,ent l;>y different groups in thf;! . 

t.mivel;'s;i.ty: · the ad.mJnistrati~n, faculty:, students·, journalism faculty 

and staff c;,f th~ student n,ewspaper, ac:cordinito their-role within the 

university. · 

'· 1 



'l'here .has l;>een limited research in determining the st;t;engtll.S of 
. ' . . . ,. ' '. ' - . ' . 

the functions :in relation to. the varioµs publics of the u,;t.iversity--

limited in the sense· that only a· few publ1.cs are surveyed~ and not, .all 

functions are included, Ori.e thesis has bee:n published, fQr example, 

relating t:he attittJde of admin:Lstrators.andadvisers with f'l.ve 0£ the 

seven functioni;L li,sted above. 

This survey w'l.11 i,nclude all sevEin functions from fiv-e points of 
. ~ 

2 

view, the rnajoi;; publics of the µniversitr: · admi,n1.e;tradori, fac;ulty and· 

students, an& two pertinent sub-publics: Journalism faculty and the 

student newspaper staff. 

The main ef:f;ect:!ii, function 1:1,nd public, ar.e the indepemden,t; vari .. 

ables~ The interaction effect of public and· function yields a 5 x 7 

two-dimensional factorial analysis 'design. l'he dependent vari.able i,s 
. . 

the meariagreemerit scores measuring ft1ncti~ns of the coJl~ge press. 

... ,~ •.-i .... 
. CJ 

H-1 

Publics 

Adminis- Journ; 
tratiori Faculty Students Faculty 

Journalism Laboratory 

.tiouseOrgan 

Ext'.l;'a .. curticular 
Activity 

Student OpimJon 

Commercial Press 

J;lgure.l. 

Statement:s ;tYieasuring F4nction 

of ·the College Pre&I:! 

5 x. 7 Factorial Analysis P9radigm IU.us­
trating How Variables. Are Juxtapo1:1ed 

Student, 
:Newspaper 
Staff 



Th.is design. outline will be discussed fµUy in tl,1e 111ethodqlogy 

chapter, page, 35 .. 

Operational D~finitions 

: 3 

Followiqg ar~ operational definitions of the independent variables 

used in determining statement~ measuring functions, as well as the 

populations of the publics $urveyed~ . They are presented here to give 

the reader a frame of teference in reviewing the 1ite1;ature. 

Administrator • .Ap, official who usually holds campus.;wide respon­

·sibility for a.major university.managetnent or administrative funct:ion of 
. . . 

a permanent character. With.the excepdon of academic·deans and.their 

subordinate levels, admil).ist:rators co~prised :all position~ listed on an 
·.. . 

. Oklahoma State Ui;i:iversity administrative cha'.r.t secured from the Di.rector 

· of Pers~nnel.'s office. 

Factil~X, .. A person engaged pri.mc;trily in teaching, research ot ·. 

e:s:tension, havil;lg rank equivalent to, ~r highe~ 1:;ha~,. ·· Inst:f:~~tot'., This· 

·· included aU Instructors, A;i;sistarit Professors, Asso~i.ate Profe~sors ,: 

Prof~ssore andDistinguhhed ~eseareh Professors at Oklahoma State Uni~ 
. . . . . ... 

vers;i.ty in Stillwater, with the exception of. those in tl:te School of.· 

:Journali.sm. 

Stude9t, Any person enrolled in at least 12 hours tmdergraduate, 

· or 6 hours graduat;e credit, for his th:ird semester. at Oklahoma State 

University, not .majo1;ing in Jqurnalism o-r listed as 8 staff member of . 

. the Daily O'Coll~gian. 
' . 

' ' 

·.·Journalism fac1,1lt;)!. · Any pet;'son currently teaching a. journaliem 
. '• ., .... ' .·.' 

coutse at Oklahoma State University, wit:h at least. the rank of gradu.at~ 

auis.tant. 



-. ( . 
.• . . . <· . ' .· . ·, . 

. .. 

Newspaper Staff. · Any person wl:10. has been listed a,s. a staff member 
. • . • I . 

"\ .. · 

of the Daily O'Gollegian for at bast one semester, Qf is listed during 

the cµrrent semester. 

Pµblic Relations. The college newspaper should p_resent a positive 

pictlp:-e of university policies and activities with an objective of 
' ' .. 

establishing meaningf1,.1l rapport with the community,. state and other· 
. .. 

universities and colleges. 

Journalism Laboratory. The college newspaper should train students 

to become pt'ofessional journalists. · Use of the school newspaper should 
. . . . . 

. train students by giving them experience in editing,' reporting; and all 

other phases of newspaper journa,lism, layout and headline w:,;Hing, and 

to ,begin to develop a sense of. social .responsibility of the press. 
. ·' . ·. . 

'· _.· ··: .... · .. . . ./ · ..... · . ·. .- . _. .. .. -:·. ·:·. ·. :.:·. -.. 

•. House Organ·.• .. · The· college n'.ewspape:i;: should .. bei an.· internal: corinµu~· 
.. : ' ' . ,, ., . . : · .. ~.. . .. ·. : . . . : .. . ; ' ·. ·.· . . : 

. . ' - . 

nications medium keeping students, fac:;ulty, administration .and staff 

. informed of campus.news. 

... ·. : . . . : ·. 
Extra-Curricular Activity . 

• •• - • ' ' • • • I 

The. college. newspape:i;- should provide a 
. ·., . ' 

. worthwhile activity for studen.ts: · a clulJ fol;'. those persons ·with an in-

terest i.n. journalism either a.a a hobby interest, or as a chance for 

Jourria;l.of Stud!'Tn~ Opinion; Tbe college newspaper·should provide 
. ' . '. . ... 

a for'1m'.where students may e~preu- their opinions, ~nd staff members 

.. make. edite.rial and. news decisions concerning day~to-day content of the 

student: newspaper, .. 

!a.aulty Publicit;y. The college newspaper .should report academic 

tilcti,vities .of the: faculty. 
' .. ·. . . . . 

Commercial Press .. ·. The col leg.~ newspaper,· should operate according 

.. to the procedu;res., .. stan9-ards ,· freedc;>ms and goals of the "no;i:-malll cotnnier-



cid new$paper. It should operat;e under the recotim1endations set up by 

t;he 1947 Commission on freedom of th<:l Pt;ess: 

1. To provide a truthful, comprehensive, and intelligent report 

of the d.ay's events in a conte:ict to give them meaning. 

5 

2. To serve as a fo~u~ for the exchange o:f comment and criticism. 

3. To give a representative picture of the constitutent groups in 

society. 

4. To help in the pre$entation and clari:fication of thegoals and 

values of the society. 

5. To provide fuil access to the day's intelligence. 

,I 



CHAPTER Il 

REVIEW OF THE .tl'J;'ER,ATURE 

A search through literature concerning the coll!:!ge newspaper re­

sulted. in a vast quantity of material relevant to college press functions 

. and univerdty p~blics' ass.essments of these furict;ions .. This chapter is 

comprisedo:f pertinent references to Juatify the catego:i:iesof functions 

an4 public_s 1;1tudied in, this research. 

To prepare a set of tule.s, a structured model, designed 
to outline the areas·of college, press function, llrOuld be 
pointleu. Each institution has:·us. own purposes ·and pro• 
bletu.s. · 

. Perhaps one. generalizaticm. is permissible: In -terms 
~f .fun,ct;lon; the college pi.ess..,.Ja .labori.ng t,mder a cpmpli-

.. cated, contradictory, .. and burd.iisome mand.!tte. · Until. ·. . · . 
:!;unction,· are more qlearly defii;,.~d, problems will _coritinue. 
A mere chart will no,t do; the. functions tllUSt include the 

. latent ·as· well. as the manifest, the true requirements of 
the college press .1. · · · · -

T.his $tructured tQ.odel. of college preo functions that- Walter 

Wilccil!-'., Pi;ofessor ~-£,>Joµrnalisµi, University of California at Los Arige:les, 
• . . I /. . 

·. ·talks about· in an article orig{nally pubibhed in The College Press· · 

.Review; _has be.en tile subjec:t o.:f many articles a:nd essays by journalism 
) 

educatoi;-1;1. Some discussions of the collese presa.functions are pl~ced 
. . . . 

. · in a _meaningful coo.text relat'ing to the universftY• Exactly what is a· 

----. .. c~2_.leE?;e newspapcar? What· are its functions?· ,. 
':'•~ .. .._ ___ _ 
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Models of College Press FuncJions , 

>. .· .. ·. ,,/({;/· ' .. · .... ·. . ' .·.·•· ,, ' 
Five famEiti,QJis,/at,e,,,stated by John H. Harrington in his doctoral 

.,·. . ,·'( i• , . . ,, . ·. . . . .· .. . -. . . . . ':. . : . 

dissertation, /! Critical Analx:sts:2£. the. ~elationshie:.2..f the Student 
. . . - . . . •' , .. · .. 

· .. Newspaper !2;. ~he .Educational Ob ject'tv.e,s 2!: th~ Junior Coll~,ses, ci~~d b;Y 

. Eli~abeth McGµinn,ess in ller thesis ori :the. functi,on of the jur;iior college. 
: . . ' . . . . . . 

press, .. The conclus.ions . formulated are a~plical:>le. to the college presj 

iP .genorai:. qenerd object{v~s of the •~~~ent nowspaper a.re to 

. infotm, -influence, and ):!11.tertain ·campus readers, Mote.·· 
specific purposes include: (a) to serve as a primal;'y> 

. means of news diaseminatfon,(b)>.to serve an.ct stimulate 
. 1;1tudent opinion and governmeat, (Ci) toconttibute'to the 
'program of Journalism train:Lng, and (d) to fi'erve ·as part 
of the public relations prc;>gtraui. of' the college~ even.···.·. . 
though the contents of the :·paper : ax:e iprima-r:i;ly for and .· 
bytJ:testudentt;. ''· ,, .. 

. · : . ,Th~=·· fifth functi.6n .is mentioned earlier ·in the .. · 
i .·· dis'ser•t:ati..o~~ ·when Harrington qti'o~~s the d~cto~a.i .· · .. /. < •. · •·· . 

•·• .. dissertatior.i' of. D.avi.d • P~ Be.r.gi1'; ciiin.g the 'new.sp8per !i \·,; 
functiQO as an extra ... curj;icular activity •. 2. • · .. . ;_· · 

. •1 . 

·~···.·.·. . V 

_.,... .• ., 

A well~knownand accepted liSt· offun¢Uo~s is the ,;n~el .setup by 

Ernest Jero,;ne .Hopkins on hiS. leaving Ariz9na State College .in Tempe,:!.\ 
. ' . 

. I found five distinct concepts as. to the plac.e and 
purpose of the college newspaper·,. none of which was that 

.· Of ;a· I regular I OJ: 'ordinary I ll8WSpap8I'. On Which 8 prO••. 
· fedional. migl:tt wor~ or train., · 

1 ...• The administraUonviewed the ·newspaper as· a1{. ;' 
.· official p1,1blication whose utte~aru;:es involved the.·. 
eq.tire c:ollege. ' ,, . . .·. ·.· ' ' .·· ' .. ' ' .· .. ,· .... · .• 

.. 2 . . · .The faculty v~ewed the newspaper as a ntedi;m • .·• · .. 
of. publicity; depa:t;"tment;al or personal, frien<lly. or.>·.·· 

'unfriendly;./, they were inclined to be jittery al,out 
' it.... . . . .. 

··,\ 

3·; The student associ;tioti viewed it as .EJ. hous{ 
'.\ organ.of the student ~overnment. 

4 .. · The 'journalism· students viewed< it· as. tl:tei,~ : 

., 



5, The journalism professor viewed it as a la~o­
ratory for training i;;tu<ients. 

None of these concepts was the entire story; dl. 
differentiated the campus paper from a normal communi~y 
newspaper and put it into a class apart. 

This was important, :f;or each assumption carrie<l 
, its own inferences as to how th~ paper should be 

controlled.· As a college house .. organ,. it could and 
almost .inevi,tably would be carefully censored. As a 
publ.icity medium, its editor would be a publicity m1;tn 
and its news values, press a.gent values, As an 
Associated Students.paper, it would be the political 

l . . . 

organ of the student politicians in office in any year, 
and U it criticized them, i,t might be sunk,. As a 
i;itaf;f owned paper, it woµld be irrespc:msible, whUe as 
an academi,c laboratory it would be so over-respc;,nsf.ble 
as to be unreadable. It was c.lear in my owi:i mind t·hat 
it wast'l't my function to train house-brgan editors, 
press agents~ political apologists, campus sound--offs, 
or qbeqient nonet'ltities ... 3 · 

. . . , . 

Herman Estrin notes that the policies, philosophy and ethics of. a 

8 

student new~Pl:l:Pel'.' /;lre di:f;fet;"ent than a regular commercial newspaper. He 

says: 

:tf' student newsp.;1peif/. is an instrument wqich has a ·· 
. particular and important place in an educational insti­
.tutioi:t. In many ways the coilege papet eipresses the 
policies and purposes of the institution ap.d reflect~ 
the e:l;fect of the educational process upon its stQ~.,) 
dents .•. 

The pap~r serves the students in many ordinary 
ways by giving news of school events and by stating 
·administrative policy as it exists and when it 
changes ... it promotes student .interest .in the extra- . 
curricular. program~ 

However, the partic~lar. function of a paper is 
found i,.n engendering an 'esprit de <::orps' within the 
student body, in encouragipg student inte.rest in 
<;Ollege- probleni.s, and in requesting. students to join 
in its publication and other extra-curricular 
activities ,4 . 

Reginald H. Green ai:id Edwin $. Kahn pre~ent another model of. 

college press functions in an article: originally printed irt .a United 
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States:. N~tional. Student Associatio.n publicat'i.on; •. MllSS: comnii:inications :.2,!! 

Campu$. · ·•· .. ·.· ........ ·· . 

. · "· No orie can prescribe the e:ii:act · .role that an.:~-dito~ •··. 
should strive to fulfill. some will say that preaentin.g 
the news comes first, last and always. Others believe 

,the campus newspaper must be a torch :i.n the wilderness, 
. bringing light to all dark areas with ies.t and u11, ... 

flinching spirit, especially through its editorial 
····. pages. ' Still others wU:t maintain' that. the c_ampU$ press 

sq.o.uld stri,ve to promote campu~ activities and serve >. · · ·· 
pJ;itnarUy as a 'bullet:Li:i. boa,:r:d' .for the student :bodyi5_: 

Pr()fessor- Walter Wilc;o,i:: of t;he ·ur;i,{~e1::sity • of. California_ (!t Lo$ ... 

Angeles pointed out the problems of di:ffetent college pres·l!l:functions in 
·. . . 

an article o-rginally publhhed in The ccillese. Press Review. He cited . 

. · studies indicatin~ that difference:s of'._opinton. about fun.ct-ion e~ist 

among admin;Lst:rators, amqng ·studep.t·s .... arid atI1otig -J:epresenta.t-J.ves oJ. the 
. . . . . ' .·; .:··· . :, . . ... : / . -: .. ' ·• ' .. ' . .. ,. 

!!normal" press, The function as .a carrier ,of nellls and information, "in 

· .. prE\~ticf rndln. theory-· is t:he;pri~iiry fu_nction ~f :a tie~sp,ap~!,:'' he . 

· .. St~t-ed, b1,1t. added that. "faithfulness to this f\inc,ti~n va;r{E!S with the 

purpose '~f the.· newspaper' 116 ... 
, . 

'commenting fu~ther on the dilemma of conflicting functl,on~; 
.... ' .... _. : .,· .. ·· .· .· . 

· Edmund C. Arnold, associate edi;toi of quill and chair!llan of the graphic · 
. . . . 

art~ and publisl;:ting departments at Syracuse University, no1:ed that 

differe~t groups in. the univ~rs_i.ty emphasizM differen~ fun,ctions of the 
. . ··:···: .... :.._.·.· 

co~.iege p.ress.. He .. reported: . 

. · .· ... finding student editots. to f,ulfill the news~·._.· 
paper's funct:l,c;,n to ~omm~nt; coUege·admintst;rato;rs. 

·· an~ic;,us to use the newspaper as a house 9rgan and. as 
an all"'.caro,pus. activi:ty; activi,st groups ready tQ: use 
it a·s a· .. leve.r, and some Journalhm··teachers and most··- .. ·. 

- pr<.lfess.i.on,1;1,l newspapel;'men believing it:: sho.uld S(at'Ve :. 
·. ,pri,trta,r:Uy as 4 lal:>oratory J · .· .• ·.. ··. · · · ·· ·. . .. · ·.· , · . 

. . ~· . . . .. . 

One survey qf pe:rceivec;l functions of the college pX'esi fr.om the .. 

. · .. viewpoi~; of student })ersonnel administr'ato~s and t~a~her{ 1~ ~6 coUeg~s . 



ap,d universities in the U~ited States and Canada; by Ga.rth Sorenson, 

profeoor Jin the School of Education, University of Ca~ifor.nia at Los • 

. Angeles, concluded . that "an internal m.~ans .of communication and the . 
( 

e:x:istence of a·student forum were bpth stressed as the most important 

·· {unctions, with journaUsm training relegi,ited to a more. or less inci­

dental ro.le." Sorenson ·stated: 

' In sunnnary, it wouid appear as majority opinion 
· that .the primary functions. of a i;tu~ent newspaper are 
at least these: first, to report the news competently 
and impartially (giving such students as desire it the 

· oppo:rtunity to deveiop journalistic interests and 
skill); second, to serve free discussion by guaranteeing 

. futi expression to.every significant view of issues of 
concern to the student body; third, through, the freely· 
chosen editorial policy of its own staff, to.take the 
lead ,i~ formulating issues as well as defendin,fa 
parttcular point pf. view with respect to them . 

. . . •. ·., . ' .. '. . . . . 

' . . . 

... iO 

discu~sion by government off~ciah as well as c,o.Uege administrators and 

journalism educators. Functioris 6f \he stude~t ·newspaper have often been 

judged by conditions of press freedom present; or in some cases, absent. 

However, th~s ex post· facto view of functions cannot be considered · 

relevant.· •Press· freedom, or its oppe>site, the restraining presence of 

censarship, is a manifestation of function. Wilcox ·~otes this relation-

. ship between press freedam and press function in saying, ''The question 

of press freedom is closely related to function; in fact, without a 

clarification of function, no·discussion of press freedom can be signif­

.. icant. ))9 .·.· 

The student paper must cleal:'ly define.its functions, and then. 

press freedom can :be discussed in a meaningful .. conteJCt.; · :t-l'oting the 

restraining ,po:wer. of censorship and its reiation to defined function of 
, , , 

the callege press,Lee (). Hench, professor emeritus at Wisconsin State 



University says: 

. · Undoubtedly this limitation of freedom of exp;re·ssion 
·. fcr,r:_.th~- student and the coll~ge press arises in part ·from · 

· un¢ertainty concerning the aims E1.nd purposes· of, the. student 
. pub'lication; The studeri,t press has~. i.t is said,. an. 
_ obvious function .to serve as- a carrier of riews arid infor- ·.· 

,' matiori of interest to the sttiden'e reader,' in line with the 
~eeqs and purpos·es of the college. ln doing this' tt may 
serve ··•a~. an .official publication, a publicity medium 

'·. (house organ) of the institution,' a publicity organ for 
student government, a journal of fact and opinion for 'the 
staff; a laboratory for jourp.alism trt;tiriing. Irr the· 

· broadest sense, the college Student pr,ess is conceived 
as a diss'eminator of news atif:l views for the entire ' 
college community'.10 · · · · ··. · .··. ·· .. ·• · .. ··. ···· ·. ·· .. 

...... ~ 

•---~-

In rev;i.ewirtg the models of functions o:f the colleg~ press thus 
·. . . : .· . ··. 

, . . .· . 

:far., seven', e_lemen t's of func tton or purpose 'are etnphas ized: ' pul) lie,' re-

lations for .the university,_ publici;ty fE>r the faculty; .jo~rnalism 

training labo:,:atory, extra-curricular acti.vity for students, JO~rnal of 

s;t:Uclent opinion~ house c,rgan of the _colleg~, and !'normal" ¢qmmercial 

new~paper) 

·. Wilcox discuss.es t~e .problems.· of t_he sfudent editor who must com;. 

pr.omise these functions :i.n arder to P;irit t-he college' newspapet~ In an 
' ' 

· _ artkle ariginally published in The. College( press_ Review, Wile.ox note.s: 

.. ~ •. the edito~ hM a. tougher· job; ·a far tougher job 
· than his. big brother on the normal press, . How does he 
assign the usual news value measuring stick to.his 

, material? Rfs various publics have varied concepts of 
news values, .each created within his own frame of 
"t:eference. To cert a.in members of the? :f;aculty, for 

.· instarice, sports. are anathema •.. · T.o the irreverent 
student,. the esoteric· paper written py .the 'prafessor 
of c_iassics couldn't be- more "square ,11 Even inter-

. pub 1 ic preferences creat~, .ptbblems. :rh,~ s,~rious · 
s.tudent can .. hardly be'•~'xpected to. pore '7'sif7' over a 
front: pag~l,devoted ta F;i::-aternity Freddy~s -;h:e-

. . . • .· ..... •\'\h• ' . ' 

· nani:gans . · 

. . _Who gets fro.tit pag«a, uppe1; right? .Does the 
official pronouncement. ·from the presJderit 's office out-
weigh the affic:;l.a,i prariounc;ement from the student 
c_ounci,l? ' I. 



If the student editor can evolve a pattern of news 
values from the cQqflicting complex of.functions heprob­
c':!,bly is more than ready to enter the world as a top-flight 
newspaperman. Obviously he can't. · Therefore, each student 
editor assumes a role; he. identifies himself with one or 
another.of hi.s publics and weighs his news values accord­
ingly. Perhaps the faculty adviser resists, and manages 
to re-deploy the coverage and play according to his view 
of the newspaper's function. Or perhaps the faculty com­
plains that it is not represented adequately; or perhaps 
the journalism instructor feels the need to broaden the 

· news coverage basis in order to assure h.is students 
better-rounded training; and so it goes. 

'c 
Thus, the news package itself is subject to the 

stresses and strains which the multiple function brings 
to: 1" .. ~ar:~·l l 

Public Reliti6ns Function 

12 

Many discussions have centered on.the use of the college newspaper 

to fµrther the image of the university to the community, state and other 

colleges a~d universities. Some feel that the college paper is a public 

relat,ions instrument, regardless of it~intended-purpose. Some views, 

pro and con, fo1low on the use of the student newspaper as a pu,blic 

relations publication for the university. 

Ernest J. Hopkins, from the· article YAn Educational Approach to 

supervision,:" 

This is the Age of Public Relations, and colleges, 
like other institutions, not unreasonably object to having 
their reputations lacerated by aggressive and immature 

.students armed with the two-e<iged sword of print, 

Students, impregnated throughout their studies with 
the concepts of an independent pres·s' are outraged by the 
intrusion of the public relations concept of their work. 
Those who are engaged in broader battles for the general 
s;tanding of the institutions are equallyoutraged at what 
they readily .interpret as stucl.ent disloyalty. And the 
poor supervisor, seeing a.nd acknowledging the validity 
of both positions, has his professional convictions 
as a tec:1.cher and his conscience as an American-type 
journalist to consider as well. How, then to 
reconc,ile and unify these jarring factors?i2 



,/:'. 

lrving .N. Rothman.,. from the article "G.ive the Student Editor the 

Freeqom to Make Mis take.s : " 

_ The student editor .•• is riot a publi,c :relations 
agent, He has no obligations to, present. an image Of 
'the institution other than the one that by'. conscience, ' 
ethics, ·and conviction he• ,is obliged as. editor o'i the. 
newspaper t<> deliver, 13 •.. . · 

E. G. ·Blinn, from the article ''The; Id¢t;t of Freedom: II 
' ' ' 

School administrators areco~cerned with:preventing 
controversy from being publishe~L , .Yet this leads to . 
censorship under the guise that. the story might be. ' 

··. ,• liqelous •. · There is no. simple soltition. The ''don It rock 
the boat" philosophy leads ti:l a ·successful administrative 
career. ];>ubiic Opii;iion is probably on ,the side. of the 
a<i:minis1:ratar. Yet··. students .and advisors in scholastic 
Jotirna:l:is:m are cancerned with,publications as exercises 

.-in academic freedom as well as vehicles of public 
relations .14 · · · 

_ ··Th.e Rev. i:L s;K. See'ley,iri'The·'.Jtinction.ofthe_University des·-

cri.bed ·w~at; ls p<>ssibly ·an; adniia;istratP!'." '.s · greatest fear, frClm a free 
' •. ,, ·; •. · ••. · ::, , ' • •... c . • .. • • •• ' I • .,,• '' • 

.. Sttiden,t: press/theri warned of :what he termed a -f~r greater da~ger: 

. Not infrequently th~re. is danger of student activ­
ities drawing toward the University undesirable notoriety, 
ei,ther by sotneradical p'ronauncement .or by offending the 
canons of good taste. . Since the . pub lie .mind is quick to 
attribute to ari. ins_titution the behavior arid attitude of 
sotne a fits members,. it may be claimed that unrestricted 
freedom may be detrfa.entai to the total value, of the 

-· University. · In ge~eral, .however, the danger is a small 
one ... P1,1btic. memory is _short and the, Universities can 
aff()rd to .set an example of showin,g an indifferenc~ to 

·. uninformed public. opinian. Th.ere· i.s a far greater 
·• d.g:nger 1est the University in. its efforts to remain ·· 

:i.rt gaod graces. of._ i,nfluential friends· may impose upon 
.itli stpdents a standard of deadly medioc,:rity.15 

. ', Me lviu ],j:ench~r, Columbia University, in an artic,: le' ''The, Campus ' 

New1:1papet:. PR Arni or Laboratory of .Life:" 
. .· . . '~ t- . . . . . ; . .. :. . .. . . '. .· ... 

; .•• they ~allege adminlstrat()r:[7' have a· locke.rf . 
· room view of ,the student newspaper. No matter what• they -

say,·.to th~ contrary, most of tl:ieti1 want a soild, clean 
· newspaper that boasrg the university the way a: winning 

foo-tbatl team doe.s. 

13 
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Again,- Mencher, in an.article, ircha:llenges and Count:er-Challenges:u·· 

.. ···.·.·A student newspape.r ·ow.es nothing to the university; 
tt should not be held up to furtq.ering the• ima~e· of the 
. i . . ·t· 17 . . . un vers1 y. . . 

Instead 'of allowing o~rselves to be drawn. into 
·. incessant debates about the .student press ~1s publicJty 

organ f9r the Univershy--.or to put it in the splen,.;; 
diferous terminology favored by presidents and their 
deans, "the. press is responsibJ.e t:o .the University and 
its welfarej character and ait11s11 --instead of. dfscussing 

:.this again and again, we. have to state clearly that 
these are euphemisms for a kept press and that we want. no pa:rt of it. . 

. The student press is responsible to no d_ean, no 
p:t.esident or chancellor, nO tin:1.verstty or college. 
It is responsible .to all· its readers,. and: it carries 
out this responsib.ility by adhering to the traditions,.• 
.the pr.actic.es and the -spirit of the. free press. !8 ·.-

.. A r~buttal· tO Men¢herls stateµu?rj.:t :is .. , madeiby Arthur Sanderson in . 
. ~ '· . . . ··,. , ... ' ,;. . . . 

,all. ar.ticle, · "The Popgun Press: A Counte.r Challenge to Advisers:'' 

. Pio;fess~r. Mericl;i.et •. ,has said'. thllt a c.~~pus. riews,,. 
paper should riot be'1;1eld. up to f'urthering the image.:of 
the university-. If he means that the newspaper should 
not be a sundial, to recsrd only the sutmy hours, · we are .­
in. agreement. But her.e is that ol. 'debbil word "image."· 
Fie feels a newspaper owes nothing to its university •.. ·· ... 
In his amplification of the statement, he advocates 
that a newspaper has a dutyfo its readers, which·ft 

.. p;roper{y' should represent, rather. than to the uni- . 
versity. I canno.t, go With him the whele way, however; 

.. I nius:t. stop to say ''Ye.ah, bu.t •. r11 I believe that a . 
student newspaper doesowesomething to its universit;y, 
arid that it can further the "image!' of the university. 
withol,lt compromising any of its integrity .19 .· .· .. · 

· George ij.Holsten,.Rutger~ Univers.ity,. in.an arti~le, l'Thot,1ghts of 

Public· Re.laticms Director:" 

. . · The problem of the student publi~at:ion from the 
viewpoint of Public Relations is no.t that it has the 
freedom of expression and- opinion that it should, but 
that too oft·en it reaches a "captive!' audience when. it 
has nowhere els.e to turn . and Cqnnot strike .back. · 

". . . '·: · ... ' 
; ': .· 

It is most unwise to tak.e the position that s.tudent 
' ptibl'fcati.ons sho.uld,: print only that which is favorable.· 

te its instittition •. · It has a right and responsibiltty . 



to. publish the news, good or bad, and to express an in.; 
formed opinion about tL20 · 

15 

Henry L. Bagley, Arizona State University, in an article, "Freedom 

of the Press, Public Relations, and the Campus Student Newspaper:" 

A vital force for good or evil, and one affecting 
both internal and exte.rnal campus publics is the campus 
student newspaper. Whet.her the college or university 
aclministration wishes to admit it or not, this medi.um 
can·sometimes·determine the precarious balance between 
satisfactory and disastrous internal public relations.21 

Journalism Laboratory Function 

. . 

Arthur M. Sanderson, University of South Florida, in an article, 

"An, Integrated Approach--The Iowa Plan:" 

There, is much to be said for the laboratory con .. 
cept. Usually the·laboratory,newspaper, as I see it, is 
a separate entity from the campus daily or weekly. It is 
a care:/:ully controlled operation, and students work 
directly .under competet1t, profes~ional personnel. They· 

.. issue newspapers, often for theiT own consumption only, 
or publish quarterly or monthly. Many of them are superb. · 
Students learn much under such professional guidance.22 

Again, Rothman in "Give the Student Editor the Freedom to Make 

Mistakes:" 

The student newspaper should not be a laboratory 
product of classes because in that way it limits the 
interests of student writers, confines the reportorial 

.potential to a comparatively few, and subjects editorial 
opinion to the.desires or ca~tions of the instructor. 23 

Ben ~ablonky., University of Michigan journalism professor, ques­

tions the use of the student newspaper as a teaching device in an 

aJ;"ticle, '"The Segregated Approach in. Labo'.!;:'atory Newspapers." 

... our· involvement in utilizing· publications as 
·labor.i:itories is incompatible with the primary function 
of college newspapers. College papers can't serve two 
masters: the students and the educational needs of 
journalism ... 

Let's leav.e the student publications where they 



.-.- ·: ' ·. 

pri~er ly. belong, to the students· for their nee<is;24 . 
. '· . 

. · .. w1,i~ox, in an article, ''The Coll~ge Newspaper-:o-What Is It Is 

· • Functi~n?II . ·. . . ' . . . . . . . . 

. . . . : 

The function of the college newspaper as a t.raining 
],aboratory is relatively cleat and uncomplicated •. The · 
function ranges from· cott!,plet~ (Marquette University) t,o 
none whatsoever (Ohio University) and along a continuum, 
the center of which might be occ·upie,d by the University of 
Wyoming, which publishes the newspaper under an ~qual 

· pa:t;'tnership .with the student body, the department of · 
journalism assuming the news and :advertising funcUon,, and' 
the student .body assuming the· editorial opinion functicm. 

But at many schools the kids regard the j~urnalism 
department as an arm. of t.J;1.e administration and po·tent.ial 
1;:hreat to their freedom. They view any proposed t:i~>~up 

· with grave suspicion:.25 · · · · · · ·. 
·.... . . 

' . 

Charles 'J;l:, Barrtum,.,·Northweste,rn University; in an ardc:le, 1iThe 
·. .·. ·.. .-.. 

. ·. Modified Segregat.ed Approach:''. 
. ' ' . ~ . 

· Regardless of how we sugarcoat th.e ;l!lituation, .when- .· 
ever there exists 'a copegepaper:used as, a:laboratory,' ' 
effective •or 'direct cont:rol ·has! pass:ed from ·the students.',. 
to.the faculty and/or the administrat:l;on,.throughthe 
faculty. 26 · 

. Extra..:curricular Activity Furictton .· 

'16· 

. Curtis D ~ Mac:OougaJ,l, professo.r of ,journalism at Northwestern · 

University, quoted in_ a master is th:eSi~ by Elizabeth McGuinness, UCLA: 

Sma.11..;college ~t:ud~nts wor1:< on their newspape~s as. 
ari. outside activtty just as they·takepart in dramatic 
artd ,mus:i,cal events. A certain £:ew may go into jo1.n::rtalism. 
later, but there· is no reason t0: ·expect. them to do. so an,y · 
more 'than every catnpus actor sho:uldbe expected toaspi.re 

.. · to reach Broadway or Hollywood, ot every, tnember of the 
· marc;:hing band to. play some day in, Carnegie Ha11.27 .· · 

Robert A; Schoonave.r in an article,. -"Working RelatiE:lrts of Faculty 
" ' 

. ' 

Advisors <to Student Staffs of Collegiat~ Newspapers: II' 

.• :.ad~iq:istra~'ors o'f many sch,ools C!On,sider the news-· 
paper 'a.s a student activity, just: like football,· the ,glee 
club, and dra~atics. Unlike the .other a'ct:ivities~ the.. · 



student newspaper deals with thoughts and ideas, and its , 
primary value is its right to reflect student viewpoint~a~ 

17 

Again, Mencher from the article, "The Campus Newspaper: PR Arm or 

Laboratory of Life:" 

Most Zcampus newspapers? are little more than a 
campus activity, a diversion, an entertainment for their 
staff members. These newspapers have been made so by 
disinterested administrators and incompetent or uncon­
cerned advisers, not by the students. The students 
would prefer it otherwise. But they go on endlessly 
reporting the election of campus queens, the titles 
of speeches by the president, and the names of all 
those passing the English Proficiency Test. There 
would be few mourners if these newspapers were to be 
quietly interred.29 

Harry Carter Quinn, University of Texas, in his thesis, "The 

Social Responsibility of the College Press :111 

Another minor view of function is that the news­
paper is an "activity" that will provide an "organization" 
for the student to join for social purposes. 

This shows an almost complete misunderstanding of 
the real function of the newspaper and philosophy on 
which it exists. 

It remains true, however, that some staff members 
come to the campus newspaper on this basis. But they 
either change their attitude or s tay only a short time 
on the staff and contribute little to the newspaper.30 

Faculty Publicity Function 

Although there is a lack of literature supporting the specific 

function of publicity for the faculty, it was included in the functions 

to be tested in this project as mentioned in previously stated concepts 

of the functions of the college press.31 

House Organ Function 

Again, there is a paucity of specific literature pertaining to the 



funE:tion of the c~llege press to publish as a 'house o;rga.n,. but this 
... ·· . . ' 

' . . 

'function is upheld in previously cited articles . 32 . The reportin~rof 
. . , . 

campus events .a:nd activities is basic in reporung on functions. of the 

·college press. 

From. Quinn's thesis, a discussion is presented concerning the 

. student ,paper :as.a house. organ: 

. .. •Jatnes W. Mann outlines the functions. or purposes of 
.· : the. school pape:i;- as· to i,nfori:n. pupils of happenings not . 

p:c<eviously known to them, to entertain with other inter4~tii:lg 
· . material in additian to rtews, to provide some· laughter 

. and fun~ to help face: proble,:ns .honestly, .to. act as. a 
standardof careful, accurate·workmanshi~3 to. learn:to 
work together efficiently .and agreeably.· · 

.Journal of Student Opinion Fu.nc.tion 

Schoonove.r comments on the function of the college press as a . 
. . 

Jourrial .• of s tiident' opinion ~n the a.rti~le ptevious ly 't:.iteO:/ 

The c.ollegiate newspaper· should be more than just 
a bulletin board for campus, events. · It is. the voice 'o.f 
the student opin,ion ~nd t:he; ''10fce consists of· the· 
op-inion of all the cOuege cormnunity _34 · . 

Hqlsten also talks about the function of staff opinfonirihis 
' . 

article; "Thoughts of a Public Relatie>t!.s.Director:11 

An independent· student newspaper can.best serve its 
campus because it coul.d provide an open forum for free 
discussion without fea.r of reflecting an official 
opinion.35 · .·· . . . . . . 

Again, quoting from the Quinn theds: .· 

·.. ···: .· :From .the purely student point of view, another· 
concept ~erges in a description from the.t11agazine/ 

.· IIMademoiseUe. r, The paper should 'represent :the 
majority of the students even though.they are un­
responsive fo it.36 

. : . . : · .. ·. : .: · .. ·: ... • . 

. ·. In The Student Journalist and _Legal and_ Ethical. ls sues, Sa~uel 
:· . ' •'' : . .. . . : . . ' 
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Feld111,an sets. press freedom· in relat.ion to the existence of t;:he paper in 



,, ·thts functi.ort: . 
· .. -· . :· .. 

'. .· ., ... As, a i_Journal_. ·of ·staff and student ~pinfon~ ~ti~h of i 
i the debate ·over press freed9m c~nte;rs aroµrid. use. of"the 
_ stude11tpaper. in this function .. In dischs,sihg .··the· use 
• :of. :censorship as_ a test;raining effect on the st.tident ". 

._·. pa,.pet', Edwar'dA. Fitzpa'.t~ick, President of. Mary, Mtju~t: 
.. · Cdllege, .noted that llsq':long, as the p.ublic:ation'is :.?, • 

st<ident:_pubiicl:ltion and, keeps ¢learly }'iithih·the· 
·:;tnstj.tutional ·. purpose;< it·. wquld l:>e ... wise to· give .... '·, .. ' 

s~udents t:he opportunity to express thems:elves. :W:uh..: 
out: cen,sorship andctc:i. have students exercise cOntr_oL 

' 'over the staff. 113 7 

. i9 

A linit¢d: Press Iritern.adon.al news article on fedei::al -regulaffons 

. of cei:ls<:>i:ship of student· newspapers cited a r~cent decis:t~~ of the 

court:. 

. Because of ·the· p~t:entta:ny gr.e.a.t value of 1a fr~~ 
•. sJ:udertt: ,v.oice irt, an age of,. s,tudent aw1;1,reness and unre,st, 

it.would. J;>e·.'incons·:ist.ent with has;i.c assumptions- of' .·._··· . 
Fi,rst Amendment freedoms ~o permit· a campus newspaper·. 
to. be simpiy a vehicle for. ideas the state. or. college· .. 
admi1it"sti;at:1on 4e~mi iP~fopr-fat:e/, ·.... ·· ·: ; ·· -- -

Commercial J?ress Function 

· ·•· .An~thef are~ of much discussi6n. in. reJatiort: to th.e fu~c;:tfon of . 

. the ~<>lle~e ~ress is that of the: student news·paper .iJ.l. the, roJe ()f the 

l·~nopnat;-1 commerc ia1 pre~•s type of newspaper .... Some: advoc~te t~hat ~lie, 

.• coUegei press :i~ a· memb~r of a distinct gro,Up of''!.1~p¢cj;,alizad. press¢s ." 

·. ()t:J;t~l;s ·~ee the stud~nt new~p:aper ·eunctionittg ~~: anewsp~pei- .. · 

,· ... _D;'.:wait:erWilcox·h~~ ielated, th~'.per,forµiarice ()f t*~.-~tudent·ptess ·.·.· 

to ~he ~~quh,eti1~11tis of the qbrtnner,ciaLpre.ss as set forth: by The; Go111II1is-" 
· .. -·( 

....... -... · ... _·.:··.·.·.:· .. '·~···_··.·~·-· .. ··.·.·::·~i···.·~· .. ··.····.··.:;(._._:_1·.·.·.·····.·.)o-·f·_;At:_ .. h<etrud._·.ta ••. ·.~f-:us'·.l .. ·e(v•. ce·.· •0omt: •. Ps··.••.i;~hen.sj,ve;;ahd \intelllgerit: -. ,.. _ ., . . . . . ii:( a context :which ·¥i:V't~c }t 

··numbel:i·v~~u:b~!ga::•:hw~Z;,;;7er~f ;Ll:':f ~\tf f a 



go.al, not the least of which is money; laws governing 
£:reedom o'f information, and the continuity which permits 

-· · .• long-rang·e. planning. The college press is restricted; 
··._ .. notably. in the lack of privilege in. source material 

.and in the relatively inexperienced staff~rs upon· 
whicl:l ·i,t: relies. The college paper seldom hafil its 
~ommunity of coverage clearly assj.gned, and its respOn-
sibilities for coverage delimite~i. . 

. (2) A forum. for ·.the exchange 0£ comment and .· 
criticism.·· 

In th.is function, the college press <;?Ould be 
expected to .transcend the commertial press; Pr~sumably .·. 

·· the _college is. a fruitful source of ideas., opinion, .. 
arid constructive thinking . 

. (3) The presentati~n and ¢lai-ificatiori of the. 
goals and values of society .. 

· This. is a rather vague· and sometime flJnction, •·· 
and.is probably used here in reference to the mass· 

. media collectively. ·.· This function, when applied to 
' the community rather than society as a whol_~, is a 
. legitimate one for the college newspaper, The college 
newspaper content must necessarily differ £tom the 

· ....•. normal newspaper : content because·: of the, marked.· <i: ' ' 
,' .. ,' differences in. "the goa,ls and v~luis''. o'f tl1~ two 

' comthv~iti~s. 

(4) .. 'Ihe projection of a represerit~ti.ve 
picture of the •const:it::uent group's:: in:_ the society. 

The college newspaper· has a to~gh. i:l.ssigi:J.ment 
here .. It does not kn.ow precisely the various . 

·. weights to assign its c.ons:tituent groups because 
its function1 has never been clea:rly defined. · 

(5) Full access to the'. d~y's intelligence 1 
. . . ~ 

obvio~s1y, the· members of a: college ~9wmunity 
. are not vested with the same "right:" to intelligence. 
· concerning that community as are members of the·_ .. 

nqrmal community, and this diffe:tenc:;e in the right 
to information reflects itself in the newspaper's 
function._38 : . 

I . . • 

InThe,College N~wspaper, Rober~a Clay note!;! that six functions 
' . . .. 

. are common to, the llnoxmalll cotnmercial press: 

(1) to report the news -· · · 
(2) to interpret .the news 
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(3) _to commend-editori_alize the news 
(4) .to advertise 
(5) to entertain 
(6) to help solve some business, recrec;ttion, 

.family and other problems 

She says.that ·most college newspapers serve these six: functions, 

. wi;th pl;'o;pel;' collegiate emphasis: 

. A; News--for college newspape.rs, generally centers 
around student interests, campus affairs, intercollegiate 
t'dl;l.tionships, education,al ·. theories ai;id those activities 
which seem to appeal to.persons in.tl;leir ·1ate teens and 
eaJ;"ly twen,ties.; ' 

B. In.terpret~ti<;>n.--elaborate ·· <;>n the news, on· 
what. is of int.erest to the college community; 

C. Comment--also concerns collegiate interest1:1,...;. 
edit:orials. 

D. Practical Advice--fl:lshions, etiquette .. -may be 
en,tertq.it1ment. 

E. En1:ertainment--ca.rtoons, comic!il, features·. 

. ·._· F. ·•· A.civert:ising-;..may hav~ patiticular collegiate · 
slant.39 

From the Quti:,,n thesis: 

TheJ;"e are two principal diffeJ;"ences betweenthe 
c:ollege press and its commercid cousin. Tl:le college 
press is not in business.- :i;t does not exist to make 
a fiscal pro:fit; .. lt does, ill contrast. in principle 
to the commercial press, exist~s a ttaintns ground 
for students who plan to go into profession~l Jou:r­
nalism. 1here are, of course, exceptions, but this 

. is generally true .40 · 

QuotingMencher from.his article previously cited: 

... the serious task is creating a newa relatton­
ship between college admitiis.trators and the newspapel:'s 
on their campl.lses, · This news relationship would be 
based on the recognition ot the student press as a 

. professional journalistic. enterprise. 

To reach this oQ,jective we must. dem,ons.trate to 
the administrator the history·and tradit:i,on of the 
pr.ess and show him how the campus press fits into 
this picture. It is our job to establish a pro-



fessional tone in the newsroom and to set a level of 
cpmpetence. for staff perfo:rtnance consistent with this 
tri;idition. 41 

Lyle, M, Crist, Mount Union College, f,rom an article, ''Editorial 

Freedom: Another View:" 

I do not· believe a student newspaper is comparable·· 
to a commercial venture. ·on our campus all students pay 
a compulsory fee for the paper; circulation is guaranteed. 
This alone makes the venture unrealistic in a competitive, 
commercial sense. The paper is a campus information 
medium providing·incidental training.in the journalism 
arts. It is an adjunct of the college and $Ubjectto 

.. the overall criteria that the faculty, the maintenance 
staff and the students themselves acknowledge lntheir 
daily activities.42 · 

.Quoted in a thesis by Dorothy J. Taylor, Indiana University, De­

Witt C, Reddick continues along t~is line of the scho61 paper as a 

functi,on like the commercial press, and states that the school newspaper 

i,si,nrrianyways: 

... a miniature of its big brother, the daily itews..; 
paper. The same objectives and standi;irds should be 
followed in each. The school paper shoulqinform and 
entertain students just as the 'daily paper. performs. 
these functions for the citizens of the community.43 

Assignments of Function 

There has been some consideration and study of specific groups'. 

perception of function of the college press. Most of these are, limited 

to comparing several functions within one group or several group~ rating. 

onJy a f~w of the functions. The discussions of assignment of function 

according to tole in the university will be categorized according to the 
. ) 

p1,1blic within the university. 

Administration. 

A mast!;lr's thesis by Elizabeth McGui,nness at the Univei;-1:lity of 



~·, _.:· :•: ·. < · ... ·. 

-Callfotni~ at LO$' Angeles. looks at the problem of the relative~'.impoi':;.; · 
. . ·.... . .. -:'. , • . . . I 

·_' tance of fiv!=! furictio~s as ranked by_ adviser& and adminlst:rat:ors of 

··•. _ Ca:lifoi--nia juniorcolleges, She ·.fQund no ~tatistical differen-~e in the . 

- ranki~g of these· functions by bo,th groups . 

. . ; the general order ()f ratingwas determined to b~ ,, 
· the same. for botJi .advisers and .adtn:inistrators: 

1.;. Jourhalism ?raining 4aboratory .· •· 
Z,.~:; Internal Communications · · 
3. Student FQrljm 

. -.~ 4. -. Student Activity 

. _,·t4itff ·;. ;5. Comm4nity Re1Ettions44 

·. :,,F{ow~_ver, there may be some basis for d<?ubting the vaUdity of this 

· ranking, as the f4~ctions themselves ~ere .t~sted; social :desirability of 

.checking the labora1:orY fµtio.tion is pos_sible. 

, Based 6n .·;i· surv~y of 141 •:colleg;es 'and ·unfvetsities, Russel :E ._ Bert • 
. . . . '.. -· . . .. 

con~tuded that on ,the subjecLof control, a m~nifes_tat.io~ of :1;9ne:t1on, 
• ·'·' • • • • <. • ' • • • 

·as. p~tcent,'pf the ¢oliege ~4l!lfo.istrators • attributed ·.som~· f.1.1~ct_i(j>Il other 

·._ than that of the !'normal" n~ws_paper to the student news-paper .45 .. 

students. 
. ... ·.. . . . ... 

.. . . 

Another ma,ster Is 'thesis consiqered the studentassignment' cif -

function.· Beverly M. _Bethune notes that ''respondents•, overwh~l:mingly 
: . ' ':, . ..· .. , 

chose I tO be Ii S_eI':ViCe tO t:he .gell.e;ral StUdE;mt body I aS the moi:;t impor-. 

tant:; functipn of thej.r student newspapex. 
' ' ' 

R~_nk~d accor<:ling to mean, studE:!nts of Florida jllnior\:coll'.r~es ,per-

feiyed th~s relative importance 'ot' functi9ns: 
·:·: 

(i) Tq he a service to the gene,ral student body. 

(2) To provide a vq~ce for the, views of your ;tudent:: goye:rnment. 
\ 

(3) -lo represent your college to the' commun{ty · as, art offic.;i.al ,' 

', publi.cation. 

(4) ·to give the newspaper staff practical ~x~erieqce .in producing 



, 24 

a newspaper. 

(5) To air the views of 1!pe newspaper staff on curren,t affairs or 

issues, including student and administrative activities.46 

Wilcox dtscusses the student ass·ignment of function in an article 

originally published in The.College Press Review: 

The great body of students seldom speak out artic­
ulately, and there is a paucity of student-prepared 
articles on the subject of student press freedom, con­
trol, or function. Student journalists are more artic­
ulate than non-journalists, but their objectivity might 
be open to question.47 

Wilcox.continues to note that the non-journalist student may tend 

to regard the newspaper as his spokesman or its func.tion in that of 

official student publication. 

Another conclusion of the non-journalist students' perception of 

function comes from Guido H. Stempel, in an artic_le orginally published 

·. in .!h!, College Press Review, ''What Do Students Think About Freedom of 

_the Student Press?".. 

From a random sample of students at Central Michigan University, 

· Dr. Stempel says: 

.... would seem that the editor has less support than 
he imagines in his editorial critic;i.sm of things on campus. 
Indeed his right to report the.news seems challenged. He 
may have more freedom to act.than his fellow students 
think he needs, rather than·less.48 

Stempel's assessment of students'· view of function notes that 

st11dents may not agree that the student press should fulfill the role of 

a commercial-press newspaper, but tend more to the house organ function. 

During the time this author was searching the literature for 

material pertaining to functions of the college press, a relevant a:rti ... 

cle was printed in the Oklahoma State· University's Daily O'Collegian. 

The.essay appeared in a section of th.e newspaper called. "Another View", 
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under the headliJ;le,_ i'O!Coily·: _ Voice of the People?" The article was· 

·re'pr.in,ted from the Stillwater edition of the, Jones -- Family Grandchild°:ren . 
. . . 

g,: ~h off-c.ampus student newspaper. Opj.nions of one fa_ction pf the · 

• student body were present~d concerning: the Da.HY O 'Collegian's perfor- -

_ mance• o;f several $unctions of the:college pr~ss. Altho~gh this article 

c::J_nnot b_e held as repres~nta.tive for the opiniQns -of, the\total student 

.. b~~y ~ it is presented l:iere as on~ student grpt,1p' s assessment of the 

college newspaper. 

_ It is • phenomenal how the voice of Oklahoma State -· 
Un,iversity,, the· "Daily O 'Collegian", delves into the 

· problems· and complex issues tn our_ society; 

-- . Printed daily, except Sunday (this day is reserved 
for Baptfst reviv~l meetings), th_e O 'Colly is abJi:;!-\to 
meet the 'demand of its 17;000 st_udent body._ In order to 
obj~ctively observe this -fide piec'e of media, those 
students'· needs ~illhe taken-1~ne at a time.-_·-

. . . . . . . '. '.· . ·"l, • • , .· 

---_.,_ . Th_e 'major:.-d~mand' is ~he•:4a{ly 016r~~.s~cird• pui~l¢._--
It. is h~aitwartili,tl.g • to watch OS:U stadents who are t'alented · 
enough to restructure the -paperintci a small square so 
that they can avoid the eyes of their professors during 

· ,class>. Trademark of ·a studfous :Okie/ - · · · 

A convenient f~ature offered. is the AP news round­
up. Like most Oklahotna newspa.pers, the O'Colly is able 
to recap the news of the state, nation,_and world in 
two or three paragraph1:1 .- By th;is method these papers 
are able to separate the goad- fr.om the bad. What· _ 

_ ,student in. Stillwater wants to be retllfndecl of race 
:tiats,.campus vielence; Sautheast Asian wars and other 
topi.6s.which cauld hardly concern those who_ set 
Christian. principles 'µp.permo:St i_n their minds? · 

-_- •. -. The· O 'Coll}' editorial, pag~ -is "\,,arthy of note. 
It does a fine j9b of capying editorials from the 
Tulsa -World and othe:r ~tate papers. _ . 

_An occasional appearance:! by Art l;loppe reminds 
.- . us that libera.lism h' a.at: the w~y. 

· Letters t:o the edito:r are in.eluded here t:o keep 
_the O 'Co Uy iri line with .all oth~r papers,_ An OCCE;l- _ 

13ional squeal from a_locked.:.fn coed, a defenseaf 
· snawball fights·, or · an ego trip from an, eI1,gineering 
Student have something fa say. It serves a critic-;al 



.· purpose here in Cow town. Our benevolent administratprs, 
th6se open-:minded guardians of agrarianism, are made 
aware of the soft spots· in their regime. 

Another useful .feature in the O'Colly is the 
=~'SttideO.t Notices Section." Overgrown 4-H clubs:, gr eek 
organizations and other essential sub-groups, are 
given notice of how important; they are.. Thes.e groups 
fill an important gap in Stillwater since there is 
nothing else to get involved with. We are too old 
to cruise for burgers and too young to take life 
seriou.sly. 

Two or three pages are devoted to sports. 
Bula bula . 

. campus news briefs give industrious student 
leaders a chance to see their names in print. 
Reminds me of the good old days in high school when 
we counted the amount of t:i.mes our picture occurred 
in the yearbook. News briefs also keep us abreast 
of the many cultural events.on campus, to which we 
all donate via student fees, a small portion of 
daddy's wages . · 

The photography gives us a breather while we 
read .its fon filled pages. Es,p,ecially b!:meficial 
are campus queens photos. A great conversation 
piece for the searching student. What fun to choose 
the 0ne you want most to bap. 

. . 

O'Collegian features are excellent. Our first 
lady's $100,000 home and how she entertains guests 
means so much to all of us. Stillwater' s own 

.Jacqueline Kennedy. And to think that we all share 
in paying for it. 

The theatre, section is probably the papers only 
weak.spot. It advertises movies whichoccasionally 
try to teach us about that awful outside world, the· 
one Paul Harvey talks about. 

Countless numbers of great tributes could be 
paid to the "Daily O'Collegian," At the moment 
none of them come to mind. This writer's.only 
gri,pe iS the paper IS tabloid fof'tn--tOO Small tO 
wrap garbage in.so 

. S tucient Newspaper , Sta££•. 
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A master's thesis, ·11A Critical Analysis of Student. Newspapers 

Pl\blished at .the Regional Campuses of Indiana University" by Dorothy J. 



27 
. ~ . . . . ' . . . 

. . 

·.Taylot\ -~uF~eyed stµdent•ed,itors to determiQe their ass~igQ,metit ·of 
.. · :··-,··. •' .. ·· .. 

. f\lp.~t :I.on. _for 'the college press'.: . in. d~fining the pµrpose ~f the pape:is, . 
·... ,•. ; :- ·. : ': .. 

the'edi.tors, with qne·exception, .... "cortsider·'the:i.r papei:fs._:prime task is. 

to i.n~orm thee students and to serve ~S, a. means Of camptJs CQJUmUJ,liCatfon; 

.The single :e~cepdon ~ .. coOsi~ers .• his· p11per a chann·e1 <>f s~uc1ent thought 
.:· .... 

. .. . ·. . . .. .. . : ·. .· 

·. an,d ~xpressi~n.••49 

Wilco" Mt•• that jout,>BUoni student opinion us...,Uy q4estions • .· 

adtliinist:ratlonc(mtrol, an~ fess ofteth studen~ gover~me.nt· .. control, ap.d, 
. .. . ; . . .. .· •' ' '·. . . 

. ·.·.by ·tnht'enc:;e almost ahtay$ as$ign$ a normai press function.· : •·. 
. . ·. . ··. .·· ·_: .... •, ·. ·.· 

Roger Keith, editor of the: lJniversttY o; ~ary{a~ci. 
· .. >D{Eimondback,· last; year wrote an article ip..Nation · .. ·· ... . 

J'f~ising the quality ()f college new$paper editoiials .. · ... . 
· ·and·. presenting· the· thf;lsis that (rollege ri.ewspapets . tended 

toward maturity-away 'from, the "keep-o{f ;;.the-gr.·ass, · · 
cleall•Up-.~b~~din~ng..:fo1U ~: w6..:need-sc:hool-::spirit'' type ·. 
qf subjects, and t;owarcl· such ·socially sig1;1.ific~i:it · .· .. 

· subjects as ·raciat- di$Crim:;i.nation. . . · ..... 

·· ... • ... ··· A. 'teliow 'colieg{editbr< i901c:.aharp .·· ~xceptfoti 
a subs~quent'issue. of,the Nation, Ric:hard '.MeiStE\r, 

. former. editor of the Stan.ford Univers:j,ty Daily, 
replied; · · · ·· 

IIPreviously, the dan.g~r came chiefly. from··the· 
administration to see 'that wh~t'eve:r goes into the .. 

. · C81llt)\.!.S. newspaper . 1 is ill the. best· intet;'eSt Of the .. ·· 
. fostitut:ion,'.; now with false. 'peace and prospertty' 
· and tnass conformity and anted conservat:i()n . : · . ·.· 

sweeping all our inst.itutions' the danger ()f conb;ol 
i,s coming fi-om another cornex--~from the students 
tl:\eri,:tseives. ,; ' . • . . . > 

Again, . the concept of a free college pre~s wfth 
tqe consequent inference th8t it's fupction o sfmilar ·. 
to. tha't of the normal presfil ;51 · · 

Faculty., 

W~lpox also dtscussed.faculty assignment of fu11¢ti~~and:says that 
' . , :.· . . ', .:_ .. 

this is d.i,fftcult ,·to Suess .. one of. the t~W' othe;- ref~rel)ces available 

·. on this subject· i~ Hopki~s}i function: that tpe coUeg~:.pr~~s ~s seen by 

. the faculty a$. providin_g ·publicity for their r.esearc:h.~n{,sch~l~rly .· 



. . . .: :.- . 

. .. . ' ·. _:··. ·. '· 

activities.·.· 

Wilco~ cites a 11·qua~i.~offtcial view'' of the 'faculty: 
. . . . . 

' . The American Civil Liberties Union recently pub- ' 
.J:i.shed a tract on academic freedom ·which the American 

' Association of University Professors endorsed to this 
,' .· ',. degree: ' "· .. there is a general correspondence. in ' ' 

point ·o.f view. · · 

'i Publication:· Students .should be. permitted to. 
publish such newspapers or magazines. as they: wish, ' 
subject to the provisions for th~ recognition of 
student organizations suggested 'in .. ,this section.·· 
No censorship in advance should be exercised over the 
contents .of any publication. If a st;udent editor 
should abuse the prerogatives of his position. fo the' 
publication of material, or if he should fail to i'ive 

· up to his editor.ial ~esponsipilities, disciplinary · . 
action should be'takeri; withidue regard for the proper 
safeguards; Where there is a newspaper monopoly, 

. adequate representation of.minority viewpoints shou;ld 
be assured .. '' · 

that 
akii;i 

Generally, however,· we might .risk the assumption 
the faculty Vi8lo!S the. coll5r~ newspaper. as .Ci:\O;S~ly. 
to the 0:ormal n~'t<lspaper. . . . ... -

Dwight' Be~tel, in an ~;ticle ot\gina11Y published in Editor and 

Pul:)lisher, had -this to say about 'the faculty Is relation .to the student 

p.ress: •··. · ·. . _ .. -·- _ ·. . _· .. ·· · .. · -, • -._ 

A_t those -schools where complete freedom is granted 
..•. that freedom -usually operates under a running barrage 
from part of the faculty' groµp. ' 

The same ki.d who missed thx:ee. answers in an ecc(~ , 
noni.ics quii interviews the learnedprofessor·for the. 
college_paper with about the same accuracy of results 
... and another recruit ia added to the· "faculty · · 

- con troll!_ faction on' the campus. ' 

. No.r does the ec,enomics professor see any dis"'." 
-'', c~epa~cy between his tolerance for student error' in 

' e~onomics 'arid his int~lerarice of error in student -
rej>orting;53 ·· .. - · ·· '· · 

.... :· . _,:. . 
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_ Melvin M.encher 's multiple assessment of function is hardly encour-
' ' 

aging, but is incltided to rourid out .the views of the -various publics' 

· perceptions of the functions of the c<:>llege press-: 



On most campuses the student newspaper is at best 
tolerated by the administration, condescended to by the 
faculty, and ignored by the better students. 

Altnost · all colleges and universities have news'­
papers. But •.. most of these publications are as valuable 
to the education of students as cheerleading.54 

Conflicting Functions.;. Pressure Groups 

29 

Schoonover, in a prev,iously cited article, discusses the pressure 

groups that influence the functions of the college press: 

Objecti,ves and criticism of various natures hav.e 
aiways been aimed at collegiate newspapers. The student 
and faculty, board of trustees, college business office, 
student senate, former presidents, deans and frater­
nities are some of the groups that have leveled their 
guns at the student press. 

Student editors were free to admit that certain 
groups brought pressure to have. stories printed or 
wfthheld. ,The campllS i?;roups • that tried to use their 
il'lfluence the most were the. adminigtratioA, faculty · 
membere, ind~vidual students, and the student council. 
Next in line were fraternities, sororities, and 
alumni, church groups, students' parents, and city 
and/or state governments, in that orcler.55 

One view of reconciling the seemingly conflicting functions is 

given by Robert Chamberlin, adviser at. Barstow College in· California, 
' ' ' 

as reported in the McGuinness thesis. "A newspaper ideally fills~ 

multiplicity of functions; the relative primacy· of any One of tl:).ese is 

les$ significant than a balance·of all the major functions. 11 56 

A number of factors within the individual.universities may affect 

that institutionts college.press. Roberta Clay.lists some of these 

factors that may affect the function: the size of the college, ade . .., 

quacyof support for the student paper, the condition of community and 

faculty r,elationshi,ps, and the kind arid degree of faculty· superviston 

·and each college's traditions.57 
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It>is withtn the m.eltt reference that the specific direction .of .· · 

thh su:rvey is but lined. 

In cortciud~ng hi,s ·discussion of the various funct.ions of the 

college ptess Wilcox notes: . 

. . ,no systematic study of the function ofthe . 
college newspaper in relation ·to its comn;iunityhas 
been done, at least to the knowledge of the writer •. 
However, material concerned with manifestations of . 
the problem proliferate; -Usually,· these manifes,­
tations· occur following newSp&per;·•adtninistratiOn 
conflicts, when. educators,, professionals and ev.en 

·-students make pronouncements-~ - Occasionally, a. 
thoughtful examination is e~sayed, but often these .. 
deal with manifestations of •. the function rather 
t:han the functions themselves ,58 . 

. . . ~ . 

It iS by measuring perceptions ·.Of functions frotrt .statements :21.· . 

· · function, ai:td .noting .the differences of -these perceptions by various 
. . ·: . . ··.- .· . . . . . . . ' ' . . 

·.· ·· . publi,cs within the uo,iversity, that assigriment13 of function by e~ch 

• gr~~p cat; be•mo;eivali~Jy ;pr_ed:i;cted~ •. ; ·,j .. ·. 

For when each of these groups sees th.e student .newspaper. fulfill­

. itig .. a. different pcirpos~ ,;it can· J;ds;; tn~r~' :hdl' qn -a coiiege campus. 

than spiked punch at the Dean'sr~ception for freshman women. 11 59 

Varying ~erc~ptions of functions, then, is the major issue to 
. . . 

. ·. which this thesis is addressed. 
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CH.i\P'l'ER III 

DESIGN;· ~THOD0Lotff ~ .ANA,LYS1;S. 

· · 11 ,actot'ial d,edgn i;s th.e structure of researc;h where two or more 

; . irtdep~·ri9eqt vari~bles • are ju~taposed in order.· to study their independent . 
. , 

. ' {ls: oµt;line~· in the in{rodµ~tory chapt;er,.· state,:nen,ts_ of functions 
,· . . . . . . . . 

of •the colles;e pt~SS and :eub~i~S Withir the university COµipri.sed the 

itide1>.endent ;va!i·a]Jles ~f th:1.~ res~~rc;il;l, -.... !he;_ depenc;l~nt v:a+tal)le: .w~s th,~ 

. me art :~gree~~n~- with. ~{~t·e~~n ts • hy_: va~i'OllS gr?~PS -wit:hin · the uit'tversi ty. . 

To facilftate Jmdysh, ini:,iep.endep.,:_ v21ri~bles wer<! categortzed. _. 
. . .. ' •' ·. : :i . ··; . : . . . : .· .. ~ .. ' ·: . . .. '.' .. ' . . . . . 

A~ se~i:i. from the reVtew of the literature; partit:l.ontt1s' of both inde.> -. 

- ._· pe~d~nt variable"!' allowed f6t adequate test:ing of. the re~-~61:rch problems. 
. . . . . ' .·· 

Justifi,cadc;,n for these Cc;ltE!gOrieS was l,tph~ld _ after apply:1,,p.g · I<etJ:i,0,ger IS .. 

· five rules of ~ategorization. 2 
·.·· .'. .· 

.. ·. :. : . 

. • Categories are set_ up 'according to the r:esearch prp~letll a.nd• 
. .: .. • . ·.· 

pt1rpos.e. lt i,s through reviewing t:be lJtetature that tij~· categi:,i-ies for 

"pul:iUes with:i,rt the university'.' . a~d Hf~n~ttons o:f the coli~g~. ptess'·, > . 

··- .. ·were d~rived,· .. rhe·rese~rch pro1>f~tn. i~corporated these pa.rtitiPns a.s :the.·'.: 

bc1.sh>f.prtesti.ng the problem . 

. Functtotpi _-o~-th~ College· P:ress .. ~A ·-.-. 
. . ; ' .· 

·A1 · P~blit·Rett;ttton~(fR) 
A2 ·. Journalism· taboi-at~ry :(La.b,,) 

35 



. A3 House Organ (llll©( 

A4 Extra-Curricular Activity (Act,) 

A5 · Faculty Publicity (Pub.) 

A6 · Journal of $tudent Opinion ($(6)t 

A7 Commercial Press (~IliJ 

Publics Within the University.- ... B 

B1 Administration (Adm.) 

B2 Journalism Faculty (J:Fac.) 

B3 Newspaper · Staff (Staff) 

B4 Faculty (Fae.) 

B' Students (Stu.) 

. 36 

The operational definition.a, presented on pages 3-4., were used to 

determine sub-popµlations of pubHcs sampled, as wen as the statements 

of functions of the college press. 
. . 

Kel;"linger sfates that the categories are exhaustive. This.rule 

underscores the pttrpose of this thesis: to measure agreement of.state-

ments o:f all pertinent functions of the college press by the major 

publics within the university relevant to the problem. 

Rule three is one area of difficulty in research: the categories 

are mutually exclusive and independent. The operational definitions 

dete:tminetheexclusive~~ss and independence of the categories.of.each 

independent variable. Adherence to models set up by Jwnalistiv..;educators 
i'·'' .. ·-

and previous res.earch provide categories under each indepen~ent variable. 

Rule four, each category independent variable level is derived 

from one cl_assification principle: this means that each of the 

functions and publics tnust be derived from only that independent vari­

able. For example,. in talking about publics within the university, 
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categorizing freshman, sophomore, junior and senior classifications, 

along with a journalism student classification, would not facilitate 

testing the research problem. The "publics within the university" 

category set up the five partitions relevant to answering the problems. 

The same applies to "functions of the college press." 

The fifth and last rule in categorizing independent variables 

notes that any categorization scheme must be on one level of discourse. 

In this research project, the publics and the functions are the inde­

pendent variables. Mean agreement by publics on statements of function 

is the dependent variable. The objects of analysis are the agreement 

variables. 

The independent variables and their categories are actually used 

tq structure the dependent variable measures. The universe of discourse 

is the set of dependent variable measures. The independent variables 

can be conceived as partitioning principles that are used to break down 

or partition the dependent variable measures. If in the analysis, we 

switch to another dependent variable, we are not consistent with the 

original level of discourse. 

In setting up the factorial design, a crossbreak--a numerical 

tabular presentation of data, in which variables are juxtaposed in order 

3 to study the relation between them, was used. , 

The two-dimensional factorial analysis resulted in a 7 x 5 cross­

break. The numerical data was the dependent variable measure of mean 

agreement of statements measuring function . 
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. . .. . · .. ' 

: The fiel.d. survey/ con<iucted f.;o:r tb.h ;r:esea:roh pi:oj e,i;t was-' a:i;med at. 

-) 

the ex~lorato:ry;level· of hypotltesis .. testirig •. _ - there are' cQnilicting - / -
. .· ,· . . 

. . .. 

- inodels. of functi_on~ of the <Z~lh:se press~·. and there'·'hi=!,s( ):ieen, ,._to the 

··• ·. autho:r•' s kn<:>wledge,. no ¢omprel:\ens:i;ve-· st~dy/of -·this·· pi;obl~J.U-f~om the .. 

• - .st~ndpoint: .of testing :au ~ajor. func,t:{oRs fr~iaU>majot poilit;t;. <>f-view •. 
. ... . . . . . . . ~ . ·. .• ·. . 

· This, pr~m;t:ed. .the, d~c;i.sion to co*dv.cit :a· bas:i;c sµrvey_:.Qf attituc:les ,on 

. 'the f~~cticnis :o:f the college press, 

. ·. ' 

• 
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. . . .. .- ... ·.• . :_ .· ,·: ., . ' . 

. •·· Measurement of Deeendent Variable. 
. 4 . . . . . . 

V~_questionnaire using a·seven'"'~oint SUmritated rating scaie mea~ured 

._ agx-eeni~~t of statements of functions. of the callege pr.ess .4 As a. c<>n-
. . - _. . . ~ . 

tinuous measure, the scale allowed for'.tJ;ie intensity of attitude 

expresston. Each_statement .of fup.cti~li wa1:1 measured on the-agreement· 
. . 

scale. For example, ta~_e the statement: · 

. News about campus· so•cl~l eve~ts : should be the most 
._. important:_content category iri t;:he O;Colly .. 

An answer _as to h~w mt1cp. the stibJecit agreed with the statement· 

might be noted in this ma.nQ.er: 

Very . 
Strongly. 

_.Very 
. Str~ngly 

Agree ~------------------
, x ____ ---- ___ --.---- . Disagree 

By Pl~ctn,g, the. ''XII ;n 'the t~:t,rcl blank the:_ ·subj~c't . S:i.tnply 'agreed'. 

. with .the statement--not stroqgly, but yet, he was not nel,,ltral about this 

statement. If<the s~bj~ct agreed: vt:rry 'sffongly; .. I:ie ~ould have place~ an 
. . .. . ... . ·. . . ., _. . .. .. . .· 

,;X'' in the fir.st blank, if he disag:r~ed very strongry, he· wo~ld have 

marked, an ''X11 in the last blank. Any "X'' ·placed between Very Strongly 

Agree and.Very Strongly Disagl;'ee extremes indicated a level -of the 
. . 

·subject's agreement or disagreement w:J.th.the_sJatement. 
; .. 

Below i~ the completed scale sh~wirig_the various levels of agt;'ee-

ment or disagreement. 

-· Ve;ry . 
St:roi:);giy ... · · St;rongly 
Ag:r~e · · Agree 

-7 ... 6. 

Figwre 3. 

. . 

Agree · _ Neutral · nts~gree 

5 4 

Stron.gly 
]):l,sag:ree 

2 .. 

Summat:edRating Scale Usedin Questionnaire 
-Shewing Various Levels of Agr~ement or 

·· Disagreement, and the Nt1meri.~al Value 
·af ·Each Level 

Very 
Strongly 

. Di$;;tgree 

1· 



40 

Each statement was accompanied by a scale and was rated by each 

' subject. Placement of his "X", then, designated a numerical value indi-

cating each subject's level of agreement with that statement of function. 

The dependent variable, mean agreement on statements of function, was 

the average numerical value of agreement for each statement of function. 

Each of the functions \lf'~S represented by four statements in the 

questionnaire, except the extra-curricular activity function, which was 

represented by three statements . 5 

Selection of Statements of Functio11.;. 

Statements measuring functions of the college press comprised 

statements of function culled from the review of the literature. These 

statements were submitted to representatives from each public to be pre­

judged. Ten persons, two from each public, aided in classifying 196 

original statements by function. They were given operational definitions 

of the functions and were asked to place each statement into a pile 

designated as the function the statement best epitomized. 

To alleviate any possible pre-test bias, these judges were not 

included as respondents. The judges determined the function the state­

ments measured to relieve the author from interjecting undue subjective 

viewpoints into the questionnaire. 

Questions were fashioned from the categorized statements. Although 

only the most obvious statements received unanimous agreement on func~ ~- i 
'· 

tion, the researcher chose statements with a high majority for that 

function. 

The questionnaire items were arranged so that questions measuring 

the different functions fell in wandom order. This discouraged any 

tendency ~it aatef ~eapqpee1bdaa. 



.· .SampHns'Techni'gues . . . . 

,'Ac~ot"d:lfl.~rtci the c;>perationa1 defin:Lti6Js of the pub:fics within th~ 
.. :/ . . ' .- .. : .. · .. '• . 

up.iversi_J;y, ~~~~ra.1 ;g:r;-oups s~:r;-~ey~d. cfo~prised .a. popul~tion too'large for 
. . ··· ... .- .. · . . : .. 

·· the eµt;ir~ .population to beitesteg; From the faculty aild students,,·< 
. . . ... 

r~ndo}ll ~~m~l~s were drawn ... _, 'rota~ popuYati?ns. W<ilre surveyed ,from each .of:· 

.. the. ot~,r pubfic!ii; Th.e admi;ni,s_trative gr~up accounted fo'i: 38 persons, 

.. · th~ stuci~nt' n~wspaper sta.ff.'Jor 28; · and··· the··· journ~l~sm. facuity .. for ·12. 

· pers~.p.s; Tlie,samph stze for,studei;its and.faculty was 6Q ·al\d.~5,. 

· respe~dvely~ with 20 reserves ·tQ< alle>w :for· possible miacal:culi;\tion$ in 

predete~ining subJectE;i meenng stan<l~rq~ ~et up i;n the oJ)erat{ond , 

defirtitiops .' .· . 

·Resp~rid~nts {n the faculty and ~tudeht groups were select~d. £tom .. 

a table .pf random numbers,. µsing t:he Oklahoma. State JJn:Lver,sity tel~;phone 

directcfry; •- ·:rri :s'¢iec.ting. ~iildents, .·so: p~ges. were : chcn~~:n,·, :With :the u~e of 

.. ·'th~· t~ble, . fr;ril::three~digit nu~bers O~l· thro:g11'\47 .. X, ~ec~tid i,~n ~--.·. 

• . th:roUgh. the ilutnbe:i:'s) cho.e>i:li,p.g' ffOlll' tjn~~'d::tglt, !lU~~en t~4 ~ndic1;1ted Whi.Ch .··•·· ·. 

column it9 use; In the event of a:d~erti,s;L~g :i;el'lacing t:W~ cql~~ns~ if · 

. the numqe: was t;h:tee the f-J.r,st col~tni:l. was used, and. if f6u:i:-, · th~ secon.4 . 

. folu'1111 ~as µsed, The author was C!l,;iSistent ill ·this devtatton; f:rC)lll the 
·.· · ... ; .·. . . . .. . ·:. 

ra,!ldotn ,nt1mbe~s selected. Each c:olumn., had a m~ximum of 72. lisUngs, so. 
a th{i~{,riinth-roU:gh the table' of tand0on1 numbers provid~d.J:he pa:~tic~lar: 

. . . . . . . ,.. . .,. - .• ·, •. . .·. 

subj~ctf wh~. wo~14 recei ~e. the 'questionna:it~. ,l\ga_in,' ·. a. CPllll):t'.Ot!l~Se wa~ . 
. needed several tim~(l in select;i_on, pecaus~ ~ome. columns only ~an half 

·. ·... .· .·•' .. 

the page leng~h. < The n,umtiEiI' was dJ vided by two· to locate. sub Jee tS on 

·. ·:. these h~!f~pages. .:If the person selected had a c~as~ification of 
f~,esht11ati, th~•authoi: simplymoved dd'wp the colUtl\ll until the. retjui,r~ment 

of ~ophomore was filled .. · •. · .. ' .. 
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, In ~e\ecting hc\llty, .· the procedtJre again was foll.olli~d W~th random· 

. riu~~~J;S and ~he osu cJJrecto~y; Fi;fty-fi:ve faculty respondents: were . 
.. r·"": 

.·_drawn'~ 

~nalys.i;s 

·, ;. "F_act~rial _analysis of. vari;;irtce .is the statist:fo-al m¢tho<J. t.hat. 

a:~alyzes the independeqtand interS:ctive effects.of twQ ~rtnoreinde- . 
. . . : ,;·. ··. . . . .. . · ... ·. . .. ·;0· .. 
· pendent .:va:riabl_es ·· oii. a dependent va:rt.able .',\. , :: 

.. . . . . · . 

. )Th'.e two-:-dimensional , factorial. analysfs/ of varianc_e was used to • 

·. aqalyze mean agr~~m~nt . sc9r¢s' stg~ific~nc~ :of the main e_ffects and •. , · 
:_ ._:· :·: .·_:.:- : . .·-
. . 

.inte:raction. 

I<er,lini~r 's ~omtnents on thf:\ gt'>als :of fac,ttjrial 'analysis of 
:·::' .':· . :· 
• ·_,;·," • , ... I 

i,r{anb~: .af.~. Jtt1.~~tp()tat~d .. in.th~ d,i;'scti~·~:ion,·,bf··· the .. use of/factorial· .. 
. . 

ap.alysii;i of variance .. 
. . ·. . . - ~ . '· . 

Al tho~gh tbere ~te no manip1llated.' independent: variahfes in this 

..• · •p:i;oje~t, · the fa¢torial:11pproach allowe the n~ii-nianipulative, or· as·signed .. 

·. va;da~les t~: be .controlled. . The :variables' that were S~spec~ed '.to 

lnfluenc~. agreem;nt on statements. 6£: coll~g:~ ;~~ss .functie>n were cate;~ 

gp~izect: ~~d ·Jtirtaposei fo~ analysts .. · ·. 
•. . 

· \ .. l'he most i~pQ;rtant iiSpect o;f factQria1 analysis of variance is the . . 

.. •. st~d:y. ,o:f. the interactive ef~ects -~f t~dependent variables-~'publ:ics and 

·.· ... 'functions-:--on d1e'dependent ·variable, agreement:. 

, Tl;lre~ ~tatiStioal. h}'po·thesis were<t;es,t~d:, the dgnifica.ric~ of. the 

.. ·. dtfference$ bet.ween the. fivti! .pub.ii.cs, betw~ei;i tl:J.e seven £incti~~s and 

· the dgnifica,;J.ce.\,£ interaction or mutud interplay of th;se tw~ vari-

. iibles: ·, Keriingef says ''an' important. characteristic;- (e)f · fat:torial. anc!llysis 

ofva~ianc~: ti;; that several hyp9thesis can be tested si~ultane4usty.'•i1. 



:s · .. 
·• .. ·PUBLlCS 
··.•·.Adm. · Bl. 

. . . B .• 
J.Fac. •· 2 

Staff ·. BJ 

. Faq1lty -B4 . 

St-µ. . . B5 . 

• 0:rand Tot. : 
c.r.sq'd. 

.:Mean · 

. . . 

·.·: .·,:,'_..·.:-·· . : .. 

,TABLE I_·. 

·.· •. FACTORIAL .ANALYSIS · l?ARAD:tGM . Of HYPOTHETICAL DATA 
. ;, ·. ' 

· A1 <PR . •:A,z : JAB > A3 • HO. :, Ai> ACT_Fu~!~to~~;·:A . Afl ··· so ·· 

J Ji ..• <l :r .· J ·H · ..• OJ H · t · J . 1 :r 
144 © ,36 6) - . 144 ©__ ,100.© . . 36© . 36 

:3 .·. ,9 7 .. 49 3 9 ·1· ·. s · 9 •-· . s · ·:rrs _. 3 9 
. L - 1 . .· 7 · . 49 · . 5 25 . 5 . 25 3 · • .9 . · ... ·. · 5 ... 25 x .. 10 : 14 '9s a . :32; , .a.· J4' .. · 'a · 14 · ·. :a ~ 34 . 

· 16® .. 196(if 64(4) ::64 ·. •· ' 64© •. 64 ~ .. 

1 1 6 36 s 2s <1 · f i 3. 9 _ 5 2s 
. 1 '1 - 6 '36 . 3' . . 9 3 .,, . 9 :·1· ···_ .· 1 . 1 l ' 7 49 

:rro·2 .1~ti12 ·.: ~!©34 . :l!(2?~0.:::.,1~(i)10 ·._ ~tta-. 74 
.j __ •. >_·. ~-:.f .. _ t.-··-•--·•_:·t: , \ :! ·<.·i: --·1· ··.-.·-.--·.-~ .. :;;_ ...•. ,-.). r ;:: · · : ; -_ 6.- ~20 . ·10 -52 ill·. ·s2 .· :10 . ·so. ·14. ::98 · ·a 

·366}_· · .-·· :.100~) __ .102©_· .. iooG) :~.-· 196(i) ·• 64 
.4 >16 .. :3 . · 9. ,, 6 36 · 7 49. 3 9 · 7 -:-c-49 
· 2 - 4 : 5 , 25 6 .36 i 5 :25 · 3 . 9 7 49 
··_..._ ~- . _..., - - ··- ·.~.,- .. ·--·> ·- .. ··- - ---
6. ,20 8. 34 .. 12 72~, 12. 74 6 18 .14 98 

. 36@ 64Q · 144@ i44-© 36G) ·_ 196(i) 

~o 
9()0 .. 

·3;: 

50 · . 
. 2500. 

5 

so·· 
··.2500 
5 

38 
- 1444 
3.8 

4.8 
·.2304 ,, 
4.8 

·-.:A. 
".·,5,. 
. -3'. 
. 8·. 

64· 

. Grand Total C.~ 
·G··• T ... s· q.· -., d--- :3·_ 6·--·o····o· ·_._-. . ~ ... . . .. . .. .· .. 

Mea-it . . . . 4 .• 28 

7 
• .. 5 . 

·12. 

-· 49 -r- Grand· Total : -. 62 
:25 -_ .G. T. Sq t d. :3844 
74 · · Mean ,, ',, ,4'942 . 

·-.144 
7 ,49 Grand . Total . 56 · 
7 4~ G •. T. ~q'd. 3136 

.14. 98 . Mean. _, 4~0 
196(n . 

-- :4 · · 16 ·1- Grand. Total-.. 64 
2 : 4 _-_:. _' G. >r< Sq:i·d~ .4096 

,6 ·. '.20 ·:· •Mean · · .4.57 
'• 36C'3: 
· 6 361-· Grand Total 68. 
_ _i .16 G.' T. Sq Id. ,4624 : 
_10 _52 -Mean.· .4.85 

·.100.6) .. 

2500 
-.2500 

. 5 

G.T.A.ll--Grps.310 
. . . .. ' - ·. - . . 

. G.T. Sq d. 96,100 .. __ .· 
G.T. Me€:ln. · .,4.42 

,Tot:al ll:a~h. Sc-0re . 

Sqid. · 1602 · .. ·.i:,. 
.. o, .. 
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A Hypothetical Analysis. 

Following the factorial analysis example given in Foundations of 

Behavioral Research by Fred N. Kerlinger, pages 216-223, a factorial 

analysis was performed on hypothetical data for the research project by 

the author. The hypothetical analysis formed the basis for a Fortran 

program used in the IBM 1620 computer. 

Because of the 35 cells resulting in the 7 x 5 paradigm and the 

large sample size of the combined publics (Table I, page 43), the use 

of the computer aided the author in speed and accuracy of analysis and 

interpretation. 

Variances. 

Total Variance 
Between All Groups 
Between Functions 
Between Publics 
Interaction 
Within (Error) 

229 . 15 
183.15 
35.55 

5 .56 
142.04 
46.00 

(183.15 - 35.55 - 5.56) 
(229.15 - 183 . 15) 

Figure 4. Variances for Hypothetical Data 

Anal;t:sis of Variance 

Source 

Between Functions 

Between Publics 

Interaction 

TABLE II 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE 
FOR HYPOTHETICAL DATA 

Table 

..:: .:df ss ms 

6 35.55 5 . 93 

4 5.56 1.39 

F 

4.509 

1.057 

.01 

ns 

level 

(Functions x Publics) 24 142.04 5.92 4.503 .01 level 

Within (Error) 35 46.00 1.31 

Total (n-1) 69 229.15 
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. After thk hipot;lll~tcal analysil:I was Cpmpleted~ the htpotl:le_t:lcal ,, 

dat~ waE! fed. into- _the computer to tesf;\he:-.iiilidity of t!)i;! pl'.'og:t'am;' 

·_· duphc~te the•'.,ft_~d:1,p.gs of the 81.lt:h~t'~ ,h8:nd-w~ik~ci analysis· :witp one. 
·· < ex~~pt~on: ..• th~. i~vel of significance ·:ias :spec.iftcallr · indtcated. -·· The ·· 

·- •. icanc¢ ~nd_ the COtnJ)Uter c~n. print res~lte ro.unded to i •in: 10,000·,~ 

Many COJ\f~iet:tng·"modets Of. the ya*ious pubnc:si p~rc~pt:ions ·of •.. ···· 

college· press fu~9tions have been ~iit: forth> . As seen. in the review of 
. . . :·.· ....... : ... ·, _: ...... : ·· ... · .. · _· ... -· 

the literature~ • tione of th~ tnodeb incl~des ,' all the functioµs frotn _all 
·-: ... ·:.·.·::· 

. the publics I pQi;OtS Of ;'V,feWS, ·, ~i~efu~rif W1th th~Se. t#o•:sta~ements llia~e •. 

the dif-fi.cµltY-o:i: .. ptripot.ntt.ng. and/or. fa~ktn:s:-.• ~~-ior,i~tes -·i?f.\functi<;>µ,s,kY ·._· ·-
.. '.~.-. j. , • .. . . . r. , • , .,•· , ,,. . ', ,_ ... •' ..• , ; • •. '· . . • < ',, · .. -,:i ~{ /·,:,: ... :; . / .~· ·.: ·'._}--j1 · .. '"',·.. . ., ' ·:, . ~- . ·."' . , . ' . . , . ,:. r\ ... ·~::~I.'' t;>:i ;\·rt·:,, :.: 

~-µbl:[c~:Le~{tde~i'i .. '· ) · >ii '. j . _ ._ .. _ 

·.Re~er~nce again. is m~d~ to. the' o:iginal prlblem: : D~.es membership 

in El· particular un{venj,ty: P4hHc affect--~ 'person's: perceptio~ of 

ya,1:·j.ot.1:S, J4~Citiotts ,of the colleg~'. preSsf 
.· A:Hhotigh,-difficult to,:Pt:edlct··fr'otµ, latjk bf ·CO~~ensu,~ iil l~terat~re, 

the i~1i~-w.ing Jentative hypothes~;: ·are st.at~(:! f~:r. this eipiot~_tory _ stfidy:,. -

···_,_' Refat:ive. Agreeme~t of ~unc,ti<>n.bx :Public.-·' __ >· 

Ad~instratioh~ A r.anking ~f functions by :me_a~ ~greement·w,ili ._·'. 
":"·.;_".( .. ~.f{j\ ·:. 
yi~il.<ir· . 

'soz.t-,,·.r/::.:-:. 
,j, · µ.ourn~1!t~fni1Labor~~'.J~; .·-··. 
2; Rouse.cOigan·L:;'.. ,.J 

· r3. -. 3}qb(iiilltR~14itions 

;:::/_-::::::;'..;,~~::!::::;:,;_; ' ... ' ..... ' 
6.,1/,;:-l~~~+Gind·ic1;11a3i Activity\. 
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!' 

I 

·~ 
•·. 4i/ ' ·t, 

·.· ... 

1:f. :'Commerci~l P-,;ess · : , : .. · .... · 
' ·-.:·c. '·- .~ ::~, • ,·/~·,.' • . .'~ • •, • •,\ . .,.·.-.",.' .' 
.. ·.·. X · Lab.>iX HO: >·x· PR. >·X..SO ?"'XiP.lilb, > X A:ct.O X<CP ··· 

'·, . ~ . ,.,... • - . . '·' ." •. ;, . . . ' ' ' · ... , .·. : ..•. ·;. :,.: .• - · ... ,.i -·::. . ,. " 

ioµi-naii~mO!aculty. -A ~~nkini of function~ hy,~ean)~gr~eme~t :wip 

\y~eld: . . . . . .. , ... ·. . . . 

' > l ~· . ~omitl~rcial Press. · . 

. _:;: ·;::~t::a:!::~Laborato~r·. 

4~ ;, S tuden.t .. Opinion \.' 
·· >S. ·. ·'Pll::blic Relation~·····. ·· 

6 •. FacultyrPublicity·. · .. ·•···· .. 
· .. ·· 7. E:ictra ... Cur:ricµl.ar·:A.~tiyity 

:·,• X qp;·ix .. ·.'Lab ! );X'HO·> ;x>so:>ii>PR_.>]c, Pub~>:i.A~t ·~ .•. ··.· 

N~~s,pap~r. S.:taff. -A :ranking·:o~:iµp.ctions by-mean ,ag·reement will 
·\ 

. 1/. Commercial Press 
._ 2. - Student. Opin;i:ori 

t '. !:;~~t~~ii}t9~Y '. 

. q~, , P:ubl:i,c · REilat:lons · . .·. .. 
:]~·· :i· Elttr-.il7Curricµlar;•Ar,;.tivity:;,. 

· .. ·, ·.'.·.:~~cult~. . A ranking ·:Of fuµctfons by ·~~~.n. agreem~rtt: w:(11 yield; . 

. t/ :ij~~s~:Organ ... 
r2 / •.. Je>u:rnalism ,Laboratory 

· .. 3. .. Cop;imerciaL Pre.u. . 
. '4. .. Public Relations . . .. 

5. · Fa.c).lltY:; Pv.blicfity · 
. 6 •.. St.udent Opini.()n - ·· , .. · · • • 

.... · i. ix;r~..;Gu:rricula.r· Activity . 

. ....;,.· . . . :.- . . ·-- . '·,~.;.. . ,, ·--...., ' .:...·-.;. . .·-- . ' .. ,• 

x:JJ;Q_),X La.h.:>,X CJ;> >'~:PR·>·X.::Pul;>.>,X,SO.~iX:-;i\ct;~. 

St4dent. ik.;~1*ing. qf func.tion,· by,rm~.~n ,ag;reenrE?~f;~+l•\ yi;e~d!. 

.. .. .. . ; .f ;, ~::!~if~:::. . ... 
,·,· ... ,4 ~<. Journali~m, labo.titpry 

J: ~!ii;~;*if t.[~~/P#;!tf . . . . 



.,· .·- .. ·. .:.~ . . . . ,... . . ····- -- . ~-· .. · ··.. ·. · .. ,.;.. .. 
·. X. SO > X HO >X.CP > X •--Lab.>, X. PR '> X Act.> X -.• Pub. 

. . . . . . .... .. ., . 

·· Ra~ings o~ <:t1e~n.Agreem¢nt of the, Publ;l.cs. for Functions 
.. -· --.(. . . . . . . ' . ·.· - . '· 

··Public· aeiat:io~s •. The ·relative orde'r fQr:the mean,agreemen:ts-by 
. . 

. . ; . 

: 1. , Adi:qinistration 
, 2 •.. Facµlty 

· .· 3 ~ .. Journalism ,Fac::ulty 
, 4. · Students; ·· · 

··5 •· , Newspaper,, Staft \ 
' . . . 

-·. '' ....... • ~-- s '.•. ·.... - •• - ...... :.-x .. Adm.>,X: Fae,> X J: Fae;>. XStu,'>,XStaff · 

Journalism. Laboratorz. -_· The rdadve order fol;' the mean agree.in~~:ts 
' (. : ; - ~-

by· pµbt;Lcs ls:-~-· · 

. l .. Journalism •Faculty 
2 •. Administra.tion · · 

· ,3, : Fac1J.lty 
··<4, . Students 

· •· st·s:: Newspaper. Sta;ff 

·-·_ .. ~x:'3r Fac.)/X: .Adm~>i:F~e.>]f '.s'tu;?>Jt:'~t~·~f\_. 

re-lat.ive •· orc;le:r j;or : t-h~:; mean, agr,eexpent_1:1 by . 

: l. , Fac1Jlty 
, 2. : Administ::ration 

.. 3 ~ . Students . .. 
4~ :Newspaper Staff 

, 5. · , Journalism , :tracuhy 
... -..:.·, :./. ·"-- .. ·.·--· .· .. --..,. '· .::...... . ' - : . 

··/ X 'Fi:1,c> ,X/Adm,,.i Jc.'Stu:> X Staff > X ,J:ll'.~c. 
. . . . . : 

.. Ext;t;'~ .. curpicular Act:{vity~ . , Tlie ,r~~at{ye · orl;ler f~r die meari ag;ree ... 

··µ\erit~:PY ipublics_ is: 

· · : 1. ·. __ Stude~ts 
2. · -. Administ:ration 

· . 3. · Fac\ll ty . ·_. · , .· , 
. 4. . Journalism ;facu.lty 

· / 5. , Ne\\TE!]?aper St~ff .· 

' X Stti.>.,X',A<ifu.>,x Fa~. 4>,x, J: F~c~?/x Staff .. 



·- . 

Fac.ulty -¥~bl;i•eit;r. . Tbe · relative 9rder, for. the fuea.n ;agreements.· by 

. pu.blics is: 
·, 

. l. Faculty 
2 •. Administ;ration 

,. 3 • . J ourna 11 sm Faculty 
. 4, . Newspaper · Staff 
5. Students· 

. X Fae.>·XA,dm.>,x JrF~e.~ X\Staff >-X Stu, 

Journal. of. Student. Opinic::m. -The,·rebtiye .order.· for :the µiean 

· .. ap;reements by. pubiics . is: 

.1, StU:dex:i.ts . . 
2 ~· . New~papei · St:aff 

. 3. : Fa.e:µlty' . 
4. . Administration • 

· · s., . Joqrn.a.lism ,Faci.ilt:y 

...• X, Stu,·>jc'. s~aff ~--5c ,Fae ;:>:'.x>Adm:j:·x ,J Fae •... ·· 

· Q!;)mm.e:reiaf Pre1;ls. · 'Xhe relative order ·for the mean,agreenierits by 

.. · pu;bl.;ic11k:J~:· ' 

. 1 •. ·: · Newspa'.per · Staff 
2. · Journ.alism,:Fa,clollty 

. 3. . St:udem.ts .. . .. · 
. 4. : Adminisfration 

·,. 5 •:. . Faculty 

j{\Staf~··>Jt,J: Fae . .>~X; Stl,l.>;x<Adnr,>X '.Fae. 



FOOTNOTES 

11:red N. Kerlinger,·Foundations of Behavioral Research, (New York, 
. 1964), p. 325. 

2 · tl)id, pp. 606-610. 

3Ibid, p. 625. 

4see Appendix B. 

5see Appendix A. 

6 Kerlinger, p. 213. 

7 Ibid, p. 215. 
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CHAPTER IV 

FINDINGS: COtLEG~.FR.ESS·FUNCTIONS 

AS_, I>E;~Q]j:J,:VED BY. V~IOUS 

UNIVERSITY PlJBLICS 

The primary purpose of this study was to determine to what extent 

mewbenhip in a partic.uia:r university public affected a person's per .. 

cept;ion of various functions of the college press. Seven majo-r func­

tions are attributed, in varying degrees, .to the_ college press: Public 

Relat;Lons for the U[liversity, House Organ, Publicity for the Faculty, 
. ' . . . 

Extra-Curricular Activity, Journal o:f Student Opinion, Laboratory for 

Journalism Classes and the '!norm.al" Commercial Newspaper. These func .. 

tions comprised. levels of one independent variable. Publics within the 

uitiversity fot,.ned ·the other independent variable. The literature review 

revea,led various as.sessments of college press. functions by Administra­

tors,. Journalism Facul~y,Newspa.per Staff, Faculty and Students. 

As qiscussed in Chafter Ill, a rating scale· indicating. agr,eement 

with ~tatements represeQ.ting function1;1 of the college press yields a 

· measure of mean agreement of these functions by the different groups 

surveyed.. A juxtaposition: of these two variables indicates relative. 
1· 

.agreement o't the functions among those publics. 

· A two-dimensional analysis of ·variance was. then used to ana1yze 

the data. Results prov\ded answers to the over-riding problems and 

specific hypotheses stated for this exploratory study, 

so 
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_ Questionnaire Response 

Of the 213 ,qllestionn~ires mailed to subjects; 160 usa~le .responses-,' 

· . were tE!-~urned. _ A wide ran,ge· of r_etur~ perc:entages among the different 

publics<i,s i,llustrated in Figure- 5. · 

Public 

Administration 
. . .·. . . . 

Sampl~ 
-· <;e~~1a·e· 

Usable 
Returns 

74% -_. 

Journ~l',ism F~culty . _- -

38 

.. t2 
28 

55. 

·, 80_ 

· 28 ·.· 

--__ 12 

.27 

34 

59 

,100% 

_ Newspaper J3taff · 

Faculty 

Students 

Total -zi3_ 

Que~t':ionn~ir~ Resp()ti~e-·-!)y the-.Va~i~~s--­
.. Publics and Percentage· of Returns -

'-96% 

62% 

73% 

75%_ 

To eJtert control of thEi- independent vari~ble, ·:publics, question­

.. nafre returns l:>;>7 1:1ubjec~s _ not meeting con,ditions set up within the 
. . . : . ' ,· . :.- .. 

- -- operational· definitions were excl~ded· from the analysis. This control- · 
: ·. . ., . . . . . . 

wasnecessaty_ to keep the publics as exclusive as could be detertp.ined 

from the demographic data obtained._ ·_ Several Adlllinistrators indicated 
' . 

- :they were;"a'fso ... ~ part of· the 1ac~lty i: .and some Students indicated; the;Y 

- had not been enroUed at Oklah;ma State Univ~rsity a,1;_;,least · three 

• semes.ters. 

.\. 

Test1;1 of Resea:i;ch Questions 

While the varying peJ:"ceptions of·functfons was :themi:t_jorissue in 

_ this _st~dy, tl;l.ree- IIJ.ain tests constituted_ analysi, -of data; · (l) test 
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for differences in perceived functions between the publics, (2) tes.t for 

differences i.n mean scores between the functions and (3) test for sig;'.'.". 

nificance o:f; interaction of p4blics and functions. 

While each of these specific tests will be discussed fully, an 

overview of the data collected and their potential use h appropriate at 

this time, Referring to the methodology and analysts discuss,ed in 

Chapter III, a mean agreement score for each function was obtained for 

each public.. Each mean agreement score was the average of all respon­

dents within one public's'mean agreement score for the statements 

measuring one fuµction of the college press. · 'I;j:1.e analysis of variance 

analyzed.4,320 decisions made by the respondents. That is, 160 respon­

dents indicated their '<iegree of agreement.with 27 statements of college 

press functien. 

Table III, page 53, · rep.resents the mean agreement score for each 

furiction by each·public. Fr9m this data the analysis of variance was 

.computed. Tb.is in.formation forms the basis fora relative order of 

funct:i,oris by publics and vice-versa. 

Table IV, page,55, shows the analysis of val;'iance results. The 

figures headed F and p provid,e answers to the research questions. The 

F.;ratios are obtained by dividing the within groups' mean square (ms) 

.into each of; theother.mean'squares. By pwtting the within groups 

(error variance) against the experimental variances, the F-ratios were 

obtained. 'l'he F;.ratios were then.compared to F-ratios of various 

levels of probability (p). The obtained F-ratio must be higher than 

the F-ratio of one ,level of prol:>ability; for that F to be con,sidered ·. 

significant at that. level qf p. 

Given a level of probability, the results are credited with a 



~ABLE:~II··· 
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~A,~YSIS · OF VARIANC~ :l'AAAJ)J:G?i:: J1EAN AGREEMENT SCORES . 
. . ·. FOR· STATEMENTS. OF · FUNCTION BY VARIOUS • PUBLICS 

. . . · WITHIN THE 'UNIVERSITY'. . 

Fublic, . Journalism · , }louse 
· !eiati-0ns 'lia.boratocy · : Organ 

Functions· 

· ~tra-
·c:urr.:Lcu.I~r /Fac1,1lty j S,tudent Commercial 
·Activity c Publicity , Opinion Pre1,1s Means 

Adminrseratfon · . -4.16 4.;43·' 5.t6, ·<3.74._ ·. 4.57. 4.54 ·5.08 :4.53 

·J-0ur~li-s~ 
:Faculty 

: {II) 

-~1·1 ' 
• ,-1 .N .. ewspaper 
' ,0 ' 

.::,· Staff ll\,i ' ' ' 

· Fac1;1ltr ·' 

·· Students 

Means 

.· 2.a1: - ·· · >ti\64 . _ ·4 .• )3 

. 2.78 4.90 4~$1 

3.54 · 4.47 4.80 

3.36 . 4.21 • 5.29 

-.3.40 4.4.6 . 4.97 

. . . . 
3!22 · ,' 4.10 ' 4,;50 6.06 4.24 

' .~.~9 -4~03 4~99 ,, . 6.46 . 4.4-9 

'4.35 . ', 4'..72 ·5.06 ' -5.53' 4.t>4 
··~ . 

4~37 .4.57 .· 5.38 . 6.22 4.78 

-4.06 4.48 5.04 5.91 r .· .. 4.62 

.Grand Mean 
,·,Vl 

.u.> 
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certain degree of validity, With a high level of significance,> p ,05, 

the results can be considered due to definite differences between the 

levels of the independent variable, If the. research procedure were 

.condticted 100 times, only 5of those triah' results could.occur with 

as. large differences as observed by chance. 
:\ 

Two main objectives of any research are to maximize the e~perf,. 
.... ~, .....•. 

mental variance and minimize the within, or error, varian~e. It is this 

maximizing and min,imizin,g of v'ariances · that result in significant F-

' . ! .. 

ratios:;/ T.his .means that the differences in the publics surveyed an,d 
' ' 

the functions of· the c.~'J-1ege pres~ may bring about differeri.t perceptions 
,.., .. 

of agreement to statements of functions between those groups. 

Test No; 1: · Between Functions of the College Press. 

Is there a significl.int.di:Here11ce in agreement by the total sample 

surveyed between the· func;tfotis of the college press? Referring to 

Table III, pa~e 5.3, a relative order of agl;'eement for the functions by 

the te>tal group is. possible, These means are the average of each 

group''"s mean agreement for the functions. 

! Rank -
1. 

·2. 

3. 

4. 

6. 

7. 

Function 

Commercial Press 

. Student Op'inion 

Rouse Organ 

Faculty Publicity 

Journalism Laboratory 

Extra-Cur.ricular Activity 

Public Relations 

Ftgure 6, Relattve Order of Functions and Means 
,6,!ft'Aglli:'!eemeti~:L· fob:: tbie :~'Jleta.h: ·: ,~ L 'en;: .. , 

Respeµdents Surveyed 

,' 5 ;-91 

5.04 

4.97 

4.48 

4.46 

4.06 

3.40 



.· .. . . · .... ···... .. ' .··. 

'!'he que$tion her~ is;, ~o what extent are the v~rio.us mean agree­

·-, men ts of function different, due to real di.fferencesik.bet:ween those. 

functions? 
. :-+.:;,:, 

Refe:rJ:"ing to the Analysis of Variance Table IV b_elow~ the 

obtained Ir-ration is 104 .53, The level of significance h yP .0001. 

sou,rce . - ·,. ' 

Betlt!eep Functions · 

Between Pub.fies . 

.. ···:i;ntera:~tion: 
Publics x Functions 

.· :within Groups 
(Error) 

. ' . . . 

Totat . (n ... 1). 

TABLE IV 

AN.ALYS is. OF_ VARIANCE .TABLE. 

df ss ms· F p 

6 605.90 .100. 98 104.53 .0001 

4. .. 27,47 .. 6.87 ],11 • ... 0002: · . 

24 121.23 5.05 5.23 .0006 

·1oss 1048:.20 .97 

1119 1802.82. 
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. . .. . . . . . . . . 

This means.~hat differencf;!s as large as those observed bet:ween the· 

mean agreement a¢ores · of the ,seven functions would .<>ccur by chance le:ss 
. . .· . ~ 

. than l'time in 10~000 •.. The various mean agreements for the functions o.f 
I . , I - .. -. , , I I 

. . . . . . ,, ... t· 

the colleg,e press did conetitute very real·. differences. between agree<:" 

ments on these functions. 

· Although the author presentecl no hypothesis for a relative order 

of total_agreemen~ o;f the functions, itis useful heretq consider the 

.ranki;ng i.n terms~£ over-all assessment of the funettons·of the college 

•·press; Ctearly the most dominant function. in terms of total agreement 

is that of the college newspaper filling tqe role of a "n.ormal" commer.:. · 

cial p.ewspaper (X::;:5 ~ 91),. · .. Although statements of·_ this function may have 
. .. . . . .. ' 

< H1heren.t soci-al .b.ias, · the high ~greement mean score for Comtne.rcial · 

? ·~ .. -



Press indicates thE~(high standards set for performance of the college. 

newspaper. 
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The second highest total agreement mean is that. the college press 

. per;forms a :{;unction as a Journal of Student Opinion (x=S.04). A need 

for student voices to be heard-~for the students to have some met;hod of 

"feedback" concerning. policies and issues--forms the basis for a high 

position for Student Opinion among the functions of the college press. 

With a mean only slightly lower than Journal of Student Opinion 

(probably not significantly lower) is the third relative ri:lnked func­

tion, the college newspaper as a House Organ (x=4.97). ':L'he need for a 

college community to have an internal communications medium is apparent. 

when that community's population cannot all .crowd around the central 

bulletin poard. That upcoming activities and events merit considerable 

attention thn>l.lgh the campus communications.: medium is well-founded. 

Use of the coUege newspaper as a medium for Fac;:ulty Publicity 

ranked fourth (x=4.48),·altboughonly two-hundredths of a point sepa­

rated this function's mean agreement score from that of Journalism 

Laboratory, Although this ;function's position was a surprise to the 

author, possible explanation may be derived from an examination of the 

statementsrepresenting Faculty Publicity, pa.ge 69. Total 1;1.greement 

would indicate evident approval for articles dealing with faculty 

ac;:tivities and reports of research and academic pursuits by the faculty. 

- - Aw1;1.reness of, and agreement for use of the college newspaper as a 

trdning technique for potential journalisJs (x=4,46~ ', pJiobably.:;:-no.tt 

significantly lower than the Faculty Publicity fonction), ranked fifth, 

Even though this position may seem relatively obscure, the mean agree-

~ent score indicates a strong concurrence with this function of Jour-
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. . . ' . .• .. 

·That the si~t:f·ra~ked function--~x·tr~ Curricular_ 1',tti.vii:y--h .· 

indicate~L by a mean agreement score e>nly slightly bett~t· than neutral 
, . •. ; . . . . .. 

· (lr:;:4 .06),: it would .seem app~rent no ~efinite feeling, pro or con, per .. 
. . . . .. _. :·· . 

·. · .. vaUEI ~n conne.ction with us~ of the college newspaper as a ''club. II 

Disagre~ment. on the scgool ·. newsp~per functi~ning as a. public re- . 

· · lations instrument for the university is seen in that funct:~on' s tnean 
.· .. . . . ... . : 

score of.J .4Cl and last-place tanking/ The author fee1S thU function's 

assessment. is cr~cial in discussing ~onflic:tfog ·functions' effect .. 

Discussioi;t wilt be furthered concerning. th.is ·aspect, page 60 . 

. . . ··_ :i;n su~arizing the significance of between-.func;ions vari~nce, 

. . differe~ces,as targe · as those observed among the seven·. function.a·. could 
; . . .. . ·. . . 

·. occur, by'ch.9:~ce, less thanl time in 10;000. I>robably no-significant 

. ciifferences•-,eii.st ·. between: 'th~, ·student::Qpitiion and }louse O~gan functions 
~ . ·:,· . 

or between th,e· Faculty Publicity a.i;id Journalism Laboratory functions .. 
. . ·' . 

The question to, be answered rioi .i1{; ·. Whic~. of the five. publics 
.. _;/' ... ·. . . 

c;ontributed most to tqe relative rank positions of the S.even CC>llege 

press>functions? · Befote answering this, the mean scores among the five 

.· publi,ca must }?e· ~nalyzed. 
. . 

!est No. 2: Between Publics Within the University. 
•. I 

·· Was t:h,ere a ai~nificant .. c:lif ference. between the mean· agreement. 

scores. of the various publics within the univ~rsfty? l'able IIJ;, page .. 

.$3, shows th,e relative orcle~ of mean agre~ment;:.scores for all s~ven 

.. func::ti;:op.s .. 
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l. 

2 .. 
c;'L 

-.4.• 

5. 

Mean ·. J;>ubli~ 

Students 

Faculty 

. 4. 78 _ .·· 

4.64 

· Adm'inistration 
' ' . ~ . . . . 

.. Newspaper Staff 
- . 

·. Journalism Faculty 

Figur¢ 7, • Relative- Order. of Public.s and Means 
of ~reement. for .All FunctiotlS 

of\the CoJlege J>ress-. 

4 .. 53 

4.49 

4.24 

. ·. ·. 58 

Here the question is: To what extent did ~he ~arious mean agree-_ 

ment scores between the pub_lics vary,. due to real differences. in per.; 

: ·. . . . ·: 
ceived functions J:,y .those publ,ics?. Referrtng t.o t;he Analysis of 

~ : ••• • I • • / 

· Vari~nce Table~ page 55, the pbtdned F-ratio, :i,s 7.lf; The lev.ei Of·. 

$igirific~nce' h P-:· ;()002:, 
' . 

:'.'1 . 

.•. This implies that differenc~s as large: as those. ol\js.erved,:1~mong;.~;... 
. . 

!. 

the five publics would occur by chance less than 2 times in 10,000. In 

J Otller lf~J:dS, there are meaningful difforeiiCeS amongthe five publlCS I 

mean. agreemeQ;ts on the· functions. of th~ college press~ · 

Qver-411, the greate~t difference seems to be bet:w~e~ the Niews-
- . : . . . . . . . : ·. · .. '. 

.,aper Staff (i=4:49) and the Jourt1alism Faculty, (i'=4,?4)--a difference· 

of· .• 25 •.. Probably_ i;,.o significant dj.fference, exists. between the Admin- . 

. istration (~=4 ,53) and 'the. Newspaper -Staff (x'=4 .49.) .. _ 
. ', . . . . . ' 

However, th~ between:public::s t'.~·i was for agreemep.t ~:c~o~s aU 

seven functions. ->l'he question now becorp.es: Which publics contributed 
. . 

·.· the most (or least:) to the ·mean agr~ements on fti~ctions? The following 

discussi9n of-: iQ.t~r~ction wfll help answer the qµestic:?n, . 



·Test No. 3: . Interaction: Functions and Publics. 
: .. . ·: . . : . ··'. ,· .. :' .·· : . 

The mdn p:robiem of this stuc:iy was to determine~ wi,thin limits, 
. .· . . : . . . . . 

the ~x~ent In~mbe'fship in a part:l.cular univ~rslt; .public .. affected a 

person 1s perception of various functions of the c.ollege press .. The. 
. . . . . . ' . . 

question can tp.en- be· tendered: Was t_here a significant difference in 

the perceived functions of· the college press by ·va:tiOllS ptibHcs within 

the tiniverdty? 

Referring again to Table ;rv, the :Interaction yariance F"".'ratio is 
. .· : . 

5.23,, The·; level of significance· is p ~0006. In other words,differ-
. . . . 

ences as.large as those observed between the various level~ of publics 
. . . 

.. ·. and £1,inctions could occur by chance· less than 6 times in 10,000 • 
. ·. ,'. . . . 

.:··_ .. Membe_rship · in a particular university public dtd tend. to make a 

difference-in the perception of, or agreement.on, the.seven functions 

. pf the. polle_ge· pr_e·ss. Thi,s :means ih,at: the·. two.· indeperic:l¢nt v~tta:bles-,-. . . ' ' . . . . ·. ' .. · ... · . ' . . ' .... > .: ·. ·-1;.,. .·. 

functions an:tl'.. publics--did not• operate· in:dependently; __ but' ·upon::each 
. . .. 
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... . · othe:r:. · FQr 'exampJe·, t.he · differences abserv~ci ·· among the· mean agreements 

. Qn. :functions wer~ not as clear.;,cut as they seemed. Different publics 
. . . . 

made .differential contr·ibutions to those mean agreement scores. In 

Figure 6; the Commerci{ll Press fµnction, for eiample, recc;dved the 

highest mean score of 5.91. · InvestigaUori of Table III~ page:53, shows 
. . . . . : . : . . . .-

that the Journalism Faculty, Newspaper Staff a.rid. Studen~s probably con .. 

t:c:ibuted most:to this high me~n score, ;with 6'.06, 6.46 and 6.22, 

•·. tespec,tively; ·. . . : , . . . . : ·.. . . . . . . •:'. . .. ·_ . ~- ·. :_ ' 

I1.1 order ;9 more thoroughly interpret the :inte;ract:ioh .findings,. · 
~ . . 

relative rS~kings of publics I agreeme'nt 'scores PY functions', and func-

·. ·. tioµs hy publics wer~ cotti.pped. Frdm thtase f::tgt1res, =.pat terns of 
. . . . - . . : 

. . . 

telative agreetneq,ts and inter-a~tive effects can _be seen,, Tj:ies~: orders 
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and interactions were talcen from T.able Ill, page 53, a juxtaposition of 

the independent variable levels.and their mean scores.· 

Rank 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Public Relations Function 

Hypothesis 
·Public Mean •. Ranking 

Administration . 4.16 (1) 

Faculty 3,54 (2) 

Students 3.36 (4) 

Journalism Faculty 2.81 (3) 

Newspaper Staff 2 .78 (5) 

Figure 8. Relative Order of .PubHcs and Means of 
Agreement for Public Relations 

Function 

Contrfbuting most of the Bubttc Relations' total mean, 3 .40, was 
"} . '. . 

the Administration. Journalism Eaculty and Newspaper Sta:ff contributed 

the least mean agreement on this function. Various assessments of 

public Relati()ns function resulted in the second-highest range of mean 

agreements among the five publics. A wide diversion of scores, 1,3?,. 

indicates conflicting aisessments of jijublic Relations function. 

To facilitate a common meaning for discussion of this function,' 

the operational definition used to detexmine statements of public Re-

1 at ions"J.,i s ;:·presented., ggain. 

Publ:i.cRehtions: The college newspaper should 
present a positive picture of university policies and 
activities with an objective of establishing meaningful 
rappol;'t wit;:h the·community, state and other ~m.iversities 
and colleges, 

Although this function ranked lowest in mean agreement by the 

total pub Hes, 3 ;40, use of the college newspaper as a public relations 
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inst:rument fo;- the university is c~l.lci.al, in disctiss;i.ng a model of ,.-. iL . 

. · col leg~ ·press fun;ctions. ' 
. . . 

. · . . . 

. St~i:eu}en,t; of ',Bubtic ~elations function may possess· inher~nt > 
' . . ' . . . 

s_ocial b(as,. an,d may elicit response~ :I'.eflecting this desirability .. 
. .. . . . . . ' · ... '·. ·. ' 

Evid_ence · o:I; ·. this was seen in response from some Admini~t~ation and 

.. ··.·. :faculty;: partial erasures indicated respons~s correspo~d~~g to' higher .. 

· : agreement 'for .sfatements of 1l,lblic Rela.tion~ · fl.ln:ction were-, initially 

·made. 
. . •, . 

One particular problem in !:!electing. statements representing _fun.c-

ticms was. that a posi,tive scatem~nt may have reflected mai:lifestations of . 

another functi9n ~heri stated in a negative direction,' Agreement corre~ 

sponded :wfth one function; d:tsagree~ertt :·tpdicated another fu·riction. · An 

· example of th!$ can be seen _partfcula~?Y in Comuiercial. press. and ~blic 
', ~. ,., 

ket~tions fuQct:l.oris; the former was ':the antit;he.sis of the. latter . 
. ·' . . -

. A s,ta,tement: pf. r,gblic 'R~latio~s function t\lat the author noted .. 

evidence' of bias ;and that' 1io~~'ibiJ rep;~s_erit~a' t~o - func.t:foris br{ngs out 

clea:r: differences· between the. :f;ive public$: 

5 .•. · The Ol',.06Uy.:.§!hOltld"'.r:iev.eli :pupl'!Lsn anyt.!iing. 
· tli;at reflects unfavorably _on Oklahoma State · 
•. University, such as the re'cent controversy .. 

over the dor,mit<>ry open-door-po-licy. 
. . . . . . 

· Respon$e of ~ean -agr~e~e~t .scoree £or this statement by. e~ach of 

th~'.publtcs sh9wed Administration, 2'.4J; Facl.llty,1.91; S:tudents; .L_6(>;· 
. . . .. ' ' 

· .. Jour.natism Fac:;ult}I', L50; and Newspaper Staff, 1~26; .· 

Another< statement of Public Relati~ns functi~n wh~ch ·elicited a ' 
.. . . . ·,, .· ··/ .· . . ... · . . 

wi<le mean response was indi¢ative of varying as~essments by the publics_ .. 

12_ .... ·. . : The 01'Colly shout/make every ei:fort. to put 
. 0SU IS best :foot f~'rward in presenting the 'Unf-
V¢rsfty IS i.ma:ge t<> cp~unit.y residents,.patron:S, · 
,a:nd .· other co,lleg~s and universities; .. · · 
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!he.mean agr~ement scores for this statement were Administration, 

5.54; Students, 4.71; Faculty, 4.68; Newspaper s.t1;1ff, 4.07; a.nd Joµt. 

nalis• Faculty, 3.58~ 

Some .. comments concerning the ~ublic Jelations statements were 
,· 

noted on the questionnair'es. One student wrote in regard to statement 

12, "be ac~urate, not selective." A student commented on statement 9 

,that the word ''realistic" should replace "positive"' in !'The O'Colly 

should male~ every effort to present a positive picture of Oklahoma State 

: University to tile community." 

Referring agaiq. to the n,on,-exclusiveness of function, ail ~dmin­

isti;ator noted for statement 5 that the O'Colly "should present both 

·· · s'tdes. of an issue ;II Am.ember of the faculty quipped;' ~eside. statement 

·· 12, ''aldng with its other feet-·-a 'balance." 

E;ven disallowing.the possibil;i.~,y of bias in responses, the differ­

ences in mean agreement scores for the ffttblic :Relations function are 

more tha,;i chance fluctuations. 

Commercial Preu Function 

· J.\ank 

L 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Hypothesis 
..\.. ......... ~· Public Mean Ranking -

New1;1paper Staff · 6.46 .(1) 

Students 6,22 (3) 
. 

Journalism F.!;lculty 6 .06 · . (2) 

Facµlty 5,53 .(5). 

Administration 5.08 (4) 

Figure 9. Relative Order of Publics and Means 
of Ag:t:"eement for Commerc;ial 

Press Fuq.ction 
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Newspaper Staff, Students and ~ournalism ]faculty added the most to 
. 

the Qommercial ~ress totat mean, 5.91. Faculty and Administration con. 

tributed the least mean agreement range, 1.38. · The widest range mean of 

agreement was·found on thisfunctton, with the Newsp8:per gtaff showing 

a 6,46, contrasted with a 5.08 by the Administration--a difference of 

1.)8, 

Commercial Press: The c:ioJlege newspaper should 
operate according to the procedure, standards, freedoms 
and goah of the "normal" commercial newspaper. · It 
should operate un<;J.er the· recommendations set up by the 
1947 Commission on Freedont of t:he · Press: . 

1. Provide a truthful, comprehensive, and 
. intelligent report of.· the day's events 
in a context to give them meaning. 

2. To set've>as a forum for the exchange of 
comment. and critfcism. · · 

3. To give a representaUve picture·of the 
constitµtent groups iq. society. 

· 4. 'l;o help in the presentation and clari­
fication of the gods a.nd values of the 
society. 

5. To provide full access to the day's 
intelligence, 

Mean agreement scores for the Qommercial l,3ress functj.on represent 

the highest scores for any of the seven, functions. ·The Newspaper Staff 

score is the highest mean for any function by,any public, The ranking 

p:i;esented. in figure 9 indicates a strong ag:t;'eement by all publics 

surveyed, but an examination of seve:t;'al statements representing this 

function reveals diverse 9pinions. Perhaps the most dramatic was a 

statement which presented a manifestation of the Cfommercial Bress 

.function:. control of the college newspaper .. 

7. The O'Colly should not be responsible to 
any college administrator; it should be respoq.,;. 
sib.le primarily to all its readers, It carries 



•.. out' ;this r's~Oil,~:ibiU;t~. by adhering to th~ · .. 
: i±rad{tions :r the practi.:C:es and. the spirit pf.·· 
· tll~ !tee press. 

::·.:··' ' ... 
. l:4~an ·i~i:eements scores'. by p\ll>itcs' wer~ Admini~traU~n, .2 :so; 
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~acu~ti, ·. 3.~t; Journalism Fa~ulty; 4,i7; ::;~udents, 5. 73L and N~wspap,r 

Staff·~:. 6.00~: A .st~i~ment of'.this. m~~jJestatiOn of Ctm~er~iai :e.res$' 

.· ..•. fun¢tfpn'·.e1i~Jted ::a wicler r,;1,t1ge of ~sr:~ement ~·cores th'an. a statement .· 

... ·• merely: stating use o~ the pa:i;,er iri th~t ,fuqction~ . such as number one . 

did: .... ·, __ . _'.:_ . ,. · ... 

. . . ·.''', .. 

:1<: .· · TheQ'Colly,°. iike a.ny newspaper,• should.be 
e~pected to print the news accuratdy and proVi.de 

.· ·. . .• a ,foruw ;for the . free ~:x:cha1-'ie . of o~i111,j.on / ··· 

~e;11. agi:eement sccn:e~r £~~ t:his statelllent we:r.-e ;our·n~l;i,sm Faculty,· 

·6.83fN~~spaper Staff, '6,63; Studerits,··_6,,6i FacultYt 6',44; anc;l ·Mtnin"' 

istrattQli, ~ •• 2'9 •; ;> Statenients of Comme:rcial Fi:ess ~unQtiQR, sucg ~8 this' ' •. 

' have ''°b,uiJt;.t~· btas;; the}7. ''sound ,good'' '~tid ,' ~re ip.- ~~~ping wtih_ ·tr, 
. ·_ ...... :,. ··_: : .· ... ,' ". ->'·'·.,.·. ·. ·.· .. , __ :·· ·.:·-.·· :-\:..:" .. : . ·, .. , .. :. ·.-.·· .::>. _: ;· ... ,. . .. '.: .,.· ':":._:·:.~ ..... ;, ) 

prtiictples ai\d p£ii:,pose~ ot 1;:lie ':un:tv~fsitY·· · .. 

·.· · .. · .comm~n,t::s .• btr,e~po~.d~ntf an~·,e~t~~ t~~:L~g'' .. ·tn .. ·blanks. ·oorrespondin~ 

to high agte~ment or dis~greemen;f'on ·~t;teme~ts· of Gonmi,r9iai· Fres~ · .. 

£1.mction le~d ·~ei,ght. to· the importap.c,!;i · of this functi~n.'<$ ,as$esathellt by·.· 

the var.tc,us. publJ.qa: · Some cif th~ Newspa,pe1c Staff ·noted th~t opt~·tons 
. ' . ·. . , . ' . ~ . ·. . . . . . 

·. shou.ld .he >1a~eled edito;iiia.l ·Qomtne11t separ~te from news colµmn,s; . A · 

·member of the Jo~J:n~U.sm Fa~~lt;y, along with a memb~r :9f ·t;he Newspaper ',.' 

.•..• Staff~ no1:e~f.on itateme~t ·7 'th9t; an ~d~f.ser to the J1~wspape! Wcn#c( ,nof 

be ~pti~{~er~d ').b~ing respon8ci.b~~-:;a aP:;v.: administ'r~tc:>t ,11 < 

' s~vert;tl CQ~er;its regarding s:tatement 7 W~:1;'~ 'm'ac:le. qy' Admit\ist'.t'~• 

tors: 

. :t'Jiow c~n it b¢ ,r~spQ~s.i.l>le to its ·reade~s1 th.;y 
.··.· .. a9h 1t Qpe:r.ate it, 'rheycan'only: .influence indireqtiy.f' ..•.. · 



''O'Colly reporters should get the facts. 
should not editoriaU.ze every story and definitely . 
should not resort to sensationalizing each article/' 

11 ••• not unless they are willing to accept 
financial obligations and responsibilities inherent 
with tha.t." 

One member of thela.cultycommented 011. statement 7, referring·to 
. . 

the traditions and practices of .the free press, that "this has neyer 

existed, nor could it.''· 

Referring to another statement of Gommercial ~ress function, an 
. . 

administrator noted, ''The olcolly should help build. the University and 

1,1hould permit nothing that would destroy," regarding the student news..; 

;paper's right to publish the news, good or bad. 

Although each public,; meari,Lagr~ement score for .. statements of 

commercial ijress functioh fndtcafe posit'iv'e agreeni~nt for use of the 

student paper; ii;l this ,manner,'. a. lv'ide ra.nge in.,these scores suggests a 
. ' '·:~· 

similar assessment for manifestations, Le:, control. 

I 

R.ank -
1.. 

2; 

3. 

4. 

5. 

Journal of Student Opinion Function 

Public 

Students 

Faculty 

Newspaper Staff 

Admintstra,tion 

Journal:i,.smFaculty 

. . . 

.Mean -
5.38 

5.06 

4,99 

4.54 

4.50 

Hypothesis 
Ranking· 

(l) 

(3) 

(2) 

(4) 

(5) 

Figure 10. Relative Order or Publics· a.nd Meahs 
of Agreement f9r Student 

Opinio?.Function 
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Students, }.faculty ;ind Newspaper Staff contributed the most to the 



··• St~dent: ()pip.:to!l tc,t:~l ~m~ati~, 5.-04 :.- Adillini.stration and Journalhm Fa~:..· . 

. · J.l~ty iea:st ag~e~d ()O. this fJ.l~ctiop.. 

: ' .····• Journal of · ... Studep.t Opi~:lon: The college newsp·aper 
sl:iou1d provtde a :1;orum where stMdents may e:?{press .·t1:ie1r · 
op(nions, and staff me111bers make edi,.tc,rid and news· 
dechJOnS COJ;J.Cerning. day~to,.d,i:i.y cQntent .of: the student . . . 

. ··n~w~paper:.. · . ··:. ... . ·. -_. . .. · ., · · 

; Vs.~ af .the student newspaper as a ),outnal of Student· Opini.o.n was 

. preclictabJy most agt:"eeaQle to students, This. asfesstllent o:f the function 

0£ the ~ollege newspap~r f:i,lls thepattern,of stu<;lents taking~he :r;ole 

, 0~ ·0 cti12:ens'' within a co~u11lty, ~i:ul fe_edi~g back theit' t;'eactio~s t;o . 
. . ~ •:· . . . . . . . . 

policies1 a11d. activities c~ncernJng th~ir lives: much as. citizeJts. of any 
·, ... ·. ·. •' ' ,, . . . . ·.. . ,. . . 

. ·· ·., :····· . ·. 

elt~mple'c,f this cal\be seen Jromme~n ag~e~meo,t scores. £0:i: .statemeJlt 24, 
. . . . . : . .. . . . 

24·. . .. · ·1:he · o '.Golly .should be th~ voice of the · 
··· .. : s;~dent; bgc;tyJn: school affairs which _poten· 
· ,,·: :daUy aftec;:t th,(ii · student}. . . 

:' .,• ., .... 

Mea~ agreement,· scores by public~ were Students, 5~46 ;, E'a~ulty' . 

.. . ·.s .2:();.:J9urqalia~::'ia¢~t~y; 5\25· ;· N.ew~pa:p·ei- ::'St~ff1 · 5 .• oo; a.nd··Ad.ministt;~.,; 
.... ' .. · . . . ' "• ·. '· . ,. . .. , ··, ., . ,. ', .. •"'' . ( ,, . 

tion)4-.50 .. · Some comments by :respondents not~d that; balanc;ed · I\ewa: 

sh9ulcl: be pr_e~ented, and s tudent1;1 could· formulate th1;3i,r own optrtion,. 
. . 

An.administrator warned that the Student Opinion function.should be• 

furt~ered by the Students, ~ot • fot; them, .· ·one student. ,disagreed wt,;h. the 
. .. . . .· : . .. 

·. 
1 idea; . l'So i;nany (sfudentsf U:~e this de~tei,s .. t;~,·the ed;ttor) as an 

at~emt,t .at creative wri,ti.ng ,II 

:'Ra11ked s,econd. in total mean agree~ent by all publics., the student 

Opipion fonctto~ ierve~ a useful pdrpoae 'in. alJowing ···stµderi.ts, ·~·:.· i;net;:hod 
. - . . 

o'f feed.iiig b~~k their op.iniqµs. on .issues co~eern:Lng. them, .· 



· -· .. llouse Organ Function. 
I 

· .·' Rarik ··-· 
l. 

2.' 

3. 

4. 

'5. 

Public · --~-

Student~· . ,.29 

Admtni$tra;tion '· •· l.16 . 

· .. Faeuii:t' 4.80 .· 
. . ,·." 

Newspaper $taff . 4.51 

Hypotqesfs •. 
. Ranking· 

(3) 
'. :,· 

.(2) 

-0) 

(4) 

' (5) ,' 

Ftgure 11. Relative·O"tder of :Public$ and Means 
'oJ A.greemerit for House 
·· ...•• Organ Function ' 

.· St_udents a~d ,¥mi~is~;atj,on 'adde,d the· µiost to the ijouse ~rgan . 

total. m~~n, 4.97. -· Like th~ diversion s~en for· the Jubltc Jelations. 

, 67. 

·. · :fuµction, the. -~ewspaper jtaff and Joutnalism faculty agreed. least on the 

.func.tion,. and another po·ss:il~ie)agreem~nt C~ttflict:.'~··· 
.. ·. . '. ,_. .. ·:··, :'.· .... . · ,··· ''--,•.,·_',··. : . ··.·· .. ..,. 

Uo'l,lse Organ:· The coHege newspaper should be an 
intern.al communications' medium Qy-keeptng·.student, ,'. 

' faculty; ,Eldm;t;nhtratioi;i: aiicl staf.f· ':l.n~ortned of .campus 
-··new$,;'' . '·,,·, ' ' . ' 

Rank,ed third in total agreement scores by all publics, use of the 
. . ,. . - . 

. ~ . 

studen{ newspap~r as a House ~rg~n h a neee~sary func.tion· for ,any , ·' 
. . . ' . ' '· . ~, ,. 

college COt\llllUnitythe size oiokl1;thoma s~~teUn:lvers:lty~ Hqw.n1uch,6f 

the total: ~ewspap~r · c6ntent, t; to be dire~ted to this pui;~ose: of int~r- ·. 
. .·,·. . ·.· .. : :• . ·. . .. 

·· .·, na~ com\llui;iicatioijs .medium pr: dentral bulleti.n board is ,!lnother · questfon. 

As a .member .. of. the newspaper Staff llO~ed, "It ~h:ould be, a. funct.ioQ., but' 
·: . f.- ·. . . :· .. . . . . . .· .... _ . _·· ..... · ... · 

nf?t necesslilrily lu:i,ajor' (sic) ,_'' > 

a•·subJect_ for 

campus discussion at the l:>,gipnin~ Qf .the Spriqg >~~mester; 1970; Use 

of.· the newspaper t;. pr~s~nt 1i.~ungs. of. employment: i~ter;tew s_chedules 
' ' . 

resutted ... in ~te¢ ltclverti~tni{ some. feff. ·.· Aft~r. ~eas.fri:g to· print th~-.· 



employment interview schedule, feedback from the university community 

indicated this was a vital service for students. This example of use 
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c;:,f t;;he stu~ent news];>aper as a H~use ~i:-gan was incorpotated into a state­

ment of fµnction. 

18. The job inl;!erview sche<Jules Hsted in the 
O'Colly should be conddered advel;'tising for 
the paper because the· O'Colly should not be a 
central bulletin board for the campus. 

Note here that this statementis presented in a negative direc­

tion; t;herefore, the rating scale.is also reversed to maintain consis­

tent agreement with this statement of function. Mean agreement scores 

by public w~re: Administration, 5;89; St1,1dents, 5.31; Faculty, 5.15; 

Newsplitper Staff, 3.63; and Journalism Facult::y, 3.00. 

One member of the·newspaperstaff noted that the O'Colly should 

not be a 'bulletin board,' house organ, etc.'' An administrator asked 
~ . . . 

that--as part of, the university arso..,.,; ''Should the Student Union then 

charge for.interview rooms?" A member of the fac1.,1lty remarked that 

"c;:,ff-campus organizations can afford and should pay for employment ads." 

A.pother administrator commented that the interview listi.ng·"is a service 

to students and serves the function of helping them obtain the best 

·employmen,t situation possible following graduation." 

Although the conc:;ensus was that the college newspaper should not 

exist primarily to publish news of upcoming activities and events on 
i% 

campus, · a certain amount of this ~ouse Organ func.tion is necessarily a 

part of the paper's purpose. 



. . : .· 

.. · ·Rank 
.:~ 

1. 

z., 
3. , 

4. 

, 5,, 

·Fac1.1lt~ Publicity Function 

. Public· 

Facui.t'y 
·. . ·. ····.·_ .. , ·,:· ,_.: ... ·_ 

Administrat:lqn •· 

, Students · 

Mean -~-

4.72 

4.57 

4.57 

Journalismtaculty 4~10 
. . . . . ' -

. Newspaper Staff.·•· '4,03 

.. Figure 12. :Relative ~t;der of Pi~t{cs and Means 
·. fo:t" FacuitY :Publicity F1.irtction .. 

.. - . 

Hypothesis · 
: Ranklng · 

(1) , , 

.· (2) 

(5) 

, , (3) 

(4) 

of Agreemetit . 

·r· . . .... . . . .. ,, .• .. 

· .Agaii:i., the. clash of assessment is :1-n<licai:e~:L F'a.dtilty, ¥,m,in-
. . ' . . . . 

6.9 

istrat:i~n,~nd Stud~nts contrih~te.d• mo.st·:-to the.i,acultyJlubltcit.y lune-•· . , . . .. ·:t •.. -· '· . 

: do~····. to t~l,\ l!lean:,, -4 '.48 • ' •Jouin~lis~ Ja:~fty 'andi Newspapei:' ~ta.ff added ·· 

the.least agreement. 

.. : Faculty Pubii~i.ty: . tl\e ~~beg~ ,newspa~e~ should. 
report acad.el!liC activiti,es ,of the· facµlty. , ·. . 

Altho\lgh. ~hi~ functiori placed fourth.in. total p\lbl{c mean agree .. · 

men;t, it was onlytwo.;hundredths,of a p~int high~r.than tlle next f~nc.;;, 

tic,n, use of the college m.ewspape:i:. as ,a J,ourrialism 1':r:aining· li,aboratc,:r,y • 

. Some commeo.t. by ~t.udents and, 4cfm:i.ni~tratQrs indicated that eov~rage of 

acade1nic pursuit$. by faoultY:i~:~ore acceptable )lhen• thh-"is 11iiews, and. 

not propaga~da.11 ,, Limitations of space were, ne>ted CQI\cerning ar-ticles 
·. . ·_,. ·. . . . ' .. · , .. · .. 

aboJ.it .. fEt:¢ul ty ,in:volv~ment with ac;ade111i:c e:l;forts · attd research. 
. ' ' . 

Jo'1r11alism Lahorator:y: Fu.n,ctio~ 

- . . . 

.Rank P~blic··. .Mean 
--i-- , 

, i. New~pap~t Staff ', 4.90 

. Journalhm Fac;ulty ·. . .. . . ' .. 
4;64,.,·. . ~,, . .. . 

··•· Hypothesh·• , 
··.·.· Ranki~g · 

··.· ... ·.· (5) 

, ' .• ·(· 1) : 
-' . ; '· 
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.Figure 13; ·- i (Continued) 

-4·-. 
· .. • 

-·. 

Faculty 

-- • Administration -_ --. . . .·,' ' ... 

· Students 
. . . . 

4.47 

4.43 

.4~21 

(3) 

-- (Z) -­

. (4) 

Figure 13 .·• -- Relative Ord.~{ of Publics and Means 
of Agreement for Jo1i1rnalistn · 
. Labptato:ry Function · 

. . ... ,... . 

- Adding the most to the :;fo-urnalism'll.aboratory. total mean, 4.46, 

wei~ *ewspaper ha££ and_ 4our~a1:1,sm .iacul;y. The_ range of mean. agree.; _ 
~ . . . . . . . . . . . 

ment; a.cores was one of the lowest far all seven function~, , 96, Stu-
. . . 

. dents added the least' amount to the total mean_ • 
. ·. . ·'.· _ .. :._ . . .· 

{ 

_ .:Journalism Labot:atory: .. The college news~aper 
shauld tra.;i.n students to, become professional jour­
nalia ts~ Use of .the school newspaper should tr'ai,n ._ · . 
stQdents _by giving them experie1:1ce- in editing, · 
reporting,: and all othe_r phases of newspaper jour­
nalism, layou"t and headiine:wtfting~ 'and ti:>_:~~g:l,i;l 
to develop a sense of social res·ponsibility of the 
press. 

'iaboratory :f;uncti,on by the-author is reported in Figure 13~ No iridi.,; , . . 
. . .. 

' cation auggesting _. this assignment was "given, in reviewing the- literatu~e; 
. . . ' . . ·, .. . . 

ho~ev¢J:,, it ts worthwhile t(note this' 'view ·or the schooi newsl)aperas 

a harnii1:g t.echnique b; Eispiring Journalists. A ppsdble_ e:kplanati~n -

might be given that no st~t~ments 'of JqurnaU.sm· l!.~boratory convey~d __ • 

control oi; the college paper ~sso.c1~telwith this 'function~-prior cen-

1;1or1;1,hip ~. •· One: cif the ~o'i.n:nalism tabor8to:r;y ~t~temen ts of functie>~ : :is . 
. . . •.• . . . . ... · . ·. . .. 

given t; indicate ~he range of sco:r;es and. some comments given by· re-

sponc:lents. · 

. ·8 •. · The OiColly sho.u:ld< be a- iaboratory:•iri whicih· 
-- jo.µrnalism students e~periment with what thE!y 

·- ·have :lea:r;ned in. class and· polish their skills·. in -
·. J>teparatipn fat: the professional field Of _j.Oll('.'." 

' ·'( 



n 

Me~m agreement scores by ·public;$,were: .NeW$paper'Sta:ff, 5,56; . 

. Joul:'nalhm Facultyt 5,00; !faculty, A.as; Administrati.Q!l, .4.68; and 

Students, 4.74, <?tie cOml'l\ellthy a. staff membe:i: who has served as a past 

editor. µo~ed, llijy four ... year associatic;,q with Jhe paper· lead~ me to be-
. . : - ' . . ' 

11,.eve tliat the O'Collegian should ·llO•t be arL :Lntegrated uQit within the 
. . 

Scboql qf Joux,1,1.al:i.sm anq tha'l: J-.sehoof fac~lty not be responsible or 

· conpect_ed.witti J:he O 'Colly, 11 . 
' ' . . 

One stµdent crypticaU:, · rema.r,ked that the·. o' CQtly ''shoul4 be a 

new~paper, '' M administrator nQ'ted tl).at. the staff of the college paper 

"shoulddemo111:1tt;'ate what they leatn in c;lass ai:id gain experience in 

2. 

3 

4, 

5, 

Faculty 

Administr,;ttion 

Journalhm. Faculty 

3.74 

3.69 

3 .2z .. 

(2) 

(5) 

(4) 

'figure 14 .. Relative Order of Publics and Mean;s · 
of A~reemeri.t for ~~tra-Curri,cul~r 

Activity Function 

CQntribut;Lng I!lOl\lt to tl:ie B:x:tia"'.~urricula.r Activity total mean, 
. . 

4.06, wer~ Students.and ;Faculty 1 The ikwest contributors were .'four-

n~l:ism Fac1,1lty, "indlcate<l,by a W~de dive:rs;toµ·of meall agreement$, with 

a J:allge of 1.15 (4.J7 - 3 ,22). 
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Thre~ statemenu, of Bxtra-Cur'X'icular Activity funct:iQn yielded 

very diffez:ent reactions froµi respondents. One of the sta.tements,14, 
. . 

wa1:1 merely a repl)rased operational definition; tli.e o.ther two deal with . 

. ma1;1ifestatioi;1.s of this fµnct;i.on. Statement 6 may be. considered as the 

opposite of 4ournalism taboratory function. Comments c::oncerning this 

statement were perhaps the most indicative of implications for the 

~ctivity function. 

6. The O 'Colly shoµld provide an outlet for 
good writing and artwork of all students, and 
not be restricted only to jourrialism majors. 

Mean agreement scores l:>y publics were.: Faculty, 5.91; Adminis.;. 

tration, 5.57; Stude~ts, 5;49; Newspaper Staff, 4,96; a.nd Jc,urnalism 

Fac:qlty, ,4,92, OnC:i! member of the<facµlty noted that: 11-;i.t c.an be ap. out­

.let for scime who are not jou1:nalism majors.'' 

10. One major purpos~ of theO 'Colly should be 
t;:o give stqdents ~n Ot.1,t:let fo;r gome of their. 
excess energy. 

· Mean agreew.ent scores by publics were: Students, 3 ,61; Faculty, 

2.88; NewspapC;!r Staff, 2,63; Admin:i..stration, 2.11; and Journali$m 

Faculty, 2.08, Several comments, obstensibly meant to be.facetious, 

i:!.ctually were highly correlated to the mean:l..ng of: extra-curricular act-· 

ivity: ·" .. ,to burn it down?"; II, .. use a ball field oz: dance floor.'' 

and '' •.•. not; unless some results can be ol::>tained from the expenditure of 

this energy." 

14, · · The O 'Colly sho1.qd function as an extra.-
curricµlar activity, 

· Mean agreement sco:t:es by pubHcs were: Faculty; 4.26; Students, 

4 ,03; Adi:ninistratic;m,. 3 ,57; News:paper Staff, 3 .48; and. Journalism 

F acµl ty, · 2 . 6 7 . 
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. :: .· .· ... _·· .· . ·. .·. . 

·. ··. Applicabilftx o.f F{ndings. · .· 

An expbQ.ation of applicabiltty of. findings from this e~p)orat:ory 
. . 

. . ; . . . . . . 

surv~y h _needed here. . It t.s not. the aut.hor 's purp'6s~ to offer a model 

·. of functions as t'8l)resentadve of asses1:1ments by the vari~us. publics . 

. within untversiti~s and coUeges, othe~ th~~ Oltlahoma State University.> 

Every, aca.demic in~titution fs unique; sponsot'shi.p and. confrol of the 

. student neWSl)ape:p yary on._ each campu1;1 •. · 

H.oweve:i;-, an. assumption conc~rningpossibletelevao,cyof the 

· .. ··. findings p~e$ehted here is oi;fered,: to other c~lleg~s. · Universities may 

.va.r:y in thetr assessments·o:f:funct.i:ons according to the.possibUity.of 

·.· conflicti~g functions. · Some· universtties may not offer a. full sequence 

. ·of joui-nalistri ¢ours~s, wlth publica~ion<of the· studer:it: newspaper actu- . 
', . ' ; .... -.' .·._ ·,. ' : '' ·. •.,. : .... ··· •. --·;' ··. :·'. . . . ...... _' ' . 

'ally{filling th~ :J$xtra~bui:'rJ;cutar<Acti,y{ty ... fubctlon.;,. OthEat .student. 
. : . . . ·,·. . ..... . 

. news.paper~ ml:ly.b(:l:·comp~emen,ted l~y Ji,s,.~par.ate faculty newspaper, an<l be . 

. . reliErveq. Qf the faculty ~ublicit;y. fµnet:i.or;i'. 

Size of the i.nE;1titution ~ay affect the House· Organ function. 

Smaller colleges. often do not;: pu~lish papers. daily .. If cont:rol of the 
. . 

. student n,ewspaper l:>y adminisf:ra~ors creates a \'cr~dibiHty gap'; het~;eq. . 

. the co1lege press and the 'studet\t· ._pody, and sttident faCti6ns puµlish 

.. "un.dergroµnd" .. newspa.pera, -t4a.t is.;.; .. newspapers not .. spon~ot'ed by #:ie , ·. · 
. . . 

inst;:itUl;J,011.~•the ijtudent Opia,ion function ma.y not. be considerecl p.artic~ 

.·. ~l~~ly relevant~---· .. 

'f~r9ugh t~ese examples, the. author tried to. convey that- -.altho1.1gh 

. ' v~ri.ous publl~s withit\ one un,iversit;: may diff~r. tn their asse~sment of 
.the functions oi the college ptess.-'.'"diffei:'et\ces betweei:l. 'v;arious. univer-

' .··· . ' 

sities, and college1;f .also exist, !here ,can be no ,i,final'' · model of' 
' - . 

. college press fun.c;ti,omr, E:Xistit1g condition!:! ~nd particular needs ,for 



74 
. ' 

._· each ihstitutiol:l must be considered and· evaluated. 

Assessme~t of.Coll~ge Press Functions l,y Publics. 
' . . . ' . . '.. ~ . . . 

',A.notb~r rank.iQ.g of the mean agreement aco:r;es was possible ftom 

those. given in, Table III, page. 53 ~- .. · -· lt' is useful t:o c;onsi_cler the ·re .. 

lattv, agreement o:t: the seven functions by ea.c_h public within the uni-

· v~rsity, 
. . ' 

Administration: 

>1. 

2. 

.. 3. 

.4. 

5; 

.· .. 6,':' 

it·•· . 

.Function 

House Organ 

.Commercid·- Press 
. . ' 

Faculty PtiblicitY. . 

· Student. Opini.on 

··.--~--· 

5.16 

5;Q8· 

4,57 

4.54. · 
. . 

Jou:r-nalism Laboratory . 4 ,43:_.-·. 
. .. . . . . ' ., ' ; . . . ··. . . ~ .. 

. . . •,• . : . 
. ' . 

--·Publ;l.¢ ~ela.1:ions···· 

·_ Extr~~Currfc u lar 
'· ''3, 74 

Hypothesis .. 
<Ranking_·. · 

'(2}· 

(7) 

(5) 

' (4) 

.(1) 

(3) 

_._ •.. ,\/:(6)~.;' . ·)'Activity ... 
. . .· . . . . 

' . . 

The 4,dminiSttation mean percept:ic;rn. was high mostly due to _House 

Organ and Commerclal J.'1ress fun,ct;:iorts. · The least amount resulted from · 
.. . ·.:.-: .. . . ; . 

. · ··,~ow agreement op_ the !xtra-curric_µhr· A,c::dvit:y/· .• It ~hould be recalled. 

·.· tl:lat even though tile Commercial ;BrE;lSS cpntributed hi_ghly t;o· the Admin­

htratian meall, · the Administration ranked t:1;1.at function l_ower .than did · 

c;:11:l:Y other public.· · 
. . ' . . . . 

' . 

·-_ .. •Joµrnausm- Facuit;y: 

. · Rapk. 
~ 

Fu:nct:1on 

· Commercial P~es s 6.,06 ', 

_Journal:i,sm Laboratory . 4. 64 ·-· ·. 

Student Opinion'.·· .· · 4.50 

, Hypothesis 
-~Ranking.· 

,(l) 

(2) _.·· 

(4Y -·-· 



: ' :,· .· .. 
.. '· ... '. ·. ::_ .. :·· .. 

:A.>. 
1.·· 

. 6:,. 

·. · .... · ..... 
fl:o.use Orgap. . · · · 

:Faculty Pl.lbli.cit.y 

. ··.·. E~tra-Cur;i:-i,c~lar 
Activity 

4~33 

4.10 · 

3.22 

. ; ;(3) ·.· .. 

·'.(6)··.··· 

. . ·, . 

.• (7} .·. 
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· _ Ti · <Pt1blic ·~elation$;.. · ··· 2 •. 81 

. Tlrie Journal.ism Fa.cul ty ·;wean perce·pt:l.on was high mo~tJy :b~cS:use of 

.··agreement on 'the 6ommerci~i ~l;'e{s and 4oufnaiismll.abor?tciry 1f~ilctiotis, 

·.· Extra;.Ourric~lar 4ct:ivity.·. c~ntrib'uti9n was l:owin contrast·. to_lfa~uU;y ·.· 
. , . 

~nd: St9derits; Jlublic Re.latioi;is was low. c;:omp~red t;o Administration~ 

:Newspape~ staff; 
. . . . . .. ( .. 

. Rank 
i..:;' .... ·· 

·.:./t>: 
3. 

. ; •. 

. 4. ·.··• 
. :. :5 •. : 

6. 

. 1: 

Function 

; Cpmme:tcial,, .. Pr.es.$. C 

;.'·: ;_ . . - ... 

\sluclent.·Qp:i1;1ton:).·:·· 

· .... Journd isrii Laborato'x:y 
·' .· ~~ ."~/ .·· 

.. · . '~ouse C>rg~n 

• .i~cult{Pvblicity 

Extra--curricular 
Activi.tY · · · 

·. Public· Rel~tion.'s 

Mean) . ............, 

.. 6. •. 46 
~ .;· . . ' . 

·4.~;9 . 

4.9.0 .. 
,.:.. ... .,~ ... 

•4.·sF:+,. 
4;0.3. 

. . 

3;69 /··.· 

Z ~7.8 

HypothesJ. s ... 
. Ranking . 

·,., <· (1) .·· 

(4) 

···o) 
.. · .. ·(s) 

(7) 

(6) 

··.The .Newspaper. Staff tn~~n ~e~:o~Ption, A~49, was· du.e mostly to the 

.· __ .Cotnnie;rci,al fr~Sis:f:\.lncti?n,_the highes,t.ratirig·of any>gr_QU1'i It was also 

... · high b!ac~use. Qf. Student .Opirii,o~ •an4 J9urnatj.sm: l..;bc,:rato~y • functions, .. 

The le_ast agreem¢t1t was. o~ ):h~ ;Bub lie ielatton's::fµnctiori •. 

·. Faculty: 
. '· 

Rank-. _....__,. >. Funct:L~ri< .·· 
. . - . . 

·.·1,. ···. Cciintne'r:cial Pres'a< ·:.: 

· stud~nt o~'tnton .. 

Mean· 
.·~ 

. . . 

.. s:·s:{' 

5;Q6 

' ... ··.• .ijypot:hesb · 
: ~ Ranking 

. ·'.:. b) 
(6) 



3. 

4~ . 

6. 

7. 

· House Organ . 4. 80 
. . . . . . . 

. . 

Faculty Publicity · 4,72 

. J~urnalism :i:.aboratory . 4 .. 47 
. ·. . 

Extra-Cur:i;:icular -~. 
·... Activity.· lL,BS · .... ·.·.· 

· Public Reh.tiOn$ . 3·,S4 .. 

<(i) 

'·(5) 

:(2) .. 

(7). · .. 
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·., . ·. . ·. '. .· ·:·.. . 

:Fac1,1lty meart perceptioOi, 4,64, wa,s d~~ )nostly to ~igh agreement on 

the Commercial f.ress and s·tu4ent ~piQiOil functions, Li,ttle was. con- · 
.. ·. : . 

t;rib~ted by ~ublic Relations .. · · 

·· Students: 

Rank -~-

·.1 •. · .. 

. . 2. 

. 3 •. 

4,.; .. · 

. 5.', 

6. 

7. 

· ·Function. 

Commercial. Press \ 

: Student Opinion ·· 

House· Or$an . ; ':· 
. ·: . . ·: 

.. . . . F acµl ty .. Pu.bl id t;y · 
. ; . •, ... - . ' ;· ' . 

. E~t;-a~curri,~ular 
. Activity · ...... . 

. . . . . . .. 

Mean. .-.-· 
6',i2 

5,38 .. ·· 

5•;29 · 

4.57 

·. .. .\ .·' .' . 

.. ·. 4.37 

Journalism Labotat~ry . · 4 .21 
.. .· ,-,.. . . 

.. . . 

. Pub lie Rela.tions. 3.36 

Hypothesis 
Rankin~. 

· .. · (3) .·· 

(() 

(2) 

(7), . 

'(6) 

(t,.) 

. '.···.(5) 

Student mean perception; 4.78, was high mostly on Cotnnlercial 
. . 

rress' fltudent(ppinion and, House Organ :eunctions •.. The least. amount was 

due. to p1.1blic .Relations .. · ~-- . . .. ' . 

. Whi,le compar;ng .tlie · ranking1;1 of functions between. the publ:i~s 
. . . . ........ ·_ . ·, . _ .. ,.-

,, cannot be com~let~ without discus1;1ion -of mean. agreement ~tores for · 

degree of agreelllent, it is pos~ib'le to 01:>serve patter[1.s of assessment 
. '· .. , ·. 

l;>etwee~ the publi~s. ·. All pub Hes ranked Ootnmerc-1,al ~t~ss· as the'. p~imary · 
. ~~ .·.- . . 

functi.on, exc~pt the Administrati<;>n,, Likewi,se~ all p~bl.ics agreed 

least wit:h the publfc:telations function, except.Administrators. 



/the Administration public placed the l{ousE:! Organ furic.tion first 

among the seveq functions; the ijxtra-eurricl,llar Activity function re ... 

ceived the least agreement by this group. W;i,th exception of the Stu-
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. dents, the two functions with least ag;rE:!ement by each public were public 

Relations and Bxtra-eu:i::ricular Activity. 

The highest and lowes.t mean agreement. scores were both indicated 

by the Newspaper Staff for the eommercial ~ress function, 6.46, and 

publi,c Relations function, 2.78. 

Summary 

In thi,s chapter, the author discussed the findings of" the ana.lysis 

· o:I; variance~ of':mean. agreement scores for stateme11ts representing func-
. . . . ' . . 

·, Jtions, o;f .~he c;ollege press J>y va~tous 'publics wi~hf~ ;he tjniversity. 

·Three tests of significance were run on data from 160 respondents: 

between seven levels of the puhlics irtd~perident variable,bbe'ttv't!en::f':f!Qe 

levels of the functions independent vari,able, ~nd.<lio.net:ac.ti<hnno:fi ~pµblUsa 

and funct'ions. The two-dimensional analysi$ of variance determined if 

t):1e mean scores re.fleeted a Significant difference. 

The tests indicated highly significant differences between func­

tions, between publics and a highly significant interaction.of functions 

and. publics. 

I:1ean agreement scores of functions were arranged inrank order by 

each public a.nd vice-versa. The function receiving highest agreement· 

by all publics, excE:!pt Administrators, was the Commercial Bress func~ 

·. tion. 

The findings must be limited to the ·pppula.tion surveyed since 

existing conditions within el:!-ch university and college, such as size 
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: ... · .. ··. 

school. · Assessments of fun~tion ·by the_ various publics nec~ssarily will· 
- ' . . . 

varyamongdifferent colleges and.tini.versi,ths. 
.. r 

Ffoally, the author wi,_shes to answer, non:..quand.tatively, the , 
. . . ·. .. . .· . ·. ·:: . . .•. 

- major questions a:sked. in. this e:x;plorat:'ory survey: Does membership in a 

:p~r;icular urtivenlty public· affect a: ~erson_'s percepti.ons of the fun,c-
. . 

tio.ns qf the college press? ·· Noteworthy, h tha~ the followi.ng non-
. ··. · .. ' .· . . . .-.:. 

qucilntita~fve andysis has been substantiated. in .the :previously ci,ted .. 

quantitative pres~ritation~ 
. . 

. Fit'.·at, .the author will comment on th~ llb«:!hind-the-scene" -picture 

of each public's and each function's meaq. agreemen:t sea.re t;:o present a . 

clearer< p.ict:ure of the interaction of these two var{ables. - . 

$8'f'Ondly, and ·substant;ially important for futtp:e -reference; con­

S8~SUS ap.d diversity amoq.g. the. public's'' ~n 'i,~riou~ functions, wUl 1:)e 

presianJe~, wit~ tht goai. of a{dt10g pte,y~n~io11 of unnece.ss.ary fu,tt!re .. ·· 

com,niunlc,t;:lon hrea~downs' a~ong' the. pu.bl{c~. . . ·. . . 
. . 

•.·.Finally~ · th~ auth~r will present: a rank-order ·of differences_ in 
. : . . . . ·' . . . 

agreem~rit . scofes among the various combin,ations of pubi ics: tQ highlight 

. tije fun~tions: on which there are the' greatest and· 1east · diversity of 

opinion.· 

. . . 

Facts Behind the Pub lies I Mean Scot:'eS . 

. Studenta: This gr°'upnetted the highest mean score agreetnent 

score of 4'.78, indicating 1:h.e highest average agreement .with all seven 
. ·-· . . . 

. funct;ior,,s of the CQllege pre~~;.· However, the Students agrE1ed most; :with . 

the Coi;nmercial Br~l3~ function,· f9ll6wed by the Student Opinion and llouse 
. ··. . . :·.··.. . .··. :' ;. 

···Organ _f1.1,ncti9~s. i Studerits th:pught y~r:y Httle of the ~ubli~ ielations 

. fun.ction-. · 



Students agreed wit:h the Journalism Faculty on .the Commercial 

Press :f;unct',i.Qn, but they disagreed with the Journalism Faculty on all 

other ;functions. 
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High ag,;eement on the Student Opinion a.nd Commercial Press fonc­

tions was evident between Students and the O'Collegian Staff. They dis­

agreed on all other functions. 

Students and Faculty both rated the Extra-Curric1Har Activity, 

Faculty Poblicity and Student Opinion functions high, but disagreed on 

the House Organ and Commercial Press functions. 

The Students and Administrators placed high value on the House 

Organ and faculty Publicity furi.ctions, but disagreed on the Public Re­

. lat;ions, ~:,ctr a-Curricular A.ctivi ty and Commercial Press functions, 

Facultx: Faculty members' mean agreement ~core of 4.64 was dl,le 

mostly to their high agJ;eement on the Student Opinion and Commercial 

Press functions. As with Students, the Fa.cuity placed lowest; value on 

the Public Relations function. · 

Faculty and Administrators, alike, highly agreed with the Fc;1c;ult:y 

Publicity :l;unction~ but were relc;1tively low on the Commercial J;>ress 

function. These two grotlps had. sub$tantially divergent views of the 

Public Relations, House Orgim, Extra-Curri,cula:r Activity and St1,1de1;1.t 

Opinion functions, 

The Faculty also paralleled the Newspaper Staff. in high agreement 

with the St:;udent Opinion function. They disagreed with j:he O'Collegian 

Staf;f on all other·funct:!ionf.l, 

Faculty members moderately agr('led with the Journdism Faculty on 

the Laboratory function. Th,ese two groups were at odds crn all other 

functions. 
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· Administration: Administrators' mean score of 4 ,SJ was due mostly 

to theiz: high :agreement o~:the Hou.Se Ofgan a(ld Commercial Press func­

.tions (although they r8ted Commercial Press lower than .d(d'.any othe~ 
·.· .... .' . . ' .. . . . ·.. ·. . .. ·.. . . 

·.group); ..• They least. agreed ·with the Extra-Curricular Activity ,function; 

:.,.Many agreements and. d,t.:ffe:rences hetween Administ~~tors and other 

publi,cs already have been me11tiort~d; , In ~ddition,: Administrators and · 

the Jo.urnalism Faculty were similar 'in moderate· agreements with the 

Facult:y '.Pub1icity ~nd Student Opinion functions. 'J?he~e two groups sub-
. . . 

stantially disagreed on thf3 ·Public. Relations,. House Orga11~ Extra-Currie-
. . . 

µlar Activity ~n,d. Comme.rc:i.al );>ress.•· function1;1,·· 
.· ·.. . ··, . . ,,_. 

Administrat~rs also dis.ljlgr~ed with the Newspaper Staff on, the 
. . . . 

··. ·.·. I>ubli,c Relations, Laboratory, House Organ, Faculty Public·ity, Student 
. . 

Opinion al!l.d.Commerc:Lal '.Press functions. They agreed wfth Students in 

placing re\ativelytow value on. the.E~t;a:..curriculi:r:Activity function • 
.- . . . '.. . . ,, . . :·, 

Newspaper. Staff: ··This. public's mean score of -4 .49 was <;lue mostly 
, . .. ..... ·' .'·: ·,·, .·. ,· . ... '·· ., .. · ... · .,·.. ,:. . :··· .,· : .- .. -.. 

to. (t!i high: :agreement _oil: the :,Comm~:rci~l ):1rei:i~ J~n.~tion (hi~hest: of ,any . 
\ • • • 'C 

. . 

·. group). Staff1ets also ratec:l Student Opinion a.nd Laboratory functions 

high} but thought little of the Public Relations and Extra"'.'Gurricular 
.. - •. . 

. . ·' .: ' 

Activity functions. 

The staff highly agreed· with t_he Laboratory and >Qo,:wn¢:1;.cial Pre.ss 

func:tio~~' as did the Journalism Faculty. These two groups,agreed 

little w{th .the. Public Relations' .. Hou~e. Organ. and Faculty :Pu~Hcity ..... 

· : functi,on.ij , - · · · 

Staffers agree4 wi.th t!te Ad,.tn;sfrators only inth~i: low opinion 

of the.E~tra-Cutricular. Activity ftinctioh •. · . 
. . .. . . . . ,.. . ·: 

Jol.ir1:1aHsm ~aculty: · 'l'his ~rouJ>'s.mean s:core of4,24 waij the.low.;. 

est of any group, .· indicating the lowest .average· agreen:ieri.t with the 
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seven functions, Contributing tµost to the Journalism Faculty's score 

was high agreement with the Cotmnercial Press an.d Laboratory functions.· 

They agreed little with the )?ul;>lic Relations and Extra .. curricular 

!i,ctivity functions. 

In general,. the Journalism :Faculty showed little agreement on.· 

functions with any group, except the O'Ce>llegian Staff. On the average, 

they disagreed with the Administrators, Faculty and Students on nearly 

six out of seven functions and agreed .tqith the O 'Collegian Staff on 

five out of seven . 

. Facts Behind the Functions' Mean Scores 

Mean agreements of all pubUcs on functions, from high to low, 

were as follows: Commercial Press, Student Opinion, House Organ, Facul­

ty Pt1blicity, . .Jotirna~istri Lal?oratqry, Extra-Curricul~r Activity and 

Public Relations. 

Widest range between the publics' opinions was caused by the Com­

mercial Press and Public Relations functions, while least diversity in 

agreement among the publics was o.n the Faculty Publicity and Laboratory 

functions. 

Commercial Prel!is: Highest ag:reetnenton this function came ,from 

the Journalism Faculty, Newspaper Staff and Students, with little value 

placed on the function by Administrators.and Faculty. 

Student Opinion: Students, Faculty and the Newspaper Staff con­

- tributed most. to this function's score, while the Administrators and 

JoQrnalism Faculty saw little value in this. function, 
. . 

:House Organ: High agr~ement with thi$ function came from Admin-

. i,strator$ and Students, with the Journalism Faculty and O·'Gollegian 

Sti:lff seeing little t11erit in this function . 
. (, 
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Faculty Pu.blicity: · Facu.lty, Administrato,rs and Students saw the 

most merit in this function,, but the Journalis.m Faculty and O'Co11egian 

Staff rated it: relatively iow. 

Journalism Laboratory: Sta;ff:~~!i!::and Journalism Faculty added 

mos,t to this fop.ction, wi.th Stu.dents agreeing least, 

------------------... A_c_t ... i_.,v.,..i-t"""y: Highest agreement on this, fu.nction, 

came from Faculty and Students. The. Journalism. Faculty agreed little 

,'with this function.· 

. Public Relations:. Although this fun~tioh rece:i.ved the, lowest mean 

agreement score, the Administration t;',anked Jtmuchhigher than did other 

groups. The Journalism Faculty and O'Collegian Staff agreed less w;i.th 

th:ls function than did any other public. 

Range of Opinion Differences 

Table V, below~ . shows tp.e diffei;Jn'ces in mean ?,greement scores for 

all possible pairs of publics--by function. The Objec;:tive of this 

analysis ls t9 pinp~int the functions On wJic:h citsa~r~emeJts ate li~ely 

to occur- .. and between which publics. 

TABLE V 

!1EAN DIFFERENCE SCQRES·FOR FUNC'l'IONS 

Function Public Mean Public 
l PR Adm.' ~·4,16 Staff = 
CP Adm. = 5.08 Staff = 
PR .Adm. = 4 .. 16 J.Fac. = 
Act. J;Fac. = 3.22 Stu, = 
CP ·Adm. -. 5.08 Stu. = 
Act. Fae. 4;35 J.Fac. 

··,, 
l 

CP ·Adm. = 5.08 J,Fac, -
HO J,Fac. = 4 .• 33 Stu. = 
CP Fae. = 5.53 Staff ::::: 

so J .. Fac. ::::: 4.50 Stu .. ::;;: 

PR .. A,dm, = 4.16 · Stu. = 
HQ Staff = 4,51 St:u, = 
PR Fae. = 3.54 Staff = 

Mean 

2.78 
6.46 
2 .81 
4.37 
6.22 
3,22 
6.06 

· 5.29 
6.46 
5.38 
3.36 
5 .. 29 
2 .78 

1.38, 
L38 
1,35 
1.15 
1.14 .· 
1.13 

.98 

.90 

.93 

.88 

.80 

.78 

.76 



PR 
HO 
Lab. 
F.Pub. 
CP 
Act. 
Act. 
Act. 
PR 

. F.Pub. 
Act. 
PR 
so 
PR 
F.:Pub. 
F.Pub •. 
CP 
so 

Act. 
Lah. 
HO 
HO. 

F. J?ub .• 
F.Pub. 
so 
CP 
Lab .• 

•Lab, 
cp·· 

SQ 
ao 
so 
HQ 
Lab. 

.· Lab. 
···cp 

. Lab. 
Lab. 
B.O 
PR 
Lab .• 

. so 
CP 
F.Pub. 
F. PlJQ. 
HO 

Table V (Continued) 

Public Mean 

.Fae. ;:; 3.54. 
A.dm. · ... ,,; 5 .16 
Staff =4.90 
Fae. 
:Fae. 
Staff 
Staff 

·Adm. 
Adm. 
Fa9 • 
A.dm. 
·staff 
Fae. 
J.:E'ac. 
Sta;ff 
Adm. 
Fae. 

:;: 4.72 
~ .-5.~.53 
·= 3 .-69. 

. = 3.69 
= 3 -~ 74 

. = 4.J6 
= 4~72 
= 3,74 
= 2.)8 
= 5.06 
= 2.81 
= 4.03 

. = 4.57 
= 5 .. 53 
= 4.54 Adm. 

Adm. . = 3:.74 
Fae. · = 4}80 
J.Fae. == 4.50 
J.Fac. = 3.22 · 
Adm. .=;4.43 
Adm. ·=·s.'16 

·. Fae. = 4.80 . 
. Adm. = 4.57 
. J.Fae •. = A.lo 
Adm. = 4 0 54 
i\,dm, = 5. 08 . 
Fae. :;: 4~47 
J.Fae. = 4.64 
J. Fae.. = 6 .• 06 
Staff· :;: 4~99 
Adm. = 5.16 

'Fae;.. = 5.()6 
Fae. == 4.80 

·Fae;. =4.47 
J.Fac. :::; 4. 64 
Staff = 6.46 
Adm. = 4.43 
i\.dm. = 4.43 
J.Fae. = 4.33 
Fae. 
Fae. 

.:Adm. 
J~Fac. 
Adm,· 
Fae, 
Adm. 

= 3 .54 
. = 4.47 

= 4,54 · 
= 6~06 

.· = 4. 57 
= 4. 72 
= 5.16 

Public 

J,Fac. = 2.81 
J.Fac. = 4.43 
Stu. = 4.21 
Staff = 4.03 
St\J.: = 6.22 
Stu. "." 4.37. 
Fae.. = 4.35 
Stu. = 4.37 
Fae. = 3 .54 
J.Fac 0 = 4.10 
Fae. = 4.35 · 

· Stu. . == 3 .36 
J.Fac, 7 4 .. 50. 
Stv.. == 3 .36 
Stu. = 4 .. 57 
Staff = 4;03 
J.Fac •. == 6.06 

· Fae •. = 5.06 
·< J.Fac .• == 3.22· 

Stu.. = 5,.29 , 
Staff = >4 ~ 99 
Staff = 3 .. 69 
Staff =4.9o' 
Staff···= 4.51 
J .Fae. == 4.33 
J.Fac. = 4.10 
Stu. = 4.57 
Staff = 4.99 
Fae~ = 5.53 
Staff = 4.90 
Stu.. = 4.21 

·Staff =6.46 
Stu. = 5 .38 
Fae. . = 4 .. 80 
Stu •. · .. == 5 .38 
Staff .= 4. 51 

1 s t1.,1 • = 4 ~ 21 
Staff = 4.90 

. stu .. = 6.;22 
Stu. = A.21 
J.Fac. "' 4'. 64 
Staff ;= 4.51 . 
Stu.. = 3 .36, 
J. F.ac • = ·. 4 • 64 
Stti.. = 4,38 
Stu.. = 6.22 
f.ac. = 4,72 

. Stu. . = 4.57 
Stu. = 5.29 
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. Mean 
Difference 

.73 

.73 

.69 

.69 
• 69 
.68 
.66 
• 63 
.62 
.• 62 
.61 
.58 
.56 
.55 
;54 
.54 

.• 53 
.52 
.52 
.4.9 
.49. 
.47 
.47 
A7 

· .47 
.47 
.47 
.• 45 
.45. 
.43 
.43 
.40 · 
.39 · 
.36 
.32 
.29 
.26 
• 26 . 
.24 
.22 
.21 
,18 
.18 
.17 
.16 
.16 
.15 

. .15 
.13 
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·::Table· v (C<>11~i.n,µe4) ... '·. . :·,.' ... · 

.·Mean 

JiFac;i;.;;;:·4.1() 

· ...• ·.!:::•· :::;t;~t' 
· Adm ... = 4.43 · 
· Adm; ; =t4•~S4 • 

. i.F~C:. >='2~81> · .. ·•. 
. ···_>Fae •. ·.· -<~ 4~35' . · .. 

.· ... Acirn;: ... = 4,57 · / . 

· .. · .... ····.· :_:· .. ···• 

,.· St~f f .· 4 o:f . 
·. ··staf:f = · ··~ · · · ... .. . .~ 4,. 99 

· .. <. >Staff '"' · 3 .. 69 ·. 

··.·, \J.~t;c:.·:·: !:~t:: .. 
·. st:at'f,. =•·2 78. 

. . ' .. ., • .. ·_ ... ~. . . . . . ' . ' . · .. 
·· Stu. :!i= 4,37 ·.· 

.=·.4.sf.· 

: .. < }1ean'. : • •··. 
······Pif.f~r~n.¢e 

· .o7··· 
.• 67 

. .os 
.· .. ·····~04.'. 
• .· .04:> 
< ~03 ,·. 
..·· .Q2 

.90 . 

. ·.: ' .. · : seve.r.al. frt~lic~s cai.:1:>~'.g1J.~a~a, :~tom J~blEtY; . pa~es': f:J:i~e,4.. .A,s. 
, .. ',' .. , .. 

e~~lllples:,·, :Whic1:1 .. publics- .. wer:(·1~ith~:fuost :a~~ le~$t .. _co~~e~~us .. on. tJieir. · 

p~rbept:ion$· <>l the .. seven colleg~<p#~sS.: .£1:1,ic:.~iQns?: Which :funchoi:is · .·. ·· 

~e~~~~, .GQ ca~s·~ th~ bigge~t,.'dtft'e~e~c:s ~~o~g t~~ l)~b,ll{~l . 'whfih pub~ 
. \.}:·\r·,f.:(_:._~:\: ... :·-·. ·. ;._,\'. :· r·, -~~··'.\-.'t''.;:·.1 .:.:-:-:,~,.,_,·.l.~;-· .. :t. '·°\. .. ·/':'-'. 

-. ·~:·.. . : .. ·'/·: .·.· _.· ·.:, .· . · .. ~ .. -:.;,. :~~-.,. .· -"·.' -· .::·-· .:" .... > .. \"i-i-'.";_~·'.,: c:_.'_.= •. _~1' 

,Uc$ ~':i.'f~erecl th~,_:most on 'w,hf.<:h !unctions? · -
. '.•. . .. : . . . 

······:···· l~e' .... ~~~ta¥e',·~~~* ' .... ~·.i.tf~f~n,ce:;sf~~t.,Jor,:: e.~(:·~······combi11,ati.oii .· o·f :ipJb1.~·~ ~.· •... •···.· 

. -.· .. • 

. tiqns<. ·: For .exam.ple, •au me.ai:l,'differ~~~~ f;ie·o,rea for the Aci.mtnist.ratl~rt ... , 

· ;~ow;l'JP¢i jjf,iff p~J.r ;,er~ ad,led and • thi • .,.,iag~ of th!>s e ""ores ~~~ / 

·· .. /. ij;,}i~ Widest :dispe;sJ<>n·wai bet\.ieen;~he~dtni~istrat{,;~ '~nd : 

:.o~H?-:peiian'.l1:a£~,•·.·with ii. ~!~n::<ii£iere.Ji.de'•of .06s ·•:·· Journalism ll~cµtty ... · 

,~n~J~tµcie·nts;, ranked se~on.d 'Jn:citf'.t'~~e~~e·,.o:f :ite~~,'with .a}~66, Jollo)Ted< 

.<b>1.::;::."6~ic;J;{ff~i'en9e of,Opin;ton ·between: the ,Journaltsm..la.cult:y,,a,nd. 1-dfni.n~ .•. 

'.' {!Jt~~:afiori . 'J.•.• .. :.~:.6,. o,./ .. :.4if f ete~c,f 'o:f ~~tee~e~t .op ·~~11'J t:{q1,1.;j . was.:' shown 1:>ett,ie:~n. ·., ' . .. ,:· 

. ; th~/~iet}t,y~11d.~~;1,1:rn~lf~iJ!.~cul~y;i\ritl:i;,f\~6 ~nc( ·~5:5 differeQce,: 

/Pet~~~n;fhe ();'P~H~~i.an,)!t~f{:..stti1¢nt/s(:Elnd·l~c~l~y~p·co}le1?,ian ·.staf~, .. , 

•.·. ··r~~Jec,~iie1; .. 
. : . .. .,•; 

9ther: m.~art ~:t~fei:~~c~ ·s:c9fes· w;~;.' as /follo-ws: ·. Adrt1iAistrat±i~n~; 



. . · .. < .... :_ 

. Students·,- ;44:.f .Admiri.i~t:r;atfon~Fac~lty, .39;. Facuity.;.St:uden.ts, · .30; and 
. . ·; ..... ·· -'.. . - ·., :· ,. ' . . .. 

Journalism-Faculty-O~Collegi.an Staff, .27. 

: >_ Wort_hy ?f note -i.~>the high agreement l>etween'. Fac~lty .~nd: Students, 

'·as·.weil· •as .th~ Jau~riahsm•·.F~ctllt:y arid· O'Colle~fan Staff .. ---· The'J.ournalism ,· 

Faculty .and Newspaper Staff; however, disagreed greatly with. Adt;i:tin{~.;.. 

i tra,tors pn t:he c~llege press fu~ctions .: . 

-- Nl:lw the questJot1. is·:. · 'Which publj.c_s· created · the highest apd lowest 

.· _differen~~: scores? To belpfariswei- this; th~:.criter{a \.l~-ed; ~e;e· the top-

10- and--1:>ott~m,..10 di.tferertce scores. Eac;h publi.c 's difference sc9res. 

we.re' averaged Withi.n, those ranges, -:to .indicate wh:o c·oa/;ributed t:be lllOSt · 

and leastdifJe~en~es. 
' ' 

; :.> •· -: Ad~i.µis:tratton was in~olve?·\it1,;~{ of the :t9·p.;.10 di~f~r~nces ·ami .. 

. · '. ·. dortt;t'but'el •. kist t;' ··thei<i-£f&er~n6iesc iith,,a·:t}zs: :~eahj:)t6:r'.,l6:11egfan .· 
Staff, ranki.ng -~¢c9n<i, shqw~cl/µp_3 times,: wi:th ii meaii:contributiori of· 

f.23. -• A.J .O(m~a:n'~as adde(fot •iJl;~t~g~e;i~~~f by J~urnaH~m Fa~ult:y, 

... being involved in 6 of th~ t:op-10. d.iHere~c-~s ,. followed bi'.Fact1it/ c~n~ 

. ~rJbuting, a 1.03 mean, indic~ted .in 2 j,f .th~\:fopL10, ~nd: s~~~-en~s :c~~­

triQµting: a. L()l m(:!an, i1'd:ica.ted :fo 4 'of the {op~}O dlfferertces ~ ._-·· .. , 

A\though Cotntt1ercial· ·Pr~ss .• was ,;lhcl't'catefl:•·.·~sthe ~p~lmar~. function·· 

i.ri total l>ubli.c 'as_sessment, fi8ur~ 6,,::-'pa.ge :~j, tt: was involved ih 4\o{ .. 

the t~p~to d;if:tJe:i;ence scqres. .The Admi1#stratf~,:ri was a J~r~ of thes~· 

differences in 3. of the 4-. · .. Obviousty· crud~l if,_.:discuss;in:g .conflicting . 

. · ~~ses;~ents o:f function,:s ~tnong pup lies ial;'.e the :qieari d:tff;~rences of .. ' 
I .; • • • ' •• • • , ' •.' • • • • ' • " • ~ ' 

. A,dfui,~istration and J-lewspal)et" 8t~ff. }wo o( the ~qp"'.J:·nieari;diffeien~e · 

Scores are .· cpt,t¢errie4 with th~··. Pub.lie llelatioiiS:_ function. ·. ijere, .- the 

.· Admlni~~ratlo!ll is at Qdds w;i.th th~ ije~sp.i:i.p~r st~,££ arid Journali~m 

Faculty. 



'r.h~se ;i~d:i.cations. of high cl.{sagreemen,t attiqn,g Admin:ist:r.ators, News..: . . · ... ·. ··· .. · .... . . ,,·,. .· ' 
.. .. ··-.:.·.·.: .. :,._ ' .· ·.' ., 

.. ,· >'pa~~r Staff·aiici Soutnalism ~~cultr tnti~-t be rec~gnized .. Dec:i.sJons con-
' . ' 

. cern{~g 'ri~wspaper: ·policy mu$t reconcile the;e difJ~r/q.g assessments .·of. 

·. c~lhge ,:press• functi~ns. · Pr~cttcal ~ppitcat:i.on -~f these fi,ndi~gs 

necessit~tes .the studen:t newspapei,- • be cl.tre~t=:ed by a c1ear~cut Stand: on 

whi.ch· furict.ione ·#~ considered ·relevant and primary for the college .· 

pre.as. at ~Oldahoma Stat( University. ·Notwithstanding pressure exert~d·. 
. . ,. .- . . : :_.<.i .. . . . ·- -: .· ·. . ., . 

by c_onflicti,rig pu~lics, 'tgis policy re.sults' in a common me~rtirig .for.the 

directiOll 0~ the'coll,ege press . 

• 'l'he,bot;om-10 difference sco_res showed which pait~ C):f publics .had 

.. the ~ig~eet ~greemEmt; ·.· 'l'hree publ~c:s 'iseemed_ to group toget:her in high 
. . . . ' . ·"' : . . :· 

agreement:: ~clministration, Faculty and St:ud~rit.s. When paired With-' · 

each citller:, -the three G·ombina'tions were- indicated in 6 of the bottom'." 
: ~ ··= ./ . 

,· 10. · .. 'Journait,sm Faculty'. and:b 'Collegia1:f s~:i:lif w~f~ p~it~ed ;i.n 2 of _ the 

. ·. lowes t;io. di.~_ag~~eme~t .sc;~!;:s .", ·.··The.-. f~~ct?-ons: ,of. t.he.se,, boHOtl}~ 1q 'were '· 

: .•. · .. ·.·most:if ·~hJ~:;:J_;~~i;I~~ iQ;ir\,rei;it,ivetaii~:~~;~~\Jy _t_h~/··~9-t:~l3pA#li~S)-;. 

' •. Faoul t;y PubJi_city' 'Extira:-Cµt'ticular A~ttvi ty and>.Jout'rialism Laboratory . 

. · It ,,appe~rs. that; two ~~jor ·gr~ups withiil the 4niv·ersity coumiunit'y · · .... 

are op~oeed :Jn .theiF perce~,t,i~ns qf: cdi1~ge. press . furrbtt.ons; ·., Adminis.-

. _.,· .. ttat:ion~ F~c~lty. and St~dents, and .Joh~nalism Faculty and W~~~paper .. 

. Staff .• •AS th~ newspaper aud:i.ence i.s c~mposed of.the ·former group;< ·· 

·.· .. With· pub}icat:Jon\ ()f the papei a concet',l\ ·Of the latter, the importance 
. ··.',', .'• 

· ·.· of reconctllng -ancL fo1:mu1ati~g . newspaper p~U~/_designed 'to provide 
'; . ·• 

·\ ... firm di;recti~n f~r the· staff .·.is, se~n/ ReLatt~~, 1~~~~isments ~mong·'.the 

, .·:•.·.- publics ha1;1•·b~e1;1 ·•sh.o,m foi ~.ach .. qf: the functi~ri~\ 

· ..•.. · . flowever, d~e n8WSp;p'e) iS 1;10,t bOUtld t:: .fOl,i()'W any 008, gr-OUp IS 
. . .• · .... ·. . '•, ·. . 

. · ... assesstn~nt of coll~ge press functions,· .. In1;1t~ad,:, poliby must dictate 
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the co1,1rse the paper will follow. If conflict and criticism arise, 

· this policy must guide the staff in spite of these confrontations. aut, 

awareness of t4e varying assessments may aid in avoiding potential con­

fli~t among the publics. 



.. ·. . .. 

'_ Q~Pjt~, V ( .· 

:;, {. 

" 

CONCLUSIQNSi'-ANP. RJ!!CO~NDATlONS C .. ··, .. '. . . . . . .... .. .. . ,, .. 

. . . 

~urv!!y of: t;li~fper¢epti.ons of fu~odcn:i~ of the 

• coll~ae>'i>f~s~by·v~t1ous.· ... i>u1>t1~i withiiL_t_q~:~ntverstt.Yi. -~~ven· l~v~11,·.J·f 

the independei:i~; vc!iriable.;,funct:i,c,,iis; .. a~4·::f'f,y~ levels. o-f;:the inqep¢n4eP:t .. · 

':): varJJlbl¢L~utites~--were intro4~ced>;~~ ittm~J~b{~~an- ,s~eement ·SCPt'8S 

t\tI'f {!;t;::;~l,~J!;.·:~loI~.~::p~r;;;.i;:_~{f nif g~:~Hirr;:~ation•, 
... ·•··::;:ct":I~!~t~~Eti;;~;::;1i;1:::i:z::::~ ::::;ty, .. JQ~~~· .. ·•. 

· .. 
· · - ·Th!\popµla.tj,9,ns ·s~~v.ey~d:-~~~b·li~s within th~ uQivers:f.tY:~tnclqded 

.Act~i~istt~don, ).o~:r:iialistnF~oulty; ij~wsp~per Stltff, •. FadJi~,: an4-stu~ 

·· .. d~nts. < 

·. li"ron(·i96- statements '<?f:,~uncIUan:~: _iµiie~- from a .review :_bf th~ ' 

ltu£~t~te;; 27: sta:t;etitents wete;. bJ;iQsen af'te~ :two 'Judges ftom each publ.ii 
.. - ... ., ... ;,' ' ·.·'. ·. '·: •. :>··:,:_. :- . .... .... . .' . . . . . ..·. ··.; .·· ·- ' ... :·· . ·> . 

. . ·. · h,ad ~etet:Jllfo,e4 t:h.e i;unet~pO .~:~9h :st~tewen_t .9est r,epreaent;ed:_ Each· > -
,.···:,1.' '· 

· .. · ,u~cttorl was;~eptesentecf py>~c,ui··. ijt:a~e¢e~t~.> ··ex.~ept:' E:x:tra~Cµrr{cular-., 

Act:tv(t;y; whi;ch was represented.: 'by· t'fifee $1:atern~nts. . .. · ... ·, . 
.• : ... ~tatemeti.~s 'ltl~;e' pla'cecl in ~'.-r_and~f ottl~r:i;;\the; qµeeiltorin~irij~, 

to j'1f pe~·so~-s) ~t i ()k1.ili9111a :St;,ate .. Uni veisi.ti~ · · ;h~· .total• J~~r11ali$m 

·.· ·.,·.· .. ta~u,.ity .a~a ~~~~i~pexi. {taff: p~l>li,~s.. wei·e suty;;~c:i; i;.~ndorii ;s,ij;pil;~~ •.. oJ . 

. · .. ··• .· 5.5 -~'-$1.ltty> Att,~f' :~q ':st~dedt~. ~~,:e, dra~n·ifr~~ -~.J:ie ,Qlcl~hO_nl~ ·~-t~ie Unlversity 

· D~r:(lct~.~y.· •AtQhait:'obti.~i~~<t from the· pe~so~nel Pifice· was u~e<;l t.:.~-··. 
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determine_ the·. 38 Adtilinlstrators ~omprising that public. · Otie-hundred 

sixtyusablequestionnaires'W:ere returned • 

. 89 

. A two .. dimensional factorial arialrst.s ·of variance tested for slg­

nificance between mean!:! of public's arid functions. and for, lri.t;eraction of 

publics and funct;ions • 

. . · .. .' ; . . . 
. . 

. Differences· Among· Puplics and Functions 

. . . 

Referring to Table. III, pc;tge53, and Table IV, page/55, results 

of sig~f:ficance tests o.f variances ar.e shown, Between functions va:tance 

... ~nd between publics varianc~ reveal definite:• dtfferences f~r beyond. 

chance e~pectati~ns, p <:.OOOJ. and p < .~002, respectively. 

· , . l;nt~r.action was- signif1:cartt, p <:~0006, indicating .quctuations in 
~ . .. '. ;. .. ·- . . . ' . . . . , . . ; . . . ' . ' 

. ,, . ; . . . . ' . · .. · . 

Meml>er~hip in a p~rticular u_niversity pllblic ;affected, to a great degree, 

·. a pe-r:son' s perception of the ·:functlbi:!.s·'of 'the 6onege press. · 
. . . 

Interpretations of the variance analysis ·was f~cilitated .further 

by v~ri9us ,tlon-statistical, ~omparisons · of .similarities ari4 differences 

. of . depel;\d'ent mean', responses. . Deal~ with at len~th in Chapter IV' . and 

rest:Jted briefly her~,·. the variou~ .comparisons-·-all derived frOm Table . 
·. . ... 

Ill; page 53--pointed up.thefollQwing: 

· ··.:· 1; The highest avet'age agreement with all seven. college press 
. . 

functio~s came. from Students~ followed by the Faculty, A.dm:inist:ration~. 
_: . .. .. · . 

·. Newspaper Staff and Journalis'm Faculty, . in tha,i order\ 
•:. _;. ·. . , . . , . ' . 

a. Students ~o~t' agreed with the· CCltnmerc,iaL :Press, 
. . ·. .. . . . . 

.• Student· Opinfon and House o~gan. functions arid iggt'.~~,d little 

with the Public Rela.tlon.s £,unction. Students I agreement .. 

with other publics on various functions were; . with 



· •. Staf L.on Commer¢ tat Pt.es s and sf udent • 

Faculty .onE:xtri;l. .. Curtfcular, Acttvlt:y; 

and Student Opini,on; 1:1p.d with A.dininistra.t{9n on Jlo1.1si 
' C • • 

Qrga11 and Facµlt;y 'PllbLicit:y, · 
' ' . ' . ' . 

b, Faculty members agreedm9stw~th the Student 
.·. ·._:_ .. - · ... , ". ' "'.- . ' . ; .,- . . 

Opinion ap.d Con,11:nercial :Press functidns, but' l;i,t;tle wi,th 

~he Public Rela.ti,ons funqtionf whiclt was 
. . . 

all other·publtc except Admtnistr'.9-t9rs, 
.· .•. •·.· ·. . . . . ·• . . . i .· •.....•... · .. \ ', 
faculty agreements with other 

. . 

vartous functions were.: ..... - .. '., •_'.,'. . ·. 

p.ub 1 ic',i.ty and Comme"l'.'cial Pres$; with Newspaper Staff op. ... 
·.-•_ , -:·_·._:.-· .·. ' .. ,· .' ' 

Student Opir\ii.ori; ·and Wt.th Je>urnalism<Fac~lty 

nal ism Labor a.torr, 

c. A.dministratbi:rs a.greed itt(:>st with" the 
. . . 

a:nd CotntJ1ercia1. Br~ss.· funct.ion ··andleast ·- ' .. '" ·, ,, ... - ' .. ' ' -

A~trithistra tors.' . :agree~en ts. 

- --- '.-' ' .. · .·--· :c_ ,:·-, .", ':•.:' --:: 

E:x;t:ra .. curticular Act:t~ity. 
. . . 

with .otn;~r pub;Lics on yartous fUl,'lctiOns wer~: · 

Stud~nts i:>n !louse Organ, E~tra-.Ctn:::ricµlar Acttvlty .and 
. ·. .· . . 

F,;1crnlty Pµblicity; wi.th Fac;:ult;y C>Q; faculty Publicity 

and Commercial P:r;ess; wi,thJour1:1:ali1,;mFacult:y 

· faculty PubHcity a.nd stud~nt Op{nion. 
. . . . 

.d .. Newspaper (OiCollegta~) Staff members 
. . -. ' ·-·· •, ·.··-·-. . _.,. . . . 

with the Conimefctat Ptess. (highe$t. of any group}, 
. ' • ,· -._ ', ' . ····.·: ''' ,,, . y ·., • . .. ;. ·' 

Student Opin.:i,on ancl. Journali$m ·.Laboratory' funotto11s, 

and> least with th~ Public R.elati,Ot1S and. E:x;t")'.'a~Curricuiar 

. Activity functions. 



. ., ' -

publics oi:1-yarious functions were: with Students oti 
. . ' ' . -

. Student OptniOn and. Commercial press; 'tv'ith :Faculty 

. on Student Opinion; with Administrators op. Extra-, 

Curricular Activity; and with th~ J_ournalism Faculty 

on Journalism Laboratory, Commercial Press,_ Public 

Relations, House Organ and Fact;tlty Publicity functtons •. 
. . ' - . :.· . ' ·. 

. ' . . . 

e. Journalism Faculty, who agreed less Over-all, 
. . . . ' . . ' ' ' ' . . . '. 

. . 
' . 

_with the.seven collegepress functions, va.luedmost 

highly :the Commercial-Press and .Journalism Laboratory 

aspects and tended to reject the Public Relations and 
, .. ··' ·. _.-.. ' .. . ' . ' _- .· ' .,. 

Extra .. Curricular 0Actfvity functions. Journa.lism Faculty 

· melI!bers.'. ag:reement wit:~ .. othe:r J>ublics; on various functions 

· :;i.th St:udeti.ts. qn -.Comtrierci~(·Press ;>with }1·~~{ty on 

Journalism Laboratory;. with Administrators on Faculty 
. .. . ._ ·, '' ," :' "· ' ' ' .•. ..·_ .. " :- .... ' --~ ,_ . . : . 

Publicity··and Student "opinton;· and ·witll the O 'Collegian 
. . 

· -Staff on the functions mentioned inrtnediat:ely above. _ 
. . 

The Journal.ism Faculty showed little agreement with any 

group except the Newspaper Staff.• 

2.. The _COtlltfii§_r_eial Pr@~~- ftmction received the hlghE!St average 

agt:"eement: by all five publics, followed by the Student Opinion, House 
. . 
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Organ, Faculty Pu:blicity, Extra-Curl:',i.cular Activity and Public Relations. 

functions' . in that order. '!'he widest 'split ,among the publics came over 

the. Gonrtne:rcial Press and Public Relations functions. Greatest con.sensus 

. was on the Faculty Pu:bliCity and Journal:i.sm Laboratory functions: 
·- ·, ' ' . ' . 

Now--"which publics cqntribut~d the most and.least to the high and 

low mean agreement: scores o:bserved for each function? 

a. ... Commercta.l Press:· lligh-J ournal ism Faculty, 



()''C.olieg'ian Staff Snd Students; low--,Administratio~ arid 

·.; Fa(!ulty. 
. . . '. ; ., ·- .. 

. b .• < .-Journal of Student Opinion:: High-:-Students; · 
.. · . ·. . ·.' 

Faculty and Staff; lo'W".'•Journalism Fa~ulty arid Admin.:. 

,',, ', -istra~ion~ 

c. House Organ: ... High-:-Administrators and .. 

Students; low--Journali:~m Fac~lty and Newspaper :staff. 
. . . :· _,.' : .. _. .. . , 

' ' ' 

d •. Faculty Publicity: High- -Faculty, Adminh - , 
.· .· .. 

. . ~rators and St~de~ts; {ow.:..:.iourhalism Faculty and 

J.ournalistn Sta£ f •... 
·. .· 

.· . . .. " .· . · . 

. e; Extra-Curricular Activity:. High--Faculty 

·. and St;udents; low~-Jo~rnalism:Fac;ulty~···. 
. . . . ' . . .. . 

'f. ' Public Relatio,ns: ; 'High--Admip.isttatianr' ,, 

1ow--Jo\lrnali,stn Faciulty• and. Newspap~r· Sta(£~· 

92 

3. . The. tW.P· publics 'I'.ecordin.g t.he widest.: gap in , their view~,. of:-· ·j 
•• ·,.·:' •• • ,j '. - ,. • •• ,. • ••• .- • ' •• •• ,. 

·1·· 

.. 'the 'se:vetl: £11htt:{9ni were the'.:Adniirtisti:-"ators' and O'Co-llegtan St,fu; . . . . . 

foUawed by the' split; between the' Jour~aUsm Faculty andStudents; 

between the Journalism Faculty arid Administration; bet~~etit:he Jour'­

naUstll F~culty and Faculty; betweed. the O' Colfegia1;1 Staff and Students; 

between theO'Collegian Staff and Faculty;betwee0: the Administ;ration. 

and Students; between_ the Ad~inistration and Faculty; between the . 
1· 

Faculty ·and Students; and between .the Jour.nalisin Facul t;y an.d O' Collegian 

Staff, i,n·-.-that o:i;:~er,·· . •·.: . < · 
"- ' ' ' ' ' ' . ' ' ' ' ' ' ', ' .· ·.. ' ' ' ' 

·. ',,'--~Every plibl:i.~'s percept1,on was low~st 9n. Public Relati~ns e~cept 
..... ''~--..:.:" .··: .····. . . . .·.· 

Administr-€ltion, which was. lowest on Extra,-Curricu1ar Activqy. · Every 
. . '• . . . . . :_, :· . 

·.: : .. . . . ·, ;. 

group's.highesf assessment of function was Coniirte:tcta.lPress except 

Administr~t:i.on, whic.h wa;s highest on House. organ,. : 
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. . : . .. -

. A .I>:c:.~iu~ of di;fe~etl~es was presented·. to :indicat~ ~which functions 

,wE!fe $1~{lar,1y; p~rceived, atrtong the publics~ ·. Th~:~e d:i;:ff.e:rep:c.es t;orm t;he 

·. baiis Of th~ CO~leg~ press f~p.~ti(jJiS I COfifl:iCting effe~ts} 

.· Conclusions 
: . . . . . .: .. -·~ '.'. ··.. . , . . - . . . . '. . . 

/ >:/:What do. these. fin1Hrigs Jndi6a~e:for thpse persons· ':re1:1po.nsible fo.;r · ·· 

and/or conne~ted ~it:h pt1blfcat:ion?of ·the college newsp~per? A recog- ·.· 

IlitiOn Of the Student neWSp.a.p~r IS COllflicting function$ is/n~CeSS~ry, 

··. : The college pre$S does not;' me~n the sanie to each of these pµblic·~ ip:. 

terms of ;its' primary functio,n/ A definition of the coUeg~.newspaper,'s .·· ·· 
. : . . ' . ' 

- . . . . 

int:ep.ded. audi~nce may help relieve conflict.of these .functions; ... At. the . 

yery: 1,ast .. ; ·E,lil ex,aminai::i;on" o;f ~the rel~tiVf! ip:ipor;anc~·.of :1::hC.: 1:1eyen ·. 

ftinc;,tion{wiq .• atci:iii:unde~s~anding>e,~p,··p~~iic~·~.· .• crf~ictsm':Oi;~he' 

college . newsp4.~?"1rr1>t;• .. ?"\ 1~,\J!f citt:~nfUcf i~ .. t·ement. of.·•. 
· the functions·:of the college pte$s··is that betw~·en. the Admiriistrato1;'s 

and ~ ... •pap•• staff's •••••• ~m~nts .; pri,nary. f~~.ti°'f ~ouse Organ. alld 

.. Commei~tal Press, respectively~ .· 
- . . . . 

/ Three· of the· seven funqtfori.s. r.ec·~:f vef mea1:i 5:coies . ':t~~lcati~g 

fairly co~sisten~ agteement
0

'a~~o.gthe f:lvr ~ublic,s : .. ··. ,C.ommeicial '.Ptess, 

· ·.·. Student Opiniori ~nc( .House Organ' functlpns, C~n,ceritratipn cif ef fo;ts , 
. . 

•.. towa:rcls perform.ab.Ce C>f these functions appears 1:C> be the .general C()n~ 

•• .se;_s~s>of all .. publtcs·· surve;ed .. /the.···Extr8-currtcular·.· Acti~t t;y )~~·· ... • .. 
· Pul:)lic ·.RelatiQns functions m'.ay be feg.ar,cled as ir~el.ev~nt f<>t major 

purposes of tp:e c::~lleg~ .11ewspap~r'.,,at ~klal:iotita'· St~te. Univ_erslty. 

While findin,gs. o;f thi~ $lJ.ryey Ca!lr>,qt be. generalized to other 

· ·•9oll~ges and :unfversities, due,to/inheren.t differertces ·b~tw~~n. academic 

ins.tttutlons;. the ~ut:hor hope~ this exaniin~tion of. percept:loris of the 



c_ ' , , .' ._.:. --··.-'.., 

fonc:tions Will prove useful to any person connected Witl:J. the Ctlllege 

preu; 

Recommendations 

One of the major methods.of drawing out maximum variation of per­

ceptions of the functions is to present statements concerning manifes­

tatiot1s of functign,.ratherthan statitneQ.ts merely rephras:Lng a.defin-
' ' ' 

ition of that function. Built-in.bia.s of statements, as t.he latter 

contains, may lessen true differenc~s A.n assessments of the functions. 

However, it is difficult for persons without a Journalism orien­

tation to discern the subtle shades of meaning among.several of these 

functions; The author feels that statements representing functions·. 

should "pull out" the .most diverse 8:sreements among tl:ie variou.s publics. 

A statement, .such as number 7, refeiring 1:0Comm~rciaiPre1:1s function, 

presents iJllplicattons o:I; functions and ap:p~.ar:1:1. to yield fllaximu1,11 

differences·. 

Perhaps a. stmilar study could be conducted using ori.ly statements 

of functlon, conveying implications of function. The crucial point of 
. •', . 

this difference· in methodology revolves around the use of 'istatement 

judges" who are familiar with the varioi.l;s functions of 

press. 

While the :findings presented herE:l are not intended to. propose any 
'' ' 

major changes in p1;esent publication po~kies of ~he The Daily O'dolle-
' ' 

' ' 

gian, the author hopes that those pers.ons responsible for and connected 
' ' ' 

with this college newspaper will find these resultl3 helpful in dealing 

with the conflicting functions' effects on th.e college press and inter­

personal relations among the publics at OklahomaState University. 
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Recognizing the different assessments among the publics that make 

up the reading audience of The Daily O'Collegian could aid in resolving 

the effects of those conflicting functions . Whether day-to-day deci~ 

sions or over-all publication policies are concerned , awareness of these 

perceptions of college press functions is vital . Control of the paper 

from pressure exerted by any of these groups affects the total university 

community . An examination of differences in perceptions ~hould aid in 

clearing up these inconsistent functions. 

• 
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APPENDIX A 

STATE~NTS ON COLLEGE PRESS FUNCTIONS 

FOR QUESTIONNAIRE 

Statements representing fuµctions of the college press are grouped 
t()gether by function, .The numbers for each function ind::i,.cate the pos::i,. .. 
tions statements for that function held in the questionnaire. 

Public Rel~tions: 5, 9, 12, 17 

Journalism Laboratory: 2, 8, 13, 26 

House Organ: 11, 15, 18, 25 

Extra-Cur.ricula;t Activity: 6,. 10, 14. 

Faculty Publicity: 3, 19, 22 
. ' 23 

Student Opinion: 4, 16, 20, 24 

Comme+cidPress; 1 
' 

1 ·J 21, 'l,7 

.98 



•, ' . 

The firsf ·cov~r· letter'wa1;1,,enctosed with .questlonnaires sent to 
· journalism fact.1lty, newspaper staff and students. The second letter 
was included with questionnaires sent to administrators and members of 
the faculty s"Urveyed. · · · 
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. . . . ' ,. .-

On Jiehalf _ of orie of our g;aJuat;~ ~t~de~~st 
:,;equest for a. few miriutes C>f you:r:. time •. ' 

.-- For S01118 t;i.tne, We. in _jpurnal±Sllla.nd cJnunu~icaH~psbave felt t;hctt ame>te .St:fw;tured 
bo~y of knowledge ~oµt _ the. varie>us ;eerceived l;U11ci:ie>ns of _the colle<;1e pres1:1 _ wou:Ld -­
be helpfµ1 to administ:rators, boa:r;ds of pub:).ic.i.tions; _ aclyisers, study committees, _-
etc: Iri fact, I'v,r tried fo:,; $e>Jile ti!lle to int:e:r:est t;we> or three students to under.,. 
.ta!te MaE!t;er's theses on the subjegt. · ·· · · · > 

· -Miss Pe~tirigton, Pius( ,mother t-,asteJ:"'sicancli.date)._. have a.greed to•·"'hatWi11 be.-., so 
fa,t as I know ,.- t;he first cC>ntr,C>lled fi_eid e:icperiinent on different; people's percep­
ti.<:>nE! Qf va.iJC)\lS. fµnct;ic:,ns .of the college "pres~- HeJ:' . S~Pl.e i,s :represent;.a.tive,- but 
Sl!lall, '):'ha.t'.s WhY I join ~iss Penni,ngto11 in. ~1:resslng th<i! g:r:.ecit nf;!eg fc>r your help. -

Mimi sta.t.ell)erits we' re aslciJ}g ~pft.o juci9e 111at $881!1 Si111plistic, . They a:r:e, _ Miss -
_P!i1nfli11gton hasgle11nedthem(except fe>r,J,oc:a:J.izati()nS) f;t"Qnia.tw:o-months' sea.rc:h 
.t;l\e l'lite7at;u:reu. on·. issues.involying_ .• functions• of the ·c:o1lege•_•pi-ess, .- -._As. you may 
l<nc>w, functigns voiced. in debates, n.a1;.ipnwilie, · haVEL Been vag-ue, -.- ail4 fcp;ties involved 
have ''bypassed" each <Qthe:r: al:1 too 9ften; . . . . . . . -· -- . . . - . - .. 

MiJs Pe::ington' s project• is· huml>le an4 •si111;listic: 
0

Bu1{ iti is siste:~tically -- .-_-._- • 
st;rµctur1;1d, · After a moi'lth of pretest:i11g, her orig:l.na.l l~6 · st:ate1111mts o1: tunctions _ 
(takE1n· f;qm_articl.es, di.scussions1 contrqvE1rsi~s, ... etc,) WE1re narrowe<i to. the 27 yoµ 
a:,;e asked to ,udge, Though the st:atement:s s1.1em. 11nrealist~c, t;hEIY rE1tl.e9t the -.. -. · 
qµality Pf_ <iebate on the co].l,ege pre.ss, n.ati!Jnwj.dl:i, ·. _ Thi.I '7-po.i,nt scales .acco111i>any­
in9.• each state111ent .. a~e_ qesigned .tq ·remove··. m11ch ()f. the. ''al+nesEJ'' .from the.· state1nents.'. -
JR 6t;hE1r. WQ:i:.ds, you are nc:it asked to re$pQnci. t9 .an llei.thEli,..q;r" !iiit:uat:iQ~, 

.·ihe goai_·-.• of #~:1.s.effort--ikto provide-at, leaEit.·on~- Sllla1.1 block_. of···-l'i;i~>data''••··.for·· 
· · t:l}osE1 'Wli!J> h~ve • _ va;riQus> l~vels of :responsibi1ity for · th~ O' Collegian' 1,; functipns, _- · 

t-1iss Pennin!iJton is. not; personallf .i,nvolve'.1 with the o•coll.egian, -- Neither all\ I. 
Oµr ,i,nter$sts·liE1 inprovidj.ng:l.llfC>:rmatic,n :z::elE1vant to avoidance of 

.. :<. <- :.,:;, .. <:'···· _'\ 

::,_,:,--..:::.:".<·'/:.".:··. -... ·:. '._·::>-· .. _· . .-:.·::,: 

Will.yoµ.pleasehelpusJ~~his 
iain~!i!re .effo:i::t? Thanlt yo\l, 



The following questions may be answered by placing 
an x in the blanks which apply to you. Please be accurate 
with your· answers as this will help to make this a more 
correct study of the college newspaper. 

As a student I am (check !.!.£h. blank which applies to you) 
enrolled in at least 12 hours undergraduate 
or at lea~t 6 hours graduate credit at ostJ 

I~ 

I have 

enrolled at OSU for at least my third semester 

majoring in Journalism 

not majoring in Journalism 

currently on the staff of the Daily o•Collegian 

been a staff member of the Daily O'Collegian in 
previous semesters; but am not currently on the 
staff this semester 

As a member of the faculty I 

lam 

teach at least one journalism course or laboratory 

do not teach any journalism courses 

hold the academic rank of Instructor or above 

an administrator at osu
1 

holding campus-wi de 
responsibility for a un varsity management or 
administrative function · 
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i'~preseri1:~ ·.~··tevelcff·air~emeri~·f:or th;· st~te.ment 
the seal.EN · 

. Fot ~X$p:Le,• .... ·±:r··tlle ~tJte~en.t· ShOllld····be: 
Ne~s .. al)out. Calilpusi •. s<>cial•.events.·she>ula· be 

. tmpqr"t;aiit pontent ca:t~gocy :Ln tJ,.e O I Colly. .· ... 
. . .. An answe:i:- as·· to hoW mu.ch· y9µ. agree ',Vfth this 

~'igllt b~•. ·n~te(l •in this 
·very Very· . 
Strongly · Strongly · 
Agree ···.,.. ·................ ------ Disagree 

·13~· plabi'g tlle·-11&0 in the thi;d blapk ;r6u simply ~gf~; · w1 th 
tlle<~tat~mettt;:;jnot strohgiyag;ree,b'.ut• yet,/you. are{n9t .... n~ut:r:iaJ· 

· aqout thi.s.1:rt;atement-.> ···. i • • .· .. · i · > ·.· · · .. ·. · \ · ·· .. · . . · .•. · · ··· . 

.. :i:r.·· ;you· .. agf-e~ :very ·stro~gl.y .. with/ :t;he•· .. $tatenJ1.eht, ..•.. p:tee:~e · 
place• an ·•xii ih the> :fir~t Jda.rik .•·.·• . ii you . 4f~agree .. v~ry st:i:-ongly 

. w:Ltbthe· .~tQ.tement,··.··mar~<al'l.·H#'' in the last blank •.. · Any 0~·· 
placedbetween,Ve'I:'y Strongly .Agree and.Very Strong:J.yii:tsagree 
extremes indica.tes ·. a lev~l 9:f y()ur· agreement or 
Vtith''t}le s.tatemeht., .. 

-~ ·.··. · . 

. Here is the Completed scale to guide you j.l} UU3Jdng 

,about the 'V8'I'i6tts :revels of · agreement 'Or d:l,sagreeID:ent: 

. ' . ' .... :., 

V~-,:oy 
Strongly 
Disa~ree 

is most.appreciated infilling out the· 
Oop1;i11µe <>n to tlle ,statements 1;tbo11t the · · 



l. The O'Colly, like any newspaper, should be expected 
to: print the news accurately and provide a forum for 
the free excllange of opinion, 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
. Strongly 

___ . Disagre~ · 

~. The o•colly should exist to train its etaff memb.ers 
for professional ;journalism, 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree. 

Very 
Strongly 

---· Disagree 

3, The staff of t}le 0 1Colly ehould be encouraged to 
interview the faculty for articles so that students can 
become familiar with them.· · 

Very 
StrongJ,y 
Agree 

. Very 
Strongly 

--- Disagree 

4. . student opinion should be the most j,mporta.nt content 
category in the 0 1Colly, 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree·· ---

Very 
Strongly 
Disagree 

/ 5. The O' Colly should never publish anything that reflects 
unfavorably on osu,·such as the recent controversy over the 
dormitory open--door pollcy. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

__ ..,. ·very 
Strongly 

.Disagree 

/ 6. ·. The O •Colly sllould provide an outl,et for good. writing 
and artwork of all studentE:1, and not be restricted only to 
journalism majors":" · 
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Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

--- Disagree. 

/ 7. The O•Colly should not be re9po.nsible to any college 
administr1:3.tor1 it should be responsible primarily to all 
its readers. It carries out this responsibility by adhering 
to the traditions, the practices and t.he spirit of the 
free p:ress. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree ----

Very 
strongly. 
Disagree 



/ 8. . The O •Colly should be a laboratory in which journalism 
students experiment with what they have learned in class 
and polish their skills in preparation for the professional 
field of journalism. · 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 

9. The 0 1Colly should make every effort to present a 
positive picture of OSU to the community. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 

./ 10. 
the 

One major purpose of the o•Colly should · be to give 
students an outlet for some of their excess energy. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 

v' 11. Informing the student body about the programs and 
events pertinent to the university should be a major 
function of the o·•colly. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 

12. The o•colly should make every effort to put OSU 1 s 
best foot forward in presenting the university's imnge to 
comr.1unity residents, patrons and other colleges and univer­
sities. 

Very 
Strongly 
Ar;ree 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 

.,,,, 13. The O'Colly should provide journalism experience for 
those students who will go into the newspaper profession. 

Very Very 
Strongly Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

~ 14. The o•colly 
activity. 

Very 
Strongly 
Agree 

should,function as an extra-curricular 

Very 
Strongly 

___ Disagree 
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·.· .... : C/i;·//., ...•..• T~e.·Oi,Ccil.iy~h~uJ.q/prini~rilf ~-z-fi~t ist,~rie~··:d1>Jk1/•.•··. _ ·.· .. · 
.- .. · su1:>je.9ts lilctf outs.tan41ng. s~cl~nts; ncrttces: of upcoming· 
·. · ;.: .··si>O:rts. '.S:v8nt&·:-·BJi4:: ·a·an.¢, .. ~_·.-. '· .. ,,. ·... . , .. 

. Very/. -
stron 1· ·.-' 

.A.···~~. e .. #$ Y,. u ,-----,-.-. , ........ 

... · .. ·106 

/v
1
_:e
6

.:r;····y;~_·_:i_f_•·.!.• .. : .. ~;:i~;i~g;;~~i~i!~e~~i~/~; :~~t!~ • 
.Very·•·.· 

_ $tto.1,1~ly ····.·• ·· -st,r,ongl;y _ . 
Agree· · .I)isagree -

\ ..... .J+7·, // : · Ney,~pape.ii .• .polici; ,shbµid·' dict~te , that · the ·_ 0 ·( Co;ly inust , ......... -. --. ·_; 
· · - ·• .a.s;:far a$·.po.ssi1>Je, sta;v cleat e>f .any su1Jj~ct that m.igllt· •· ·· 

:. ~~ire' QSµ a; bad n~e. • · 
. Ve~y.\> -' 

.strongly:·.·•· 
- .. .Ag:r$ij . ..·..;.......,..... 

Ve'l!y /> >< 
. St:rongly 

-.---. D:i.sagree 

, .. ·.- .. · :ra, ;'. : i [hi CjQb int~rview'. sch~dui~'~: i:t.:s:t~d 1n·. the' o 1Co1iy.:~; · ,, 
_:·· •. · .. · ·.· ·Sl'l~hild 'be· considered advertising for the pa.per .becE.1,use : ··•· 

the O 'Colly should nc;>t be a, central bulle1iin 'board for 
the. cpmpµs} · / . • >•· 

·· · > Very:<> :-. . · .• . V~ry 
· -. · Strongly : · · .. Strongly . · 

..... .z:;~::1t~i;smii~f i~i!~fst:i~ i:~!:· ·~~,i:~:~e 
.. · '-···.·· .. -V~i;y ' '. . Vt{ry - .... , 

Strongly $:trong;y .. ·. · 
Ai;'ree · · .-· · .. nis~~r~~ · .. · 

/ : ; 20 · .... · - '!Che -oani.· ... ·.··.d~·P_· ·e1.·····xl····.··y·r·~.··r-. ·es··.··nS· .Os· ... ~ .•. 01.··.na: .....• ··· .. s ... ·.e ... · ~vi ae: au outie-t' for s'1.ud~11~ ; -·· · , ····.•'thou~~¥ J ... 

..... ·.· :*;ii/··· . 

. ·
2~'!iiii~{~ffi1i~i,:~t}Wi!!n!H~;r!iW!J:Jir·· . 

·· .. · ..... ·.·• ··.vs· .. 0t··.·.rr···.yo.-·.n_-, g···.1·.··y·_.' ·. · Ye'fy . · ·. St:tor.igly 
· 'Ag~~· I>1sagree. 
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. tJS,.~t~:~;.~~!{~ti~i~~·~it,~ij!~~~~;~~~::~~:~:t ..... . 
St_rongly . . .· SJrongly . 
Ag:ree -;,_· .,:Oi:;ia~r~~•.·-·-····. · .. 

. \.··i·3··_.•.:.:.:_'_:_· __ ._·•_ef1··_ .. :··;n_··.·_._c~f·.'"_·:··_···ourn·_._ .. -:·.·ri_·_··. __ -.. -•. _·--_~!_::······Yne·s···.···.b.-.•_·.··.·_.~_······-.. --.·_~a•··· ....••. ~.o_s.·.•. ;_.·.-_1_ .•. --~t·······h,a_• .• •_·u~ .•.. e __ s}_ •. ·_ntt_oo····_••_w!!~.;~~~:f ~u~/tMo!l< .... 
. .I.' 0 ""'"" :ba,com1f: ~yznp:a.thetic;i v,:i;th t}le. fa,cul ty 

- ·····. · · -. , · ·· -· . very . / ,. -'2!~:J.;" , · iii~~ ... · 

.. ·. i(' .. ".a'tiir~r!r .. ~~:rgi;oj~i;;fi; ~?:!~ ~d:~a:t / . . 
Vert · >- . r.;', Very ',J . 
. stro:p:gly : ·. strongiy · 

',.~·\;,,n~~>/~:· ~~h1J ~;/,.6{i~f¥1 .. i. ~~;Jt~ .. l)iQ~e 

· . Jngs, on: 1:hf .osu c:~pus sh~.uJ.d:;pe' '!;}:le newspaper's prlrila.ry, · Xt4~1;:>~;bo~ld fyqui~•••~~··~t~st bmo~.t of ~;~nglf\ ... 
:.: ' Agr~J~.- , ... · ·· .. ·-. :Dis.agree 

\t/;)(2~,:: .• :.·The ···o •Colly· ihotil;:·ribt, be 1s_.no.Cl·.· .• ·:et·-··_h·.lya_·· .. ·.t·, .. a .. ·w• __ .alya_.·_._b.o1·._ .. ·,_rt·· a_._tl···.·.01· .. ·.·.·mr_-,· .• _Yi·.:···t_· .. :·,·~.'.r_•.·.·_ot·_ .. hd_.··ue·.··_c_· __ ·. t_··:····.· .. · .. • •.... ·._· ... ', .. ·:·-···:·.·:.··· ... _·.··.·._. '{ 'itt~;.;i:~h~~::;sttit~!! ~ · . 
Ye~Y . <. 

··strongly 
·JJ£$'t'f;;~ .• ;.•· --· 

· .. ./27,. A maj~r function at· tlte Q·•~o'iiy,· iEF to 
·· ·. an ,essential str1:ving tor.,>t.ne, t.ruth •. 

· .. fery .'. ... ·,,•· 
. qtrongly : , 

·· • Ar;re.e ·: ,..,.,....._..,. 

very .:_·.· .. 
.. Strongly . 

· ... : Disije;ree. i> 

; Very>· .·.· -· 
·'· Stj.-ongly · · · 

,.,.............,._.·: Ilisa~ree .. 
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). :\/' .. \orhe,.· f?~poa~ oi(~i~ let:1£~t· ;·.:f~~i~~i~i:' ~ppbrt11h1~f: . 
. _•. ::t~~·.¥9µ~ J?:,r.~~q~~~tioif·._1n'1:hE! ~tuciy 'of;:t~~ .oai~t o;·c~_11egian·~ .·· · 

>S,f~~itt.::.·.::1:.-~·:t::n::~~::~t::r~!·~,;r.·~·~ /#'.~tnn~•P.':!'",· ,'J,. 
·-::.- :: . \1 -<~. 

fr·19~ · lleve· aiie~Y ~Q$pletei1 a~ i~tiil;~~ .the 4ues~ionn.u~e; 

I;> ~-:tttt~~[~/~; ;~~•••i,,k~ 
\o r~ind you ~~at it is,~1{ ~~o;tant 'that y;u-ao ~~- ,Ailotrna.r ~~y oj; the 
, ' , ' ~ '. ' ' ' ' • ' ' ' • ~ . , .,.-.J 
qu,utt.tonnatre iS: enc;Losea for your convenience;· , . , · .. · · '. )§. --

·, ," ' • '•' i: •. ,• 

. I : h~ve :·t~~~ _ti\£~··. l\letm){t !:>t .•. tp(lJlk_inf. YO\l: a~\i :rltiili~di~g' l7Clll' ltt:· ~e · ~iPl\e · .· 

~~ve-9p-~~r:,~;~~~~~ ~~§t:ly.\fl\9c~,~r,tiU:~~,·~eq9e11~i°'i.l': 
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198075 
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. cLABORAToRV . < ,: ..• 
STUDENT •ACTIVl!fy· 
i>l,isi:,lc · RE(ArloNS·.· 

*. .. > *····· 
STUDENT$<·.·. 
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. JOt,JRNALISM: FAC.\.ILTY 

· s.:53. 
· 5.66 · 
/4~1;1() .· 
.. 4.n . 
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4ol66 6.000 3o9ll 50728 
50000 50555 40852 40474 
40000 . 30814 .4.588 40627 
20083 20629 20682 3o.610 
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60,166, 5 • 6.14 5,147 50830 
2o9l6 20814 2o58e 20576 
60750 6,629 5~.852 60.338 



• \71'.CA 
r 

Audrey Periningtcm 

Cand:i.date .for ·the .Degree of 

Master of Science 

lhesis: '.CHE GOLLE.GE PRESS: PERCEIVED FUNCTIONS BY VARIOUS PUBLICS 
WITH.IN l'HEUNIVERSITY 

MajorField: JournaliSm 

BiBgraphica1: 

Pe~sonal Data: Born in Orlando, Florida, October 9, 1947, .the 
daughter of.Dr. and Mrs. Luther T. Pennington, 

Education: · Graduated frotn Acla Senior High School, Ada, Oklahoma, 
in }:lay, 196.5; . at tended University of Oklahoma . fr.om September, 
1965 to May, 1966;.received the Bachelor of Science degree 
fr9m Oklahoma State University in 1969, w:lth a. major in Home 

· E.conomics; completed. requirements· for the Master of. Science 
degree at Oklahoma. State Uq.iVersity in July, 1970. 

Pr,c>.:fessional Expertence ·and Organt~.gtions: Fashion writer; The 
. . Datly O'Collegiian, .\Oklahoma State University, SUtD.JD.e:r, 1969; 

Theta Sigma ];>hi,. S:i.gma Delta Chi and Kappa Tau Alpha. 


