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PREFACE

This thesis was concerned»with perceptions of functions of the
collége press by various publics,with tﬁe uﬁiversity.‘ Widely varying
assessments .of functions by different gfoups within the universify
community have been reporped by ﬁény‘jqurnalism educators and research-
ers,

However, each of the these previous ""models" Qf functions has been
limited in the sense that only several functions were surveyed by one or .
two publics. This exploratory survey was aimed at observing'meén agree-
ments for seveh major functions: Public Relations, Journalism Laboraw-
tory, House Organ, Journal of Studént Opinion, Faculty Publicity, Extra-
Curricular.Activity and Commercial Preés. The five groups surveyed for
their agreement én thése.functions ﬁere; Adﬁinistratiqh, Journalism
Faculty, Newspaper Staff, Faculty‘aﬁd,Stddents.

With the help of competent judges from each public, statements
representative of the fuﬁctions were chdsen,to aid in helping insure a
more "objec;ive" look at the college press. vaould 1iké to express my’
. appreéiatioﬁ"tp j@dges: Mr. Paul Kaspef; Assistant Dean of Student
Affaifs, aﬁd Mr. A. N, James, Assis£5n£ Director of Persqnnel Services;
VMrs. Richard Kleeman and Mr. Tom Huddleston,’joufnalism‘faculty;

Miss Cindy,Leesévand Mr. Steve Hiney, O'dollegian staff; Miss Ellen
Flottman and Misszerhice Kopel, fachltyj énd Miss Sharron.Brummett,

Mrs. E. Warren Kelley and Mr. Tom Harbison, students.
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For his deveiopment and execution of a computer program designed
to aﬁalyze data from raw scores, Mf. John Thompson . deserves speciai
acknowledgment.- His talents in writing a program tailored especially

>for this study resulted in speed and accuracy far beyond any poséible
efﬁ6nt by the author, |

Consideration of this thesis by my committee, Df. Walter Ward,
Dr, Harry Heath and Mr. Lemuel Groom; is appreciated., I am especially
obligated to Dr, Ward for his encouragement and motivation to undértake
and complete this study. His.instfuction in the graduate ﬁrogram
resulted in an appreciation of knowledge more profitable than an aware-~
ness of research techniques: cognitive discipline.

- These persops who aided with material contributions deserve
recoghition for theif efforts. However, I would be equally femiss'ﬁo
omit gratitude for the unfailing support by special persons, unnamed
hefe, for.they know it ﬁell; |

Perhaps too-often silent, the gréatest appreciation is due my
family for theix financial and personal intgrest in providiﬁg me the

opportunity'for graduate study.
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CHAPTER T
PROBLEM AND OBJECTIVES

The over-riding problemfundéffékén*ih this étudy.waé to determine,
‘Within»liﬁitations; the degrge‘td which membership in a particular
”univetsity ﬁublic determines'é person's peréeptioﬁ of Various'fﬁnCtiOns
‘of the college'press,

Thére_has béen‘m&bh épééu1afiqn about the funcfions_éf’the cpllege
ﬁewspéﬁgr. ‘Jéurnalism:gdﬁﬁétOrs-havé studied the effect of,conflicting
functions on.ﬁhe perfqrmance‘of'ﬁﬁe co1;ege press. Several_bf them‘have
set up_"ﬁodélg"“df'the'functioﬁs bf fhe“édllégé préSs; Geherally cited.

in d;scussibns:abqﬁt,the,fuﬁctions‘of»stpdent;neﬁspapgrs afevWalter.,
Wilééx, E;VJ; Hopkins, RbbeftiSchobﬁovér and ngﬁén Estrinf,

Although the spééificrnames of the functions may differ in the
individdal‘quels{lseven common;eieﬁents or assignments of function are
fb#nd.throughouﬁ: public.relations for theiuniversity, house organ;
| .Publicity'for'the facuity, extra—curricular activity; journal of studgnt
opinion, 1ab6ra£dry for jQurnalism classes and the "nofmal" commerciai
| fnewépapef,' B | | | |

There is alsoveﬁideﬁce;that'these functions are assiéned~to*thev
-cqllege presé in'&érying degfees of agreeméﬁt by differént groupékin the
- ﬁniversity:‘ ﬁheradminiStratiéu, facﬁity;‘students;quurﬁélism faculty
and stéff 6f.the student néﬁépaper;-according to their»réle'within thei

university.



There has been limited research in determining the strengths of
v thevfunctions in relation to the various publics of the univer81ty--
’11mited in the sense that only a few publics are surveyed and not all
'functions are included One thesis has been published for example,
frelating the attitude of administrators and- advisers with five of the i
seven functlons listed above . |
This survey will include a11 seven functions from‘fiVe points of yi
' view, he maJor publics of the university'" dministration, faculty and
f‘f’students, and two pertinent sub-publics: Journalism faculty and the
‘student neWSpaper staff o |
The main effects, function andkpublic,bare the independent vari-
,vables~ The interaction effect of public and function y1e1ds a 5 X 7 |
two~d1mensiona1 factorial analysis design The dependent variable is .

"the mean agreement scores measuring functions of the college press

. Publics , : -

T DR v - Student.
Adminis- e Journ.  Newspaper

: tration Faculty Students Faculty Staff

Public Relations .
Journalism Laboratoryb

HouselQrgan . S e ’
- . Mean Agreement Scores on

8l Extra-Curricular ‘ : e I
o Activity '~ Statements Measuring Function
o o : R R g R o
Al student Opimion =~ of the College Press

Faculty Publicity
"Commercial»fress

. Figure 1. 5 x 7 Factorial Analysis Paradigm Illus- -
S ~trating How Variables Are Juxtaposed



ThlS design outline will be discussed fully in the methodology

chapter, page 35
vOperational Definitions

Followingxare operational definitions of the-independent Variables
usedlin determining statementskmeasuring,functions; as well as the
populations'of‘the-publics Surveyedl The& are.presented here to give
the reader a frame of reference in reviewing the‘literature; |

Administrator. An official who usually holds campuséwide‘respon-

lvsibilityvfor a major university_management‘or administrative function of
a permanent character{ With. the exception of academic deans and their
_subordinate levels, administrators comprised all positions listed on an
kalahoma State UniverS1ty administrative chart secured from the Director‘
‘of Personnel s office ;
nFacultz A person. engaged orimarily in teaching,‘research or
" extension, hav1ng rank equivalent to,,or higher than, Instructor. This
included all Instructors, Assistant Professors, Associate Professors,.
Professors and Distinguished'Research Professors at Oklahoma State Uni-
versity in»Stillwater; with the exception of those in‘the Schoolvof_h
Joufnalism. | |

l Student. Any perSon enrolled in at_least 12 hours undergraduate,
:or76 hours graduate'credit, for his third semester.at Oklahoma State
University,‘notimajoring in_Journalism or listed as a_staff member of .

the Daily O'Collegian.

Journalism'Faculty. Any person currently teaching a journalism

course at Oklahoma State Uniuersity, with at least the rank of graduate

assistant.
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Newspaperlstaff. 'Any person who has been listed as a staff member

N N

of the'Daily’O'Collegian for at least one semester, or is. listed during

" the currént semester.

fublic Relations. The‘college newspaperishould present a positive’
picture of univer51ty policies ‘and activities w1th an obJect1ve of |
festabllshlng meaningful rapport with the community,. state and other
univerS1ties and colleges. \

Journalism Laboratory. The college’newspaper should train students

ito become professional journalists.v Use of:the school newspaper should
ktrain students by giving:them experienCe'in editing; reporting, and all
other phases of newspaper journalism;flayout and headline.writing, and
to beg1n to develop a sense of social reSpons1bility of the press.
House Organ The college newspaper should be an. internal commu-
.nications medium keeping students, faculty, administration and staff

- informed of campus news.

‘ Extra—Curricular Activity. The,college_newspaper should provide a
.worthwhile activity forvstudents: a club- for those persons with an in-
terest inrjournalism either as a hobby interest, or as a chance for

social contact. ' o -

Journal of Student Opinion. The college newspaper should provide
a forum where students may express- their opinions, and staff members

' _make editorial and news decisions concerning dayito-day content'of the

student newspaper,

Eaculty;PuhliCity. 'The college newspaper should report academic

activities of the faculty.

Commercial Press. The college newspaper should operate according

‘to the procedures, standards,; freedoms and goals of the '"normal" commer-



cial newspaper.. It sﬁould operate under the recommendations set up by
the 1947 Commission on Freedom of the Press:

1. Té provide a truthful, comprehensive, and intelligent report
of the day's events in a conﬁext to give them meaﬁing.

2, To serve as a foﬁup for the exchange of commeﬁt and criticism.

3. To give a represehtative picture of the constitutent groups in
society.

4. To help in the presentétion and clarification of the goals and
values of the society.

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

N



CﬁAPTERHII

- REVIEW OFbTHE-LITERATURE

A search through 11terature concerning the college newspaper re-
sulted in a vast quant1ty of mater1al relevant. to college press functions
and un1ver81ty publics assessments of these-functlons., This chapter is
comprised of pertinent references to justify the categories of functions
and publics studied in this research.

. To prepare a set of rules, a structured.model "designed

to outline the areas of college press function, would be

pointless. Each 1nstitut10n has 1ts own purposes and pro-

blems. IR

Perhaps one generallzatlon is perm1ss1ble In terms
of function, the college press_is laboring under a compl1-
‘cated, contradictory, and burdﬂnsome mandate. = Until
‘functions are more clearly defined, problems will continue.
A mere chart will not do; the. functions must include the
. latent ‘as well as the manifest the true requirements of e

the college press. 1 D : N

This structured model of college press functlons that Walter
'Wilcox Professor of Journalism, University of Californla at Los Angeles

vtalks about in an art1cle originally published in The College Press

Review,'has been.the subJect of many articles and essays by Journalism
“educators. Some dlscu831ons of the college press functlons are placed
'.inva‘meaningfulvcontext-relating to the unlversity Exactly what is a’

“-—-.college newspaper? What are its functions? e



g‘Models of College Press Functionsiisulﬂ'

‘ Five.funetionsearenstated by John H. Harringtonﬂinrhis‘doctoral~

- dissertation A Critical Analysis of the Relationship of the Student

'fNeWSpaper to the Educational ObJectlves of the Junior Colleges, cited by

':Elizabeth McGuinness in her thesis on the function of the Junior college
pressyi The'conclusions»formulated arenapplicable.to the collegeapress
. in general'

General objectives of the student neWSpaper are. to . 3
1nform, influence, and entertain: ‘campus readers, More - - - ;7%%51 S
specific purposes include: (a) to serve as a primary .. = )
means of news dissemination, (b) to serve and stimulate v
student opinion and government, (¢) to contribute to  the

-program of journalism training, and (d) to serve ‘as part
- of the public relations program of the college, even

‘though the contents of the paper are. primarily for and. .
: by the students. : .

. - The fifth function is mentioned earlier in the ,
.;_'a'dissertation, when Harrington quotes the doctoral ‘y
. dissertation of David P. Bergin,. c1ting the’ newspaper 's’
function as an extra- curricular activity

'A well-known and accepted 1ist of functions is the model set up by
Ernest Jerome Hopkins on his leaving Arizona: State College in Tempe-"

I found five distinct concepts as to the place and
‘purpose of the college newspaper, none of which was that =
of a regular or ordinary newspaper on which a pro-vﬂ

'-'fess1onal might work or: tra1n S : :

1. The administration viewed the newspaper as’ an
.official publication whose utterances 1nvolved the
,entire college . .

o 2. The faculty viewed the newspaper as- a medium

<. of publicity, departmental or personal, friendly or
_‘~_unfr1endly...; they were: 1nc11ned to be’ Jittery about
EERIIE § S : . v EE

o 3. The student association v1ewed it as. 4 housei o =
.t organ. of the student government. : : R '

".4; The Journalism students viewed it as their -
own.. v v , e



: 5.. The journalism professor v1ewed it as g labo-
ratory for training students.

None of these concepts was the-entire story; all
differentiated the campus paper from a normal community
newspaper and put it into a class apart.

\ This was important, for each assumption carried

.. its own inferences as to how the paper should be
controlled, As a college house~organ, it could and
almost inevitably would be carefully censored. As a
publicity medium, its editor would be a publicity man
‘and its news values, press agent values, As an
Associated Students paper, it would be the political
o%gan of the student politicians in office in any year,
and if it criticized them, it might be sunk. As a
staff owned paper, it would be irrespon51b1e, while as
an academic laboratory it would be so over-responslble
as to be unreadable. It was clear in my own mind that
it wasn't my function to train house-prgan editors,
press agents, political apologists, campus sound-offs,
or obedient nonentities...

‘Herman Estrin notes that the policies, philosophy and ethics of

student newspaper are different than a regular commercial newspaper.
says:

IA student newspapef/ is an instrument which has a
particular and important place in an educational insti-
tution. 1TIn many ways the college paper expresses the
policies and purposes of the institution and reflects
the effect of the educational process upon its stus:
dents...

The paper 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 particular function of a paper is
found in engendering an 'esprit de corps' within the
student body, in encouraging student interest in
college problems, and in requesting students to join
in its publication and other extra-curricular
activities.4 ‘

Reginald H. Green and Edwin §. Kahn present another model of

k college press functions in an article. originally printed in a United

a

‘He



© States National.Student Association.publication,eMassfCommunicationS{gn

v ‘Campus."'

No one can prescribe the exact role that an: editor'
should strive to fulfill. Some will say that presenting .
the news comes first, last and always. ‘Others believe
the campus newspaper must be .a torch in the wilderness,
~ bringing light to all dark areas with zest and un-
'flinching spirit, especially through its editorial
“:pages - 8till others will maintaid that the campus press
should strive to promote. campus activities and serve
. primarily as a 'bulletin board for the student body 3

‘Professor-Walter Wilcox~of thegUniversity'of California‘at'Los_.

Angeles pointed out the problems of different college press”functions in

ian‘article orginally published:in,ThevcollegexPress Review;f He citedu
studies.indicating that differences:ofiopinion‘about function'e#ist
among'administrators, among;students-and anongarepresentatiues1Qf:the
"normal"'press; The‘function as a carrier;of.news:andiinformation, “in
{practice and in- theory 1s the primary function‘of a newspaper " he -
stated; but added that "faithfulness to thlS function varies W1th the
vpurpose of the newspaper "6 |
Commenting further on the d11emma of conflicting functions,

Edmund C. Arnold , associate editor of QELL_ and chairman of the graphlc
j.arts and’ publishing departments at Syracuse UniverS1ty, noted that |
different groups in the univerS1ty emphaS1zed different functions of the
‘college press.. He ‘reported: ’ | |

. . f1nding student editorsvto fu1f111 the news-r

paper 's function to comment; college administrators
~anxious to. use the newspaper as a house‘'organ and as.
© an. all-campus activity; activist groups ready to use:

‘it as a lever, and some journalism teachers and most.

.professional newspapermen be11ev1ng it should serve
: primarily as a laboratory,’ o Lo

Z

-

One survey qf'perceivedvfunctions ofvthe‘college*press'from the

‘viewpoint of student personnel administratorSfand'teachersiin-861co11eges
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and‘universitieé in- the United States and Canada, by Garth Sbrenson,
professor ‘in the-School of‘Education,'University of California at Los

Angeles, concluded,that "an internal means of communication and the
. e : 0 '

existence of a student forum were both stressed as the most important
- functions, with' journalism training relegated to a more or less inci-
 dental role.'" Sorenson stated:
' In summary, it would appear as majority opinion

‘that the primary functions of 'a student newspaper are

at least these: first, to report the news competently

and impartially (giving such students as desire it the

opportunity to develop journalistic interests and 7

skill); second, to serve free discussion by guaranteeing

full 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 .in formulating issues as well as defending a

particular point of view with respect to them.°

Fféedbﬁubfjthé press for cbllegevnewépabers is an area of muéh:
discussion by government officials as well as college administratprs and
. journalism educators. Functions of the student newspaper have often been
"~ judged by conditions of press freedom present, or in some cases, absent.
However, this ex post facto view of functions cannot be considéred'
reléVant.  Press freedom, or its'oppqsité; the restraining presence of
censorship, is a manifestation of functiong Wilcox ‘notes this relation-
ship between press'freedom and press function in saying, ''The question
of press,freedom is closely related:to function; in fact, without a
clarificatidn of function, no discussion of press freedom can be signif-
icant;“g'

The student’paper.must clearly define its functions, and then.
press freedom can be discussed in a meaningful context. - Noting the
restraining poWer Qf‘censdrShip and its relation.to‘defined function of

the college press, Lee 0. Hench, professor émeritus at Wisconsin State



'University says:

Undoubtedly this 11m1tat1on of freedom of expreSS1on \jw/

for the student and the-college press arises in part from N
-unoertainty concerning the aims and  purposes of. the student
vpub11cat10n ‘The student press has, it is said, ;

.obvious function to serve as a carrier of news and 1nfor-v

mation of interest to the student reader, in line with the

needs and purposes of the college. In doing‘this; it may

serve ‘as an official publication, a publicity med1um

(house organ) of the: institution, a publicity organ for

student government a journal .of fact and opinion for the

staff, a laboratory for journalism training. In the-
" broadest sense, the college student press 1is conce1ved

‘as a disseminator of news and views for the entire -

college community 10 :

_In‘revreW1ng_the models of functidns1of_theecollegekpress~thus
far@ seven'elements of function,orhpurpose'arekemphesized:f quiieifeQ-
‘_iationsvfor.the university,,publicity;for the'fécuity;’journalism_
3'training 1eboratory, extra-ourricuier activity forvstudentsé journal.of
student opinion,_houee,organlof-the‘college; endrhnormalﬁ‘oommercial |
. newspaper. . | | | |
:Wiiooxvdiscusses’the probleme ofpthe student editor who muSt'com-

promise these functions in order to print the college newspaper. In ‘an

article originally published in The‘College Press Review, Wilcox notes:

: ...the ed1tor has 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? His various publics have varied concepts of
news values, each created within his own frame of
reference. To certain members of the faculty, for
instance, sports are anathema. To the irreverent
student, the esoteric paper written by the professor
of classics couldn't be more ''square." Even inter-

'.pub11c preferences create problems. The serious
student can. ‘hardly be expected. to pore 7—1t7 over. a
front page devoted to Fraternity Freddy s she-
nan1gans. -

‘Who gets front page, upper right? Does the
official pronouncement from: the president's office out-
- weigh the official pronouncement from the student
council? - :
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- If the student editor can - evolve a pattern of news
values from the conflicting complex of functions he prob-
» ably 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- 1dent1f1es himself with one or
another .of his publics and weighs his news values accord-
. ingly. Perhaps the faculty adviser resists, and manages
- to re-deploy the coverage and play accord1ng 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 his students
better- rounded tra1n1ng, and so- it goes..

Thus, the news package 1tself is subJect to the
stresses and strains wh1ch the mu1t1ple function brings
to: bgarz1l - : : ‘

Public Relations-Functionv o

. Many discussions have*centered‘on"the‘use of the college newspaper
’ .to further the:image of the university to’the'community5 state andetherh
collegesfandQuniuersities Some feel that the college paper is‘a pub11c
:_relatlons;lnstrument regardless of 1ts 1ntended purpose,‘ Some v1ews,
pro;andncon, follonon the;use of:the;student;newspaper'asfavpublic -
E rclationsvpubliCation for the university.-‘ | | |

bt Ernesth.'Hopkfns, from the-articlef"An Educatioenal Approachlto
Supervision-" | |

Th1s is the Age of Public Relat1ons and colleges,
like other: institutions, not unreasonably obJect to having -
. their reputations lacerated by aggressive and immature
pstudents armed with the two-edged sword of pr1nt.

vStudents, impregnated throughout their studies with -
~ the concepts of an independent press, are outraged by the
intrusion of the public relations concept of their work.
Those who are engaged in broader battles for the general
standing'of the institutions are equally outraged at what
they readily interpret as student disloyalty.  And the
poor supervisor, seeing and acknowledging the validity
of both positions, has his professional convictions -
‘ as a teacher and his conscience as an American-type
journalist to consider-as well. - How, then,_ to
reconcile and unify these jarring factors?1



Irving N. Rothman,,from the article "Give the-Student:Editor,the
- Freedom to Make Mistakes:"

~ The student editor...is not a public 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" ob11ged as- editor of the:
newspaper to.deliver. o

YE, G.'Blinng'from the article "The Idea of Freedom:"

School administrators are concerned with preventing
controversy from being published. Yet this leads to -
censorship under the guise that the story might be

-libelous. There is no simple solution. The '"don't rock -
-the boat" philosephy leads to a ‘successful administrative
‘career. Public Opinioen is probably on the side of the '
-administrator. Yet students. and advisors. in scholastic
. journalism are concerned with publications as exercises

"~ rin-academic freedom as well as vehicles of pub11c

: relatlons 14

'rThe Rev. R S K. Seeley in The Functlon of the Unlver31ty des~

crlbed what is p0331b1y an - administrator 5 greatest fear from a free
"student,press,~then warned of'what he'termed a far greater danger:

_ Not infrequently there is danger of student activ-
ities drawing toward the University undesirable notoriety,
either by some radical pronouncement or by offending the
canons of good taste. Since the public mind is quick to
attribute to an institution the behavior and attitude of
some of its members, it may be claimed that unrestricted
freedom may be detrimental to the total value of the
University. 1In general, however, the danger is a small
one. Public memory is short and the Universities can
afford to set .an example of showing an indifference to

- uninformed public opinion. There is a far greater -
danger lest the University in its efforts to remain
in good graces of influential friends may impose upon
its students a standard of deadly mediocrity.l5

"Melvin.Mencher' Columbia'University,-in an article, "The Campus
Newspaper: PR Arm or Laboratory of Llfe

: ...they 7Eollege admlnlstrator_7 have a Tockers

~ room view of the student newspaper. No matter what they
say.to the contrary, most of them want a solid, clean

- newspaper that boosts the university the’ ‘way a winning
football team does.
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Again, Mencher, in an article, ”Challenges anduCounter-Challenées:"v

A student newspaper owes nothlng to the university;
it should not be held up to furtherlng the 1mage of the
,unlver51ty 17

Instead of allowing ourselves to be drawn into

- incessant debates about the student press as pub11c1ty
organ for the University--or to put it in the- splen-
diferous terminology favered by presidents and their
deans, ''the press is responsible to the University and
its welfare; character and aims'--instead of discussing
‘this again.and again, we have to state clearly that '
these are euphemlsms for a kept press -and that we want’
‘no part of 1t. :

The studentfpreSS’is responsible to no dean, no
president or chancellor, no university or college. .
It is responsible to all its readers, and it carries .
out this responsibility by adhering to the traditions, |
the practices and the spirit of the free press.la B '

A rebuttal‘todMencher's statement’is madeiby Arthur Sandersonvin
an artlcle, "The Popgun Press: A Counter Challenge to. Adv1sers‘”

. Professor Mencher,.,has said that a campus news-
»paper should not be- held up- to furthering the image of .
the university. If he means that the newspaper should
not be a sundial, te record only the sunny hours, we are
in agreement. But here is that ol 'debb11 word - "1mage.
He feels a newspaper owes nothing to its university.

In his amplification of the statement, he advocates
that a newspaper has a duty to its readers, which it
properly should represent, rather than to the uni-
versity. I cannot go with-him the whole way, however;
‘I must stop to say "Yeah, but..:" I believe that a
student newspaper does. owe somethlng to its university,.
and that it can further the "image'" of the un1versity
without compromis1ng any of its integrity. 1

‘GeorgenH.dHolsten, Rutgers»University, in an artiele, "Thoughts of
Public Relations Director:"

The-problem of the student publlcation from the
v1ewp01nt of Public Relations is not that it has the
freedom of expression and- oplnlon that it should, but
that too often it reaches a "captive'' audience when it
has nowhere else to turn ~and cannot.strikezback{'

It is most unwise to take the- p031tion that student
'publicatlons should print only that which is favorable’
“to its institution. It has a rlght and reSpons1b111ty
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to publish the news, good or bad, and to express an in-
formed opinion about it.2

Henry L. Bagley, Arizona State University, in an artiéle, "Freedom
of the Press, Public Relations, and the Campus Student Newspaper:"

. A vital force for good or evil, and one affecting
~ both internal and external campus publics is the campus
student newspaper. Whether the college or university
administration wishes to admit it or not, this medium
can sometimes determine the precarious balance between
satisfactory and disastrous. internal publicrelations.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 carefully controlled operation, and students work
directly under competent, professionmal personnel. They
issue newspapers, often for their own consumption enly,
or publish quarterly or monthly. Many of them are superb.
Students learn much under such professional guidance.Z22

Again, Rothman in "Give the Student Editer 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 repertorial
potential to a comparatively few, and subjects editorial
opinion to the desires or cautions of the instructor.
Ben Yablonky, University of Michigan journalism professor, ques-
tions the use of the student newspaper as a teaching device in an
article, '"The Segregated Appreoach in Laboratory Newspapers.'
...our involvement in utilizing publications as
laboratories is incompatible with the primary function
of college newspapers. College papers can't serve two
masters: the students and the educational needs of

Jjournalism...

Let's leave the student publications where they
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properly belong, to the students  for the1r needs 24
: ercox,dln an<art1cle "The College Newspaper~-What Is- It s
"Function?"

The function of the college newspaper as a training
laboratory is relatively clear and uncomplicated, - The
function ranges from complete (Marquette University) to
none whatsoever (Ohio University) and along a continuum,

. the.center of which might be occupied by the University of
Wyoming, which publishes the newspaper under an equal

- partnership with the student body, the department of
journalism assuming the news and advertising function, and
the student body assuming the editorial opinion function..

But'at‘many schools the kids regard the journalism
~department as an arm of the administration and potential
threat to their freedom. They view any proposed tie~up

with,grave suspicion. L - o

Charles E. Barnum,. Northwestern Unlverslty, “in an art1cle, "The

Modlfied Segregated Approach "

‘ Regardless of how we sugarcoat the situation when-

" ever there exists a college paper used as. a. laboratory,
effect1ve or direct ‘control has: passed from the students
to the faculty. and/or the admlnlstratlon, through the
faculty. v

‘Extra-Curricular Activity,Function'

“Curtis D, MacDougall, professor of Journallsm at Northwestern '
Unlverslty, quoted in a master' s thes1s by Ellzabeth McGuinness - UCLA:

‘ Small-college students work on their newspapers as
an outside activity just as they: take part in dramatic
and .musical events. A certain few may go into Journallsm_ »
later, but there is no reason to expect them to do so any'
more than every campus actor should be expected to aspire
. to. reach Broadway or Hollywood or ‘every member of_ the
-marching band to. play some day 1nvCarnegievHall 27

Robert-A. Schoonover in an article,,”Working Relations of Faculty
Advisors to StudentrStaffs'of Collegiate Newspapers:"

_;. admlnlstrators of many schools cons1der the news-'
paper -as a student activity, just like football the glee
"~ club, and dramatlcs Unllke the other activ1t1es, the ..

w
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student newspaper deals with thoughts and ideas, and its,
primary value is its right to reflect student viewpoint;za‘

Again, Mencher from the article, '"The Campus Newspaper: PR Arm or
Laboratory of Life:"

Most ZEampus 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 mourpers if these newspapers were to be
quietly interred.2?

Harry Carter Quinn, University of Texas, in his thesis, ''The
Social Responsibility of the College Press:"
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 stay only a short time
on the staff and contribute little to the newspaper.

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.3l

House Organ Function

Again, there is a paucity of specific literature pertaining to the
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fnnction‘of theﬂeollegefpress'to puhlish es,s thSe'organ;‘hut this
’functionels opheld in previously cited artlcles.32 .The'reoorting‘of
camnus,eventsiand aetiVities‘is beSic;in reporting‘on functions;of the
college press.

Fron Qninn's thesls; a diseusslbn is presented concerningﬁthe
Stuoent,paner‘as’aghouse organ:‘

» James W. Mann outlines the funct1ons or purposes of
- the school paper as to inform pupils of happenings not
:prev1ously known to them, to entertain with other 1nterqst1ng
" .material in addition to news, to provide some laughter
and: fun, to help face problems honestly, .to act as. a
“standard of careful, accurate workmanshlg3 to. learn to
work together efflciently and agreeably

~ Journal of Student Opinion Function

Schoonover comments on the function of the college press as a -

journal ofvstudent-0pinion'ln the articlehpreviously‘citedf’,

The collegiate newspaper should be more than just
a bulletin board for campus.events. - It is the voice of
the student opinion and the voice congists of the
opinion of all the college commun1ty

- Holsten alsortalks about the-function of staff Opinioniin his
‘article; "Thoughts of a Public Relations Director:"

An independent student newspaper can best serve its
campus because it could provide an open forum for free
discussion without fear of reflect1ng an official '
op1n10n,3 : :

Again. quoting from the Quinn thesis:-

From the purely student point of view, another
concept emerges in a description from the magazine,
"Mademoiselle." The paper should represent the
majority of the students even though they are un-
respons1ve to it.36 :

=In:ThevStudent‘Journalist_andgLegalgand EthiCal‘Issues, Samuel

' Feldman sets press freedom in relation to the existencefof the paper in
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f'thisrfunctionixh:j

. : As a Journal of staff and student op1n1on, much of
. the debate over press- freedom centers’ around. use of’ the
~ student-paper in this- function.  1In discussing the: use -
‘of censorshlp as a restra1n1ng effect on the student
’paper Edward. A, F1tzpatr1ck President of Mary Mount
- College, noted that '"so'long as the publication ‘is.a -
student publication and keeps clearly within the j*”"
.1nst1tutlonal purpose, it would be wise to. give - -
u'students the .opportunity to express ‘themselves with-
out" censorsh1p and.to have students exerclse control
'_over the staff n37 L

d_A Un1ted Press Internat10nal news art1cle on federal regulat1ons
' 'of censorshlp of student newspapers c1ted a recent dec1s1on of the»vr
'vvcourt;"
Because of - the'potentially great value of‘a free
student voice in. an age of student awareness and unrest
it .would be ‘inconsistent with basic assumptions of '
- First Amendment freédoms to permit'a campus newspaper

to be simply a vehicle for ideas the state or. college
""adm1n1stratlon deems approprlate. : s

Commercial Press Function °

ﬂrﬂ7laathe£iaféa.¢f muchkdlscussionfinvrelation;to the“functfon.of,'
:the'college press fs that of'the'student.newspaper.in{thewrole Ofithe

‘,”normal” commerclal press type of newspaper .Someraduocate thatsthev
lcolleée press is a member of a: d1st1nct group of~"spec1alrzed presses
-;Others see the student nem5paper functlon1ng as‘a newspapera.

Drg.Walter WllCOX has related the performance of the student press
atoithe;requlrements of the eommercralrpress>as,setvforth:herhe_Commrs—»

‘“,slon.of*freedomvof‘the:Press:f | | i |

‘ | '(l) A truthful comprehensrve, and‘lntelllgent

account of the day's events in’ a context Whlch glves 1t

"mean1ng

Thlszlé a big order. The commerc1al press has a
number of valuable a1ds which help it asplre to th1s
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» goal, ‘not the least of which is money, laws governing
" freedom of information, and the continuity which permits
- long-range planning. The college press. is restricted;
notably in the lack of privilege in source material
‘and . in the relatively inexperienced staffers upon
which it relies. The college ‘paper seldom has its
 community of coverage cléarly assigned, and its respon—
-51b111t1es for coverage dellmlted

(2) ‘A forum for the exchange of comment and
critic1sm. ' - ' C

In this functlon, the. college press could be
‘expected to transcend the commercial press. Presumably
“the college is a fruitful source of ideas, opinion,

and constructive thinking.

(3) The presentatlon and clar1f1cat10n of the
goals and values of soc1ety ' '

-This_is a rather vague and sometime function,
and is probably used here in reference to the mass
media collectively. This function, when applied to
the community rather than society as a whole, is a

legitimate one for the college newspaper. _The,eollege

‘newspaper content must necessarily differ from the

- normal newspaper content because: of ‘the marked’ :

-differences in "the goals and values” of the two;
”"communltles & : o

(4) . The projection of a representative
picture of the constituent groups: in: the society.

_ - The college newspaper has a toogh:assignment
here. It does not know precisely the various

- weights to assign its constituent groups because
its function: has never been clearly defined.

(5), Foll access to the dayls ihtelligenee.

Obviously, the members of a’ college community
are not vested with the same '"right" to intelligence.
fconcernlng that community as are members of the:
normal community, and this difference inthe rlght
to 1nformatlon reflects 1tself in the newspaper 's
functlon 3 ~ o

’In The College Newspaper Roberta Clay notes that-siXthnctions
are common to the normal" commerc1al press.f

(l)’ to report”the news -
(2) to interpret the news



(3) to

{4) to
(5) to
(6) to

commend edltorlallze the news
advertise

entertain

help solve some business, recreatlon,

family and other problems

She says that

most college newspapers serve these six functions,

with proper collegiate emphasis:

A. News--for college newspapers, generally centers
around .student interests, campus affairs, intercollegiate

relationships,
which seem to

educational theories and those activities
appeal to persons in their late teens and

early twenties.

B. Interpretatidn—-elaborate on the'news, on
what is of interest to the college community.

C. Comment--also concerns colleglate 1nterests--

ed1tor1a1s

D. Practical Adv1ce--fash10ns, ethuette--may be

ent ert alnment

E.. Entertainment4-cartoons, comics, features.

.xslant 39

. Advertising--may have partlcular colleglate"'“

From the Quinn thesis:.

There are two principal differences between-the

dollege press

and its commercial cousin. The college

¥ press is not in business. It does not exist to make
N a fiscal profit. “ It does, in contrast in principle
to the commercial press, exist as a training ground
for students who plan to go ‘into professional jour-
nalism. There are, of course, exceptions, but this
. is generally true.40

Quoting Mencher from his article previously cited:

..the serious task is creating a news relation-
ship between college administrators and the newspapers
on their campuses. This news relationship would be.
based on the recognition of the student press as a
.professional journalistic -enterprise.

To reach this objective we must demonstrate to
the administrator the history and tradition of the
press and show him how the campus press fits into

this picture.

It is our job to establish a pro~
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fessional tone in the newsroom and to set a level of
competence for staff performance consistent with th1s
tradition.

Lyle M. Crist, Mount Union College, from an article, "Editorial.
_Freedom: = Another View:"

I do not- belleve 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 unreallstlc in. a competitive,.

 commercial sense. The ‘paper is a campus. information
‘medium prov1d1ng incidental training in the Journallsm
'arts It is an adjunct of the college and sub ject to

the « overall criteria that the faculty, the maintenance
staff and the students themselves acknowledge in. the1r
.da1ly act1v1t1es.42 : »

i,Quoted 1n a thes1s by Dorothy J. Taylor IndianalUniversity, De-
: Wltt C. Reddlck contlnues along th1s llne of . the school paper as a -
function like the commercialrpress, and,states_that the school.newspaper
i'Ls 1n many ways ‘

_ .a m1n1ature of its b1g brother “the dailyvneWSi
’paper. _The same objectives and standards.should be
followed in each. - The school paper should inform and

‘entertain students’ just as the daily paper performs
these functions for the citizens of the community.

_Assignments..of Function

There~has heen someiconsideration and studybof‘specificvgrOst'
vperCeptlon of fdnction of the college pressa Mostvof these areilimlted.
tohcomparing several functions_within one groupuor.several'groups‘rating.
’only a few of thclfunctions, The discdssions.of‘assignment of function
according to‘role fn the unfyersity;wfll'be.categorlZed accordlng to the
public:within;therdnlversity, ' :; e '\

Admlnxstration. o : '.\‘

A master' s thes1s by El1zabeth McGulnness at the Un1vers1ty of
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Californiahst‘loénAngeleS 1ooks at‘the problem of the relativerimporf )
tancevofbfivé functions as rankedhby.advisers<and administrators:ofb
'_California'junior Colleges;f Sheifound no statistical difference in‘the-
irankingfof’these-functions by both groups.

_...the general order of rating was determined to be
the same for both adv1sers and adm1n1strators‘

rmJournalism Tralning Laboratory
# Internal Communications
Student Forum
-Student Activity
. ,Community Relations44

LU, BRI ST UCRN QR

'~‘Howeverv there may be some basis for doubting thenvalidity of this
rankiné, as the functions themselves were tested soc1al.des1rability of
checking the laboratory function is possible. | |

Based on a survey of 141 collegeskand univers1ties, Russel E Bert
- concluded that on. the subJect of control a manifestation of function,
?85 percent of the college administrators attributed some function other
 than that:ofvthe "normalf newspaper’to the student newspaper.45__
biStudenta.‘ | - | | |
.vAnothEr'master's”thesis considered the-studentﬁassignment'of o
function.: Bevérly»M.‘Bethune notes that:%respondents_oVerwhelmingly»
‘chosev'to be a service_to thehgeneral‘student bodyl as the:mosttimpOr;,'
tant functionHOfdtheir student,newsp'aner° |
»Ranked'according to mean,‘students of Florida.junior%colleges per-
éeived this_relative importance‘of/functions:7 |
,(1),:To‘be‘a service to'the general student body:‘
»(2),.To orovide a voicehfor'thegvieWS\of vour‘student government.
(3) :Todrepresent yourvcollege_to‘the communftyvas an officialv;\
publication. | o |

(4) 'To give the newspaper staff‘practical experienoéfin’broducing
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a newspaper.

(5) To air the views of the newspaper staff on current affairs or

46

n

issues, including student and administrative activities.

Wilcox discusses the student assignment 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 function in that of
official student publication.

Another conclusion of the non- journalist students' perception of

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

in The qulége_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 criticism 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
students 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 arti-

cle was printed in the Oklahoma State University's Daily 0'Collegian.

The essay appeared in a section of the newspaper called."Another.View",
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under the headline, "0'Colly: Voice of the:People?” The'artielefwas’

breprinted from the Stillwater edition of the'JoneskFamily Grandchildren'
_‘»IL,.aﬁvoff-campus,student'neWSpaper, 'Opinions of one,faotion,of the -

Sstudent”body were’presented’concerning'the‘Dailz'O’Collegian's perfor-

d_mancedof‘several functions of the'eollege'press. .Althoogh this article

cannot be held as representative for the opinions of the total student
_bddy, it is presented here as one student group's assessment of the
college newspaper.

It isfphenomehal how the voice of Oklahoma State
‘University, the "Daily O'Collegian', delves into the
problems and complex issues. in our society.

. Printed daily, except Sunday (this day is reserved
for. Bapt@st revival meetings), the O' Colly is able: to
‘meet the demand of its 17,000 student body. In order to
objectively observe this f1ne ‘piece of media, those

" students' needs will be taken ‘gne at a time.

The major-demand is the daily crossword. pdzzle
oIt is heartwarmlng to watch OSU students who are talented:
enough to restructure the paper into a small square so
that they can avoid the eyes of their professors during
‘class. Trademark of a studlous Ok1e '

. A convenient_featurevoffered,is the AP news round-
© up. Like most Oklahoma newspapers, the 0'Colly is able
" to recap the news of the state, nation, and world. in.

two or three paragraphs. By this method these papers

are able to separate the good  from the bad. What
student 'in. Stillwater wants to be renfinded of race-
riots, campus violence, ‘Southeast Asian wars and other
topics. which could hardly concern those who set

Chrlstlan pr1nc1p1es uppermost in their m1nds7

"The 0 Colly editorial-: page is worthy of note.
It does a fine job of. copying ed1tor1a1s from the
Tulsa World and other state papers.

An occas1ona1 appearance by Art: Hoppe remlnds
.us that liberalism is not the way.
Letters to the editorrarebinc1Uded here to keep
the 0'Colly in line with all other papers. An occa-
sional squeal from a‘ locked-in coed, a defense of
.snowball: flghts, .or ‘an ego trip from .an englneerlng
»student ‘have someth1ng to say. It serves a cr1t1ca1



:purpose here in Cow town Our benevolent admlnlstrators,
those open-minded guardians of agrarianism, are made-
’aware ‘of the soft spots in their regime.

. Another useful feature in the O' Colly is the
,“Student Notices Section." Overgrown 4-H clubs, greek

_ organlzatlons and. other essential sub-groups- are
given notice of how important they are.. These groups
fill an important gap in Stillwater s1nce'there'is
‘nothing else to get involved with. We are too old

- . to cruise for burgers and too young to take llfe

serlously ' v

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

' 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 times 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 fun filled pages. Espec1ally benef1c1al
are campus:queens photos. A great conversation
piece for the searching student.. What fun to choose
the one you want most to ball '

O Colleglan 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 th1nk that we all share
~in. pay1ng for 1t :

“ The theatre ‘section 1is probably the papers only
'ijeak spot. It advertlses movies which occasionally:
©'try to teach us about that awful outside world the
one Paul Harvey talks about

. 'vCountless 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
gripe is the. paper 's tabloid form--too small ‘to
wrap garbage in. - '

Student NeWSpaper Staff

A master s the81s ”A Critlcal Analys1s of Student Newspapers

Publlshed at the Reg1onal Campuses of Indiana Unlver81ty" by Dorothy J.
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‘ Tay1¢f surveyed‘student editors to determine theiryassignment of
l“function for the»college pressv In def1n1ng the purpose of the papers,
"ithe*editors,’with.one exception; .cons1der their paper s.prime task is
:to inform the students and to serve as a means of campus communicatlon
Theisingle_egception,. cons1ders his paper a- channel of student thought o
gand.expression v49 | | S |
Wilcox notes that Journalism student opinion usually questions
administration control and less often student government control and,
by 1nference almost always assigns a normal press function | |

“Roger. Keith, editor of the University of Maryland
~Diamondback, last year wrote an article in Nation
_praising the quality of college newspaper editorials

and presenting the- thes1s ‘that college newspapers tended
toward maturity-away from the "'keep-off-the-grass, ’
clean-up-the-dining-hall, we-need- school—spirit" type

of subjects, and toward'such socially significant
'subJects as racial discrimination

e A fellow college editor took sharp exception in .
a subsequent issue of ‘the Nation, Richard Meister,

former editor of the Stanford University aily,

replied / :

, "Previously, the danger came chiefly from the
adm1n1stration to see that whatever goes ‘into the
campus newspaper 'is in the best interest of. thevvf
-institytion'; now with false. 'peace and prosperity’
and mass conformity and allied conservation C
sweeping all our institutions, the danger of control

. is coming from another corner--from the students
themselves :

Again,,the concept of a free college press w1th

‘the consequent inference that its funetion is s1m11ar““
to that of the normal. press 51 »

Faculty

: W11cox also discussed faculty aSS1gnment of function and says that
this 1s difficult to assess | One of the few other references available
-’,on this subJect is Hopkins function that the college press is seen by

the faculty as providing publicity for their research and scholarly '



28

activities.
Wilcox cites a "quasi-official view" of the faculty:

_ The American Civil Liberties Union recently pub-

- lished ‘a tract on academic freedom which the American
‘Association of University Professors endorsed to this
degree: "...there is a general correspondence in
point of view.

/U ‘Publication: Students should be permitted to
publish such newspapers or magazines as they wish,
subject to the provisions for the recognition of

. student organizations suggested in...this section.
No cénsorship in advance should be exercised over the -
contents of any publication. - If a student editor
should abuse the prerogatives of his position in the
publication of material, or if he should fail to live
‘up to his editorial respons1b111t1es, disciplinary
action should be taken, w1th~due regard for -the proper

- safeguards. Where there is a newspaper monopoly, .

. adequate representation of minority viewpoints should
be assured " i

Generally, however ‘we might risk the assumption .
that the faculty views the colle%e newspaper as closely
akin to the normal newspaper... ‘ A :

Dw1ght Bentel in an article originally published in Editor and
i Publisher, had.thiS'to say about,the faculty' S-relation.to the student
press:

At those ‘schools where complete freedom is granted
.. .that freedom usually operates under a running barrage
from part of the faculty. group.

B The same kid who missed three answers in an ecq-'

" nomics quiz interviews the learned professor for the
college paper with about the same accuracy of results
...and another recruit is added to the "faculty '
“control" faction on the. campus.

Nor does the economics professor see any: dis—
crepancy between his tolerance for student error in
economics ‘and his. 1ntolerance of error in student
reportlng :

_Melvin Mencher's'multiple assessment of function is hardly encour-
aging, but isfincluded to round out the views of the»various publics'

"perceptions of the functions of the college pressf'
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On most campuses the student newspaper is at best
tolerated by the administration, condescended to by the
faculty,,and 1gnored by the better students.

Almost all colleges and un1vers1t1es have news-

papers. . But,..most of these publicatlons are as valuable
to. the education of students as cheerleading 54.

Conflicting Functions - Pressure Groups-

Schoonover, in a previously cited article,‘discusses‘the~pressure
groups that influence the functions of the college press:
, Objectives and criticism of various natures have
always 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 pr1nted or
withheld.. The campus: groups that tried to use. the1r
jinfluence the most were the. adminlstratlon,_faculty
‘members, ‘individual students, and the student council
Next in lineé were fraternities, sororities, and
alumni, church groups, students -parents; ‘and c1ty
and/or state governments, in that order 55
One view of reconciling the seemingly conflicting functions is
given by Robert Chamberlin, advlser at Barstow College in- Callfornia
as reported'in the McGuinnes31thesis;‘ "A newspaper 1deally fills a-
'mu1t1p11c1ty of functions, the relative primacy. ‘of any one of these is
less significant than a balanceeof all the major functionsf"56
A number. of factors within the individual universities may affect
“that institution{s college press. Roberta Clay, lists some of these
factors that~maypaffect the function:‘\thexsizefof'the college, ade-
" quacy of support for the-student.paper; the condition of community and .

- faculty relationShips? and the kind and degree of faculty;supervision

-and each college's traditions.57
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It is within the hext7reference that the specific direction of -
"this survey is outlined

In concluding his d1scuss1on of the various functions of the
" college press»Wilcox notes:

...no systematic study of the function of the
college newspaper in relation. ‘to its community has
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 newspaper - administration
conflicts, when. educators,, professionals and even
» students make pronouncements. . Occasionally, a
thoughtful examination is essayed, but often these
deal with manifestations of the function rather
than the functions themselves.58 -
It-is by measuring perceptiOns,of'functions from statements of

'function; andvnoting the'differences.of these:perceptiOns by various

o publlCS w1th1n the univer51ty, that assignments of function by each
' group can be more va11d1y predicted

For when each of these groups sees the student newspaper fulfill-
ing a differentvpurpose_ ittcan‘raise“more,hell on a’college campus
than spiked punch at the_Dean'S’reception for freshman women."59

1Varyingvperceptions of functiOns;-then,’is the -major issue to:

“which this thesis:is addressed.
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CHAPTER III
DESIGN,- METHODOLOGY AND ANALYSIS
- Design
‘ "Factorial design is the structure of research-where two - or more_
i ndependent variables are . Juxtaposed in order to study their independent’ﬁ
and 1nteract1ve effects on a dependent variable nl

As outlined in the 1ntroductory chapter ‘statements ofrfunctions

of the college press and p;blics w1thin the university comprlsed the

r‘independent variables of this-research;w Theudependent variable was»the
mean agreement with statements by various groups w1th1n the university
To facilitate analys1s, 1ndependent variables were categorized
vAS seen from the review of the literature, partitioning of both inde-'
‘l’pendent variables allowed for adequate testing of the: research problems
»Justification for. these categories was: upheld after applying Kerlinger S
b‘five rules of. categorization 2

»Categories are set.up’accordingfto the research'problem and

purpose It is through reviewing the llterature that the categories for',f“

publics w1thin the unlversity and "functions of the college press
- were derived The research problem incorporated these partitions as the.f
- basis: for testing the problem.

.Functions of the College Press--A

Al Public Relations (PR) R *',;“.?_
A2 Journalism Laboratory (Lab Y :
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A3 “"Hous:e ‘Organ (H@) .

AAd Ektra-Curricular Activity (Act,)
,TAS“ Faculty Publicity-(Pubb)>
"Aé';Journal of Student Opinion (SO)Y.d
1 A7'>Commercia1 Press (CP)’ |

-

Puhlicstithin the University--B

»Bl. - Administration (Adm.) _
By . Journalism Faculty (Jfak,)
B3( ﬁewspaper'Staffx(Staftﬁ

,34 Faculty (Fac.)

’Bsplstudents (Stul)

HThevoperational definitions, presented,on pagesj3¥4, were used to
‘determine.sub-populations of publics sampled, as well as the statementsk
of functions of’ the college press."' |

Kerlinger states thatlthe cateéoriesdarede;haustive;“iThisdrule
hdunderscores the,purpose'of this thesis:_ to‘measureiagreement of.state-
ments of 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 operationalpdefinitions
'determinehthe»exclusiveness and independence ofdthewcategoriesVofkeach
: independent‘variahle Adherence to models 'set up by qurnalismreducasorSl
and previous research provide categories under each independent variable,

Rule four,weach category independent variable level,is derived "
from one classification princ1p1e this'means thataeach>of the
functions and publlCS must be derived from only that independent vari-

.hable. For example, initalking 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
to 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
to study the relation between them, was used.3

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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?Maln Effects{:V‘

l”ld ‘Function--A = = B ]
B H T T S R TR 2
B ‘ . -

1"FB' : ’vMean Agreements on StatementS'
D : of Functlon

A

] N
. -

i
3

Between Publlcs
‘Between?Funct;onSf
'Interaction?
Publlcs X Functlons
y: 1Fxgure 2. 5 x 3 Factorial Analys1s Paradlgm ;
Cew MR Illustratlng How Varlables are
.»_‘unﬁtapbsed e Pl

A key for sub- 1evels of publlcs and functlons appears

Sufvey and Testing'Procedures

'1The»field.surveyjconducted foffthis research:ptoject'waseaimed at

thé'exploratoryllevel’of‘hypothesis-testing. There7are'conflictingf"M'

o models of functlons of the college press, and there has: been, to the

— R

;author s knowledge, no comprehens1ve study of th1s problem from the
l_standp01nt of testlng all maJor functlons from all maJor p01nts of v1ew.
-Thls prompted the declslon to conduct a baslc survey of attltudes on

,the-functlons:Of;the college_press.
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tMeasurement of"Dependent‘Variable.

A questionnaire using a sevenaboint summated rating scale measured‘

. agreement of statements of functions‘ofvthe college press.4

As a con-
tinuous measure, the scale allowed for the intensity of attitude
" expression, Each statement of function‘was,measured on the-agreement-

scale. For example, take the statement

. . News. about campus social ‘events should be the most
important.content category in the o' Colly

An answer as to how much the subJect agreed with the statement

might be noted ‘in this manner"

- Very ." . S ' o | S Very
v trongly v o TR L o . Strongly
Agree . — X . '.“ = Disagree

By plac1ng the "X"‘in the th1rd blank the subJect simply agreed
with . the statement--not strongly, but yet he was not neutral about this
statement. "If ‘the subJect agreed_very»strongly,;he would have‘placed an
"X" in the first blank, If he disagreed yery strongly, he would have
'marked}an "X" in the last blank. Any'"X"~placed between Very Strongly
Agree_and.Very Strongly Disagreeeextremes.indicated aileyel-of the
"subject;s agreement or disagreementbwith_the:statement.
vBelowfislthe eompleted seale showing thehvarious levels of agree-

_ment or disagreement.

~_'Strongly - Strongly o ' o Strongly Strongly
Agree ‘Agree Agree ' Neutral D1sagree D1sagree Disagree
"7 . “ o 6. ‘. ) | .. - ;4 - v ”3,, . - 2 1

© Figure 3. Summated Rating Scale Used in Questionnaire
' Showing Various Levels of Agreement or
Disagreement, and the Numerical Value.
of Each Level : : -
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Each statement was accompanied by a scale and was rated by each
subject. Placement of his "X", then, designated a numerical value tndi-
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 was represented by four statements in the
questionnaire, except the extra-curricular activity function, which was
5

represented by three statements.

Selection of Statements of Function,

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 onlﬁuncei,l
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 mandom order. This discouraged any

tendency oftdatef wesponse; bias.
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) ,Sampling Technlques
| According to the operational definitions of the publics Within the':>
un1vers1ty, several groups surveyed comprised a population too large for‘
‘ the entire population to be tested From the faculty and Students'b'
'random samples"were drawn. Total populations were surveyed from each of-

. _the othervpublics. The administrative group accounted for 38 persons,

"'the student newspaper staff for. 28, ‘and the’ Journalism faculty for 12.

i'personsff The sample size for students and faculty was 60 and 35,
‘respectively, W1th 20 reserves to. allow for possible miscalculations 1n”
predetermlning subJects meeting standards set up in the operational
‘deflnitions:

- Respondents 1n the faculty and student groups were selected from
a table of random numbers, using the Oklahoma State Univers1ty telephone
l'jdirectory - In selecting students, 80 pages were chosen, w1th the use of

soA

vthe'table from three-diglt numbers OOl through 147 A second run

'through the. numbers, choos1ng from one—d1g1t numbers 1 4 1nd1cated wh1ch o

vcolumnfto_useg In the event of advertising‘replacing two’columns,‘if
_the number washthree the first column:was:used, and if.four, the sééaﬁd”
:column:wasdused ~The author was consistent in this dev1ation from the:jp
random numbers selected' Each column had a maximum of 72 listings,_so
. a third run through the table of random numbers prov1ded the partlcular
'subJect who would receive the questlonnalre. Again, -a compromise was
needed»several_times in selection,vbecauseisome columns only.ran'half
the page 1ength | The numberzwas divided_by two;to locate,subjects'on
these half Pages -If’therpersonbselected had.a‘classification of"lbl.
: fneshman, the author simply moved down the column until the requlrement

of s0phomore was fllled
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.J In selecting faculty, the procedure again was‘followed with random:{
lndﬁhers andvthepOSU‘dlrectory; Fifty five faculty respondents were ;
»drawd' S , v . , o

Analysts
.vﬁfactorial_analysis‘of“variancepis'the‘statistical methodjthat
f]analyZes.the independent'and interactive‘effects of‘two_or,moreaindeev
pendent variables on a dependent variable "6 ”
tsThe‘twofdimensional factorial analysisbof;variancehwas used top.
',:‘anaiyze ‘mean é,g'réementlysc.or'éS" S_.ig'vh‘ivfieance of ’thez main b.e‘f.fects and
'7 interaction. | o | | | ‘
v-vpKerlinger's commentsfon.the_goals;ofnfactorial:analysisvof‘
'.5¢5rianéejgéeginqofpofaﬁéa}in'£ﬁefqis9§§$;§q5pf7éhe,gsélQf;faetoiiai
l»analysis of variance. i S | - |

| Although there arernovmanipulated independent variables in thlS
rproject,-thevfactorial approach allows the nonjmanlpulative, orvass1gned
-vafiaﬁigs'téfbe'coﬁtrdiied-‘,Thé variahleskﬁhatcﬁere_snspecﬁédctov‘
'ianQéﬁcé agreement on'statenents~Of“college'press'function were cate- .
8?§i?e§tandvjﬁ§taposed for analysis.

1; lheimost?important aspect offfactorial'analysis ofvvariance is‘the
- study‘of the 1nteract1ve effects of 1ndependent variables-epublics and '
5functions~-on the dependentvvariable, agreement; |
;Ihree statistlcal hypothesis,were tested::pthevsignificance of»the 7‘
‘idifferences{between the five‘Publics, betweenhthe{seven;fnnctions and
’_ithe s1gn1f1cance of 1nteraction or mutual 1nterplay.of these two vari-

: Hﬁables{_~Ker11nger says ' "an important characteristic of factor1a1 analys1s

of variancefis‘that several*hypothes1s can beytested s1mu1taneously.ﬂa
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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 229.15
Between All Groups 183.15
Between Functions 35.55
Between Publics 5.56
Interaction 142 .04 (183,15 - 35.55 - 5.56)
Within (Error) 46 .00 (229.15 - 183.15)

Figure 4. Variances for Hypothetical Data

TABLE II

ANALYSTS OF VARIANCE TABLE
FOR HYPOTHETICAL DATA

Analysis of Variance Table

Source w.df ss ms F
Between Functions 6 35,35 5.93 4,509 .01 level
Between Publics 4 5.56 1,39 1.057 ns
Interaction

(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 the hypothetical analysis was completed, the hypothetical jd
data was fed into the computer to test the validity of the program
p'Appropriate supervision had been given/to the programmer concerning thea.
"'}statistical methodology of analysis of variance.v The program proved to
"rduplicate the findings of the author s hand-worked analysis with one -
"exception the level of significance was spec1fically indicated he7'
Hﬁ.programmer had worked out the formula for the various levels of Signif-o

flicance and the computer can print results rounded to l in lO 000 .
._HypotheSES,a"'

'-{”Many”conflicting:models’Of the‘variouszpublicsfiperceptions:ofkg
college’ press functions have ‘been put forth As\seen‘inhthe‘review of
.:’the literature; none of. the models includes all-the functions from all
"”the publics pointsrof”views';wAgreement with these twovstatements make

the difficulty of pinpOinting and/or ranking priorities ofvfunctions byt

.ﬁpublics evident. ;‘i
| Reference againvis made fo the‘original problem | boes membership;
in a particular university public affect a person ] perception of .

’1dvarious‘functions of the college press7 ‘b |

Although difficult to predict from lack of concensus in literature,
’kylthe following tentative hypotheses are stated for this exploratory study

“:mRelative Agreement of Function by Public

Adminstration A ranking of functions by mean agreement Will
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Ranklngs of Mean Agreement of the Publlcs for Functlons o

Publlc Relatlons. The relat1ve order for ‘the mean agreements by '

.PUBLicsfis:.f

1. Administration

2.  Faculty N
3. -~ Journalism:Faculty

4, :Students’

5.‘.Newspaper Staff

X Adm >. X Fac,>X J Fac > X Stu > X Staff

1Journallsm Laboratory. The relatlve;orderbfor the mean agreements

by publlcs is: .

i N .Journallsm Faculty
2, -Admlnlstratlon
.3, .Faculty.
w4, . Students .
}5,'?Newspaper """ Staff

‘W_XJFac>XAdm >XFac>XStu >x Staff

gHoueeVOrgan. The relatlve order for the mean agreements by

: publicsiiefﬁf

. yFacultyi

-1 3
-2, ‘Administration
.3+ ‘Students . |
. 4,  Newspaper Staff

‘~5;X_Journallsm Faculty

,'X Fac> X Adm,”>: X Stu. >X Staff >X Ji Fac

'qutra-Currlcular.Act1v1ty; wThe'reLat;ve orger*forfthe mean-agreea

ments by publlcs iss

1. .Students :
~ 2, - Administration
© .3, - Faculty
b, ~Journallsm Faculty
5. 4Newspaper Staff

'X Stu>' XAdm?XFac )XJ Fac, >X Staff
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: Faculpy;?ublﬁéity; ~The rélati?e ordérffof»the ﬁean-agreementsfby

. publics 1is:

» e

v WwN
£ o

Faculty

- Administratien
-Journalism Faculty
. Newspaper: Staff
- Students

X Fac.>X Adm.>X JFac.> X Staff > X Stu.

- Journal of;StudentMOPiﬁion.v-Therrelative order for the mean

_agreements by . publics is:

OB WNe

(]
6

Students

. Newspaper Staff . -~
, - Faculty - g
~Administration
-Journalism:Faculty

X stu.>X Staff > X Fac.> X'Adn.>X.J Fac.

‘Commercial Press. - The relatiVé'order'for the'méanjagreements'by

fP@ﬁiiCS:isi,‘

TP WN

1Administrétion o
- Faculty

" Newspaper Staff
- Journalism:Faculty

Students

X Staff > X .J'Fac.> X. Stu >.)'{-Adm >SZ ‘Fac.

v



FOOTNOTES

1Fred N. Kerlinger, Foundations of Behavioral Research, (New York,
1964), p. 325.

21bid, pp. 606-610.

31p1d, p. 625.

4See Appendix B,

5See Appendix A, -

6Kerlinger, p. 213.

"Ibid, p. 215.
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CHAPTER IV

FINDINGS: COLLEGE. PRESS FUNCTIONS
AS‘EERQEIVED.BY_VARIOUS

UNTVERSITY PUBLICS

The ﬁrimary putpose of this stﬁdy was to determine to what extent
membership in a particuiar university public affected a person's per-
ception of various funétions,of the college fress. Seven major func-
tions are attribﬁted, in varying,degréés, to the college ﬁress: Public
Relations for thé University,lﬁquse.Organ, Publicity for the Faculty,
Extra-CurricuiarbACﬁiﬁity, Jqﬁrnal‘of‘Student:OPiﬁio;, Laboratory for
Journalisﬁ Claésés and the-énorﬁal“ Commercial Néwspéper. These‘func-
tions comprised.ievels of one independentbvériable.- Publics within the
university formed the other independent variable, The literature review
revealed various assessments of college préss funcfions by Administra-
tors, -Journalism Faculty,'Newspaper Staff, Faculty and Students.

As diScussed in Chapter III, a rating scale~indicating agreement
with statements répresenting functions of the college press yields a
measurebof meaﬁ.agreement of thésé functions by the different groups
‘surveyed. A juxtapdsitioﬁ:of these two variables indicates relative -
‘agreement of the functions among those publics.

A two-diﬁensional analysis of'vgriance wasithen used to analyze
the data.> Results provided answers to the over-riding problems and

specific hypotheses stated for this explofatory'study.
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Questionnaire ResponSe

of the 213 questionnaires ma1led to subJects, 160 usable responses.
’t were returned A wide range of return percentages among the different

publics: is illustrated in Figure: 5

Sample -  Usable

igﬁhlig L ‘,‘ . nEsSize . Returns -
Administration -w",' - 38 'h | 2,‘ ésf,'§ ‘,742‘f
Journalisn Faculty ._e ‘ A! 12 ',”fﬁ' ' ,,,l2; ;» \3100%
Newspaper.Staff:, o N 28> | _ ,ic' ué, .27:>p;i: i*96% 7
Faculty SR .55 R o v_34 L L;'62%
‘Studjents“’_»‘ 80 59 73% |

Total - a3 160 :_ 75%

nthiéure;Sl“Questionnaire Respbnéé:bylihe vaiiaﬁsf
' S0 Publics and PerCentage'of'Returns<

To exert control of the~indépendent?yariahle;fpublics, duestion-
,naire returns. by.subJects not meet1ng cond1tions set up w1thin the
operational deflnitions were excluded from ‘the analysis This control.
‘was necessary to keep the publics as exclus1ve as could be deternined
_from the demographic data obtained. Several Admlnistrators 1nd1cated
'ythey were also a part of the Eaculty, and some Students 1ndlcated they ‘
had not been ‘enrolled at Oklahoma State Univer51ty at;least three

‘semesters.

Tests of Research Questions

’

While the varying perceptions of functions was ‘the- maJor issue in

.this study, three main tests constituted analys1s of data‘ (l) test.
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ffor d1fferences in perceived-functlons between the publics, (2) test for -
;differences in mean scores between . the functlons and (3) test for s1g- -
nificance of:interactioniof publics_and functions.. |

f,'While each’of these-specific tests will be discussed.fully,’an.'
‘overview of the data collected and their potential use is appropriate‘at
'this t1me.p Referring to the methodo1qu»and analySis d1scussed in
ChapterfIII;jaImean:agreement score:for each/functionvwasrobtained for
Ieach‘public.;~Each mean_agreement-score was the’average'of all respon-
'*dentsvwithin:one public's‘mean agreement score for the statements

mea3uring one function of the college press. The analyS1s of variance

fanalyzed 4, 320 dec131ons made by the. respondents That is, 160 respon-’vf

dents~ind1cated their degree'of agreementiwith:ZZ statements.of‘college
uipressifunction.v | . | | | |
» Table III, page 53 represents the mean . agreement‘score for each
‘fvfunction by each public From thlS data the analys1s of variance was
lcomputedf This information forms the bas1s for‘a relative order of
functions-by publics‘and Vicefyersar | o
Table_IV, page.55 shOws,the analysis of uariance results.”‘The

_ f1gures headed F .and p prov1de answers to the research questlons. ;The'
.F ratios are obtained by div1d1ng the Within groups mean square (ms)

. into each-of the-other,mean squares.v By pmttlng the w1th1n groups

~(error yariance) against the experimental variances, the F~ratios were,v
' obtained,‘»The,F;ratios;were then,compared to F;ratios'ofIvariousI;:
" levels of probability (p). :The obtained-Fsratiolmust:be;higher‘than’
.the F~ratio of;onehlevel ofvprobability,’for that F.to beiconsidered
significant'at.that.level of p. | |

Giﬁen aglevel of probability,rthe‘results are credited with a-



TABIE IIL
ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE PARADIGM: MEAN AGREEMENT SCORES
. 'FOR  STATEMENTS OF FUNCTION BY VARIOUS PUBLICS
' 'WITHIN THE UNIVERSITY
'bFunctions”

o : B : ’Eitra— , :
Public Journalism' -House = “Curricular - Faculty - . Student ' Commercial

’gglations~Laboratory' 'o;gan _Activity -Publicity -Opinion - -Press . ‘Means
Administratfon . 4.16 443 5.160 376 4,57 4.5 5,08 4.53

niournalism' ;.'j2{81:3 CUheh 433 i . 3222'_ Csl0 ,.’4;50 606 4.24-
‘Faculty R . e ) o e . |

Newspaper ~ 2.78 4,90 4,51 3,69 4,03 4,99 . . 6.46 4.49

.Publics

. Faculty 3.5 44T  4.80 ‘.;3f_4.35 472 5.06  5.53 4ub4

Students 3.36 ° 4.21 5.29 o 4.37 4,57 5.38  6.22 . 4.78

Means © 3.0 446 4,97 4,06 448 5.04 5.91, - 4.62

Grand Mean

g¢
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certain degree of ﬁalidity; vWith a high levei of significance,>p .05,
thé results can be considered due to definite differences between the
1e§e1s oi the independent variable, If the research proceduré were
_conductedVIOO times, only 5 of those trials' results could occur with
as. large &iffefences'as observed-by chance. |

| Two main objectives of any researéh are to maximize'the»experia
mental variaﬁce and minimize the wiihin, or érror, variance. It is this
‘maximizing and minimizing of variances that result in significant F-
ratiéggi. This means that the differences in the.publics surveyed and
the fﬁﬁc;ions of the cqilege presg may bring about’different-perceptions
of agreement to"sfégggents of functioné between those groups.

Test*No. 1l: Between Funqtions.of the’College_Press.

| Is there a-significant'diffefeﬁce in agreement by the total sample
surveyed between ﬁhe functions of thé coligge press? Refgriing to
Tabié III,'page‘53, a relative oraef.of agreement féf'the functions by
the total group is possible, These means are the average of each

¢

group’s mean agreement for the functions.

‘fgégk' . _Functién : ' - - Mean
J1. o 'Commerqial Press ‘ , 5,91 -
2. Stu&ent Opinion o . .5.04

3. v House Organ » , 4,97
4. : Faculty Publicity . 4.48
5. ‘ Journalism Laboratory - 4.46
6.v Extra-éurricular Activity : 4.06
7. ‘ Public Relations | 3.40

Figure 6. Relative Order of Functions and Means . ::
’ .0f-Agreement fokotHetTotats o "onin
Respendénts Surveyed
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‘The question here is; To what extent are the_various mean agree-
*f;ments of’function'different due to real differencesﬁbetween those
» functions? Referrlng to the Analy51s of Variance Table IV below, the

. obtalned F ratiOA is 104 53, The level of significance le)ﬁ),OOOIJ,”
TABLE 1V

ANALYSIS OF .VARTANCE TABLE

- Source . - df _ssv . ms ‘ F - - P
Between Functions 6  605.90  100.98  104.53  .0001
Between Publics 4 2747 6.87 7.1 .0002
Interagtion: o o : - .

Publics x Functlons .24 121.23 5.05 5.23 .0006

'HWithin Groups ‘ S _
"~ (Error) . 1085 1048..20 .97

 Total  (n-1). 1119 . 1802. 82

This means that differences as large as those observed between the
mean agreement scores of the seven functions would occur by chance less

~ than 1’time in 10,000. The various mean agreements for the functions of

3 e

’the college.press did'constitutevvery real'differences between agrée%

ments on these functlons.'

Although the author presented no hypothesis for a relative order
of totaljagreement,of the functions,lit-ls useful herevtojconsider the
vranking‘in terms of over-all assessment'of theefunctionsvof the college
press. Clearly the ‘most domlnant functlon in terms of total agreement
is that of the college newspaper fllling the role of a ,normal" commer -
r cial neWSpaper (X=5.91)., _Althoogh statements of this function mayrhave

“inherent social bias, the high agreement mean score for Gommercial -

'AZ/; ' e ;<
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Press indicates theﬁhigh standardshset.for performance of the»college;
neWSpaper;' M |

The'second highest total agreement mean.is thatﬁthe college press
,performsla'function as a Journal of Student Opinion C§=5.04)., A need
for student voices to be heard-—for the students to have some method of -
"feedback" concerning policies and. issues--forms ‘the basis for a high
position for Studentv0pinion among the functions of the college press.

With a mean only'slightly 10Wer'than Journal of_Student Opinion
(probably not significantly:lower) isfthe third relative ranked func-v
v tion,vthelcollege nemspaperfas a House Organ (¥=4.97). The.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‘board That upcoming activities and events merit considerable
attention through the campus communications medium.is well-founded

Use of the college newspaper as a medium for Faculty Pub11city
ranked fourth C§—4 48), -although only two-hundredths of a point sepa-
rated this function's mean agreement score from that of Journalism
Laboratory. Although this function's p031tlon was ‘a surprise to ‘the
author, pos31b1e explanation may be derived from an examination of the
statements representing Faculty Pub11city, page 69, Total agreement
would indicate evident approval for articles deallng with- faculty
activities and reports of researeh and academic pursuits by the faculty.

. Awareness of, and agreement for use of the college newspaper as a

training'technique for potential journalists (§=4.46;ipr0bably?nott
significantly lower than the Faculty Publicity function), ranked fifth.
Even though this position may seem relatively obscure, -the mean agree-

Vment-score 1ndicates a strong concurrence'with this function;of Jour -
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nalism:ﬁaboratoryr

' That the 31xth ranked function--Extra Curricular Act1v1ty—-1s
hindicated by a mean agreement score only s11ght1y better than neutral
'(x=4506), 1t,would.seem apparent no,definite feeling, pro orucon; per-
nvails_in connection with use of the college newspaper as a fclub.h

| Disagreenent>on the school newspaper functioning as}a public ré;‘

lations’instrumentvfor the university is seen.in that function's‘meand
scorevof>3.401and last-place rankinglh'The:author feels‘this function's
aséessmentjis crucial’in discussing conflicting functions; effect.. |
7"biscussion’will-be furthered concerning this aspect, page 60,

..,;inisummarizing thelsignificance of_between-functions variance,
hdifferencesras,largeias those observed -among the seven functions could B
b_occur by’ chance, less than 1 time in 10 000. ‘Probably no-significant
_differences ex1st between the Student Opinion and House Organ functions
or between the Faculty Publicity andeournalism Laboratory,functions.

The question to be answered now is Which"of the five'publics

/"

KN contributed most to the relative rank positions of the seven college

'press functions?  Before answering this, the mean scores among the five

"publics must be analyzed

Iest;No. 2: Between Publics Within the University._

”Was there.a significant difference'between the mean'agreement'
-scores of the various publics within the univer81ty7 Table I1I, page
53 Vhows ‘the relative order of mean agreenentrscores for all seven

dfunctrons.
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Rank o ';ig.d . ;Eﬂéliﬁ - - ;» »i _b Mean
'f'rz,v '} L Faculty - | ’i o ~ 4.64
'-.,3;- ) s B »?v,‘ : Administration : bg‘ _i-h 4.53
( '4; »,._v[l 3 _ f ' :Newspaper Staffv | | 4.49

5,’ :' o | ‘Journalism‘faculty’h f : ‘v4.24

Figure.7,; Relative Order of Publics and Means
' of Agreement for .All Functionsf
of\the College Press '

Here the question is: To what extent did the'warious mean agree-d'
ment scores betWeen the publics vary, due to real differences. in per=-
ce1ved functions by those pub11cs7v Referring to.the Analysis of'%;fi -
o Variance Table, page 55, the obtained F-ratio is 7. 1l The level of

significance is p 0002

ThlS implies that d1fferences as. large as_those’ observed amon“;

the f1ve publics_Would occur by-chance‘less than 2 times in_l0,000. ‘In

sother words, there are meaningful differences among the five‘publicsr
"meanvagreements on the functions.of the college press;fr -
i Over-all,.thergreatestbdifference.seems to‘bevbetween'thebﬁews-
‘paper StafffC§=4;49) and the'Journalism Facultyp(§=4.24)-ea difference
of .25, " Probably no 31gnif1cant d1fference exists between the Admin-
1stration (%=4.53) - and the Newspaper Staff (x—4 49)

Hewever, the between- publics teqt was for agreement acroés a11
:sewen functions The question now becomes: Which publlcs contributed
the most (or 1east) to the mean agreements on funct10ns7 The following

-,discussion ofainteraction,will help answer the question,v-f
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'Test-No{VS; ‘Interaction: Eunctionsband fublics.bi*‘

| Thesmain:prohlem Of this study was to determine; within:limits;v
h»thevextentrmembepship in‘a'particular.university public affected a
person's perceptionrofnvariousbfunctions_of the college press. ~ The
question can then\be tendered: ;Was there a significant-difference in
the perceived‘functions of\the_college"press~by"Varibus'publicsrwithin
.the university? |

vReferringbagain to. Table IV,  the Interactionjfariance 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 levels of publics

_ landﬂfunctions'could occur.by'chancefless than 6 times in'l0,000;
74ﬁembership‘in a particularfuniversity public did,tend'to make—a
: difference-in.the perception of, or agreement on, the‘seven functions
.of the college press. This’means that'the:two'independentivariablesr-
functions and publiCS;;dld not operate 1ndependent1y, but upon each
vlother. For example, the differences observed among the mean agreements
on functions werernot as clear4cut as they seemed. Different publics -
made.differential contributions to those meanlagreement scores, In
‘Figurei6, the Commercial fress'function; for eiample; received the
highest mean.score of 5.91." Investigation of Table IlI,,page:53 “shows
f that the Journalism Faculty,. NeWSpaper Staff and Students probably con-
tributed most to this high mean score with 6.06, 6.46 and 6 22,
'grespectively h

In order to more thoroughly interpret the 1nteraction findings,
'relative rankings of publics agreement ‘scores by functions, and func-
{tions by publics were compiled »From‘these figures;:patterns of»

relative.agreements and,inter-active,effects can_be—seen,w These:orders
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’ aﬁdv1ntefacfions,were.taken from TaBlevIII, page 53,_awjuxtépositionjofb

’thevindependent variable levels. and their mean'seoreéLf

‘Public Relatibns Function

.. Hypothesis

‘;Rankzj - _:;fub1ie o _ o ‘elﬂ | Mean - . Ranking
l,'f:‘ . Administrafidne » ':' 7'>:4;i6, o 1': - (i)
2. Fecelty SRR ;;’ S 3,54  \ o
3 3 - Stu.d‘ents ‘ o o 3.36 . (4)
‘47L _ »_»’Journalism FaCUItj ; 'i'  y bl  “.  o
‘5;: f:t7.. Newépaper Staff o 2;78 | ‘:‘ o (5).

Figufe 8. Relative Order of Publics and Means of
‘ ‘ Agreement for Pub11c Relatlons
Functlon
" Contributing most of the ﬁubl{elgelatidné' total mean, 3.40, was
the Administration.  Journalism Faculty and Newspaper Staff contributed
the least mean agreement on this function. Various assessments of
' ?ubliC”Relatipns'functidn fesulted'in~fhe second-highest range of mean
agreements amongvthe five publics. A wide diversion of scores, 1.35;
“indicates eenflicting,aésessments Of Bublic Relations function. ,
To facilitage a common ﬁeaﬁing for discussion of this function;>
the operatiqﬁalidefinitioheqsed_to determine statements of ?ublic Ré"
f1ationsﬂiSppresanEédfggain.
Public Re1dtions:'5The coliege newspeper should
present a positive picture of university policies and
activities with an objective of establishing meanlngful
.. rapport with the" commun1ty, state and other umlversitles.
and colleges.. ‘
Althqqgh this fuﬁction ranked lowest invmeah_agreemeht by the

totallpubliesgvS;ﬁb, use of the college newspéper as é'pﬁblic‘felations



Hinstrument'for.the university is‘crucialsin disCUssing amedel of.h;ly
'lcollegefpressvfunctionst‘ |
5Statementsfof'EuhliciRelationsvfunction may‘possess’inherentm:
FSocial bias,fand‘may elicit responseszreflecting.this desirability.
,fgvidenéefof this was seen in'requnge.from some»Administration‘ano
Q.Eaculty;_partial erasures indicate&‘responses correSpondingbtolhigher
. agreementffor,statements.of ?ublicbRelations'functiOn werevinitially
:made." | | | - | |
One particular problem'in selecting statements representing'func-

tions was that a'positive statement mayvhaVe‘reflected manifestations of
* another function when stated in.alnegative direction;‘ Agreement corre-
sponded nith one function, disagreement 1ndicated another function. .‘An
‘l‘example of this can be ‘seen. particularly in Commerc1al Press and Bublic
'Relations fonctions; the former was the antithe31s‘ofvthe latter

‘ A statement of Public Relations function that the author noted
’evidence'of,bias and.that-p0331bly representedrtmo_fnnctions brings’out
’clear differences between the. f1ve publics

>l5."f ©.  The OLColly should dever ;publisgh anything

" that reflects unfayorably‘on Oklahoma  State
University, such as the recent controversy
- over the dormitory open-door -policy.

,f‘tResponse of mean/agreement scores for this statement by each of:
:;thevpublics‘showedmAdministration,.2f43ijacnlty; 1.91;'Students,.l;66;
lfJournalism Faculty, 1.50; and’Nemsoaper Staff .1;26;‘ | |
| Another statement of Bublic Relations function which elic1ted a
: wide meanvresponse wasiindicative of'varyiné assessments‘by the publics,:
| fllzh - ‘The 0"Colly shouldﬁmahe everykeffort'tobput

0SU's best foot forward in presenting the uni-~

- versity's image to community residents patrons,
and other colleges and universities. :
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The mean.agreement scores for this statement'were Administration,
5.54; Studenté, 4.71; Faculty, 4.68;>New3papér Stéff, 4.07; and Jour-
nalism:Faculty; 3.58. o | .

Some comments concefning the ﬂublic 3elations statements were
noted~on the questionnaires. Oné s;udent wrote in regérd to statement
12, "bevaccuréte, not selective." A student commented on statement 9
lthat the word "realistic" should réplace "positive"Jin "The 0'Colly
should make every effort to present a positive ﬁicture of Oklahoma State
-University to thevcommunity.ﬂ

Referfing again to the noﬁ-exclusiveness of function, an admin-
istrator noted for statement 5 that the 0'Colly "should present‘both
- ‘sides of an issue."vLA‘membef of the‘faculty quipped, beside statement
12, “élong with its other féet-;a>bélancé." B

vaen disallowing,the possibility of Biasvin responses, the differ-
ences in meanlagreément scores féf thevgublic Relations function are

more than chance fluctuations.

Commercial Press Function

Hypothesis

&% | ... Public Mean © Ranking

1 Newspaper Staff 6.46 (1)
2. Students | 6.22 : (3)
3. | Journalism Faculty 6.06 - - (2)
4. ' Faculty | 5.53 )

5. ' Administration 5.08 . 4)

Figure 9. Relative Order of Publics and Means
of Agreement for Commercial
Press Function '
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Newspaper Staff Students “and qournalism Eaculty added the most to
vthe Gommercial Bress total ‘mean, 5 91 Faculty and Administration con-
ltributed’therleast mean agreement range, 1;38.' The w1dest range mean of
agreement was found on th1s function, with the Hewspaper Staff showing
a 6 46, contrasted w1th a- 5 08 by the Administration--a difference of
1.38.

Commercial‘Press:’vTheicoilege‘neWSpaper should

- pperate according to the procedure, standards, freedoms

and goals of the '"mormal'" commercial newspaper. It

should operate under the: recommendations set up by the

1947 Commission on Freedom of the Press :

1. [Provide a truthful,-comprehensive, and
“.intelligent report of the day's events

“.in a context'to.give them meaning.

’”2ﬂh‘To serve as a forum- for the exchange of
L comment and critic1sm

- 3. ,To give a representative picture of the
W=iconst1tutent groups in SOClety

4, fTo help in the presentation and clari-v
fication of the goals and values of the
society

5. ‘To prov1de full access to the day's
S 1nte111gence ‘ :

Mean agreement scores for the Gommerc1a1 Bress function represent

fthe highest scoreS‘for;any‘ofythe‘sevenvfunctions. The NeWSpaper Staff 7_
score is;the highest mean:for'anyffunction:by\any public. The ranking
‘presented in Figure 9 1ndicates a strong agreement by a11 pub11cs
surueyed, but an»examlnation‘of severai,statements representingjthis

‘functionwreweais'diVerse opinions. ~Perhaps‘the most:dramatic‘Was'a
lfvstatementrwhichepresentedia'manifestation-of thevGommerciai:Eress
'.functionf controlﬂof thevcollege newspaper | | “ .
' 7;.f" o The 0' Colly should not be respon81b1e to’lb

- any college administrator; it should be respon~
sible primarily to all its readers, It carries -
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out" this respon31bility by adhering to the
“traditions, the practices and the spirit of RS
the free press. : o
Mean agreements scores. by pub11cs were Administration, 2, 50
fFaculty, 3.91".Journa11sm Faculty,f4.17 Students, 5.73"and‘Newspaper

Staff”v6'60ﬁ A statement of this manifestation of Commercial Press

' -function e11c1ted a wider range of agreement scores than a statement

1mere1yistating-usevof the paper’in.thatnfunction,vsuch_asvnumberpone
1121; :ﬂi}/ | The'O'Colly, iihefany'newspaper, should be‘f'”.;
o expected to print the news accurately and provide
a forum for the free exchange of opinion. : :
Mean agreement scores for this statement Were Journalism Faculty,
"6 83 NeWSpaper Staff 6 63 Students, 6 56 Faculty, 6, 44, and Admin-
1stration, 6 29 Statements of Commer01a1 Press function, such -as this, y
falhave bu11t 1n bias, they sound good" and are in keeping with the
principles’and purposes of the university
| Comments by reSpondents and extra. "x ing in b1anks correspondingv
to high agreement or disagreement on statements of Commercial Press.
- function 1end weight to the importance of this function s assessment by :-W
Vthe various publics. Some of the Newspaper Staff noted that opinions.
bshould be 1abe1ed ed1toria1 comment separate from news columns.v,Al-'
member of the Journalism Faculty, along with a member of the Newspaper'
ffStaff, noted on Statement 7 that an adviser to the newspaper would not
'n be considered "being respon31b1e\to any adminlstrator
| Several comments regarding statement 7 were made by Administra- '
tors' .‘ v : , v ) . S

"How can it be responsible to its reade:r:s'7 ~They 1_,
' don t operate it. ‘They_can only_influence indirectly,":
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- : "O Colly reporters should get the facts. They
should not editorialize every story and def1n1tely
should not - resort to sensationalizing each art1c1e
. ,v..not unless they are - willing to accept
financial obligations and’ reSponsibilit1es 1nherent
W1th that " .
{One member of the Eaculty commented on statement 7, referrlng to
the traditions and practices of the free press, that ”thlS has never

ex1sted, nor could it. R

Referring to another statement of Gommerc1al Bress functlon, an -

"’~admin1strator'noted "The O' Colly should help build the Univer51ty and

'should permit nothing that would destroz," regarding the student ‘news- .
:‘paper 's right to . publish the news, good or bad

Although each pub11c s mean agreement score for statements of

"”;commer01al Press function indicate posit1ve agreement for use of the

'student paper 1n this manner,,a wide range in. these scores suggests a

u31milar assessment for manifestations, i, e., control

-~ Journal of Student Opinion Function

‘Hypothesis

ufl.d ‘;7. . iStudénﬁgl j[gzl?;‘; l"5'38':' o 'f”(l),}t
'231,- S Facultfi “ i,f»ﬁ", 1”5.0615" = iV;,(3)-j.jf’
;ﬂ',éi' - i ”vNewspapei7S¢aff‘"?{ll'4f99.::hf v':'id(z)lav
i_;4ﬁv; R bAdministration E fﬁﬁ 4;54id-;,, . ﬁﬁé)_,'l
s ‘,~ﬁ[_,uongrna1ig¢'Facu1ey 450 v'°(5i,"'

‘ Figore 10. Relative Order of Publics and Means
b ’ of Agreement for - Student
R Opin1on Function ;;;.

uStudents,anCultyhandvNewSpapernStaff‘contributedithe,most to the - ;



4Studentf6pinion totalimeansf~5h04;> Administrationland.Journalism'Fac-‘f .
' ulty 1east agreed on this function.“' | e
| Journal of Student Op1n10n° The‘college newspaper _
'should provide a forum where students may express their
opinions, and staff members make editorial and news
“decisions concerning day-to-day content of the student
newspaper.» e . . o ‘

';bUse of the student newsPaper as a Journal of Student Opinion was
predictably most agreeable to. students. This assessment of the function
"of the college newspaper fills the pattern of students taking the role
,of "c1tizens" within a community, and feeding back their reactions to.
polic1es and activities concerning their 11ves much as citizens of .any
community would voice opinions concerning city council decisions.e Ani
example of" this can be seen from mean agreement scores for statement 24
l-fl;'24]?" ’cv ‘The 0'Colly should be the voice. of the

‘ - student body in.school affairs wh1ch poten-*
t1ally affect the student, i ; :

;l Mean agreement scores by publics were Students, 5'46. Faculty,
,lS 26 Journalism Faculty, 5 25 Newspaper Staff 5 00; and Administra-‘
‘tion, 4 50 Some comments by respondents noted that balanced news.
should be- presented, and students could formulate their own 0pin1on.

An administrator warned that the Student Opinion function should be :
-furthered by the students, not for them One student disagreed with the:
1dea" "So many (students) use th1s (letters to ‘the. editor) as an |
attempt at creatlve writing |

Ranked second 1n total mean agreement by all publics, the. Student'

""Opinion function serves a’ useful purpose in allow1ng students a method

of feeding back their opinions on issues concerning them.-’g
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- -House QOrgan Function

‘HypOthesis'

' Rank ;l,_ ' 229;&2 1 S h' -MEEE :v * Renkin
L stwems 529 @)
2. vv ) = Advminis»trationn::”'m ‘_ 5..1,6... (2)
'3. : Faculty"‘:._l . .]'_74.80’ U @
4. - . Newspaper Staff bifv'4.51 v “ - (4)
5. . o ' Journalism Facultyb | 4;3$‘ ﬁv’l ‘IF(S)'F

Figurejll. Relative Order of Publics and Means
: of Agreement for House
_Organ Function
’Students and Administration added the most to the House Qrgan
total.mean, 4.97. Like the diversion seen for the yublic Relations
function, the NewSpaper qtaff and qournalism Eaculty agreed 1east on. theb
function, and another poss1b1e agreement conflict
House Organ: The college newspaper . should be an ‘i
o internal communications' medium by keeping student,
- faculty, administration and staff- 1nformed of campus
" news., - S .
'Ranked third in total.agreement scores by all publics,'use of the
student newspaper as a House Qrgan is a necessary function for" any
college community the size of Oklahoma State University, How.much of

the total newspaper c0ntent 1s to be directed to this purpose of 1nter-’

»7nal communications medium or central bulletin board is another question}

As a member of the newspaper staff noted "It should be a function but e

_ not necessarlly maJor (sic) "

An issue over content of The Daily O Collegian was a: subJect for
oampus discussion at the beginning of the spring semester '1970. ﬁse
of - the newspaper to present listings of employment 1nterv1ew schedules

resulted in free adverti31ng, some felt After,cea31ng~to,pr1nt the;
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employment.intérview schedule, feedback from the university community
‘indicated this was a vital serviée for students. . This example of use
of the student newspaper as a House frgan was incorporated into a state-
ment ofkfunétion.

18. The job interview schedules listed in the

0'Colly should be considered advertising for
the paper because the 0'Colly should not be a
central bulletin board for the campus.

Note hére that this statément is presented in a negative direc-
tion; therefore, the rating scale is also reversed to maintain consis-
tené agreement with this statemént of function. Mean agreement scores
by public were: Administration, 5.89; Students, 5.31; Faculty, 5.15;
Newspaper Staff, 3.63; and Journalism Faculty, 3.00.

One membef-of the newspaper staff noted that the 0'Colly should
knot beba-'bulletin board,'vhouse organ, efc."‘ An administfator asked
that--as part of the univefsitykaIso—-~"Shou1d.the Student Union then
chargé for interview rooms?" A member of the faculty remafked that
"off-campus organizations can afford and should pay for employment ads."
Another administrator comﬁented that the interview listing 'is a servige
. to students and serves the function of helping them obtain the best
"employment situation possible following graduation."

~ Although the concensus was that the college newspaper should not
exist primarily to publish news of upcoming activities and evénts oﬁ
campus, a certain amount of this ﬁouse Organ function is‘neceésarily a

part of the paper's purpose.



Faculty'Publicity Function

'Hypothesis

'vfggggfﬂ; :to.‘ tgghlic:' e;’_ljgb _ESéEd :‘ " Ranking

: v_-‘1-’ ' ,.t | »Fecuit\y '437:2" - .,(l) ,

ol o 'Administration;'y;;: 4.57 @
l3}f‘, L ,lStudentsf’i ‘f;»ﬂli 4.57 _‘vb‘-‘ '(5) ‘
| 4. ‘;' , vJournalisvaaculty:i: 4;10 S o 3)
-'5,  Newspaper Stéff i 4—‘0‘3“ W

’,-Figureelz Relative Order of Publicsband Means of Agreementv
L for Faculty Pub11city Function
Again; the'clashbof assessment is indicated Faculty, Admin-
~rlstration and Students contributed mostbto the Eaculty Bub11c1ty ‘fune-
3 tion totalvmean,‘4.48 Journalism Eaculty and Newspaper Staff added »
the 1east agreement o

Faculty Pub11city ‘ The college newspaper should
;report academic act1vities of the faculty ‘

Although th1s function placed fourth. in total‘public mean agree-.
ment_ it was on1y two-hundredths of a point higher than the next func-
: tion, use of the college newspaper as a Journalism Training Laboratory,
:Some comment by Students and Administrators indicated that coverage ofk
;1academ1c pursuits by faculty is more acceptable when this is_ news,~and‘
not propagandag.: L1m1tations of space.werevnoted‘concerning'articles

aboutjfaculty involvement with academic effortsiand research.

Journalism Laboratory Function

HypOtheSis*'

uRankr' »}".i  Public . Mean"'vv”'l‘ Ranking
1. Newspaper Staff  4.90 - = (5)

2. ~’JournaliSm‘Faculty 4;64’; L ;; ,(l)ﬁu
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hFigure513. f(Continued)

3. Faculty S A ¢ )

4. : v~;Administrationt_’:.v_ 4.43 ':“ = (2)
5. . Studentsv | :j 4o f"ri) (%)

“Figure 13. Re1at1ve Order of Publics and Means
- of Agreement for Journalism ’
Laboratory Function .
’ Adding the most to the’ Journalism Laboratory total mean, 4, 46
”, were Newspaper Btaff and qournalism Eaculty The_range of mean. agree- .
ment scores was one of the lowest for all seven functions, Q96.,'Stu-‘
“dents added the'Ieast‘amount’to theitotal mean .,
Journalism Laboratory "~ The college newspaper‘
should train students to become professional jour-
nalists. Use of the school newspaper should train
students by giving them experience in ed1t1ng, '
reportlng, and. all other phases of newspaper jour- -
nalism, layout and ‘headline writing, and to begin _
to develop a sense of soc1al respons1bility of the
press. -
ff_A mlsinterpretation of Newspaper Staff assessment of Journallsm
Eaboratory function by the- author is reported 1n F1gure 13 No 1ndi-
’cation suggesting this as51gnment was. given in reviewing the 11terature,
however, it 1s worthwhile to note this ‘view of the school newspaper as
ailearning technique by asp1r1ng Journalists. A possible explanatlon
m1ght be given that no statements ‘of. Journallsm Laboratory conveyed
“control of the,college paper aSsooiatedeith this functlonr-prior cen->
sorship;v One of the q0urnaIiSm Laboratory statements of function'isf
. given_to indicate the range of scores_andvsomebcomménts.given»byrre-“
.‘”spondents.
8., " The OTColly-should beia=1aboratory'in which
journalism students experiment with what they =

-have learned in class and polish their skills in
‘ fpreparation for ‘the professional. field of jour=-"
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:z’fnalism}f e

- Mean‘agreement scores by publics were Newspaper Staff s, 56
i_Journalism Faculty, 5. OO Faculty, 4 85 Administration, 4 68 and )
leStudents 4, 74 One comment by a staff member who has served as a past

_editor noted "My four«year assoc1at10n with the paper 1eads me to be-
i lieve that the o' Collegian should not be an integrated unit w1th1n the
i - 8chool of Journalism and that J-school faculty not be respons1b1e or‘
i';connected with the o' Colly nooo R | |

' One student cryptically remarked that the O Colly "should be a

“;‘new5paper "' An administrator noted that the staff of the college paper

' "should demonstrate what they learn 1n class and ga1n experience in o

’reporting news correctly 1nstead of experimentigg

"-7_ExtranurriculardActivityiFunétionH,ijvz

L Hypothesis
222112 .. .. :Mean ' Ranking-

5 Students w37 @

2. Facslyy 4350 ()

S PO Administration" ,ff;tb_3;74*f @

b Newspaper Staff o369 ()

‘dstf | - '":530urnalism Faculty _;3122?1> L f1(4) SRTAPINE
Figure 14. Relative Order of Publics and Means

. of Agreement for Extra- Curricular

Activity Function v AR

Contributing most ‘to the Extra Gurricular Activity total mean,

- 4 06 were Students and Faculty The lowest contributors Were Jour-j -

'nalism Faculty, indicated by a w1de d1version of mean agreements, with _”'

a range of 1 15 (4 37 - 3 22)
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Three statements of Extra-Curricular ACthltnyunctlon yielded
Tnyery different reactions from respondents.r One of the statements,»lﬁ, g:
'lwas merely a rephrased operational definition,vthe other two deal With
manifestations of this functiOn. Statement 6 may be,considered as.the
,»opposite of Journalism Laboratory function. Comments'concerning this‘
o statement were perhaps ‘the most indicative of implications for the
‘ ActiVity function._ o
o 6..' o Fhe o' Colly should providevanvoutlet for l,vv
.good writing and artwork of all students, and
not be restricted only to Journalism majors,

. Mééﬁ agreement scores by publics were; Faculty, 5 91 Adminis-‘
ltration,r5.57;-Students,‘5,49fvNewspaper Staff 4,96 and Journalism
T~Faculty, 4 92 One member of the faculty noted that "it can- be an out-
rnlet for 5229 who are not Journalism maJors.W.i}/fﬁ7b;”ﬁ*’§ﬂ

x,lo.: ‘i _ One major. purpose of ‘the 0'Colly should be .
to give students ‘an outlet for some of their = -
excess energy L

/ Mean agreement scores by publics were; Students, 3. 61 Faculty,
2 88 Newspaper Staff 2.63; Administration, 2, 11, -and Journalism
Faculty, 2 08 ‘ Several comments, obstenSibly meant to be facetious,

‘ actually were highly correlated to the meaning of extra- curricular act--
1V1ty. "fr..to burn it.down?" '.,.use a ball field or dance floor."
'and "v.,not unless some results can be obtained from the expenditure of

"this energy.'

.\"14,'” R The o' Colly should function as an extra-'
B curricular activity ' : :

Mean agreement scores by publics were: Faculty, 4 26 Students,
4, 03 Administration,-3 57 Newspaper Staff 3 48, and Journalism

Faculty, 2 67
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Applicabllity of Findlngs

An- explanation of applicab111ty of findings from thisvexploratory
survey‘is needed here. It is not the author s purpose to offer a model
of functions as.representative of assessments by the varlous publlCS :
within un1versities and colleges, other than Oklahoma State Univers1ty b
. Every academic institution is- unique, sponsorship and control of the
'student newspaper vary on each campus
However, an assumption concerningkpossible relevancy of the
' f1nd1ngs presented here is offered to other colleges , Universities mey :
vary -in their assessments of;functions according to the:possibility:of
vconflicting:functions.. Some:universities may.not offer a full‘sequence

‘of Journalism courses, W1th publication of the student newspaper actu-".

_.‘_a11y f1111ng the thra-ﬁurricular Activity function Othervstudenth

dnewspapers may be complemented by a. separate faculty newspaper,.and be
: relieved of the Eaculty Bublic1ty functlon
o Size of~the institution may affectfthe HouseeGrgan'function,i

‘Smaller colleges often do not publish papers daily If‘control of the
-student newspaper by administrators creates a. cred1bility gap" between
vthe college press and the student body, and student factions publish

underground" newspapers, that is——neWSpapers not sponsored by the

' 'institution—-the Student Gpinion function may not;be:cons1dered partic- _-b‘
": ularly relevant, ) | - B
| ' Through‘these ekamples- thevauthor tried'to'convey that--although
:various publics w1thin one univers1ty may. dlffer in their ‘assessment of
ithe functions of the college press--dlfferences between various univer-

"sities and colleges also ex1st, There can be no "final" model of

['college~press functions‘ Ex1sting condltions and part1cular needs for
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_each inst1tution must be considered and evaluated

Assessment of College Press Functions by PUbllCS

Another ranking of the mean agreement scores was possible from -
1 those given in Table III, page 53.. It 1is usefuyl to conS1der the re-
latlve agreement of the seven functions by each publlc within the uni-

' versity,

Administratlon

T v o v Hypothesis .
‘Rank - ‘Function = R Mean -~ . -Ranking

1. ’House”Organ‘ “ekjl'vf:5;l6‘, S ;c’(Z)
:_2.-,,’:bd ;Commercial?Press 1'jhh 5108 1': : - D
3. f;yl; Faculty Pu511¢1;y B 457 7; (5)

4; ‘5. ngtudent Opinion - .: ‘vc 4,54 B : - (4)

ivLS;;l it | SJournalism Laboratory ;4,43?Cxi:?'f‘ ‘.<l)'
6. o ‘-Public Relations 4.l6‘w ; B ".(3)

Zli'i:f; ' iExtra~Curr1cular S R I A

The>4dministrationtmean perception was high mostly‘due to‘House
Crgan and commercial’ﬁress functions.k The least amount resulted from
flbW'agreement onAthe Extra-curricular Activ1ty;v It should be recalled
‘that even though.thevGommercial‘?ress contributed highly t0'the.Adm1n-f
:istratiqn»mean, the,Administration ranked that function lower.than.did

any other public.

Journalism Faculty:
:,l;":_ ; AR _ oo » “rHypothesis
~-Rank . Function. R yggg‘,__ T fRanking.
1. t‘v’ CommerCialvfressd_A o 6uoeji‘jhl ': ~'_(1j
25hj'2‘> j‘Journalism Laboratory - 4;64"' B .(2)’

3.0 Student Opinion e 4;50d.': L ey s
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B Jr"h.Hdﬁse:°r8an T = O
5. Faoulty Rblicity 420 (6)

6.{5'.f_ _Extra- Curricular B , S L
Lo Aetdvityt oo 3,22 S b P

,7;?Fl,f h"“Public Relations vrer~32,81i':_ 1,h ‘h(s),uf'

The Journalism Eaculty mean; perception was high mostly because of
‘agreement on the Commerc1a1 Bress and Journalism Eaboratory iunctions.
ah'Extra~Curr1cu1ar ActiV1ty contribution was low in contrast to Eaculty :

- and Students, Bubllc Relations was low: compared to Administration

Newspaper_Staff;

R - Sl . : ‘ S S . HypdtheSis
"~ .Rank - . Function  ~ ° Mean - . Ranking

“,:lfg::ir:mp:Commerciai%Eressif . ~674613ﬁ*h fihafpl(i),;i
i 3; ' ;,1‘puJournalism Laboratory‘. A;QQéﬁlh"p' : ‘(4)
Vré.f”nfgf?f}House Organ%LA}i'iﬂf‘a'jz:Si{afpvp’: '.f'Kj)
T.S,ii _i:i_,Faculty Publicity - A,Qs,?‘ “ ;(5)

'6; S " Extra-Curricular . IR
_ Activ1ty o : 3.69 (7)

7. = pp:PublicuRelations:"' | 2,78'_1v,‘3 ”" 6)
The Newspaper Staff mean perception, 4. 49, was due mostly to the
:‘iCommercial Press function,»the highest rating of any group. It‘waS'alsoc
ohlgh because of Student Opinion and Journalism‘Laboratory,functions;p
.Thevieast:agreement‘was on?the,ﬁublic Relations:function..: |
ibaty | , S _ v H'
hi,_: o o7p¢mné£ciai-rresé!'Tf_': 5.53 . vw-i5(3)

2, student Opinion  5.06 1 (6)
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3. . House Organ . 4.8 - %: i(1),
.~ 4. . . TFaculty Publicity ° 4,72 = 551 ; ' " (5)
é, _ ‘,Jburnalism Labofatdry 4;47 o ,_l (é)

6. - . - Extra-Curricular e v A e
© Activity . o h.BS S @) I

7. iPﬁbliciRglatipné o354 - (@)
:Facﬁlty:méan,perceptioh;v4.64, wés dﬁe_mégtly to high’agreement én
. ‘the Comméfciai Press and Studeﬁtrb?iﬁion.funcfions}- Litfle was con-
| tribhféd by Eublic Rela#ions. f ) |

_Studenté;

S _ . : - ST Hypothesis
‘Rank -~ Fupnction =~ -~ . Mean - © Ranking

1. ; ,‘Commerc{aliPrQSS; A 6.22 . i (3)
} 2 ’.'Stll.ldent, IOpini‘on‘ /5’3»8  (D)
3 Héuse-organh75:f,ﬂ:L?f ‘5;29QT.{ ‘9' @
'4&3‘ , :‘_.Faéultvagblicity; h  : 4}57\:N_ ,¢?'::, (7)_::

.5“l J?_";:Eitra—Curriculéf'fﬁﬁ‘:-?;;: PR R
: . Activity - e 437 - (6)

6. ' >Joufna1ism Laboréﬁoer 4,21 Ll(é)
7. ' 'Public Rélaﬁions" » 3.36 ':-5. ' ,(5)\ v
, Student mean perception; 4.78, was high mostlj on-cbﬁmercial
- Press, Sfﬁdeﬂtvppinion and House brgan functions. _The.leasﬁ amdunﬁ wasi
due to ?dbli¢:Relations;,- | |
Wﬁile.coﬁpaéing,the rankihgs of fun@tions:betWeen:the §uB1i;s
‘céﬁno; be compieté'withoﬁt discussiéﬁwof‘mean,agregmentisééresbfOr'::
degree_of»agﬁéeméﬁt,:it_ié ﬁoséible_to:observe‘patterns:of éséessment
between thébpublics.:.All puﬁlics»:anked Gomméréial BreSS'as therprimary .
functi@n; excépf.the;Adminisgration!f‘iikewise; §1I'pﬁbiics.agrééd |

least with thé"public_Relations'functibn, excéptlAdministrators,
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y/The‘Administration7public»placed the ﬁoUse‘Organvfunctionffirst
samong the seven functions, the Extra Gurricular Activity function re-
.'Ucelved the 1east agreement by this group With exception of the Stu- o
-[sdents, the two. functions with 1east agreement by each publlc were Public
'f,Relations and Extra Curricular Act1v1ty |
The highest and 1owest mean agreement scores were both 1ndicated
by’the Newspaper Staff forftheVCOmmercialvpress function,:6.46, and

.Bublichelations:function, 2.78.
Summary

In this chapter, the author discussed the findings of, the analysis

gof variancecof mean agreement scores for statements representing func-

V;ftionSgof the‘college-press”by various*publics*withinﬂthe uniVer81ty..

'Three tests of 31gnif1cance were run on data from 160 respondents'

» Jbetween seven levels of the publics 1ndependent variable obetween ine

levels of therfunctions independent variable,auddlmueeactionnoffpubliéss
ujand functions.‘;The two-dimensiOnal analysis of variance,determined if
the'meanvscoresfreflected aisignificant difference;f_y‘

| The testsfindicated,highly significantvdifferences between func- .
tions, hetweenipuhlics and.a highly:significant interaction;of'functions
and publics. | B |

: Mean agreement-scores'of functions'were'arranged in-rank order'by

o each public and vice-versa The function receiving h1ghest agreement

by all publics, except Administrators, was the Gommerc1al Bress func-
ﬂtion.
The f1nd1ngs must be limited to the population surveyed 81nce

.ex1st1ng conditions within each un1versity and college, such as size
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f"and comoetitionyamong‘thehfunctionSQ will varyiaccordinggtO’a particular‘
. school.rzASSessments of function hyfthe various publics.necessarily will
1‘varyfamong'different colleges‘andluniyersities, ) -
Finally,»the:author.uishes'to'answer,rnoanuantitatively,‘the:
h‘major'questions asked.in,this exploratory suryeyE; Does_membership.in a
.particular uniVersityvpublic;affect_a oersonfs perceptions:ofhthe,func-
tions of the college-press? Noteworthy,‘is;that_the,follouing non.-'i
Quantitative analysis hasvbeen suhstantiatedfin’the‘previously.cited
quantitative presentation | |
First ‘the author will comment on the "behind the- scene picture
of each public.s-and’each function_s mean agreement score to present. a
B clearerrpicture of the interaction of these two.variablesﬂ
Secondly, and substantially 1mportant for future reference, con-v.

sensus and d1vers1ty among the publlCS on various functions Wlll be
’ vpresented with: the goal of aiding prevention of unnecessary future“"
'communicatiqn'breakdowns.among Fhe-pub11C$gbcv ,

| :.Finally, the author will present a rank-orderﬁoridifferencesvin
agreementiscoresyamong the’various combinations of.publics to highlight
‘the functions,on:Which theredarevthe‘greatestvand.least diversity of
opinion.j: | | e | | |

Facts:Behind the-Publics' Mean Scores'

: Students: 'This group‘netted theghighest mean score agreement B
~score of 4. 78 indicating thethighest average_agreement_With:all seven ‘
functions of the college press However, the Students agreed most with
the Gommercial Bress function, followed by the Student Opinion and House
: Qrgan functions X Students thought very little of ‘the Bublic Relations

function;
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'Studentsfagreed with the Journalism Faculty on’the-Comnercial
 Press function; but they disagreed»with the‘dournalism‘Facultyfon all
other functions. |

High agreement on the Student_Oginion and Commercial Press func-
tions was evident between Students and’ the 0" Collegian Staff ‘They dis-
'agreed on all other functions. »

Students_and Faculty bothvrated'theyExtra-Curricular Activity,
_Faculty’Publicity and Student Opinion functions high,‘but disagreed on
bthe House Organ.andFCommercial Pressyfunctions.“ | | |

The Students and:Administrators plaCed high yalue on theFHOuse
Organ and Faculty Pub11c1ty functions, but disagreed on - the Pub11c Re-
”*1ations, Extra Curricular Act1V1ty and Commercial Press functions.

Facultzﬁ Faculty members mean agreement soore~of 4 64 was'due'
mostly to their high agreement on -the Student Opinion and Commerc1a1
‘Press funetions. As with Students, the Faculty placed lowest value on
vthe Public Relatlons function. S

Faculty and Administrators, alike, h1gh1y agreed with the Faculty
Publicity function, but were relatively low on the Commercial Press

function. ‘These two groups had»substantially divergent views of the
'Public Relations, HouseiOrgan, Extra-Curricular,Activity‘and Student
Opinion functions,‘ | | | | |

The Faculty‘also paralleled\the‘Newspaper‘Staff‘infhigh agreement
- with the Student Opinion function. They disagreed with the_O'Collegian |
Staff on all othervfunctionsl o |

Faculty members moderately agreed with the Journalism Faculty on
the‘Laboratory function. These two groups were at odds on a11 other |

functions.
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:  Admip£s£ratipn: tAdministrators'fmean score Qf-4.53_wa;.&ﬁe.mbgtly
tb'théir high'agfééﬁent on the House Ofgan and COmmercial:Press‘fﬁﬁE-’
‘;tioﬁs (althqggh fhgy.ratéd COmmercial Press‘lower tﬁanrdid'ény‘otherv
' éroqp);> Théy leasg agréediwith’thé Extra-Curricular Aqti§ity fpnctioh.
7 .3;Méﬁyfagfeéﬁénts and.differencéé between Administiétors and.othéf
‘publiés’alfeady haﬁé beén meﬁtidnéd? 'In addition,:Administrétéré and
'the,Jéufnalism‘Fa§q1ty wefe éimiiét'in ﬁqderate agreementé with the
Facuity‘fﬁbiiéify‘and Studén£'0pinibnvfunctiéns.ﬂﬂfhese.tWngrbups sub-
staﬁtiaily diéagreéd‘on the'Public;ﬁelations,fHOUSe Orgaﬁ; Extra-Curric-
ulag»Activityjénd'Commerpial Press£functiohs; .

| _Administrators aléo disggreed wifh‘the Neﬁspaper Staff on: the
.’Pubiic_Reiations, ﬁgboratéry;vHouse~Organ, Faculty Publidify, Studenf :
fOPinion>aﬁd Cdmmeréial Pfess.functioné;"Theyﬂagfeed withfStudgﬁtsvin ,

placing relatively low valﬁe“on;the,Ektfa~Curfi¢ular_Activity functidn.

Newspgpgr Stgﬁfﬁ' This.public's‘mean score 0£ 4.49vwas dué;moétly
ﬁé iés ﬁ;gh égréémé£t!bg thefComme;ciaiVPféSékfﬁﬁﬁtioé<(Highesﬁ{6f éﬁy
v‘group).'lsﬁafférs aisé rated Student'Opinion aﬁd Laboratory-functions
 high, but tﬁought‘little of the Public Rélétionsrgn& EitrafCurriCulaf |
Acti§ityffunctions. | | | |

f’;Tﬁevstaff‘highly agréed’with the ;aBorétory and.Commef§1a1 Press
functiéﬁs,-aS:did the Journalism Facﬁlty,_ Thesé two gréﬁps'agrééd .
: 1ittle>Wit£'££e_Pﬁﬁlic Relations,7Housé Organ and Féculty fhblicity |
.]functibns.’.‘ | ‘ - | |
"_Stafférs'agreed with the Admiﬁistrégqrs only iﬁ:théir'lqw.opinion |

~of the Ektra-Cu;:icular Activity function. "

Journalism Faculty: 'This group's mean score of 4.24 was the low-

est of any group, indicating the’lowest:average~agreement‘with the
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'seVen-functions. Contributing most. to the Journalism Faculty s score
was h1gh agreement w1th the Commercial Press and Laboratory functions.
-Theyvagreed l1ttleywith the,Public Relations.and ExtraeCurricular' |
'.Activity functions. | | |

| “In general the Journalism Faculty showed 1ittle agreement on
vfunctions with any group, except the 0 Collegian Staff On the»average,
‘ they disagreed with the Administrators, Faculty and Students on nearly
“six out of seven functions and agreed w1th the o' Collegian Staff on °

five out of seven.

‘,Factszehind the Functions'yMean Scoresf:
Mean.agreements of allhpublics onwfunctions, from high to 1ow,
. were -as follows Commercial Press, Student Opinion House Organ, Facul-
‘»ty‘Publicity, Journalism Laboratory, Extra-Curricular Act1v1ty and
Pub11c Relatlons._n A

Widest range between the publics ‘op{ﬁiéﬁs wasvcaused by the Com-‘,
merC1al_Fress andvFublic Relations functions, whilehleast;diyersity*in‘v
agreement among the publicS'was_on thefFacuity‘Publieity-and Labdtatory
functions. | | |

Commerc1al Press. Highest agreement on this function came::from

the Journalism Faculty, Newspaper Staff and Students, with 11tt1e value
placed on the function by Administrators and Faculty

Student Qpinion:' Students, Faculty and the Newspaper Staff con-

vltributed most-to:this function s scOre while the Administrators and '
’ Journalism Faculty saw 11tt1e value in this function,. ;

| House*Organ.- High agreement W1th this function camebfrom'Admin-
_istrators and Students, w1th the Journalism Faculty and 0 Collegian

Staff seeing 11ttle merit in this function. v
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. Faculty Publicity 'Faculty, Administrators“andFStudentsNsaw the

]most mer1t in this function, but the Journalism Faculty and: O' Collegian -
NStaff rated'it_relatively low'

*Journalism Laboratoryf* Staffers and Journalism Faculty added

Fmost to: this function w1th Students agree1ng least,

Extra Curr1cular Act1v1ty Highest agreement on thlS funct1on

came from Faculty and Students The Journalism Faculty agreed l1ttle
*w1th th1s functiong»v

Publlc Relat1ons Although th1s functlon recelved the lowest mean

1i,agreement score, the Admlnistration ranked it much higher than d1d other'
F”groups The: Journalism Faculty and 0 Collegian Staff agreed less with

ﬂ}fthls functlon than d1d any other pub11c

} Range of 0p1nion D1fferences

Table v, below, shows the d1fferences in mean agreement scores for

”°ﬂall pos31ble pairs of publics-—by function The obJective of th1s

\»analysis 1s to p1npo1nt the functions on which disagreements are likely
to occur--and between wh1ch publics
‘.] TABLE v

- MEAN DIFFERENCE SCORES FOR FUNCTIONS BY PUBLICS

©*‘Function - < - Public  Mean : ‘ 'PubliCx Mean 7D1fference
PR Adm.  =4,16 - Staff =2.78 . .1.38
CP . . Adm. =35,08 . Staff =6.46 . . .1.38 o
PR - - o Adm.  =4.16 - ' J.Fac. =2.81 . . 1.35 . .
Act. = - J.Fac. =3.,22. . Stu.. =4.37 . 1,15
“CP - . Adm. .. =5.08 - . Stu. =6.22 .. . 1.14
Act, .. .. Fac. =4.35 ' - J.Fac., & 3,22 . .1, 13
¢P 0 ‘Adm.  =5,08 - - J,Fac. =6.06 . .98
HO- - ..+ J,Fac. = 4.33 - SStu. =529 . 0. .90
CP -~ “Fac, =5,53 . . Staff =6.46 - . .93
SO " .. J.Fac. = 4,50 .. Stu.,  =5.38 .- .88 .
PR " v Admy =4.16 - .-Stu, v#,3;36:.'7ffn .80
HO S e Staff =4,51 - .7 Stu, =5.29 0,780
PR - - . - Fac. = 3.5 ©Staff =12.78 .. .76
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5.08
6 906
4 .47
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4.72
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5,16
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-~ Staff -
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Stu,
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4,43
4,43
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3.54
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o Face
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J.Fac.
J.Fac.
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Staff’
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2,810
4,43
4,210 o
4,03
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4,37
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4,35

3.36

4.50

3.36 ©
'4557“
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4.90
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4,330
4.10

4,57
4,99
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4.21
6.46

5.38
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5,38
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4,21
4,907 o
‘6622v  ¢j _kxf
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b Bl
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3.36:
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4,387
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69
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.63
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,f;36T*
SR VA
529
260
L0260
24
.22
W2
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.18
17
.16
»16
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S 1)
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Table V (Contlnued)

"*3'Fun¢tiqng ?gi”'fPubllc Mean_f‘rif°h‘“Pub11c ' Mean . I;‘Différence ;

,4,03‘,,'“_»"”';07*
4,99 0 0,07
3,69 .05
4,47 . 0,04
4,500 0,040
2,78 - 03
'4,3‘7" o . .02 -
4@57_‘:]:_ e .00

4;10 f'”j;_;;*Stafff
“5,06 - - - Staff

3'{74 R -Staff

443 - Fac.
4,54 . ~J,Fac,.
2,81 Staff..
4,35 T Stu.
4.57. . “Stu.

T-J;Fac@,
. Fac,
Adm,
S Adm,
“Adm.,-
- ~J.Fac..
© .Fac., .
- Adm,

o o " u‘h'u n

TR B B R O Q

Several indices can. be gleaned from Table V, pages 82~84 Aslk
vd?iexamples Which pub11cs were in the most and least consensus on their

':_perceptions of the seven college press functions7 Which functions L

among the publicl7 Which pub- _'

'vi?lics differed thefmost on which functions7 ﬁ
The average.mean'difference score for each‘combination of publicstf -
'ﬁ;lshows who had the most similar and dissimilar views of the seven func- p
vtions For example, all mean difference scores for the Administration?gi~]
:l-tHewspaper Staff pair were added and the average of those scores was’
;.Obtained A T B S .

| 3. The w1dest dispersion was between the‘Administrators and

0! Collegian Staff with a mean difference of 68 , Journalism Eaculty“v

"jhand Students ranked second 1n d1fference of v1ews, w1th a 66 followed"

bttﬁby a1161 difference of opinion between the Journalism Eaculty and Admin- L
lbistratlon A 60 dlfference of agreement on functions was shown between ‘:
f‘the ]faculty and Journallsm Eaculty, ‘Wlth a '56 and 55 difference

‘:5;between the 0 Collegian Staff—Students and Eaculty 0 Collegian Staff

'f"respectively

Other mean difference scores were as follows' Administration-‘:
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xl;Students; >44 Administration-Faculty, .39y Faculty Students ;30§,and
"v’Journalism Faculty -0' Collegian Staff 27‘>""A .

| Worthy of note is the high. agreement between Faculty and Students
:lfas well as the Journalism Faculty and O Collegian Staff Tbe>Journalism‘“

fk_Faculty and Newspaper Staff however, disagreed greatly with Adminis-

’f}trators on the college press functions

;NQW the,question(is; Which publics created the highest and 1owest
'bdifferencefscores?‘ lodhelptanswer this, thexcriteriatusedkwere'the top- -
flO andlbottomelo difference scores. lEach publicls &ifféfénéé»sb¢£eé'l
were averaged‘w1thin those ranges to indicate who contributed the most
"and.least differences, o | N
Administration was’ involved in.S of the top 10 differences‘and
’contributed most to the‘differences with ‘a 1 25 mean.; O Collegian :
Staff ranking second showed up 3 times, with a mean contribution of ‘ft,
.Ailzs. A 1 06 mean was added for least agreement by Journalism Faculty,b:
being 1nvolved in 6 of the top 10 differences, followed by Faculty con-"
tributingfa 1'03 mean, - ndicated in 2 of the\top 10, and Students con-'
; tributing a 1 01 mean,dindicated in 4 of the top 10 differences
Although Commercial Press was indicated as: the primary function _ff
‘in total public assessment Figure 6 page 54 it'Was involved in 4xof
the top -10. difference scores ‘The Administrationvwas a part of theseﬁx
differences in-3 of the 4 Obviously crucial inidiscuss1ng»conflicting
' assessments of functions among publics are. the ‘mean differences of.
,vAdministration and Newspaper Staff Two of the top 3‘mean difference |
scores are concerned with the Public Relations function Here,vthe
Administration is at odds with the Newspaper Staff -and Journalism .

Faculty._ o
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Thesefindications'of high diSagreementtamong Administrators, News;
“;paper Staff and Journalism Faculty must. be recognized Decisions con-‘
cerningvnewspaper policy must reconcile these differing assessments of
‘college press functions.' Practical application of these findings B
' necessitates the student newspaper be directed by a clear cut stand on >
which functions are considered relevant and primary for the.college
press at Oklahoma State University -Notwithstanding‘pressure‘exerted
'ﬁ.by;conflicting publics, this,policy»results”in'a,common meaningvforfthe
direction‘of the:college press. | | | S

The bottom-lO difference scores showed which pairs of publics had"‘
'the highest agreement Three publics seemed to. group together in high
::agreement Administration, Faculty and Students. When paired,w1th-

each other the three combinations were indicated in 6 of the bottom-

*Vle Journalism Faculty and 0 Collegian Staff were paired in’ 2 of the

'Atlowest 10 disagreement scores. The functions of these bottom-lO ‘were
'mostly those receiVing lower relative agreement by thehtotal.publicst;'
‘Faculty Public1ty, Extra Curricular Activ1ty and Journalism Laboratory

b It appears that two maJor groups w1thin the university community
¢ are opposed in their perceptions of college press functions .Adminis-

.j\tration, Faculty and Students, and Journalism Facultyband Newspaper‘ |
.Staff As the newspaper audience is composed of the former group,.

) vwith publication,of the paper a concern of the latter vthe importance’.
,tof reconciling and formulating newspaper policy designed to provide

Cofirm direction forjthe staff is_seen.' Relative assessments among the

‘{TPubliCS'haS'béénishown'for:each.of the‘functions;.n

:However, the newspaper is not- bound to follow any.one group s

:._aSSessment of:college,press_functions Instead, policy must dictate
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the course the paper will follow. If conflict and criticism arise;
-this policy must guilde the staff in spite of these confrontations. But,
awareness of the varying assessments may aid in avoiding potential con-

flict among the publics.



. SUMMARY, coNCL’US'IONs.“_:A@ RECO_MM_ENDATIO_NS o
In this exploratory survey of the perceptions of functions of the
B college press by various publics Within the university, seven - 1eve1s of
Jh"the independent variable functions~-and five levels of the independent

f f;variableapublics--were introduced to stimulate mean agreement scores

??f,for a relative assessment of the functions by each Of the groups

'functions were" Public Relations,‘

evels of the college pres

;3«Journa1ism Laboratory, House Organ, Extra Curricular Activity, Journal

Q";;of Student Oplnion, FaCUlty PUbliCitY and Commercial Press

- The populations surveyed-—publics within the univers1ty--inc1uded “.f
f:;Administration, Journalism Faculty, Newspaper Staff Faculty and Stu-
'htddents - | | | | |
S From 196 statements of function, culled from a review of the
'-literature, 27 statements were chOsen after two Judges from each public‘f
,ff had determined the function each statement best represented Each |
%‘_function was represented by four statements, except Extra—Curricular |
sﬁfActivity, which was represented by three statements.. |
| | Statements were placed in a random order in the'questionnaires
7p;lsent.to 213 persons at Oklahoma State University. The total Journalism»"
.?y:Faculty and Newspaper Staff publics were surveyed"random samples f‘
: 55 Faculty and 80 Students were drawn from the Oklahoma State University

"fDirectory A chart obtained from the personnel office was used to S
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determine the738 Administrators comprising that public : Oneéhundred‘:
sixty usable questionnaires were returned |

A twofdimensional,factOrial analysis'ofvvariance tested.for'sigj
nificance between means_of publicsfandifgnctionsvandvfor:interaction~of>

publics andifunctions.»
_vDifferences Among Publics and Functions

' Referring to Table llI,fpage»Sd;iand Table IV; page;SS, results
‘of significance tests of variances are shown Between‘functions-variance
and between publics variance reveal definite differences far beyond
chance expectations, P <.OOOl and p,<,0002, respectively.
| : Interaction ‘was- significant, p <o 0006 indicating fluctuations in
‘.jmean agreement scores could oceur. by chance less than 6 times in 10, 000
Membership in a particular university public affected to a great degree,'
a person 's- perception of the functions of the college press, |
..‘Interpretations of the’variance analysis was facilitated‘further
by variousﬁnon-statistical comparisons.of similarities and differences
vof’dependent mean.responses,v Dealt with at 1ength in Chapter 1v, and
‘restated briefly here, the various comparisons--all derived from TableV
‘IIl page 53-—pointed up . the following |
l, The highest average agreement with a11 seven collegerpress o
;functions came,from Students, followed by the Faculty, Administration,‘
Newspaper Staff and Journalism:Faculty, in that’order3~ - |
al Students7m05t:agreed with the”Commercialeress,
.Student30pinion and House Organ functionslandlagreed_littlev
with the Public Relations functiono Students' agreement

with other publics on various functions were: Cwith



“‘i!Staff on’ Commercial Press and Student Opinion w1th

o7 90 -

b.f‘Journalism Faculty on Commercial Press, w1th Newspaper _ffy;fff

‘vaaculty on Extra Curricular Activity, Faculty Publicity»-ujfﬁiﬁz

_i“and Student Opinion, and with Administration on House f

E_Organ and Faculty Publicity,.‘v5yf

- | Faculty members agreed most with the Student
Opinion and Commercial Press functions, but little with:
the Public Relations function, which was the case with '
uall other public except Admlnistrators.x-f?,’”fc:“

Faculty agreements with other publics on

' V.jvarioushfunctions were' with Administrators on Faculty e

’ Pub1icity and Commercial Press, w1th Newspaper Staff oni‘,'

Student Opinion, and with Journalism Faculty on Jour-:ﬁ

'-nallsm Laboratory

Administrators agreed most with the House

. 73”Organ and Commercial Press function and leastpwith

ﬂlgiExtra Curricular Activ1ty Administrators"agreementsmjf;’5‘
fyzwith other publics on various functions were" with

o "Students on House Organ, Extra-Curricular Activity andﬂf'

"jFaculty Publlcity, with Faculty On Faculty Publicity
/‘and Commercial Press, with Journallsm Faculty on

briFaculty Publicity and Student Opinion

EﬁEEEEBEE (0 C°1legian) Staff members agreed}fiﬂ:ll"‘”

o most w1th the Commer01a1 Press (highest of any group),:‘];.“

VfStudent Opinion and Journalism Laboratory functions,

y_and least with the Public Relations and Extra—Curricular'

B Activity functions._ Staffers agreement with other 1f‘;




V»Organ Faculty Publicity, Extra-Curricular Activity and Public Relations lx:

,‘publicslon‘various funetions were° with Students‘on
{i Student Opinion and Commercial Press, with Faculty
gon Student Opinion, with Administrators on Extra-'ﬁdu
| Curricular Activity, and with the Journalism Faculty
v;on Journalism Laboratory, Commercial Press, Public
fRelationsv House Organ and Faculty Publicity functions, =

_be, Journalism Faculty, who agreed less over- all

' “{iWith the seven college press functions, valued most
4'highly‘the Commercial Press and Journalism Laboratory.'

’iw_aspects and tended “to reject the Public Relations and
l‘Extra-Curricular ActiVity functions. Journalism Faculty

.i;jmembers agreement with .other publics on. various functions

_:a;wéfé.v with Students on CommercialfPress,IWith Faculty on _d
'Journalism Laboratory, With Administrators on Faculty .--
'bPublicity and Student Opinion, and with the o' Collegian
'fStaff on the functions mentioned immediately above |
: The Journalism Faculty showed little agreement with any
.group except the Newspaper Staff ‘ ‘

v2 The Commercial Press function received the highest average

agreement by all five publics, followed by the Student Opinion, House

:functions,_in that order.,: The Widest split among the publics came over e
-f.the Commercial Press and Public Relations functions.f Greatest-consensus’_‘

q,was on. the Faculty Publicity and Journalism Laboratory functions,'

Now--which publics contributed the most and least to the high and diJ

low mean agreement scores observed for each funct:ion'7 ~T'

ja{ ,Commercial'Press: High Journalism Faculty,‘v '
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- 0! Collegian Staff and Students, low--Administration and
- Faculty.

‘_b, -Journal of Student Opinion-' High--Students,

C,Faculty and Staff low--Journalism Faculty and Admin-
51stration. ' | | o ‘ | |
- c, UHouse Orgag; High--Administrators and

VStudents' low--Journalism Faculty and Newspaper Staff

: d.,vFaculty Publicity:_ High--Faculty, Adminis-’

trators and Students; low--Journalism Faculty and ~ = e
- : , S o ’ : P, rx”’““
‘Journalism Staff. - ‘ IR j . " AR &

e, Ektra-Curricular ACtiVity High-—Faculty

and Students‘ low—-Journalism Faculty,

f. Public Relations" High--Administration;;,v

.low--Journalism Faculty and Newspaper Staff,

3 ‘ - The. two pub11cs recording the w1dest 8ap in‘their v1ews of
i the seven functions ‘were the Administrators and O Collegian Staff
followed by the Spllt between the Journalism Faculty and Students,
between the Journalism Faculty and Administration,vbetween the Jour-:
nalism Faculty and Faculty, between ‘the 0" Collegian Staff and Students,
between the o' Collegian-Staff and Faculty;»between the Administration
l-.and Students, between the Administration and Faculty, between the
Faculty and'Students and between the Journalism Faculty and o' Collegian ?
) Staff in that order.
\ \//Every public s perception was lowest on Public Relatidns except
Administratlon,.whlch was. lowest on Extra Curricular Actlvity Every

group 's highest assessment of function was Commercial Press except

Admlnistration, which was highest on House Organ.v_'
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,.A,profile ofndifferences was presentedito indicategwhichvfunctions
nwere Similarly perceived among the publics. Thesevdifferences‘form'the

,'basis of the college press functions conflictingveffectsnif
" Conclusions

//What do these findings indicate for those persons reSponsible for -
and/or connected w1th publication of the college newspaper7 A recog-(
‘nition of the student newspaper s.conflicting functions is necessaryb
fThe college press does not mean the same to each of these publics in :
"terms of its primary function// A definition of the college newspaper s :
intended audience may help relieve conflict of these functions. ;At the e
fjuvery least aniexamination»of'the‘relative.importance;of-the seven
'ﬂffunctions will aid in understanding each public $ criticism‘of the

college neWSpaper //Perhaps the most crucial conflict in agreement of

. the- functions of the college press isuthat between the Administrator s
and New3paper Staff s assessments of primary function/,House Organ and
v,Commercial Press, respectively. ‘ | ‘

:"Three of the seven functions received:meanvscores‘indicatin8‘fr
'fairly consistent agreement among the five publicsb. Commercial Press
.Student Opinion and House Organ functions. Concentration of effortsf'

',;towards‘performance of these functions appears to be the general één-.f
.'sensus of all publics surveyed //The Extra Curricular ActiVity and

1,yPublic Relations functions may be regarded as irrelevant for maJor ;i:xh

'purposes of the college newspaper -at Oklahoma State UniverSity

While findings of this survey cannotbbe generalized to other

:colleges and univerSities due:to'inherentxdifferences-between.academic

f»institutions;»the author hopes-this'examinatiOn of perceptions of the



functions-willﬂprove useful to any»personﬁconnectedVWithtthe'collegevf

press. .
' 'Recommendations -

';One‘of.thefmajor methodsdofidraming1out’makimudeariation‘of3per-ﬁ
’ceptions of the functions 1s to present‘statements concern1ng manlfes- :
itatlons of funct10n, rather than statements merelyvrephrasing a. def1n-

- 1t10n of that function. Built in bias of statements as the latter i_]
:contalns, ma§ 1essen true differences in assessments of the functlons.
However,’it is: d1fficu1t for persons‘w1thout a Journa11sm or1en;
tation to dlscern the subtle shades of mean1ng among several of.these
'functlons. The.author feels that statements representing functlons‘
'should "pu11 out" the most diverse agreements among the various publics;
va statement such.as number 7 referr1ng to Commercial Press function,

“,presentsiimplications of:functions andoappears'to yield;maximmn

“di fference’s“.f\v A
Perhaps a similar study‘could be conducted using only statements
dof‘function, conveylng 1mp11cat10ns of funct10n.» The cruc1a1 p01nt of
:‘th1s difference in methodology revolves around the use . of statement:
djudges; who arejfamiliarlwith*the Varioustfunctions °f-thehs°11éééffl”
"fpfess. S . -
Wh11e the f1ndings presented here are: not 1ntended tonpropose any-‘

vmaJor changes 1n present publication p011c1es of the The Da11y O Colle-'

-»gian the author hopes that those persons respon31b1e for and connectedvy
-_w1th thlS college newspaper will find these results helpful in dea11ng
with the'conflicting functions effects on the college press and 1nter-

j»personalfrelationsgamong the publics at OklahomajState,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 should aid in

clearing up these inconsistent functions.
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APPENDIX A

STATEMENTS ON COLLEGE PRESS FUNCTIONS
FOR QUESTIONNATRE

Statements representing functions of the college press are grouped
together by function, The numbers for each function indicate the posi-
tions statements for that function held in the questionnaire.

Public Relations: - 5, 9, 12, 17 |

Journalism Laboratory: 2, 8, 13, 26

" House Organ: 11, 15, 18, 25

Extra-Curricular Activityﬁ 6; 10, 14 .

Faculty Publicity: 3, 19, 22, 23

Student Opinion: 4, 16, 20, 24

Commercial Press: 1, 7, 21, 27

a8



) - ‘APP'EN]‘?_IX;I B '

"' QUESTIONNAIRE =

8 The first ‘cover 1etter was enclosed w1th questionnaires sent -to

”»"Journalism faculty, ‘newspaper staff and students. - The 'second letter

1'was ineluded with questionnaires sent to administrators and members of o
: the faculty surveyed :
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@KI.AIIOMA s'I'A'I'E » UNIVERSI‘I‘Y S'I'II.I.WA'I'ER

School of Joumaltsm ond Communicoho
372-62", Ex'l 477, 470, 479 RN

74074

- April

1,:1970 -

Dear i

As al responSible -and proficient‘member of the oklahoma State UniverSity

'community, it must be assumed. that you are: aware of, and familiar with, the uni- ;5‘”'

7l‘versity s newspaper, The Daily 0'0011eg1an.

BN Y have selected you and several other persons from OSU to help in a‘study

'”which I am conducting about the college ‘newspaper.. I am. 1nterested in your ;j,"

1 ,jopinion about the O Colly——ideas you have about“our newspaper.

e In order to learn more about' his, ‘I-hav epvlosed a questionnaire which
“should ‘not take i stamped, addressed envelope for - .
»your response. : :

e : As Ibam'probing an area ‘in which you have d_ily contact, I feel your o
‘_,fanswers will be vital. . Your help will enable' ,to conduct a serious study on a
‘few of the problems of the college press.f. : 2

Since I am polling only a. small percentage of persons from OSU, I need all,, :
-Your cooperation and’ reply are essential to

‘”or as’ ‘neay ‘all as poss1ble, replies.
_‘the success of this study.,_v : L

: 'f'It is'not necessary for you to
"is ‘essential that I ‘have some. information about You.p
the questionnai e as comple ely as poss1bl" .

Therefore ﬂplease fill out

: I\apprec;ate your time and'help v

il.Sincgrely,'

- ‘Audrey Pennington -

lgn your name. on : any'of the material, but it



SO S ot

OI(I.AIIOMA STATE UHIVERSI" STII.I.WATER

X Schaol of Journalism and Communicoli 3
an-un, Exti, 417, a7 e L

“Bpril, 1970

'f’Dear‘

”’On behalf of one of our graduate,studentl

i ; Missfnudreyirennlngton,,lwwlsh'to‘add‘my
Lo request for a few m1nutes of your tlme o ST R e N

ZFor some: tlme, we-in journallsm and communlcatlons have felt that a- more structured
._body of knowledge ‘about the various percelved functlons of ‘the college press would

- be'! helpful to admlnistrators, boards of pub 1cat10ns, advrsers, study. commlttees, f
gf»etc., In’ fact, I've: tr1ed for some t1me £ 1nterest two: or three students to. under-
,]take Master 'S . theses on the subJect. : N e : .

'4M1ss Pennington, plus another Master sxcandidate, have agreed to what w111 be - so

: far as: I know =~ the first: controlled f1e1d experrment ‘on dlfferent people 8 percep- )
. tions of various . functlons of the college press,. “Her - sample is: representatlve, but -
i small.- That's why I 301n MlSS Pennlngton in stres51ng t| e great need for your help.'“

Many statements we're askinq You to Judge may Seem- simplistic.u They are. Mlss
“_Pennlngton ‘has- gleaned them: (except for locallzatlons) from a. two-months ,search of'
! iterature” on issues 1nvolv1ng functions of the college press.] As you may: o
'know gfunctlons v01ced in debates, nation de,'hav been“vague; and p rtles involved_;
-'have bypassed“ each other all too ofﬁen. i

MlSS Pennlngton s pro:ect is humble and s1mpllst1c.3 But " 1t is. syste at;cally ] )
_ structured. ~After a month of pretestlng, her or1g1na1 196 statement +of. functlons-.“,'
: (taken from. artlcles, discussions, controversres, etc.) were’ narrowed to the 27 you, L
are asked to Judge. Though the statementsseem’ unreallstlc, they reflect the
_~quality ‘of debate: on the college: press, natlonWldeot_;‘ - ; G CON -
plng each. statement are de51gned o reiove much of ‘the "allness from the statements.“ ‘

In other words, you are not asked to respond to an "elther—or“ sltuatlon. ,;C -

The goal of thls effort 18 to prov1de at least one small block of "11ve data" for
i‘those who: ‘have various levels ‘of" responslblllty for the: 0' Colleglan s functions..
‘Miss. Penn;ngton 1s~not personally involved with the o' Collegian. Nelther Jam IL
Our interests 11e n,providing informatlon relevant to avo;dance of: communicatlon

>:W111 you please help us’ in thls £ st small but 'I:bgligve'?’ﬁéiéhificaﬁﬁ ﬁﬁd,.p:

-.FSane e effort? . Thank yo

-Walter J. Ward :
ssoclate Professor Ol
. Graduate Studies

'-_::Journallsm & COmmunlcatrons"




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 each blank which applies to you)

I have

enrolled in at least 12 hours undergraduate
or at least 6 hours graduate credit at OSU

enrolled at 0SU for at‘leaat my third semester
majoring in Journalism

not majoring in Journalism

currently on the steff of the Daily 0'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

teach at least one journalism course or laboratory
do not teach any Jjournalism courses
hold the academic rank of Instructor or above

an administrator at 0OSU, holding campus-wide
responsibility for a univeraity management or
administrative function
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'°7ﬁf3y placin - $h _tfin the third bl K you Simply agree with

i"{f-about this statement._»
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: The remainder of this questionnaire will be completed "ﬂ:
‘Qbe reading each of the statements about the Daily O'Collegianu75’f
'iAfter you have read the statement, please indicate your degree.[i
1of agreement With the statement._pgn R Sl
b Because you might not completely agree or disagree,-l e“‘
‘ ’ﬁhave prepared a scale which consists of several blanks. Each”: oo
f°5 blank represents a level of agreement for the statement directly"‘i
'vfabove the scale.-vll*~'f : S : "**.,-;YL,", SR
.0 For example, if the’statement should be._“fff~f?h7._‘“_p c
vaﬂ'fNews about campus social events should be the most _:;1} g
important content category in the O Colly.n-; __“‘f‘v" ; i
An answer as to how much you agree With thisistatement *\‘T B

ﬁVery L
Strongly*f'
Disagree'

pr;the statement--not strongly agree, but yet, you are. not neutral SRR

, If you agree veryvstronglyiwith the statement, please L
.vplace an “X“ in the fﬂrst flank 'fIf you disagree very strongly ,,"'
- with the. statement, ‘mark an "X" in the last blank.' Any “X"'-~f¢_w
_ laced between Very Strongly Agree and Very Strongly Disagree ,t’”
;.fextremes indicates a. level of your agreement or disagreement
with the statement._.v‘- RN DR SR g L e

‘ fHere is the- completed scale to guide you in making

'V: deOlSIOnS about the various levels of agreement or disagreement‘

fi;Strongly Strongly R L et Stronely Stronslyn:,
',Agree ﬁ Agree fl Agree Neutral Disagree Disagree Disagree',f

_ i Ybur help is most appreciated in filling out the ques~:.f"’
L btionnaire. Please continue on to the statements about»the
’»f,college press. ?1ﬁ.,v' SR : ' L
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//_1. " The 0'Colly, like any newspaper, should be expected
to:  print the news accurately and prov1de a forum for
the free exchange of opinion, o

Very I T T ;,‘ i Veryv :
- Strongly - o L co , : i . Strongly
Agree ;f g -._j fi _ e i L o Disagree’
2. The ot Colly should exist to train its staff members
- for: professional Journalism. : B T
Very . . AT AR T , B Very:
Strongly - S : S o S " Strongly
Agree . __ . D ____ Disagree
3. The- staff of the O'Colly should be encouraged to

“interview the faculty for articles s0 that students can
become familiar w1th them.

Very - : ¥ e f' L - _Very |

Strongly T TP UIC T - Strongly
chgree - __ o oo o .:'“];’;‘ , _ Disagree
v-//4. o Student opinion should be the- most important content
category in the O'Colly. v R o . _ ~ :
Very T o - » T ' »Very
- Strongly ‘ c B _ e © . Strongly
Agree = RS LT e _ Disagree
v 5, The 0'Colly’ should never puhlishvanything‘that reflects

unfavorably on 08U, such: as the recent controversy over the
dormitory open-door policy.» , :

Very ) S o ,’f 'Very

- Strongly : o e . : ' T -Strongly
Agree . __ - : : _ i s : "Disagree
v 6; ', The O Colly should prov1de an outlet for good writing

and artwork of all students, and not be: restrlcted only to
Journallsm magors. v

Very ’ R S »iz e R f- E o Verya

Strongly . s - oL : S . Strongly
Agree — e s i Disagree
v 7,:'.' The O'Colly should not be respon31ble to any college ,

administrator; it should be responsible primarily to all

its readers, It carries out this responsibility by. adhering
to the traditions, the practices and the spirit of the

free press.

Very f,_ ' o v ‘ . v Very
Strongly , Lo ‘ ' , : L Strongly.
Agree ER—— Disagree




8. - The 0'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 Very
Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree
9. The 0'Colly should make every effort to vresent a
positive picture of OSU to the community.

Very Very
Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree

10, One major purpose of the 0!Colly should -be to give
the students an outlet for some of their excess energy.

Very Very
Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree

i 1 e Informing the student body about the programs and
events pertinent to the university should be a major
function of the 0'Colly,

Very Very
Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree

12, The 0'Colly should make every effort to put 0SU's
best foot forward in presenting the university's image to
comnmunity residents, patrons and other colleges and univer-
sities.,

Very Very
Strongly Strongly
Agree Disagree
1 3ie The 0'Colly should provide Jjournalism experience for
those students who will go into the newspaper profession,
Very ' Very
Strongly Strongly
hgree Disagree
14. The 0'Colly should function as an extra-curricular
activity.
Very Very
Strongly Strongly

Agree Disagree
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'”//15;,—5 The'Odcolly‘should prlmerllfuprintvstorles about
/',..subJects like outstanding. students, notioes of upcomlng
5 snorts events and dances. S . v :

Very TRUNEE o ,-: : ‘ i .»: _ -Very'

Stronsly : S swonaly

Agree ..‘g*"f,'.l:::Aﬂ}‘.:f’”23}7ud' ’hf.“, ”-; 5 Dlsagree, v

, /416.75 The Ol olJy should prov1de an outlet for students"
- 7.voices:or, in the case of special columns or letters—
_ to-the-edltor, one student's voice. A Lo e
. Very o ’ : : ® Very L
Strongly R LTI e Strongly
Agree e 3 N 'V“[r.;'v"'?V';' Dis agree

7”,w/ 17. G Newspaper pollcy should d1ctate that the O'Colly must, SEEEI
o .. as far as. possible, stuy clear of any subJect that might o
glve OSU a bad name, - S , T e .
- x‘Very “‘Lﬁf;*f'L.fﬂ;.ft}w3?f'#iﬁ*f'“f*f">5k_&" Very »
T Strongly e T e T " Strongly..
’.,Agree i T ",»”‘ o P L 1-, Disavree -

w18, The aob 1nterv1ew schedules llsted 1n “the O’Colly
should be considered advertising for the" ‘paper because
~the O’Colly should not be a. central bulletln board for

the cempus. P P _ PR ,

"Very S RO Very ,f{;‘ B
Strongly S AT TR RS I ‘»rm,_”,r Strongly. -
Agrce .1v->;_g"5 i : ; IR ‘- . __'v:z - Dlsagree

/'&/4519; -At varlous tlmes, the O'Colly should 1nv1te some 5';:
. E amember of the faculty to write about some phese of his 7
‘ work he feels Wlll 1nterest the students. . SRy

Very o
. btrongly ; L T e e e T T e e Strongly-
' Agroe--__\u '; SRR f“_';fu f':~ei.:7. R Dlsagree‘Vf

i VK.QO.' B The o! Colly should serve as an outlet for student }Jff”btti
P thought and expressmon. PRI R L L ‘

o otrongly O R R RIRUTM S _‘j._k‘.{fj__dg : btrongly_f '

VooRole The O Colly should not prlnt only that which is. favor-

o able to the. un1vers1ty. It should have a right and respon-
s1b111ty to publish the news,: good or. bad, and to express S

‘an. 1nformed 0p1nlon about 1t, B S B o

'”‘,Very
s Strongly
"Agree

Very 5
i ~Strongly -
': ;Dlsagree

Very A T
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L i-;22;ﬂ~ The O'Colly should serve as & medlum of constructlve
‘fﬂ‘ and creatlve educatlonal publlclty Ior professors' work. ‘
Very ' : " ) Very .
Strongly ~Strongly
Agree

'-:123,, The best way in Whlch the O'Lolly may serve the '
fao culty should be:to-encourage the student to seek:

learnlng and thus to become sympathetlc w1th the faculty,“\QF“ﬁ'

efiorts.ff"

Very
otrongly

. Very :
Strongly:

,Disagree»-”"

Agree S l 3{prj']'fél/ﬁlﬁff,;;;ﬁ{ifﬂ‘ffff{“? lf .. Dlsagreey”

//24.1ue‘The O’Colly should be the volce of the student body

: Very ~Very

otrongly‘v

'é5:fnf
-inggion- the 0SU campus should:be ‘the newspaper's primary-.

_ 1n each issue.-:u
Very : ,' e
Strongly

.ifi Agree '

Very

:VHV/EG. The O'Colly should not be solely a laboratory product :
L of journalism classes because in that way 1t llmits the Ser
1nterests of student writers.v , . . v

'”f"Very iu.ﬁ‘f"”
- Btrongly
o ﬁgree«

-,Strongly

Can cssentlal striv1ng for the truth.c

Very Very v
otrongly

v kgree

1n school aflalrs Whlch pOtentlally affect the student° ~'-'77

AR AR SE e R e R e e v Strongly o L

The reportlng of act1v1t1es, ‘events and news happen-ii-”f7*“’

f_purpose, ‘and should requlre the greatest amount of space -I,;;f,

Strongly'f
Disagree__.

S e

”1.'Disagree'~-v

r%*//27.;_ A magor functlon of the O'Colly is‘to prlnt the news—-;,f:j

. Strongly -
Dlsagree.:
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N 74074

~School of Journcliam qnd Communlcqﬁom ‘ S
3726111, Exa. 477, 470. v B

for-your participation in the study of the Daily O'Collegian.

uThe response to the study has been rather good and this w1ll help the

V. ,idity of

y findings conSiderably.

If yo»_»ave already completed and returned the questionnaire, let me

: afsay a special "thank you" for ‘our prompt»response.<l?

However, 1f you have 'ot completed ‘the questionnaire, please permit me :
: Another copy oﬁ the )

k'—{to remind you that it is. all 1mportant that you do s

”;questionnaire 1s enclosed for your conven1ence.~u

R have taken this method of thanking you and reminding you at the same‘

Ftime, because I have no way of know1ng exactly who has returned the question-

g I have set” no time limit on. hav:.ng you return the questionnaire for I
- real,‘e most people are very busy. Please work it into your schedule at

_lest pOSSible convenience, and then drop 1t into the mall to me._;'

Thank you for your help.

- Audrey.Penninétonn

The purpose of this letterbis to take another opportunity to thank you f-k

i3
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1650 2,2 5400 2500 %625 18,0
1400 140 5675 3360 3650 12,2
20650 662 4600 1600.4s75 2205
3475 1460 4575 2205 5002540
3050 12¢2 36501262 4475 22,5
20275 765 2450 642 5075 33,0
4425 1860 3425 1055625 2745
3475 1440 .3.00 9404425 18,0
3625 1065 5450 3062 6625 39,0
2425 540 2075 75 5400 25,0
3625 10655400 2540 4675 22.5

16507 202 2450 642 5600 2540

4450 2062 5600 2540 6500 3640
4425 1840 .4525 1840 5450 30,2
3625 1065 4400 1660 4625 18,0
2075, 725 46400 160 4+50.2002

4,00 1640 5425 2765 6400 3640

345071242:3425 1065 4400 1660
- 3625 1065 3475 1440 6025 39,0
4675 2265 5400 2540 4.25 1840
4400 1640 3475 1400 4425 18.0

3475 1440 3475 1440 7400 49,0

4400 1640 6400 3640 5450 30,2
4650 2002 4875 2265 5025.27.5

2425 540 5400 2560 4425 18,0

2450 662 6425 39:0 6000 36,0
4450.2042 4400 1640 6600 3640
3625 1045 3475 1460 6425 35,0
5600 2560 3600 920 7:00:49,0

3425 1065 4450 2062 5450 30,2

4425 1800 3475 1440 5¢50 3042
4450 2062 5000 2560 50503002

4400 1640 4450 20e2 6500 3640
3450 1202 6425 3900 5250 3042
5400 25,0 5425 275 5475 33,0
4425 1840 5425 2745 375 1440
4475 2245 5400 2540 6400 3640
2450 642 4450 2042 5475 33,0

B(5)

“TOTAL OF . THE MEANS="

198475 248475 312450

{TOTAL OF THE MEANS) SQUARED-
3950156 . 61876456 97656425

MEAN- . '

34368 . 44216 54296

TOTAL OF ‘THE: (MEANS SQUARED)~
© 739,93 1115.43 1700400

* * L C#

GRAND TOTAL-.

544475 713425 194450

. GRAND TOTAL SQUARED- ,
29675245 50872545 631230,2
MEAN- o
3,404 44457 44965
TOTAL EACH SCORE SQUARED

* . * . *

3.66
4400
500

3033
3433
44600

4633
5400
4600
4o 66
4433
be66
2466
4400
6000
3066
500
4o66
4433
5633
400
4633
4400
4.433
5¢66
5,00

4433

3.33
4,400
3,00
3466

5600
5433
4,00
5466
4433

4&33:
5. 00:

1344
1640
2540
l1i.1
11.1
1640
18,7
25,0
1640
21,7
1847
21,7

1640
3640
13.4
2540
2147
18,7
28,4
16.0
1847
1640

1847

32.1
250
1847
11l.1
1640
9.0
13.4
18.7
2540

2500

28.4
1640
3261
1847
18.7

258433

66736405

4e

378

1178699

649466

42206645

44060

6650 4242
3400 . 900

5500 2560.

5050 3042
49502002
3450 1262
550 3062
4975 2205
3450 1242
575 3340
46752265
46502062
3+50 1242

4eT75 2205

4550 2062
5600 2540
4900 16,0
5625 2745
4075 2245
3475 14,0
4400 16460
4450 2002
5625 2745
4075 .2245
4475 2245
4400 1640
5650 3042
3425 1045
375 14,0
5¢75 33,0
6450 4242
3075 1440

3075 1430“

4075 2245
6075 4545
4425 1840
4e25 1840
5400 2540
5025 2745

269,75
72765406
44572

'1275.18

716675
51373045

44479

625
6600
6675
6e75
4050
5025
5.00
6025
5400
6400
4450
5¢25
4400
6600
6450
6400

6650

6200

6aOOj

5450
4400
4450
6025
2475
625
6625
6600
375
6200
6.75
6400
4000
6400
7.00
6400
4450
550
4575
5600

39.0

3660
4545
45.5
2002
2745
25,0
39.0
2540
36,0
2062
2765
1640
3640
42,2

3660

42,2
3640
36,40
3062
16.0
2042
39,0

7.5

39,0

39,0
36.0
1440
3600
4565

3600

160
360
4940
36o0
2042
3002
2245
250

317,50

10080625

56381

1762412

805475

649233,.0

5

0035

" 7.00

7400

7,00
6400
6450
6025
7400
6400
6,00

- 5425
5,75
5,00
6475
6475

- 7400

7,00
6650
7000
6625

5600

6500
7000
5450
6075
6475

5.75
5625
7,00
6425
5450
64500
6550
7000
5675

6400

475
675

367650

6075

45,5

4940

4960

4960
36.0

117

4242

39,0
4940
3640
3640
2745
33,0
25,0
45,5

45,5
49,0

4960
4242
4900

39.0 -
2540

3640
4900
30.2
45,5

42 .. 2

33,0

2765
4940
39.0
30.2

‘3660

4242
4940
33,0
36,0

2265

4565

1135056425

60228

2316462

*

945425

89349745

54907

4545

197308
3893057+3

40777

5169491
26728033,

44615
25667613
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CORRECTION TERM . ' ' 23864431 -

VARiANCEs471

v,ToTAL VARIANCE pia T T 1802482000

BETWEEN ALL -GROUPS - .. = - 754461 -

~ BETWEEN FUNCTIONS Vet ‘y:“, 605090/ it
. BETWEEN PUBLICS G e 2T e T
--“INTERACTION t = 121 23
© WITHIN., ©.1048420 -

'ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE TABLE—fi

"J,SOURCE ’TgTF"f .-~»5f$uf':,F:;’DF i COMS U F T ULEVEL

BETWEEN FUNCTIONS o 64 <. 605090 1004984 . ::1044529 " - 40001
BETWEEN PUBLICS .~ S e D 2TelT T 60869 . 7411000 540002 7
INTERACTEON © . 7 o 0 1 2467 21214237 54051 ¢ 754228 40006 %,
WITHIN (ERROR) SO T T1085e 10486207 0 & 4966 - - Lol
TOTA SR s 1119e 1802482 e LT

'ADMINISTRATION

' HOUSE ORGANT' : UL Bale
‘COMMERCTAL PRESS . i, 5408 | -
FACULTY PUBLICITY. "7 4457 ¢

CSTUDENT OPINION ' . 4454

- LABORATORY™ "'t 7 0 4e3.

. PUBLIC RELATIONS " i7" 4416 .
"STUDENT 'ACTIVITY *. Be74

SR D BREE S S

JOURNALISM FACULTY

S COMMERCIAL PRESS S 6606 o
T LABORATORY - - T I Y -Y SRR
STUDENT OPINION = k950"

_ HOUSE ORGAN - [ .7 4633

~ FACULTY PUBLICITY Coode10
CSTUDENT ACTIVITY | s 3,22
‘PUBLIC RELATIONS 2481

® o .*uf‘, B I ERTR IR JRERNED R SRR 'S

“"; NEWSPAPER STAFF

;,COMMERCIAL PRESS : S bel6l
STUDENT OPINION - - = @ *-.4499 .
S0 LABORATORY & o i 4490 ¢
. HOUSE. ORGAN- . = "5 10 -4s5l .
(FACULTY: PUBLICITY;. 4403 -
ST STYUDENT ACTIVITY! oo 3369
'PUBLIC RELATIONS C L2418




FACULTY

i

%

‘.TCOMMERCIAL PRESS

STUDENT. OPINION

" HOUSE ORGAN-. :-. . S
TUFACULTY PUBLICITY R

LABORATORY

 STUDENT - ACTIVITY]ff.

PUBLIC RELATIONS

' STUDENTS -

;COMMERCIAL PRESS“
" STUDENT OPINION -

HOUSE: ORGAN .
FACULTY. PUBLICITY

“STUDENT ACTIVITY,

LABORATORY

" PUBLIC RELATIONS

* ,,' L

PUBLIC RELATIONS

“*ETI

Sl

*

fADMINISTRATION
FACULTY

STUDENTS

_JOURNALISM FACULTY
“NEWSPAPER ' STAFF.

’l PR - .

’vnxLABORATORY

- NEWSPAPER STAFF
_JOURNALISM FACULTY

FACULTY: .
ADMINI'STRATION
STUDENTS

a .‘,." *

HOUSE 'ORGAN

STUDENTS
ADMINISTRATION
FACULTY

~ NEWSPAPER- STAFF
JOURNALISM FACULTY -

.*___:;. ‘*‘v

',STUDENT ACTIVITY

STUDENTS

S FACULTY - *

U ADMINISTRATION'

. NEWSPAPER STAFF . ..
'JOURNALISM: FACULTY

’;5053v3.
;5006 ‘Zﬂ
H4e80 -
4.727 LT
. 40“7 gfﬁ .
o he35 m
3a54 .

6220
- 5938
529
“lhe8T v
4437
421
3036

4al6
3e54

3436
2.81 :»
 2€76 S

o
hebl
bet] .

4e43
4021

o o5.29
T 5el6
4480

4451

4433

.4.37'
"4?35
© . 3e74
3469 o
322
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* 4 - '1;‘4.-'.:‘ I S S U w FE s
AFACULTY PUBLICITY"

FACULTY R 1»4.72v,_ e e T
STUDENTS PR T DT e e el L
- ADMINISTRATION o 6e5T
B (JOURNALISM FACULTY ' " 4410
. NEWSPAPER STAFF. " 4aU3

- STUDENT OPINION

STUDENTS ;';vf;j S 5438
o FACQRTY o L 5,06
- NEWSPAPER 'STAFF - L 4a99
_ADMINISTRATION 4454

JOURNALISM FACULTY "' -.4450

o ST S ow #o S T T e e Ty

COMMERCIAL PRESS

;.NEWSPAPER STAFF ,5;' 6al6 "
STUDENTS . . - U 6e22
- JOURNALTSM FACULTY 6406
. FACULTY ~ =1 .. 5453 . .
_ADMINISTRATION -~ . - 5,08 ~

B LR e L e e

QUESTION ~ © ~* ADM' | "Jo FAC = STAFF = ' FAC- " ' sTu.

64285 . 64833 7 66629 . 6e441 . 64559
4.785 4.666 ) L .5eb44 . . 4.852 o 4e762
44892 0 449167 54037 54294 - 54016
: 24785 - 24583 326297 - 34558 . .4e474 .-
26428 0 - 14500 . 14259 14911 - - 14661
" 5e571 - 46916 . 449627 0 Be911 - .7 544917,
120500 64,166 66000 " " 34911 : 54728
44678 . " 50000 54555 . 44852 Goly74 .
. T 54428 4,000 .3e814 44588 40627 .
C10 L T 224107 .. 24083 20629 " 24882 . 34610 .. .-
11 54964 50750. 54851 . 64000 66084
12 C 54535 - 3.583: 44074 - 7 44676 44711 i
13 ;54321 6000 . 54814 . - 5,588 - ."54050
l4 3457 20666 34481 . 4264 . 44033
15 LT 34321 L 24616, 26777 L7 2,911 T 3,661
S 16 .- 5w321 0 54500, 0 57770 . 54735 . 549667 .
AT .o 34250 - 0 24166 L 26000 32000 7 24474
187~ i 54892 134000 T 34629 . 5¢147 - .- 52610
19,0 5 - T 54214 464833° . 44666 - 7 46941 - 54305 -
207t 58T L e 666 152555 " 5,705 . - 56627 -
SEY e T 58T 645007 . 64592+ 5941 .- 64288
¥ S S 34678 3,000 - 342220 3,823 . 1 34966
L2300 4e500 7 - 3,666 362227 7 44852 | - 4,000 -
247 . o700 4450070 54250, . 54000 54264 - 54457
25 56500 . . 64166 - 5i8l4 5,147 .. -5.830
26T 26964 0 299160 0 T 24814 . 20588 0 24576
21 T 5,964 64750 - 646297 [ 54852 "5 64338
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