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PREFACE 

There has been little research conducted on the television viewing 

practices of young children. The purpose of this investigation is to 

determine what are the television viewing practices of four and young 

five year old children. 

The investigator wishes to acknowledge her indebtedness to the 

mothers who made this investigation possible; to Dr. Josephine Hoffer, 

Adviser, for her interest, guidance, and assistance which made this 

investigation an interesting challenge; to Dr. Virginia Messenger 

Stapley for her critical reading and her encouragement throughout the 

writer's graduate study; and tQ Dr. Elizabeth Stark:W'eather for her 

assistance in construction of the interview schedule. 

Special thanks go to my parents for their encouragement and 

help, and to my brothers, George and John for their interest and 

cooperation. 
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CHAPTER I 

THE PROBLEM 

The television viewing practices of individuals of all ages have been 

the subject of much interest and concern to those persons working in the 

areas of buroan developmenta Televisiony as a mass media, is available to 

all age groups, and thus a study of the viewing practices of any one of 

these groups should be of valueo This investigator is particularly inter-

ested in young children, and since it is apparent that individuals begin 

viewing television at an early age, the findings of this study should con-

tribute some answers to the questioni What are the television v'iewing 

practices of four and young five year old children? 

Needs for the Investigation 

The relative newness of television as a mass media has been a con= 

tributing factor to the lack of comprehensive research in the area of 

telecommunications., Carpenter (6) emphasized the need for filling this 

gap when he wrote: 

Such a widespread and growing technological social phenomenon in our 
culture should challenge the research interests of psychologists@ Tele
vision is most certainly restructuring the configurations of our society 
and culture and is both directly and indirectly influencing the behavior 
of millions of people o . Thus psychologists, along with other behavioral 
scientists, have both personal and professional responsibilities for 
research related to telecommunicationso (p" 606) 

Himmelweit (lJ)p in her research concerned with the effects of tele= 

vision viewing on school children in England (1958), implied the needs for 

1 
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basic research in all aspects of telecommunications to form a basis for 

further study and investigation. 

~ for Research~ Young Children, Research related to the 

television viewing practices of preschool children has been conspicuous 

by its absence. .. Himmelwei t (13) stated that, "Research is needed to 

examine the effects of television on the country child, the very young 
/ :\ 

child, and the disturbed child." (p. xv) She further emphasized this 

need in relation to the television viewing practices of young children 

when she wrote: 

We should like to see more studies of other age groups, especially of 
young children. The mothers' observations on the under-sevens, which we 
collected, suggest that young children learn much from television, and 
are also especially responsive to the leads offered by children's pro
grammes. It would be interesting to see whether with this age group the 
programmes specifically designed for them make less impact than those 
aimed at older children; this would be in line with our findings for the 
two older age groups, with whom adult programmes were more popular than 
children's programmes. (p. 407) 

Seagoe (25), in developing criteria for children's television pro-

grams stated that, "The consensus is that no new codes are needed, but 

that much greater understanding of children and what they want and how 

they react is needed." (p. 236) 

Needs for Research Related 1Q Children's Viewing Practices of Crime 

~ Violence _gn Television. The need for knowing what young children are 

viewing on television is further substantiated by the concern of parents 

and educators over the influence of televised crime and violence on the 

child audience. 

A United States Senate Subcommittee (14), established (1956) under 

the leadership of Senator Estes Kefauver, investigated many of the pos-

sible influences in the society which might be responsible for the increase 

of juvenile delinquency in the United States. One aspect of this investi-

gation was: "to determine the negative effects, if any, resulting from 
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the increased expesure, and in dratnatic term, ef beys and girl te preaen

tatiens er crime and vielence via televisien." (p. 2) 

The United States Senate Subcemmittee (14), in its inTestigatien ef 

juvenile delinquency emphasized the fact that there was a lack et research 

- preducing cenclusive evidence en the effects •f crime and vielence preaen-

tatien1 en children. Thia cemmittee peinted eut, h•wever, that many 

qualified peraens expressed fears regarding the influence ef these pregrama 

en ·yeung children. 

The Natienal Asseciatien fer Better Radie and Televisien cempiled 

_the epini•n• er psychelegists, psychiatrists, and individuals werking 

with yeung children en the effects ef televisien crime and vielence, and 

this cempilatien was published as a part er the United States Sena-te Sub

cemmittee Repert (14). Arthur R. Timme, a psychiatrist, stated, "My 

experience as a child psychiatrist ever a peried ef years, leads mete 

the cenclusien that televisien crime pregrams have a very deleterieus 

effect en the minds ef grewing children." (p. 73) Dr. A. Jenev, anether 

psychiatrist, stated, "In my practice with children, it is certainly 

evident that crime pr grams are a contributing facter te childheed 

neuresis." (p. 79) 

In this same publicatien Dr. M. J. Freeman, a psychelegist, supperted 

this 'Yiew cencerning delinquency related te televisien viewing: 

Televisien pregrams whether er a criminal er nencriminal centent which 
stimulate tearful reacti•n• in children are definitely harmful te the 1 ----
f ermati ve persenality structure. In view ef the fact that televisien '-'"' 
appears as a daily activity, it can and dees exert a very great influence 
in the establishment er emetienal maladjustment. (p. 75) 

Dr. Charlette Buhler, a p·sychelegist, further stated: 

It ia a well established fact that audie-visual learning is ene ef eur 
finest teels in educatien • . Te have televisien defeat this purpese by 
presenting te the children the serdid negati'fi.stie attitudes seme peeple 
have teward life and presenting this in dramatic term cannet help but have 
its repercussiena, particularly with these children whe are already heatile 
te aeciety and can bes• easily led int• delinquency reles. (p. 73) 
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The United States Senate Subcemmittee (14) alse received reperts frem 

members f the Medical Cerrectienal Associati n and the Academy of Forensic 

Sciences in the form of letters to the Subcommitteeo Dr. Irving J. 

Sands, M. Do, Brooklyn, N. Yo, reported to the Subcommittee: "I believe 

that there is a definite relationship between these presentations and the 

increasing extent of juvenile delinquencyo" (po 116) 

H0 M0 Janney, Medical Director of the Bureau of Prisons, Washington, 

DO CO , reported in a letter to the Subcommittee: "I am certain that many 

of our programs constitute a grave hazard to the proper development or 

our young eitizenryo" (p. 105) 

Joseph Hughes, a Professor of Psychiatry at the Woman's Medical 

College, Philadelphia, Penn., wrote: "It is my clinical experience that 

delinquency and behavior disorders can and may be precipitated by radio 

and television programs on crime and violenceo" (po 104) 

Some of the letters to the Senate Subcommittee expressed disagreement 

over the influence or television presentations on childreno One example 

of this disagreement was found in the letter to the Subcommittee from 

Gilbert Jo Rich, Director of the Roanoke Guidance Center, Roanoke, Va.o 

Dr. Rich stated, "My opinion, based on many years of experience, is that 

the harm done by the various mass media is greatly overrated." (p o 110) 

The various reports to the United States Senate Subcommittee (14) 

were summarized as followsg 

Firsto ••• violence materials are anxiety and tension producing. The 
well-adjusted child may well be able to tolerate added tension that would 
be acquired through viewing television, but the emotionally crippled or 
damaged youngster may have very little tolerance for this added tension 
that has been introduced into his life through the television set in the 
front room ••••• (p. 33) 

The second possible detrimental effect •• • • is that materials presented 
in :scenes of crime and violence may well teach techniques of crime. (p. 34) 
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The third contention was that acts of crime and violence may provide 
both suggestions and a kind of support for the hostile child, leading him 
to imitate these acts in expression of his own aggression. (p. 34) 

Fourth, it was also feared by some that repeated exposures to scenes 
of crime and violence may well blunt and callous human sensitivity to, 
and sympathy for, human suffering and distress. (p. 34) 

The (Senate) subcommittee would like to reiterate: this is not 
positive proof that television programs are harmful, that there does 
exist a controversy among professional people in the field; that there 
is enough professional opinion to warrant the inauguration of long
range research; and that it is expedient that measures be taken at the 
present time. (p. 35) 

Hinnnelweit (13), in her study of the effects of television on 

children in England, found evidence to support the Senate Subcommittee 

report on the influence of crime and violence programs on children: 

We have not proved any causal relationship between seeing the 
programmes and behaving undesirably; but what relationship exists we 
have shown to be more likely to be harmful than desirable. We find 
little evidence that these programmes Lcontainin~ crime and violenc~ 
are desirable as a means of discharging tension {they often increase 
it), but do find evidence that they may retard children's awareness of 
the serious consequences of violence in real life and may teach a 
greater acceptance of aggression as the normal, manly solution of conflict. 
The main negative or harmful effects of these programmes lie in pre
venting, by taking up so much time, the development of alternative, more 
worth-while programmes. (p. 220) 

Hinnnelweit (13) felt that the findings of her research were suf-

ficient to warrantz 

(1) a reduction in the number of crime and violence programmes 
shown at times when children are likely to view; 

(2) far more supervision of the vicious, though often short, 
episodes of violence and aggression in these programmes, and 

(3) research, not merely into whether these programmes really do 
harm~this we think has been sufficiently explored~-but into the more 
important question of how to devise programmes which incorporate the 
successful ingredients of crime, detection, and Western prograrnmes and 
yet present themes and characterizations which are morally and socially 
more worthwhileo (p. 220) 

Needs 1Q Determine the Scope and Frequency of Television Viewing of 

Young Children 0 The frequency with which crime programs are watched is 

of utmost importance; since it is likely that children who view these 
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programs once or twice would not be affected in the same way as children 

who view these programs regularly. 

The United States Senate Subcommittee (14) emphasized the need for 

knowing the content of programs, particularly those containing crime and 

violence, viewed by childreno Himmelweit (13) stated, "It is important 

not to concentrate too exclusively on the effects of programmes containing 

violence, but instead to focus on the whole range of programmes that 

present a view of life to the child." (p. 44) This implies the value of 

knowing "the whole range of programmesn the child is viewing and how 

frequently he is viewing them. 

~ !:Q!. Finding Children's Reasons for Viewing Television. Seagoe (24) 

stated that, "There remains the question ••••• whether children see these 

programs regularly because they really enjoy them or because the shows 

happen to ·come at times when the radio or television set is on anyway." (p. 151) 

Seagoe (24) further stated that, "There is the suggestion that frequency . 

of listening or viewing is different from intensity of enjoyment." (p. 152) 

This same point of view was given by Himmelweit (13) when she stated that, 

"Children gave much of their time to television, but far less of their 

interest." (p. 220) The findings of both Himmelweit (13) and Seagoe (24) 

imply that there may be other reasons for children viewing television 

than just liking the program. This supports the need for knowing the 

reasons for children viewing television programs. 

The importance of knowing why children are viewing certain programs 

in itself is not enough; it is just as important to know why they are 

not viewing certain programs. Himmehrei t (13) stated that, "Viewing 

seemed to become a habit on which the child fel l back when nothing more 

interesting was available." (p. 12) This implies that the presence of 

interesting activities may provide a reason for not viewing television. 



The concern felt by parents, and those persons working Yith young 

children, over the influence of television crime and violence on young 

children makes it imperative to inv·estigate the scope and frequency of 

children's television viewing as well as their reasons for viewing or 

not viewingo The review of literature related to young children and 

their television viewing practices revealed a need for further research 

in this areao 

Purposes of the Investigation 

Based on the foregoing needs the overall purpose of this investi

gation is to determine the television viewing practices of four and 

young five year old children as reported by mothers. Specifically the 

purposes of this investigation arei 

(1) to determine the relative frequency with which the various 

types of programs are viewed by four and young five year old children. 

(2) to determine the reasons stated for children viewing or not 

viewing the various types of television programs. 

7 



CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Research related to any aspect of the television viewing practices 

of children is limitedo One extensive research project has been con

ducted in England by Himmelweit (13) with. financial support from the 

Nuffield Foundationo Himmelweit (13) studied the television viewing 

practices of school children in England. 

Research and opinion publications related to the television viewing 

practices of children can be divided into five major areas: (1) time 

spent in viewing; (2) negative aspects of children's television viewing; 

(3) positive aspects of children's television viewing; (4) television 

viewing preferences of children; and (5,) parents' role in children's 

television vtewingo 

With the exception of the research done by Himmelweit in England, 

the foregoing areas have been_investigated in small and unrelated studies 

supplemented by many articles based on opiniono 

Ti.me Spent in Television Viewing 

Due to the concern felt by parents and educators about the amount of 

time spent by children in viewing all types of television programs, much 

of the research has dealt with the amount of time spent viewing televisiono 

8 
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Frances Horwich (7) stated: 

Too much television is just as bad for a child as too much candy or 
too much loneliness or too much domination or freed.om. Each of these 
leaves the child without enough of other important things he needs in hii 
life. (p. 4) 

Witty (33) conducted a series of yearly studies on the television 

viewing of school children. One factor studied was the time spent by 

elementary school children in viewing television:: "From these studies 

it is clear that televiewing is a favorite leisure activity of elementary 

school pupils who persist in spending upwards of 20 hours per week in 

this activity." (p. 470) 

Lazarus (15) in a study with school children supported Witty's 

findings when he wrote: 

Median televiewing time for elementary pupils is 20 hours a week~
with a low of 13 hours in homes of high cultural levels to a high of 
24 hours in homes of lowest socioeconomic areas. Secondary students 
spend about 20% less time than do elementary pupils. Girls on both 
levels spend about 10% more time than boy&. (p. 241) 

Himmelweit (13) found that English "viewers in both age groupi 

[l0-11 and 13-14 year old~ watched television for an average of 11=13 

hours a week, or just under two hours a day." (p. 11) 

Seagoe (24) found that:: "In television time the average for all 

children is more than two hours daily, increasing slightly with age 

and decreasing slightly with socioeconomic statu&.11 (p. 146) 

Himmelweit (13) found thats 

It would appear that the amount a child views depends in the first 
instance on his intelligence, secondly on his personality and on how full 
and active a life he had led before television came on the scene, and 
thirdly on parental example. (p. 13) 

H:i.mmelweit (13) further stated that, "Consciously or unconsciously, 

children exercise choice in how much they view, and in the way they 

make time for viewing." (p. 3) 

There is no evidence that the research findings on elementary school 



children concerning the time spent in viewing would be applicable to 

preschool children. Abrams (1) stated~ "There is ••••• some evidence 

that the younger children finish their viewing after an hour or two of 

watching adult programs." (p. 37) Sears, Maccoby, and Levin (26), 

10 

although somewhat skeptical about their findings wrote that, "The 

reported average /;.s reported by mothers of kindergarten childre!.17 was an 

hour and a half'. We are inclined to think this an underestimate." (p. 288) 

Frances Horwich (7) stated that, "Preschool youngsters are t.ele-

vision's most loyal viewers. Even the very restless ones will give 

their undivided attention to favorite TV programs." (p. 4) 

Negative Aspects of Children's Television Viewing 

At first the concern was for the a.mount of time spent by children 

in viewing television. Later this concern was supplemented by other 

concerns. Bogart (5) stated, "The five major fears about the mass 

media in relation to children might be called time, crime, passivity, J __ 

adult material, and taste." (p. 26) Sears, Maccoby, and Levin (26) 

reported some of the fears of mothers related to their children's tele-

vision viewing when they studied child rearing practicesu 

The dangers were thought of as twofolds TV kept the child indoors, 
and prevented him from doing the active, creative, or more educational 
things he might otherwise be doing; and second, the TV programs them= 
selves were considered to be too full of f ighting, murder, and harrowing 
interpersonal scenes. (p. 289) 

Witty wrote, 11 0ne criticism of TV was repeatedly set forth by the 

parents and teachers~=namely, the inferior quality of many TV programs 

for children." (3;3 , p . 473) 

The Senate Subcommittee (14) investigating juvenile delinquency 

expressed concern for the influence of television viewing on the preschool 
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child: 

Young children may be termed a unique group. For them t elevision is 
not intruding upon already established patterns. Because they can watch 
television long before they are old enough to read the printed word, and 
before they are old enough to go to the movies unescorted by their parents, 
they are apt to undergo heavy exposure to television in preschool days. (p. 7) 

Evidence for the concern felt over the content of programs viewed by 

young children is supported by Maccoby 1s (16) findings: 

It is interestingo ••••• that at all age levels children seemed to do 
a majority of their TV watching during hours which are not exclusively 
devoted to childrenvs programs, so that their exposure to a variety of 
adult programs must be considerable. (p. 424) 

Positive Aspects of Children's Television Viewing 

Horwich (7) stated, "Good television programs can truly enrich the 

live of young children, bringing them new experiencei, new encounters with 

the world." (po 4) 

Witty (36) supported the positive values of television for children 

when he wrote:: 

By guiding children to choose programs with greater discrimination 
and by associating this strong interest with other desirable activities, 
we may discover that TV can play a positive role in children's develop= 
ment and welfare. (p. 289) 

The mothers interviewed by Sears, Maccoby, and Levin (26) reported 

other advantagesi of television viewingg "Quite a few had found that 

viewing served as a soporific . It kept the child quiet and out of 

mischief." (p. 289) ••••••••• 11Most of them felt TV did little or no 

harm, and it did help keep him out of mischief. It also had a further 

virtue in that depriving the child of seeing his favorite program could 

be an easy and effective form of discipline.11 (p. 291) 

Albert (2) pointed out the possibility of other conditions influencing 

the effects of television viewingi 
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Mass media may be a positive and negative factor. Which of the two 
ways a particular mass media product may affect the audience exposed to 
it should depend upon the conditions of interaction between the media 
content and the constaner. (p. 228) 

Himmelweit (13) also emphasized this "interaction": "Essentially 

the effects of television can best be seen as an interplay between the 

meditan and the viewer." (p. 4) Himmelweit (13) later &tanmarized her 

findingsi "Whether television is good or bad for children depends on the 

progrannnes, the amount the child view&, the type of child, the type of 

effects to be exsmined, and the context in which viewing take& place. 11 (p. 41) 

Television Viewing Preferences of Children 

Maccoby (16) pointed out that children watch a considerable amount 

of adult entertainment on television. Himmelweit (13) found that they 

also seem to prefer adult programss 

Three-quarter1 of the votes for the most favoured progrannne went 
to adult programmes, particularly to crime thrillers and, to a lesser 
extent, to comedies, variety progrannnes, and family serials. Weaterna 
were much favoured by the younger children . other types of programmes , 
such as puppets, nature and animal programmes, and how=to-make programmes 
were not especially popular. (p. 13) 

Abrams (1) supported the findings of Himmelweiti "A 1urvey made 

among children from 8 to 15 in Great Britain shows that youthful TV 

viewers prefer adult fare to children's program." (p. 35) 

Seagoe (24) found that, "Children show distinct preferences for 

certain program8, especially adventure, family programs, and comedy.n (p . 153) 

Witty (35) stated that, "The favorite programs , both of parents and 

children, are mainly of value for entertainment." (p . 355) Mahoney (18) 

supported Witty ' s findings : "The favorite programs seem to be chosen, 

in most cases, because they are amusing." (p . 239) 
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Parents' Role in Children's Television Viewing 

Throughout both the scientific and opinionated literature there is 

emphasis placed on the parent's role in their children's television 

viewing practiceso Witty (36) wrote, 11 Let us remember that TV is a 

problem mainly in homes where parents allow it to become and remain a 

problem." (p. 289) In another publication Witty ( 7) stated, "It ii 

apparent that TV may be an asset when intelligent parents and teachers, 
) 

working together, provide effective guidance and direction." (p. 5) 

Himmelweit (13), on the basis of her findings on the viewing 

practices of English children, wrote g 

It follows that parents and teachers should inform themselves about 
the programmes which are being shown, not only to prevent the child from 
seeing what is harmful, but---more important--to encourage him to view 
some of the worth-while programme&. (p. 47) 

This suggestion is further supported by Himmelweit's (13) finding 

that, "When children are brought inadvertently into contact with i:ro-

grammes which do not, 1in anticipation•, interest them, they often like 

them and may later even seek them out again.11 (p. 38) 

Rainsberry (22) wroteg nparents should monitor programs for children, 

for if we use television only as a baby=sitter, we must expect that 

negative influences on our children will pass unexamined and unchal-

lenged.11 (p .. 23 ) 

Seagoe (25) supported this point of view when she wrote, "The 

problem is not one of added limitations, but of studying the child 

audience and its reactions to television, of improving the shows now 

offered for children, and of using television wisely." (p. 232) 



CHAPTER III 

PR OCEDUR"E 

It should be recalled that the purposes of this investigation were 

twofoldi (1) to determine the relative frequency with which the various 

types of programs are "Viewed by fo'U!" and young five year old children; and 

(2) to determine the reas0ns stated by mothers for their children viewing 

or not viewing the various types of television programso 

Three important steps in general procedure were followedz (1) the 

development of the interview schedule; (2) the selection of the subjects; 

and (3) the analysis of the mothers! responses o A discussicin of the steps 

in the development of the interview schedule and a description of the 

subjects 'Will be presented in this chapter o The analysis Gf the mothers' 

responses will be found in Chapter IV~ 

Development or the Interview Schedule 

The imr"stigator as~umed that foUT and young five year old children 

watch television and that mothers of four and young f::1.ve year old child= 

ren are aware of their children's activities and can report them 

accuratelyo These assumptions were basic to the development of the 

interview scheduleo 

Limited material was available to aid in the construction of an 

interview schedule which could be used for investigating the television 

viewing practices of young childreno Reported research, concerned with 

14 
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television viewing practices dealt with the ichool age child and yeung 

adolescent, and the researcher,, having older cllildren ai s~bjects, were 

able to administer questionnaires in which the children could complete 

their mm anawers. This method is impossible to u1e with preschool child-

ren. The value of a direct interview with four e.nd young five year old 

children leaves much to be desired. Yarrow (J7) reports: 

There ha& been a general reluctance to use the interview with 
children under 6 yeari of age because of the assumption that the pre-
1chool child's language comprehension, his language facility, and his 
lack of motivation to communicate preclude effective use of the 
interview. (p. 563) 

Himmelweit (13), in a &mall pilot study prior to her extensive 

research project in England, asked mothers to keep a diary. She wrote: 

A study was carried out .in which a group of twenty-two mother& Wai 
asked to keep a week's record for their own and their children's viewing. 
They als recorded what they observed of their children's reactions and 
gave their own views about the manner in which television entered into 
their children's lives. (p. 33) 

. This investigator questioned Himmelweit 1s (13) method because the 

instrument in itself could have some influence on what the mothers would 

permit their children to view during the recording period, thu& not giving 

a normal report of the viewing practices of the children. 

First Trial Schedule. The interview schedule to be used in this 

investigation was developed in an exploratory manner. The investigator 

first talked informally with .parents of young children concerning their 

children's television viewing practices and then discussed .with the child= 

ren some of their television viewing practice& to obtain ideas and 

information on which to devel p the interview schedule. 

The information gained from interview11 with parents and children, 

al ng with de•criptions from research, and. further di1cussions with 

faculty and •tudents, was used to aid the investigator in designing the 
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interview schedule which was used to collect the data for this i nvestiga

tion. 

The following steps were taken in constructing the first interview 

schedule: 

(1) A face sheet was developed to obtain the pertinent information 

· concerning the child such asi the child's name, age, and address; the 

parents ' names and occupations; and the names, ages and family poilitiona 

of other persons in the homeo 

Included on the face sheet were several general questions about the 

viewing practices of the childo These questions, related to the limits= 

tions placed on the child's television viewing, were developed to 

determine some of the reasons for children not watching t elevision. 

(2) The program schedule for three Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, t ele

vision channels was t aken from the Sunday Oklahoman (JO) for the week of 

November 13, 1960, and pasted on 5n x 8" cards to facilitate the hand

ling of the program schedule by the motherso 

(3) A checksheet was devised so that the mother, using the program 

schedule cards, could indicate in the appropriate space on this check= 

sheet whether her child viewed each program regularly, frequently, 

occasionally, seldom, or never. When the mother had responded with 

regularly, frequently, occasionally, seldom, or never for the program, 

she was then asked to indicate (yes or no) whether the child had 

actually viewed that program the previous weeko This was included to 

determine whether this method of obtaining a response on the viewing 

practices of the previous week would obtain the information as accurately 

as a general check of frequency of viewingo 
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(4) A blank paper was included for the investigator to record: 

(1) the mother's responses of the reasons for her child viewing televisi@n; 

and (2) the child's respenses of all of the programs he most liked to 

watch .. 

(5) This first interview schedule required the mother te complete 

all of the responses in writing for her child 1s television viewing 

practiceso The investigator gave enly verbal instructi0ns and asked the 

final interview questions concerning the reasons for the child viewing 

television, and the child's favorit~ programs., 

Evaluationo This first schedule was administered to six mothers of 

preschool children for the purpose of identifying any weaknesses in the 

initial schedulee An evaluation of this first schedule was based on 

the ease a.nd accuracy with which the mothers were able to respond .. 

The following revisions were made on the basis of the weaknesses 

found~ 

(1) The mothers seemed to have difficulty in reading the programs 

from the schedule cards and checking their responses accUTately on the 

checksheeto 

To eliminate the difficulty methers had in reading the prog:rrons and 

recording their responses, the revised schedule permitted the investigator 

to assume these responsibilitieso The mothers according to this revision, 

were only to complete in writing the face sheet and give verbal responses 

to the interviewer cm their children 1 s television viewing practices .. 

(2) The questions on the face sheet did not evoke the reasons for 

children n~t viewing televisiono The mothers did not interpret the 

questions as the investigator had intendedo 

To help the mether understand the questions which were used to 
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ebtain the reasons for her child not viewing television, the revised 

schedule permitted the investigator to read and interpret the questiGns 

to the mother and then record her resp0nseso 

(3) The mothers could not always remember whether their children 

had actually viewed each program the previous week, or they would 

explain that some special activity had prevented this viewing. 

To facilitate the use of the interview schedule the m0ther was not 

asked to indicate whether the child watched the program the week pri@r to 

the interview~ since the investigator felt that the mother's responses 

did not contribute to the overall purpose of the investigatign. 

(4) It was difficult for the mothers to give all of the reasons 

fer their children viewing television in general, because of the fact 

that there were different reasens for their children viewing each of the 

different prog.ramsD They reported certain programs were viewed for certain 

reasons while $ther programs were viewed for ether reasons. 

To provide a more efficient methed for determining reasons f$r 

viewing, the responses te the questions that asked why children viewed 

television were classified into eight reasons for viewingv This list ef 

reasons was placed en a card and was used as a guide f@r the mother as she 

reported the reason for her child viewing each program regularly, fre

quently, or occasiGnallyo No reason was required f0r those programs 

viewed seldom or neverv 

Secend Trial Schedule o A revision. of the first schedule was admin

istered to three mC!ilthers @f pr,eischool children for the purpose of further 

identifying weaknesses in the interview seheduleo The following revisions 

were made on the baeie er the weaknesses fmm.dg 

(1) The questions aimed a.t determining the reasons for the child 
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n@t viewing television were still nGt being interpreted as the investi-

gator had intended. 

The ease with which the mother reported the reasons for her child 

viewing (regularly, frequently, or occasionally) each program led the 

inv·estigator t0 use this same procedure to determin.e the reas0ns for m,t 

viewing those programs viewed seldom or never .. Thus a list of nine 

"reasons for not viewing television" was compiled from. mothers' responses 

in the first schedule and placed on a card for the mother to use as a 

guide in the third trial schedule .. 

(2) The checksheet form, in physical structure, did not correspond 

with the program schedule cardso This made it difficult for the inter-

viewer to record the mothers' responses accurately. 

A complete revision of the cheeksheet form was made., The use of 

legal size paper permitted the investigator to be able to include the 

responses on frequency of viewing and reasons for viewing of one mother 

for all of the programs on one sheet of paper, rather than having five 

sheets as in the trial checksheeto 

{3) When the investigator asked the children their favorite pro-

grams she found that some children were reporting all of the programs they 

could remember rather than those they especially liked. ·Yarrow (37) found 

this to be true with young children; 

Al though the young child may be negati vistic, he may at the sallle 
time be highly suggestible, and special care must be exercised by the 
interviewer to avoid influencing the child to give the response he 
thinks will win aduJ..t approval. (p. 565) 

The investigator, on the basis stated and her own experience in the 

first and second trial, eliminated the interviews with the children. The 

programs liked by the child were indicated by the mother in her response 
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of the reason for the child viewingi "The child likes to watch the 

program." 

(4) The list of programs included only the programs presented for 

one particular week as reported by the Sunday Oklahoman Newspaper (30)., 

This listing was not an accurate listing or all regular programs presented 

on the three Oklahoma City channels accessible to this area .. 

The investigate! constructed a more comprehensive listing from the 

IJL Guide magazine (.31) and the Oklahoma City newspapers. This comprehen

sive listing of programs consisted of all those regular programs that 

were televised daily or weekly on the three Oklahoma City television 

channels. These programs were listed on cards to correspond with the 

appropriate spaces for recording responses on the checksheet. 

(5) There was no record to indicate the child's viewing of specials 

and spectaculars which also formed a part of his viewing practices. 

To determine children's practices of viewing specie.ls and spectacu

lars a special area on the checksheet was made for recording the mothers' 

responses of' k§., !2., or ~ ~ to the question of whether or not 

the child had actually viewed each special program of the previous montho 

(6) There seemed to be some value in knowing the number of tele= 

vision sets in the home as well as the activities of the child (Nursery 

School, Private Lessons, etc.) which might regularly limit the child's 

television viewingo 

.Two additional questions were included on the face sheet which would 

obtain i:nfol".lllation related to the number and the location of' television 

sets in the home, and the regular outside activities (Nursery S.chool, 

Private Lessons, etc.) which would regularly limit the child's television 

viewing. 
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Third Trial Schedule o The third interview schedule developed accord

ing to the previous evaluation and revisions was administered to five 

mothers of preschool childreno Additional reasons for children viewing 

or not viewing television were included, and some of the previously used 

reasons were combined to make a total of ten positive reasons and nine 

negative reasonso 

Final Interview Schedule 

The final interview schedule consisted of five parts: 

(1) ~ list .2! regular p:rom;:ams (Appendix A) consisted of those 

programs carried daily or weekly on the three Oklahoma City television 

channelso The list did not include those programs presented m@nthly or 

specials and spectaculars presented only once o Two hundred eighty-six 

programs were listed on four cards with lines that matched the lines on 

the checksheetG The change of programs near the first of' the year orea.ted 

new problems in listing the programs. A decision was made to include only 

the new programs which could have been viewed at least three times before 

this investigation was to begin. Otherwise the old program was included 

on the listo 

.The three Oklahoma Oityll Oklahoma, television channels consisted of. 

Channel 4 which was a National Broadcasting Company subsidiary; Channel 5 

which was ~onneoted with the American Broadcasting Company; and Channel 9 

which was associated with the Columbia Broadcasting Company. The three 

Tulsa television channels and other state channels were not included 

because moat of the programs televised on these stations.were the dupli

caticn @f those presented on the Oklahoma Citystationei. 
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(2) ill special ~ spectacular shows (Appendix E) carried on the 

three Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, television channels between the dates of 

December 11, 1960, and January 11, 1961, were included in the final 

schedule. Only one exception was made in these dates.:: "Peter Pann which 

was televised a few days prior to December 11, 1960, was included, since 

it was felt the mothers would be able to remember this showing even though 

it was presented more than a month previous to the investigation and also 

because it was one of the few special progT'ams designed for children's 

viewing .. 

The particular dates were used because it was felt that a month 

interval would be an adequate length of time and that the mothers would 

be able to remember the programs and whether their children had viewed 

them. The list of progTams included 53 specials and spectaculars. An 

example of the card listing can be found in Appendix A. 

(3) ~ ~ sheet (Appendix A) included questions a.bout the child 

which the investigator felt necessary to obtain a picture of the sample 

studied. 

(4) ~ checkaheet (Appendjx A) included spaces for the researcher 

to indicate the response made by the mothero The spaces were made to 

correspond to the list of programs so that the record would be accurate. 

All responses for one mother were to be recorded on one chtecksheet., 

There were 300 lines including five spaces fo~ a possible response or 
regularly, frequently, occasionally, seld@m, er nevero The number cf 

the reasen for the child viewing or not viewing was placed in one @f the 

five spaces depending on the responseo Seventy=five lines were included 

on the checksheet for responses on the viewing of specials er spectaculars., 

Three spaces on each line with respon~es of yes, nc, or d~n 1t know were 
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included for checking of the mothers• responses. 

(5) .ix!! instruction cards (Appendix A) were made: one gave defini

tions for the three possible positive responses and the pcseible reasons 

for the child viewing the program; and one gave definitions fer the two 

p@ssible negative responses and the pcssible reasons for the child not 

viewing the program,. 

The Interview 

The intervie~ appointin.ent was estabJiehed by telephone contact, 

and the actual interview was made in the subject's home. The investi

gator gave verbal instructions, and the mother completed the information 

about her child on the face sheet. The mother was then given the two 

written instruction cards to use as a guide for her responses. The 

investigator named each program and the mother responded with regularly, 

. frequently, occasionally, seldom, or never depending upon the frequency 

with which she believed her child viewed the program. The mother could 

reapond with one of the statements or with a letter symbol used for 

each response. (Appendix A) 

A poidtive response of regularly, f:l'.'equently, or occasionally, 

required that the mother give the reason for the child viewing the 

programo .Ten reasons were listed on the card including one which :merely 

said, "other reason!!!''. The mother could give one of the first nine 

reasons listed or ahe could give another reason not included on the lieto 

These reasons were numbered, eo that it waa possible fer the mother to 

give a respon~ of "Aooa2" (regularly: the child likes to watch the program), 

or "B-1" (:frequemtly: the whole family like1:1 to watch the program), 

etcetera. The investigator 1i1l'Ote in on the checksheet any rea~on given 
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by the mother other than tho5e li:sted on the cardo 

If the mother gave a negative re:sponse (~eldom o:r never) to the 

program named., 3he then wa3 imitrueted to give the reason for the child 

not viewing the programo Nine negative reasons were provided a~ a guide, 

including the v1other reason:," re:spon:se., The mother could give a ree,pon~e 

of 11 D-5" (5eldom~ the child doe~ not like the program), or 11 E=ln (neveri 

the child i3 in bed)~ etcetera., Thu~ for e:ei.ch program named there wat11 a 

re:spon:se for the regularity of viewing and ali,o a response of the reMon 

for viewing or not viewing each of the 286 program~o 

The inve3tigator named each of the 53 ~pecia1 and spectacular 

program~., 1'.nd the mother indicated (ye:s, :no i> or donut know) whether the 

child had actually viewed each of the program~o 

The time taken to complete the interview ~chedule was from 30 to 

45 minutes. The f orty~eight intenriew.5 were conduated within a time 

interval of eighteen d~.y~ o A response from the f orty=eight mothers on 

their children's frequency of viewing and the reason3 for this frequency 

of viewing was obtained for each of the 286 regular programe. A response 

on the actual viewing was obtained for 53 special program.Bo 

The Subject!!! 

Setting f.Qr. the Jnye!tkationc Thia investigation of the viewing 

practices @f four and young five year old children was made in a mid= 

we:stern urliversity city of approximately 24,000 population, (Stillwater$ 

Oklahoma). To provide opportunity for a representative i!'lample, thiEJ 

small city was divided into four approximate "ized areas :so that the 

sample could be drawn from all ff5ocioeconormic levelso An elementary 

school principal who had worked on l!le7eral school district survey 
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committees, and who had been a school administrator in the city for more 

than fifteen years furniahed the information and advice for establishing 

the boundary lines for the four areaso 

Selection of the Posl!lible Subfoct3o The sample for this investi

gation was drawn from a total of 454 children whose ages ranged from 

four years to five years two months as recorded in the 1960 school censua 

of Stillwater, Oklahoma. .All children whose ·birth dates fell between 

November 1, 1955, a.nd January 1, 1957~ were included al!! po~i:iible 15ubjectl!!I. 

This age group was not old enough to be enrolled in a kindergarten 

program, and by .selecting mainly four year old::i the group was felt to be 

more homogeneou1:1. Bogart (5) l!Jtated, 1tBy 4 the child is turning the .set 

on by himeelf. He ie now (within the bounds set by parental controle) a 

free agent exercising free choice as a consumer of entertainment and 

information.11 (p. 260) 

Selection 9f. ~ Final Subjectso The names of the 454 children were 

placed into one of the four designated areas according to their addresses. 

These four groups were further divided into boys and girls 80 that the 

final sample would have an equal di1:1tributio:n of' boys and girl~ and be 

equally selected from each of the four areas. 

A total ~ample of forty-eight children was obtained by drawing at 

random !!ix boys and six girlai from each of the four areas., Since no 

telephone number~ were included in the information from the achool 

census, it was necessary to obtain the telephone number when a subject 

was drawno A subject not listed in the Fall 9 1960, telephone directory 

of this small city was eliminated and replaced by another subject drawn 

from the same area and the same sex groupo 

When a telephone number had been obtained for the subject, the 
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mother was contacted. The investigator asked the mother questions which 

were designed to determine if there were a television set in the home, and 

if the mother would be able and willing to give the information on her 

child's television viewing practices in a personal interviewo 

A total of 106 subjects were drawn to obtain the final sample of 

forty-eight. Of those drawn, forty-two were eliminated because they were 

not listed in the telephone directory, twelve were eliminated because the 

mothers were not able to participate (working, lack of time, or not 

interested); and four were eliminated because there was no television 

set in the home. 

~scription 2f. ~ Sample.. The final sample consisted of twenty

three boys and twenty-five girls making the total of forty-eight four 

and young five year old children. The difference in the total number 

of boys and girls was due to an error in determining the gender of the 

name "Billie". The name was placed in the group of boys, but was found 

to be the name of a girl. Since no comparisons were to be made between 

boys and girls,and since the division had been made merely to obtain a 

representative group, no adjustment was made to equalize the number of 

boys and girls. 

The median age of the sample of forty-eight children was four years 

and eight months, and the mean age was four years and seven monthso 

The oldest child in the group was born November 22, 1955, and the 

youngest child was born December 26, 1956. The age range was from 

four years to five years and one month as of January 1, 1961. 

The position of the child within the family seemed important since 

one of the reasons for viewing television wasl) 11 the child's brothers 

and/or sisters like to watch the program." The only ehild and the 



TABLE I 

DFSGRIPI:'ION OF THE SUBJECTS .AND THEIB F l\MILIES 

Characteristic Classification Number 

* Occupation Professional 17 
Business 2 
White Collal' 6 
Blue Collar 4 
Service 11+ 
Students =·..5_, __ 

48. TOTAL 

Number of children in family One 2 
Two 22 
Three 9 
Four 9 
Five or more 6 

TCYrAL 48 

Ordinal position of subject Oldest 9 
Youngest 22 
Middle 15 
·Only 2 

T.CYl'AL 48 

Number of television sets One 45 
Two J 

TOTAL 48 

Outside activities of subjects Nursery School 10*,f 
Private Lessons 3 (1) 
None '57 

TOTAL 48 

* The families were classified according to the McGuire White Socio= 
economic S'.tatus Scale {19) 

** Two children had both m:Jll'sery school and private lessons which 
interfered with their television viewingo 
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oldest child would not likely use this reason for viewing television 

programsa Nine of the subjects were the oldest child in the family, and 

two were only childreno Twenty-three were the youngest in their families, 

and fourteen were middle children. (Table I) 

The size of the families ranged from a family of th:ree (one chiJ.d) 

to a family of nine (seven children). See Table I for a description of 

the subjects and their familiesa 



CHAPI'ER IV 

ANALYSIS OF THE DAT! 

The data obtained from the interview schedule conoerning the tele-

vision viewing practices of four and young five year old children were 

analyzed to achieve the two overall purposes set forth for this investi-

. gation. These purposes were: (1) to determine the relative frequency 

with which the various types of programs were viewed; and (2) to deter-

mine the reasons stated for children viewing or not viewing the varicu.s 

types of programs. 
-

Before the data on the viewing practices of four and young five 

year old children could be analyzed it was necessary to classify the 

programs by type and to assign a numerical weight to ea.ch of the five 

different responses (regularly, frequently, occasionally, seldom, and 

never) for viewing so that the sc@res could be used for comparisons. 

Classification of Programs 

To determine the various types of programs available for the 

child's viewing, different methods of classification were attempted 

until a usable categorization was establishedo The final classification 

was divided into four main categories g (1) children's programs 1 

(2) family programs, (.3) adult programs, and (4) teen=age programs. 

These four overall types or programs were separated into more specific 

types ao that a final listing of twenty types of programs was defined. 

29 
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The twenty apeeifio types of programs {Appendix B) were deri ,red from 

a review of the literature, including descriptions of programs .in tbe our

~ant I! Guide magazine (32) and articles in the newspapers, and from 

general ideas of the investigator gleaned from the review of literature 

on the claseifioaticn of programs. 

The investigator Etnd anot,her person trained in family relations and 

child development, wcrking independently, classified the total listing of 

programs used in this investigation inte the twenty types according to 

definitions of each program type. (Appendix B) The percentage of agree-
1 

me:nt of these two raters wae computed by the following formula.: 

Number of agreements 
Number of agreements plus number of disagreements 

The inter rater reliability, as calculated by the above method, was .98. 

There were only seven disagreements in the classifioation of the 286 

programs. 

Frequency Scores 

The five categories of responses for viewing (regularly, frequently, 

occasionally, seldom, and never) were arbitrarily weighted by the investi-

gator. ~Regularly" was assigned a numerical value of 3; "f'reguentl;t" a 

numerical value of 2; "occasionally" a numerical value of l; "seldom" a 

negative numerical value of -1; · and ''neirer" a negative numerical value 

or -2 .* The raw score in each of the five categories (regularly, frequently, 

occasionally, seldom, and never) was totaled and then weighted for each 

pro~am. Hereafter, the weighted score will be called, the "frequ,enc:r 

score" for the program. 

*There is a greater difference between a positive and a negative response 
· than there is amoung the positive responses or between the negative resp0nses. 
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ILLUSTRATION I 

METHOD FOR DETERMINING FREQUENCY SCORE 

Number cf Responses 
Name of Program Regularly Freguentl_y Oc9asionall:y Seldom Never 

Cheyenne 8 7 11 7 15 

Score Value 3 2 1 -1 -2 

Weighted Score 24 14 11 -7 -30 

Frequency Score for "Cheyenne/' =~ 

Each program had a .frequency score which could fall between a 

positive 141+ (4.8 X 3) and a negative 96 (48 X -2 ).. 

Relative Frequency of Television Viewing 

The reader will recall that the first purpose of this investigation 

was to determine the :relative frequency with which the various types of 

television programs were viewed by four and young five year old child.reno 

The data pertaining to this first purpose was orgm1ized in four areas g 

(1) data pertaining to the viewing of all programst (2) data pertaining 

to the thirty most frequently viewed programs; (3) data pertaining to 

the various types of programs; and (4) data pertinent to the special and 

spectacular program.so 

ill Prggran1~. The m.others I responses to the frequency (regularly, 

frequently» occasionally9 seldom, and never) with which their children 

viewed each program were tabulated, and the. frequency score establishedo 

The data sheets for these tabulations may be found in Appendix C. 

No program was consiste11tly viewed by all children and even the top 
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ranking program according to the frequency scores, had four responses of 
···-·. -

"never". There ,.,ere many programs which were reported to be never viewed 

by any of the children. 

Tf.J3LE II 

NUMBER OF RESPONSES FOR DIFFERENT DEGREES OF VIEWING 

48 Subjects 286 Programs 
13 »728 Responses 

Number of Percent of 
Frequency·of Viewing Responses Respon~es 

Regularly 1040 7,.6 

Frequently 718 5 .. 2 

Occasion ally 1209 8.8 

TOTAL POSITIVE 2967 21.6 

Seldom 998 7o3 

Never 9163 71.1 

TOTAL NEGATIVE 10761 78.4 

Table II reveals that approximately 71 percent of the total respon~es 

for all programs were responses of 11 never11 , while only approximately 8 per= 

cent of the tot·al responses were of ''regularly-Y1 .. , 

Most Viewed Progr:am,.,.§,o The thirty programs with the highest frequency 

scores were identified so that these programs could be compared with the 

various types of programso (Table III) 

Table III reveals that the top thirty most frequently viewed programs 9 

according to the classification for this investigation, consisted of 

twenty-three children's progra.ms 9 five family programs, and tw!Cl adult 
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program.s 0 The two adult programs were both classified as adult western 

programs ("Wagon Trainn and 11Rifleman11 ) ., 

A further examination of Table III shows that the first thirteen 

ranking programs were childrenh, programs and the first six ranking 

programs were children's cartoon shows" 

TABLE III 

TOP THJRTY RANKING TELEVISION PROC'rRAMS 

Frequency 
Name of Pr~am Scor..2_ T_;r12e of_P.rog]Zam Rank 

* Matty's Funday Funiies (Fri). 110 Children's Cartoon l 
Bugs Bunny (Daily) 108 Children's Cartoon 2 
Huckleberry Hm .. u1d 101 Children's Cartoon 3 
Flintstones 98 Children us Cartoon 4 .. 5 
Woody Woodpecker 98 Children's Cartoon 4o5 
Quick Drail •McGraw 

(Da1ly)i* 
96 Children's Cartoon 6 

Captain Kangaroo 95 Children's Variety 7 
Foreman Scotty 

(sun}* 
89 Children's Variety 8 

Matty's Funday Funnies 8.3 Children's Cartoon 9 
Popeye Theater 81 Children 1.s Cartoon 1.0 
Captain Kangaroo iSat)if 79 Children's Variety 11 
Bugs Bunny (Tues ) * 71 Children's Cartoon 12 
Three Stooges (Daily) 68 Children's Comedy 13 
Real McCoys 65 Family 11~ 
Laurel and Hardy 62 Children's Comedy 15 
Mighty Mouse 53 Child:ren 1s Ca.:rtcon 16 
Jungle Jim 1~6 Children's Western l'l 
\fagon Train 43 Adult Western 18 
Rifleman 

(Ss.t)* 
42 .Adult Western 20 

Cartoon/! 42 Children is Cartoon 20 
Walt Disney 42 Children's D-r!lma 20 
Lone Ranger 41 Children~s Western 22 
Lassie 

(Sat)* 
37 Family 23 

Three Stooges '.36 Childre:n'ls Comedy 2!~ .. 5 
Donna Reed 36 Family 24 .. 5 
Storyland. 33 Children' si Story 26 
Dennis the Menace 32 Fw.ly 27 
Fury 30 Children vs. Western 28 
Leave It to Beaver 24 Family 29o5 
Shirley Temple 24 Children I s Drama 29 .. 5 

~ These preg~~WJS are identified by day of presentation because they have 
the same title /l!l,.S another prog.rrun but a:re not in the same pr©gram series., 
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The top ranking program, "Matty's Funday Funnies", was viewed 

regulat'ly by 38 of the 48 children in this investigation, but it should 

also be noted that four of the 48 subjects never viewed this programc 

(Appendix D) 

Table IV shows tnat over 75 percent of the total responses concerning 

the top thirty programs were positive (regularly, frequently, or occasion

ally) responses; however, 17 c9 percent of the responses were ttnever11 ., 

Even the most viewed programs were never viewed by some of the children. 

TABLE IV 

RESPONSE$ FOR TEE TOP THIRTY MOST FREQUENTLY 
VIEWED PROORAMS 

Number of Percent of 
Freguency of Viewing Responses Respc:nses 

Regularly 545 37.8 

Frequently 289 20 0 1 

Occasionally 258 17 .. 9 

TOTAL POSITIVE 1092 75.8 

S'eldom 90 6.3 

Never 25e_ J'Z,.,9_ 

TOTAL NEGATIVE 348 24.,2 

Types of Programs. All of the programs were designated as belonging 

to a specific type of program.,, Approximately 75 percent of all programs 

in this investigation were adult programs, and only approximately 15 per= 

cent were classified as children's programso Table V shows that of the 

twenty specific types of programs the highest percentages fell in the 

adult news and information (17o0 percent), adult crime, mystery, and 
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adventure (12.9 percent), adult western and adventure (10.5 percent), and 

family programs (9.4 percent). 

TABLE V 

NUMBER OF ffiOGRAMS IN THE VARIOUS TYPES 
' 

Total 
T!f?~ ?~ .. Program Number Percent 

Children's Programs 

Variety S.hows 6 2 .. 1 
Western and Adventure Shows 9 3.2 
ll'l:f'ormation S'.hows 2 0.7 
Story Telling Shows 3 1.0 
Comedy Shows 3 1.0 
Other · Drama 2 0.7 
Cartoon Shows. 19 6/f 
TCY.rAL -,;r rr.x 

Family Program8 27 9,4 
TGrAL 27 9.4 

Adult Programs 

Variety S,howe 13 4.5 
Western and Adventure Shows 30 10.5 
Crime, . Mystery, Adventure Show 37 12.9 
Varied Drama 21 7.4 
Drama Serials 14 4.9 
Religfoue Shows 18 6 . .3 
Quiz, Contest, and Panel Shows 21 7.4 
Women's Snows 2 0.7 
Human.Interest Shows 7 2.4 
Sports Shows 11 3.5 
News and Inf'ormation S,hows ..lL 14.0 
TOTAL 213 74.5 

Teen Age Programs 2 0.7 
TOTAL 2 0.7 

TOI'!L 286 100.0 
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A contrast can be seen in regard to the viewing practices of the 

four main types of programs o Table VI shows that over half' of the 

responses for children's programs were positive responses (regularly, 

frequently, or occasionally). Over 40 percent of the responses for 

family programs were positive. The responses to adult programs and 

teen age programs were much lower with only 12 percent and 8.3 percent 

. of the responses being positive. 

Frequency 
of Viewing 

Regularly 

Frequently 

Occasionally 

TorAL PCSITIV,E 

Seldom 

Never 

TOTAL NEGATIVE 

TOTAL 

TABLE VI 

POSITIVE AND NEGATIVE RESPONSES FOR THE FOUR 
MAIN TYPES OF PROGRAMS 

Children's .Family Adult 
:No, ''.!, .,}lo, /' % r c. No, j' ' ,l ·~·· , 

553 26.2 192 14.S 293 2.9 

.309 14':6 136 10 • .5 272 , 2.7 

350 16.6 199 15,4 655 6,4 

1212 57.4 527 40.7 1220 12.0 

180 805 130 10.0 678 6.6 

720 34,1 639 49,3 8326 81,4 

900 [i2.6 769 59.3 9004 88.0 

·2112·100;0 1296 100.0 ·. 10224 100 .o 

Teen Age 
No, I 

2 2.1 

l 1.0 

5 5.2 

8 8.3 

10 10.4 

78 81,3 

88 91.7 

96 100.0 

Table VII shows that children's comedy type programs received the 

highest percentage (73.7) of the positive responses (regularly, frequently, 

and occasionally) for any specific program type. It should be noted, 

however, that both children's cartoon shows and children's variety shows 

had higher percentages of ttregularlytt responses than did children's 
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TABLE VII 

FREQUENCY OF VIEWING VARIOUS TYPES OF PROGRAMS 

48 Subjects 286 Programs 

Type of Noo Total Total 
Program Pro, Reg 8 Fre, Occ., Positive Sel, Neve Negativ·e 

Children's 

Variety 6 3106 1908 12o5 6Jo9 6 .. 9 29 0 2 36.1 

Western 9 14o.3 10.,9 24 .. 8 ;o.o 14ol .35 .. 9 ;o.o 

Information 2 .3.1 17o7 20.8 18.,8 60o4 79o2 

Stories .3 9.0 7.7 11.8 28.5 9.7 61.8 71.5 

Comedy .3 29.9 25.7 18.1 73.7 6.2 20.1 26.3 

Drama 2 16.7 24.0 26 .. 0 66.7 9.3 24.,0 33.3 

Cartoons 12 .35.9 14.4 1.3.4 63.7 5.4 .30 .. 9 .36 • .3 

Family 27 14.S 10.5 15.4 40.7 10.0 49o'J 59.3 

Adult 

Variety 1.3 5.9 4.2 15.7 25.8 11.5 62.7 74.,2 

Western .30 8.6 7.1 12.9 2806 11.5 59.9 71.4 

Crime 37 .3.0 2.4 6.5 11.9 s.; 79,6 89.1 

Varied Drama 21 0.7 l .. 4 .3 .1 5.,2 4"1 90.7 94.8 

Drama Serials 14 1 • .3 2.,4 .3 .o 6.7 8.9 84.L~ 9.3o3 

Religion 18 0.2 0.5 0.7 Oa2 99.1 99: • .3 

Contests 21 2.6 3.2 7c4 1.3.2 7..9 78.9 86.8 

Women's 2 6.2 1.3.5 16.7 36 .. 4 4.2 59.4 63.6 

Human Interest 7 1.5 2o7 3o9 801 JoB 88.1 91e9 

News 39 lol 0.,8 4o0 5o9 4ol 90oQ 94.1 

Sports 11 006 Oa6 4.1 5o3 2 0:3 92o4 94.7 

Im Age 2 2.1 loO 5.2 803 10.4 81.3 9lo7 
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comedy shows. Approximately 99 percent of the responses for religious 

shows were 11 never11 o Approximately 80 percent of the responses for crime, 

mystery, and adventure programs were responses of "never"@ 

The ranking of the various types of programs (Table VIII) according 

to their mean frequency scores placed five of the various types of 

children's programs at the top of the list with family programs ranking 

sixtho The top adult program which ranked seventh, was the women's type 

program with adult western and adventu::re programs ranking eighth 0 Adult 

crime ranked thirteenth in f'reque:rwy of viewing with adult religious shCM s 

ranking lowest in frequency of viewing as reported by this group of 

mothers. 

TABLE VIII 

VARIOUS TYPES OF PROGRAMS RANKED ACCORDING TO 
RELATIVE FREQUENCY OF VIEWING 

Number of Frequency Percent 
Type of Program P.r og:r a.ms Score Positive 

Children's Comedy 3 53.8 73 .• 7 
Children's Cartoons 19 39o9 63.,7 
Children's Variety 6 39o3 63.9 
Children's Drama 2 32.0 6607 
Children's Westerns 9 1 .. 8 50o0 
Family Programs 2? =13.5 40.7 
Ad:ul t Women's 2 -29.0 .36.4 
Adult Westerns 30 =.3708 28.6 
Children's Stories 3 -38.3 28.5 
Adult Variety 13 =45.5 2508 
Children's Information 2 =55 .. 5 20.8 
Adult Contests 21 =69.4 13.2 
Adult Crime 37 =70 .. 7 llo9 
Teen Age Programs 2 =76,.5 8.,3 
Adult Serials 14 -7907 6.7 
Adult Human Interest 7 =79.7 8.,1 
Adult News 39 =84.2 5 .. 9 
Adult Varied Drama 21 -85 .. 2 5 .. 2 
Adult Sports 11 =86.,3 5.3 
Adult Religion 18 =94.8 0,,7 

Percent 
Negative 

26 • .3 
36,..3 
.36ol 
33 o.3 
50 .. 0 
59 .. 3 
63.,6 
71.4 
7la5 
74 .. 2 .·, 
79,,2 
86.,8 
89.l 
91 .. 7 
93 .. 3 
91.,9 
94 .. 1 
84.,8 
94 .. 7 
99,,3 
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TABLE IX 

RESPONSES FOR VIEWING OF SPECIALS AND SPECTACUIJI.RS 

53 Programs 48 Children 

Name of Program Ye§ - No Don't Knq\: 

Toirrnamerit of Roses Parade 40 8 
Peter Pan .34 1.3 1 
Wizard of Oz 34 14 
Coming or Chri~t 12 34 2 
Bob · Hope (1=11-61:) 12 34 2 
Harvey 10 35 3 
Bob Hope (12-12=60) 9 .34 5 
Orange Bowl 9 39 
Young People's Concert 9 39 
Winter Night (Sounds of Christmas) 8 37 3 
Enchanted Christmas Tree 8 37 3 
Rose Bowl 8 40 
Rose Bowl Preview '7 39 2 
Cotton Bowl 7 41 
Sugar Bowl 6 40 2 
Orange Bowl Regatta 6 41 1 
Tribute to a Patriot 6 41 1 
Christmas Startime 5 39 4 
Christmas at Big Nine 5 40 3 
Blue Grey Football 5 43 
Victory at Sea 4 42- 2 
A Star Shall Rise 4 43 1 
Senior Bowl 4 4.3 1 
Playoff Bowl 4 44 
Liberty Bowl 3 43 2 
Sports Highlights of 1960 3 4.3 2 
Gator Bowl 3 43 2 
Golden Child 3 44 l 
Blubonnet Bowl 3 44 1 
East West Shrine Game 3 45 
AFL Championship 3 45 
Will to Victory 3 45 
New Year's Night 3 45 
The Twisted Cross 3 45 
o•conner•s Ocean 2 44 2 
The Gift . .Song 2 44 2 
Great Holiday Massacre 2 44 2 
Years of Crisis 2 44 2 
Projection 161 2 45 .1 
Night People 2 45 l 
Amahl and the Night Visitors 2 45 l 
The Joyful Hour 2 45 1 
College Basketball 2 46 
Deseret 2 46 



TABLE IX (continued) 

Name of Program Yea No Don't Know 

A Mid-Winter Night's Dream 2 46 
Christmas Carols l 44 3 
Meet the New Senators l 45 2 
Sit-In (NBC White Paper) l 46 1 
Inventoryj 60 1 47 
Red Roses in December 46 2 
Spirit of Channukah 46 2 
The Renegade 47 1 
Church Service 48 

Specials~ Spectaculars, The responses of the children's viewing 

pr~tices of the specials and the spectaculars"Were analyzed in terms of 

the total number of children who actually viewed each programo These 

specials and spectaculars were then ranked, as shown in Table IX, accord-

ing to the number of children who viewed themo 

Three programs were viewed by over half of the children in this 

investigationo The "Tournament of Roses Parade" was the most viewed 

special program with forty of the forty-eight children actually viewing 

ito "Peter Pan" and "The Wizard of O!z" ranked next with thirty-four of 
. ' i 

the forty-eight children viewing each of theseo Only one of the fifty-

three special and spectacular programs listed was,.,.defini tely not viewed 
;, ! 

by any of the child.reno Four of the programs had no "Yes" responses. 

(Table IX) 

A summary of the findings related to this first objective will be 

found in Chapter Vo 
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Reasons for Viewing and Not Viewing 

The second purpose of this investigation was to determine the reasons 

for children viewing or not viewing the various types of programs 0 The 

reader may recall that ten reasons for viewing television and nine reasons 

for not viewing television were listed on cards as guides for mothers to 

use in making their responses. (Appendix A) The mothers could give 

responses other than those reasons listed on the cards., and these other 

reasons were written in by the investigator. (Appendix F) 

To aid in interpretation of the data the investigator combined the 

reasons for viewing into three general classifications and the reasons 

for not viewing into four general classifications. (Appendix F) 

Analysis cf the data related to the reasons for viewing and not 

viewing the various types of programs can be divided into four main 

e.reasi (1) reasons for viewing regularly., frequently., occasionally., 

seldom., and never; (2) reasons for viewing and not viewing the top 

thirty most frequently viewed programs; (3) reasons for viewing and 

not viewing the various types of programs; and (4) number of mothers 

using each of the reasons. 

Ream;ms for Viewing R~arj._y~ Irrequentlx, Occasicnallx., S',eldom., 

~ ~. Table X shows that 58.5 percent of the reasons fer viewing 

nregularly" were that the "child likes to watch the program". Approxi

mately 53 percent of the reasons for viewing v1frequentlyi1 were that 

"the child likes to watch the progra:mv1 • As the viewing frequency 

increased., the child tended more to view programs because he liked them. 

As the frequency of viewing decreased the child tended to view more 

because other family members liked the program or for other reasons than 



that he liked the program. 

Table X further shows that 20o5 percent or the reasons for occasion-

ally viewing television programs were~ (1) the television is on at this 

time and this is the best program available; and (2) the child has nothing 

else to do. The reasons reported for viewing became more varied as the 

viewing frequency decreasedo Of' those programs viewed occasionally, 

approximately .34 percent were viewed because the child or the family 

liked the program, 34 percent because other family members liked tc 

watch the programSI and 32 percent fer other reasonso 

TABLE X 

REASONS FOR VIEWING REGULARLY si FREQUENTLY si AND 
OCCASIONALLY REPORTED BY PERCENTAGES 

48 Mothers 2965 Responses 

Regularly Frequently 
Reas.ens for ViewinJs No, % No. % 

Ao Child er family likes the 
program. 926 89o0 485 67.7 

1. Family likes the program. 318 .30.5 1CJ7 14.9 
2. Child likes the program. 608 58.5 .379 52.8 

B. Other family members like 
the program. 111 10.7 151 21.0 

3o Parents like the programo 71 6.9 8.3 1L5 
4. Siblings like the program. 40 J.8 68 9.5 

c. other reasonsa 3 0 • .3 81 11.J 

5. Parents encourage. 2 0.2 .3 0.4 
6. Habito 1 Ool 5 0.7 
7. Best program at the timeo .30 4.2 
8. If show is liked. 22 .3 .1 
9. If nothing else to do. 18 2.5 

10. other reasons. 3 0 .. 4 

TOTAL 1040 100.0 718 100.0 

Occasionally 
No. % 

408 33o7 

112 9.2 
296 24o5 

41; 34 • .3 

2/v2 20.0 
17.3 14 • .3 

386 .32.0 

14 1 .. 2 
16 1 • .3 

119 9 .. 9 
96 7,.9 

128 1006 
13 1.1 

1209 100.0 
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TABLE II 

· REASONS FOR POSITIVE RESPONSES OF VIEWING FREQUENCY 

48 Mothers 2965 Responses 

Positive Responses 
Reasons for Viewing Number Percent 

I 

A. Child or family likes to watch 
the program. 

1. Family likes to watch the program. 
2. Child likes to watch the program. 

B. Other family members like to watch 
the program. 

3. Parents like the progTam. 
4. Siblings ·like the program. 

c. other reasons. 

1820 

537 
128.3 

677 

396 
281 

470 

5. Parents encourage child to view. 19 
6. Child or family has a habit. 22 
7. Best program available at the time. 149 
8. Watched it show is liked. 118 
9. Watched it child has nothing else to do.146 

10. other reasons. · 16 

· · TOTAL 29fn 

22.8 

13.4 
9.4 

15.8 

o.6 
0.7 
;.o 
4.0 
4.9 
o.6 

100.0 
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Table XI reveals that 61.4 percent or all reasons given for children 

viewing television were either the child or the family (including the 

child) like the program. Forty-three percent of the reasons were 

speci:f'ically: V'lthe child likes to watch the program." 

The percent ot responses for viewing television seldom and never 

(Table XII) were distributed mainly among three reasons~ (l) the child 

is in bed; (2) the child is engaged in other activities; and (3) the 

child watches another program. 

Table III shows that approximately 32 percent of the responses 

ot "never'' that were reported were that "the child is i:n beda 11 Yet, 
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only approximately 9 percent of the reasons for viewing "seldom" were 

because the "child is in bed." 

Table XII further reveals that 13.8 percent of the reasons for 

viewing "seldom" were because of negative feelings toward the program, 

and 6.1 percent or the reasons tor the child "never" viewing were 

because of these negative feelings. 

TABLE XII 

REASONS FOR VIEWING SELD0M AND NEVER 

10,761 Negative Responses 

Seldom Never 
Reasons for Bot Viewing Ny.p1ber Percent Number Percent 

A. Child is doing something else. 531 53.2 6995 71.7 

l. Child is in bed. 86 8.6 3071 31.5 
2. Ghild 1s 1 mealtime. 43 4.3 199 2.0 
3. Child.is engaged in other activities. 402 40.3 3'725 38.2 

B. Child watches another program. 288 28.9 1538 15.8 

4; C.hild ·watches another program. 288 28~9 1538 15.8 

c. .Negative feelings toward the program .. 138 13 .. 8 596 6.1 

5. Child does not like the program. 63 6.3 205 2.1 
6 .. ,Family does not like the program. 51 5.1 217 2.2 
7. .Parents discourage child from viewing. 24 2.4 174 1.8 

l>. .Other reasons. 41 4.1 634 6.4 

8. Child isn't familiar with program. 29 2.9 lJ37 4.9 
9. .other reasons .. .12 1.,2 147 1.5 

TO!'AL ~8 100.0 2.Z6,2. 100.0 



TABLE XIII 

REASONS FOR IEGATIW:RFSP.ONSF.S OF, I l' 

VImING FREQUENCY 

10,761 Negative Responses 

Negative Responses 
Reasons for lot Viewing 

A.. Child is doing sometlµ.ng else. 

1 •. Child is in bed. 
2. Child's mealtime. 
3 • . Child is engaged in other activities. 

B •. Child watches another program. 

4. Child watches another program. 

C. legati ve feelings toward the program. 

5. Child does not like the program. 
6. Family does not like the program. 

. 7.. ,a.rents discourage child from viewing 
the program .. 

D, other reasons. 

8 0 Child isn't familiar with the program. 
· 9. other reasons. 

TOTAL 

Number Percent 

7526 69.8 

3157 29.3 
242 2.2 

4127 38.3 

1826 17.0 

1826 17.0 

734 6.9 

268 2.5 
268 2.5 

198 1.9 

675 6 • .3 

516 4.8 
159 1.5 

10761 · 100.0 

Table XIII reveals that 69.8 percent or the reasons given ror 

children not viewing television were that they were doing something 

else. Approximately seven percent or the reasons were because ot 

. negative f'eelings toward the programs. 

Ism Thirty: Programs. Table XIV shows that 80 percent of the 

reasons for viewing the top thirty programs were that the child or the 

whole family liked the program. 
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TABLE XIV 

REASONS FOR VIEWING THE TOP THIBTY MOST 
FREQUENTLY VIEWED PROGRAMS 

Reasons for Viewj.ng 

Ao Child or family likes the programa 

1. Family likes the program. 
2 0 Child likes the programo 

B. Other family members like the program .. 

3. Parents like the p:rogramo 
4. Siblings like the programo 

C. Other reasons o. 

Positive Responses 
N1E1~r Percent 

120 
753 

137 

29 
108 

81 

80,.0 

lLO 
69.0 

12.6 

2 .. 7 
9.9 

7 .. 4 

5. Parents encourage child to view program. 3 0.3 
6. Child o:r family has a habit of' viewing program .. 5 o .. ; 
7o Best program available at the time. 18 1.,7 
So Program is watched if show is liked.· 17 1 .. 4 
9. Program watched if child has nothing else 

to do. .31 208 
10. other reasons. 7 0.7 

1091 100.0 

Table XV reveals that 45.3 percent of the reasons for not viewing 

46 

the most frequently viewed programs were because of other activities, 

and that 33.8 percent of the reasons for not viewing were that the child 

was viewing another program. 



TABLE XV 

REASONS FOR NOT VIEWING TEE TOP THIRTY 
MOST FREQUENTLY VIEWED PROGRJ\.MS 

Negative Responses 
Reasons for Not Viewi)'.lg Number Percent 

A 0 Child is doing something else., 158 45o3· 

lo Child is in bedo 26 7 .5 
2. Child's mealtime. 15 4 .. .3 
3. Child is engaged ~n other activitieso 117 33 .. 5 

B. Child wat~hes another programc 118 33.8 

4,, Child watches another program. 118 3308 

c .. Negative feelings toward the program. 32 9.2 

5. Child does not like the program. 8 2.3 
60 Family does not like the program. 6 1.,7 
7o Parents dis~ourage child from viewing 

the program., 18 5o2 

D. other reasons. 41 1.1.7 

80 Child isn't familiar with the program. 21 600 
9. ·other reasons o 20 5.7 

TOTAL 349 100,.0 
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Various ~ of Programs. The reasons reported f.'or viewing the 

four main types of programs (children°s programs, family programs, adult 

programs 9 and teen-age programs) are presented in Table XVI. 

The reader will recall that there were 44 children° s prog.rG.ms, 2'7 :fam= 

ily programs, 213 adult programs, and wo teen age programs available for 

The reason most often reported for children's programs and family 

programs was~ 11 the child likes to watch the program. 11 (Table XVI) The 

reasons most often reported for children viewing adult programs wereg 

(1) the parents like to watch the program, and (2) the whole family likes 



to watch the program.. (Table XVI) 

Table XVI shows that approximately' 80 percent or the: reasons for 

children viewing children's programs were that either the child or the 

family liked to watch the programs. Approximately 70 percent or the 

reasons for viewing family programs were that the child or the :t"amil.Jr . 

liked the programs. Only 38 percent or the responses for children 

viewing adult programs were that the child or family liked to watch the 

programs. The same 38 percent of responses for viewing adult programs 

were f.or: other f'amily members like to watch the program. Twenty-five 

percent of the responses for children viewing adult programs were for 

other reasons. 

TABLE XVI 

REASONS FOR VIEWING THE FOUR MAIN TYPES OF PROGRAMS 

Children's - 1212 Responses 
Family - 527 Responses 

Adult - 1220 Responses 
Teen - 8 Responses 

Percent or Positive Reasons 
Reasons for Viewing 

A. Child or family likes program. 

1. Family likes the program. 
2. Child likes the pl".ogram. ., 

Child Family; Adult Teen 

79.4 

4.9 
74.5 

69.9 

31.9 
38.o 

37.9 50.0 

24.2 12.5 
13 .. 7 37.5 

B. Other family members like program.10.7 17.1 38.3 37.5 

:J. Parents like program. 
4. Siblings like program. 

C. other reasons .. 

5. Parents encO"Qrage child to 
view program. · 

6. Child or family' has a habit 
of viewing program. 

7. ,Best program available at time. 
8 .. Watched if' show is liked. 
9. Watched if child has nothing 

else to do. 
10. other reasons. 

TOTAL 

o.6 
10.1 

9.9 

o.; 

0.2 
2.4 
2.2 

3.7 
0.9 

100.0 

7.4 29.,) 12.5 
9.7 9.0 2;.o 

13.0 23.8 12.5 

0.9 0.7· 

1.1 1.2 
4.7 s.o 12.5 
2.5 6.6 

3.2 7.0 
o.6 0 • .3 

100.0 100.0 100.0 



TABLE XVII 

REASONS- FOR Nor VIEWING THE FOUR MAIN TYPES OF PROGRAMS 

Children's - 2112 Responses 
Family - 1296 Responses 

Adult - 10224 Responses 
Teen - 96 Responses 

Percent of Negative Rea.sons · 
Reasons for Not Viewing Child Famil_y Adult Teen 

A. Child is doing something elseo 49.9 

1. Child is in bed. 5.5 
2. Child's mealtime. 4.2 
3. Child is engaged in other 

aetivitieso 40.2 

B. Child watehes another program. 33.7 

4. Child watches another program. 33.7 

C. Negative feelings toward program. 5.3 

5. Child does not like program. 2.5 
6. Family does not like programo 0.6 
7. Parents discourage child from 

viewing program. 2o2 

D. other reasons. 

8. Child isn't familiar with 
program. 

9. Other reasonso 

TOTAL 
rm:rc~ 

llol 

100.0 

26.9 

7.6 

2.2 
5 .. 2 

806 

100.0 

73.3 

32.4 
2.1 

14.3 

14.3 

5.6 

4..'.3 
1.3 

7 .. 9 

4.6 

Reasons f'or not viewing televis:i.on are presented in. Table XVII. 

Approximately fiYe percent of the reasons reported for :not viewing 

children's programs were because of negative feelings toward the pro-

gramso Approximately eight percent o~ the reasons reported for not 

viewing family programs were because of negative feelings toward the 

programs 0 Approximately seven percent of the reasons for not viewing 

adult programs were because of negative .feelings .. 

49 

S'.eventy=three percent of the reasons reported by mothers for their 

children not viewing adult programs were because the child was doing 
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something else. 

Table XVII reveals that approximately half of the reasons for not 

viewing children's programs were because the child was doing something 

elseo One third of the responses were that the child viewed another 

program at that timeo 

There were only two teei( age programs presented for viewing in 

this area, which limited the responses to only 960 This included responses 

of both viewing and not viewingo Eighty=eight of these responses were 

negative, leaving only eight as positive responseso Percentages in this 

program type were based on too limited response to warrant interpreta-

tion~ but they are presented in Tables XVI and XVIIo 

TABIE XVIII 

REASONS FOR VIEWING THE TWENTY TYPES OF PROGRAMS 

· (Ranked According to Frequency Scores) 
· (Percentages) 

Number of Frequency Child Likes Others Like other 
Type of PrograJ"P. ~ Programs 8core Program Program _Reasons 

Children's Comedy 3 
Childrenvs Cartoon 19 
Children's Variety 6 
Children's Drama 2 
Children~s Western 9 
Family Programs 27 
Adult Women vs · 2 
Adult Western. .30 
Children's Story 3 
Adult Variety 13 
Children's Information 2 
Adult Contest 21 
Adult.Crime 37 
Teen Age Programs 2 
Adult Serial 14 
Adult Human Interest 7 
Adult News 39 
Adult Varied Drama 21 
Adult Sports 11 
Adult Religion 18 

5308 
J9o9 
39o.3 
32o0 
1~8 

=13.5 
=29o0 
-37,.8 
=3Bo3 
-4505 
=55o.3 
=69.I+ 
=70.7 
=76.5 
=79,,7 
=79.7 
=81~.2 
=85o2 
=86.3 
=94,.8 

7lo6 
87 o5 
8408 
;6.3 
67 .6 
69o9 
25o7 
51.8 
80.5 
4406 
25o0 
3406 
.38,,6 
50.0 
4.4 

40,,7 
9.1 

23.5 
17 .. 8 
.33.3 

20.2 
6.,5 
8.2 
3 .. 1 

20.9 
17 .. 1 
51.4 
33.0 
7.3 

29.5 
~.5,,0 
28.6 
38.6 
37 .5 
77,.8 
26.,0 
60,.9 
27 .5 
64,.3 
50o0 

8.2 
6.0 
7.0 

4006 
1L5 
13.0 
22.9 
15o2 
12 0 2 
25.9 
.30.,0 
3608 
22.8 
12.5 
17.8 
3Jo.3 
30.0 
51.1 
17o9 
16o7 
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Table XVIII presents all twenty types of programs and the reasons 

for children viewing them in percentageso Mothers' responses to reasons 

for their children viewing the various types of children's programs 

(variety, western, information9 stories~ comedy, drama, and cartoons) 

indicate that these programs were viewed usually because the child liked 

them ... 

The types of programs are presented in Tables XVIII and XIX according 

to their frequency scores because the percentages are more meaningful when 

they are interpreted in relation to the frequency with which the programs 

were viewed. 

T.ABLE XIX 

BEASONS FOR NOT VIEWING THE TWEJI.TTY TYPES OF PROGRAMS 
(Ranked According to Frequency Scores) 

(Percentages) 

Number of Other Another Negative Other 
Type or Program Izom:ams Activities Program Feelings Reasons 

Children's Comedy .3 64o.3 2lo4 10.0 4o.3 
Children~s Cartoon 19 5.3 .. 2 .32o0 10o9 1.3 .. 9 
Children's Variety 6 51o9 3.3o7 4.8 9.6 
Children's Drama 2 28 .. 1 37 .. 5 1506 18.8 
Children's Western 30 45.4 34 .. 7 9 .. 7 10 .. 2 
Family Programs 27 56o9 26 .. 9 706 806 
Adult Women •a 2 55 .. 7 29o5 802 606 
Adult Western .30 52o9 25 .. 7 13o7 7.7 
Children's Story 3. 58 .. 3 32o0 2.9 6 .. 8 
Adult Variety 1.3 82 .. 4 1808 4a9 .3.,9 
Children's Information 2 30o3 50o0 6 .. 6 13ol 
Adult Contests 21 69o0 20.,2 5ol 5o7 
Adult Crime 37 59a5 2L5 1L7 7 /3 
Teen Age 2 64.,8 22o7 7o9 4,.6 
Adult Serials 14 7608 602 9 .. 4 7 .. 6 
Adult Branan Interest 7 88 .. 0 708 1..6 206 
Adult News 39 8L8 805 4 .. 7 5.,0 
Adult Varied Drama 21 80o7 13 .. 0 2o7 J,.7 
Adult Sports 11 82 .. 4 4.,0 8.,0 506 
Adult Religion 18 89 .. 9 5 .. 4 1 .. 2 3.5 



TABLE XX: 

NUMBER OF MOTHERS USING EACH OF THE POSITIVE REASONS 

(48 Mothers) 

Reasons for Viewing 
0

_ 

Number of 
Mothers 

1., The whole family likes to watch the program. 44 
2 o The child likes to watch the programo 47 
3 o The parents like to watch the programo 43 
4o The childrs brothers and/or sisters like to watch 

the programo 32 
5o The parents encourage the child to watch the programo 11 
60 The child or family has a habit of viewing the 

~~am. ll 
7. The television is on at this time and this is the 

best program available p 34 
8 0 The program is watched if the particular show is liked. 32 
9o The program is watched if the child has nothing 

else to do. 33 
lOo Other reasons. 8 

The tabulations of mothersr responses in Table XX indicate that 

of the forty-eight mothers only one did not report that her child 

watched any program because he liked ito 

Most of the mothers reported that the child viewed some programs 

either because he or the family liked the programs~ 

Thirty-three of the mothers reported that the child watched some 

programs because he had nothing else to doo 

Even though opportunity was provided for mothers to give other 

reasons than those listed on the c:ards 9 only eight added reasons for 

their children viewing the 286 programs o (.Appendix F) 

All forty-eight mothers, as indicated in Table XXI, reported that 

their children seldom or never viewed some programs because they were 

in bed, engaged in other activitiesp or watched another prog;ramo 
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Thirty mothers reported that mealtime would be a reason for the 

child not viewing some program.so 

Thirty mothers reported that the parents discouraged the child from 

viewing some of the programEi o 

Only eight mothers responded with any other reasons .tor their 

children not viewing television than those listed on the cardso 

(Appendix F) 

TABLE XXI 

NUMBER OF MOTHERS USING EACH OF THE NEGATIVE REASONS 
' (48 Mothers) 

Number of 
Reasons for Not Viewing Mothers 

lo .The child is in bed at this timeo 48 
2 a . 'l'his program is on during the child vs mealtime. 30 
3 • . The child is engaged in other activitieso 48 
4o · The child watches another program at this timeo 48 
5o .The child does not like to watch this program. 34 
6. The family does not like to watch this programo 28 
7 a .The parents discourage the child from viewing this 

program. 30 
80 The child has never watched this program - he isn't. 

familiar with ito 27 
9. other reasons. 8 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, FINDINGS, AND IMPLICATIONS 

This investigation was concerned with the problem of ascertaining 

the television viewing practices of four and young five year old children • 

. The need for this investigation has been supported by the recom

mendations of persons engaged in research on the television viewing 

practices of older children, and by groups such as the United States 

Senate Subcommittee (14) which was concerned with the influences of 

television viewing on children in relation to juvenile delinquency • 

. The two general overall purposes of this investigation were~ 

(1) to determine the relative frequency with which the various types 

of television programs were viewed by four and young five year old 

children; and (2) to determine the reasons stated for children viewing 

or not viewing the various types or television programs • 

. The design of the investigation was based on the assumptions that 

four and young five year old children watch television, and that mothers 

are aware of the aativities of their children and can report them 

accuratelyo 

The forty-eight subjects were selected at random equally from four 

socioeconomic areas of a midwestern university city of 24,000 population. 

The subjects, consisting of twenty=tln-ee boys and twenty-five girls, 

ranged in ages from four years to five years one month. 

54 



55 

The mothers of the forty-eight children were asked to respond to an 

interview schedule which was administered by the investigatoro Each 

mother indicated her child's frequency of viewing each television program 

and the reason for the child viewing or not viewing each program of the 

three Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, television channelso 

Findings 

The findings of this investigation which were to determine the 

relative frequency with which the various types of programs were viewed 

by four and young five year old children are as follows s 

(1) No program or program type was consistently viewed by all of 

the children in the investigation. An example of this was that the most 

frequently viewed program, 91Matty1 s Funday Funnies," was never viewed 

by four children. 

(2) Twenty-two percent of all of the responses for frequency of 

viewing were for ••regularly'!, "frequently", and "occasionally''. Seventy

one percent of the responses for all programs were responses of "never". 

The remaining seven percent were responses of "seldom". Thirty=nine 

of the 286 programs were never viewed by any of the children. 

(3) The top thirty most frequently viewed programs consisted of 

twenty-three ohildrenvs programs 1 five family programs., and two adult 

programs. The first thirteen ranking programs were children vs programs 

and the first six ranking programs, according to viewing frequency., were 

children•s cartoon shows. 

(4) Seventy=five percent of all programs in this investigation 

were adult programso Fifteen percent of all programs in this investi

gation were classified as children's programs. 
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(5) Eighty percent of the responses for frequency of viewtng crime 1 

mystery, and adventure programs were responses of nnever" .. 

( 6) The top ranking type of program was children ts comedy, with 

children's cartoons, children's variety, children's drama, and children's 

westerns ranking in this order. Family programs were ranked sixth. 

Adult women's programs and adult westerns ranked seventh and eighth in 

frequency of viewing as reported by the mothers. Adult crime programs 

ranked thirteenth in frequency of viewing in the twenty types or programs@ 

The most viewed crime program in this investigation (11Surfside Six") ranked 

only fifty-fourth in relation to all television programs. (Appendix B) 

(7) Specials and spectaculars were not regularly viewed by the 

children in this investigationo The "Tournament of. Roses Parade'', 

"Peter Pan", and "The Wizard of Oz" were the only special and spectacu

lar programs viewed by more than half of the subjects., 

The findings of this investigat.ion which determine the reasons for 

children viewing or not viewing the various types of programs are as 

follows:: 

(1) As the child's frequency of viewing increased, there was also 

an increase in percentage of responses that indicated that the child 

liked to watch the programs. As the frequency of viewing decreased, the 

reasons for viewing became varied. 

(2) There were three reasons given for the child not viewing tele= 

vision:i (1) the child is in bed; (2) the child is engaged in other 

activities; and (3) the child is watching another program. Approximately 

seven percent of the reasons for not viewing television were:: (1) the 

child does not like to watch the program; (2) the family does not like 

to watch the program, and (3) the parents dis~ourage the child from 



viewing the programo 

(3) Eighty percent of the reasons for viewing the top thirty most 

frequently viewed programs were that the child: or the whole family 

liked the program. 

(4) The reason most often reported for viewing children's programs 

and family programs was that the child liked to watch the program. The 

reasons most often reported for children viewing adult programs were that 

the parents liked to watch.the program or that the whole family liked to 

watch the program. 

(5) Seventy-three percent of the responses by mothers for children 

not viewing adult program wa~ the reason:i the child is doing something 

else. 

(6) No one reason for viewing was given by all forty-eight mothers. 

Three cf the reasons for not viewing were given by all forty-eight 

mothers for their children not viewing television. These three reasons 

were: (l) the child is in bed; (2) the child is engaged in other 

activities; and (3) the child is watching another program. 

(7) Thirty mothers indicated that mealtime was sometimes a reason. 

for the child not viewing television. 

(8) Only eight mothers added any positive reasons other than these 

listed on the cards for their children viewing television, and cni,. 

eight mothers added any reasons for their children not viewing television 

other than those reasons listed on the cardso 

Implications 

Young children are watching programs that a.re planned and designed 

for the child audience and they are watching these programs because they 



like to watch them. 

The children in this investigation are not watching crime and 

violence programs which may indicate parental guidance or even that four 

and young five year old children are not interested in this type of 

program. 

The programs consistently viewed in the evening were early evening 

programsv (Appendix E) There was no evidence that these children stayed 

up to watch television beyond a reasonable bedtime. 

There were very few negative feelings reported toward children's 

television viewing. This may reflect good relationships among family 

members in regard to television viewing~ or that the interests of four 

and young five year old children are such that no negative feelings 

were aroused. 

There was some evidence that the presence of interesting activities 

other than television viewing had an influence on the frequency of child

ren's television'viewing. Children viewed some television programs 

because they had nothing else to do and they did not view many programs 

because they were engaged in other activities. 

Weaknesses of this Investigation 

There are weaknesses in this investigation which prohibit ge:nerali= 

zations from being made8 

(1) The sample was small al though the investigator employed 

sound procedures for the selecrtion of the snbjeQts o 

(2) Research in the field of human development often employs 

retrospective meas'l.ll"es since sometimes this is the best method availablea 



The investigator realizes that the mothers' reports may not always 

reflect accurately the viewing practices of their children. 

(3) The interview schedule was long and complicated; however, 
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the mothers did not complain, and some remarked that they enjoyed it. 

(4) The results for one midwestern university city can not be 

generalized to all populations. This sample was representative of this 

city, but not a true parameter. 

Recommendations 

There is a broad field of opportunity for research in all areas 

of telecommunications. The following suggestions can be made on the 

basis of the findings of this investigationj 

(1) Longitudinal studies are needed to obtain information on the 

changes in viewing practices at different age levels. It would be 

interesting to· see this same investigation repeated on these subjects 

when they are older. 

(2 ) Research needs to be conducted to determine ways in which 

parents can encourage the positive values of television in their child

ren's television viewing. 

(3) llesearch is needed to determine the influence of television 

on the young child. 

(4) The findings from other research in which the sample was more 

representative could be correlated with the findings of this investigation 

to add to the needed knowledge concerning television viewing practices of 

four and young five year old children. 
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Face Sheet 

Child's Name _____________ Age _____ Birth Date ____ _ 

Mother's Name __ ~~~-----~~~~~-Oecupation _____ ~~--~~~~-

Father1s Name Occupation.~~~~~--~--~

Other Family Members i 

Name Age Relationship to Child 

Address ____ ~~--~--~~~~------~~~~~Ph.one ..... ~~-----..~-

Number of television sets in the home 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

In what rooms'? 
~~--~~~~~~~~~~~------~~--~~~-

Does the child have a television set of his own? 
~~~~~~~~-

Is the child engaged in any regular activities (private lessons, nursery 

school, etcetera) which wculd limit his television viewing?~~~

.At what times? 
~~~~~~~--~~~~~~--~~~~~~---
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Sample of Checksheet Form 

A B C D E A B C D E A B C D E A B C D E Yes No DK 
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Sample of Program Listing Cards 

CARD 1* C.ARD IV* 

Monday - Friday Evenings Sunday, (Continued) 

61JOn1 Riverboat (4) tl.0:00 Now Showing 
r?:30 Tales of Wells Fargo 0..1(30 Cartoons -
8:00 Klondike 12:30 Oklahoma Bowline: 
8:30 Dante 1:30 Movie 
9:00 Barbara Stanwyck 4:00 Celebrit:v Golf' 
19:30 Dangerous Robin 5:00 Meet the Press -
6:30t Laramie 5:'30 · People Are Funnv 
7:30 Alfred Hitchcock 6:00 Shirley Temple -
8:00 Thriller 7~00 National Velvet 
6:JOW' Wagon Train 7:.30 Tab Hunter 
7:30 Price Is Rie:ht 8:00 Chew Show 
~:00 Perry Como 9:00 Loretta Young 
:,:oo Peter Loves Mary 9:30 This Is Your Life -
~=~o· Sea Hunt 10830 Movie 
6130t Outlaws 9:30 Oral Roberts (5} 
7:30 u. s. Marshall 10,00 Christian Science 
8::00 1 Bachelor Father 10::15 Ain"ioulture on Parade 
8:30 Tennessee Ernie Ford 11 il '5 Movie 
19:00 Coronado 9 12::30 Countrv Parson 
~:30 Death Valley Da:vs lsOO Calvary Temple 
6::30:f' Dan Raven 1:30 Lifeline 
7:'30 Sheriff of.Cochise 2::00 Men with a Mission 
8:00 Telephone Hour 2i30 Thfs Is the Life 
9:00 'Tombstone Territorv ,2:iOO Cham~ionshi~ Bridge 
9:30 Manhunt 1s'30 Hawk eve 
6-:30m Cheyenne (5) l_gOQ Paul Winchell 
7:'30 Surf Side 6:, 4l:30 Rockv and His Friends 
8:30 Adventures'in Paradise '5i00 Funday Funnies 
9:30 Peter Gunn 5::30 Walt Disney 
6:30t Bui;,:s Bunny 6:30 Maverick 
7:00 Rifleman 7:'30 Lawman 
7:30 Wvatt. Earn $:00 The Rebel 
8:00 Staae Coach West 8~'30 The !~landers 

* These are samples of two of the four program listing cardso 



9:00 
4:00 
'5ll00 

8:'30 

7::30 
9g00 

7:'30 

11:45 
12:li.5 

10:30 
9:30 

9::00 

7:30 

l:'30 
8:30 
9:00 
9:45 

10:00 
11800 

Sample cf.Program Listing of 
Specials and Spectaculars 

GP.RD V 
Specials and Spectac11lars 

12-11-60 
Red Roses in December - Christmas Serman 
Omnibus - Nie:ht People - New York City after Dark 
Movie - The Wizard of Oz 

12-12-60 
Bob Hone Show 

12-13-60 
Du.Pont Show of the Month - Harvey - Art Carney 
0 1Conner's Ocean - Pacific Coast Films 

12-16-60 
Hallmark Hall of Fa.me - Ooera - Golden Child 

12-17-60 
Liberty Bowl - Oregon vs. Penn State 
Bluebonnet Bowl - Alabama vs. Texas 

12-18-60 
S:oirit of Channukah - Meaninl? of Jewish Holida:v 
Winter Nie:ht - Music for Christmas 

12-20-60 
NBC White Paper - Ne~o Sit Ins 

12-21-60 
Project 20 - The Comine: of Christ 

12-24-60 
Enchanted Christmas Tree - Ballet 
Church Service - Eoiscooal 
Snorts Hif?hlights of 1960 
Christmas Carols - Sto Johns Cathedral 

12-25-60 
Joyful Hour - Drama about Christmas 
A Star Shall Rise - Drama about the Wise Men 
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Instruction Card I 

(A) REGULARLY (B) FREQUENTLY (C) OCCASIONALLY 

The program is nearly 
always viewed by the 
child. 

The child usually watches 
the program but sometimes 
misses it. 

The child sometimes 
watches this program. 

REASONS E.Qg, M ~ VIEWING THE PROGRAM 

1. The whole family likes to watch the program. 

2. The child ~ to watch the program • 

.3. The parents like to watch the program. 

4. The child' a brothers and/or sisters 1ili to watch the prograt!J .• 

5 0 The parents encourage the child to watch the program.. 

6. The child or the family has a habit of watching the program. 

7. The television is usually .Qll at this time and this program is the 
best available. 

8. This program is watched if the particular §.hm! is liked. 

9. This program is watched only if the child has nothing else t.2, do. 

10. other reasonso 
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Instruction Card II 

{D) SELDOM {E) NEVER -
The child has seen this program 
but usually does not watch ito 

The child never watches this 
programo 

REASONS FOR THE CHILD !Q! VIEWING THE PROGRAM. 

1. The child is in~ at this time. 

2. This program is on during the child's mealtime. 

3. The child is engaged in other activities. 

4. The ·child watches another program at this time. 

5. The ~ does not like to watch this program. 

6. The family does not like to watch this program. 

7. The parents discourage the child f'rom viewing this program. 

8. The child has never watched this program - he isn't familiar with it. 

9. ~ reasons. 
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APPENDIX B 



Definitions and Descriptions of the Categories for 
Various Types of Television Programs 
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Ao Children's Program.so Those programs specifically designed for the 
child's interests and level of maturity. The time scheduling would 
usually be daytime or early evening. 

1. Variety Shows. Those programs which include a wide variety of 
program content. Included may be some of the types of entertain
ment listed in other groups (music, puppets, information, 
cartoons, etcetera). 

2. Western and .Adventure Drama. Any adventure drama with a simple 
theme. This includes only those shows which have always been 
aimed at the child audience. These are usually daytime showso 

3. Information and Instruction Shows. Those shows concerned with 
teaching a skill or providing the child with some informa.tion. 
Included in this group would be contests for children. 

4. Story Telling ~o Those programs which involve mainly the 
reading or telling of stories for children. This would also 
include the religious centered programs of this type •. 

5. Comedy Shows. Those slapstick comedy shows during the day for 
children. 

6. ~ ~. All types of children's drama which are not included 
in the "Western and Adventure Drama" • 

7. Cartoon ~. All caricature fiJ.ln shows. The themes ms.y be 
more suited to adult interests. 

B. Family Programs. All domestic and comedy drama shows which are 
designed for the interests of the whole family. 

c. Adult Programs. Those programs specifically designed for the adult's 
interests and level of maturity. 

1. Variety~. Those shows containing a variety of' types of 
entertainment. They may be comedy or music centered, but they 
usually contain both of these elements. 

2. Western~ Adventure ~. All adult drama shows which have 
western or historical adventure themes. 

3 • . Crime, Mystery, and Adventure Drama. All drama which includes 
either crime~ mystery9 or present day adventure. This would 
include those drama shows with law themes. 

4. Varied ~. Play series and movies where there may be differ
ent types of drama shown at different times. 
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5. Dram.a Serials. Daytime drama where the story is extended over a 
period of time longer than just one program allotment. 

6. ~igious Shows. Drama, worship services, and speeches which are 
religious centered. This does not include children's programs 
which have religious content. 

7. Quiz~ Contest, fil1.<i Panel Shows. All shows where prizes are 
. given or where the center of the program is set around a game 
or contest theme. 

8. Woments ~. Daytime shows aimed at women's personal interests. 
These are mainly physical exercise shows. 

9. Human Interest Shows. Interviews and informal visits with inter
esting people not for news or information necessarily. The purpose 
of these programs is mainly to entertain and not to extend 
factual information. 

10. Sports Shows. Actual sports events or sports films. This group 
does not include any sports news programs. 

11. ~ and Information ~. All kinds of news (farm, weather, 
and sports), and all true adult information programso The main 
purpose of this type of program is to present factual information. 

D. ~ Age Programs o Those programs specifically designed for teen age 
interests-and level of maturity. 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Children's Programs 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program Week Rank 

Variety~ 9::00 .2. 

Captain Kangaroo 9 81:15 am MTWTF 30 2:.30 7 
Foreman Scotty 4 4:30 pm MTWTF 30 3:00 8 
Captain Kangaroo 9 9::00 am S:aturday 60 1:00 11 
Shari Lewis 4 9:00 am Saturday 30 30. 45o4 
Foreman Scotty 4 7:30 am Saturday 90 1:30 4S 
Me.gio Land 9 12:00 pm Saturday 30 30 63 

Western !\US Adventure Drama ~ 2 
Jungle Jim 4 5s00 pm Friday 30 .30 17 
Lone Ranger 4 10:JO am Saturday 30 i·30 22 
Fury 4 1.0::00 am Saturday 30 . '30 28 
Roy Rogers 9 11:30 am S,aturday 30 30 32 
Sky King 9 lliOO am S.aturday 30 30 34 
Rin Tin Tin 5 5·:30 pm Tuesday 30 30 40 
Lone Ranger 5 5:30 pm Wednesday 30 30 45o5 
Captain Gallant 5 5:30 pm Monday 30 30 141.5 
Captain Gallant 4 4:00 pm Saturday 30 30 14905 

Information~ Instruction~ l!.QQ 1l 

Junior Auction 9 10.(30 am Saturday 30 30 96 
Creative Crafts 4 11:00 am Saturday .30 30 105 

Story Telli,ng Shows 2:40 2 
Storyland 9 7:50 am MTWTF 25 1:40 26 
Little Red Dool" 5 10:00 am Saturday 30 30 14405 
Sunday Sch0,ol 4 9s.30 am Sunday 30 30 172 

Comedy Shows. i!lQ ! 

Three Stooges 9 4:00 pm MTWTF 30 2.:.30 1.3 
Laurel and Hardy 4 5(30 pm MTWTF 30 2,30 15 
Three Stooges 9 10:iiOO am Saturday 30 .30 24o5 

Other~ 2.!QQ !Jr. 

Walt Disney 5 5:30 pm Sunday 60 1:00 20 
S,hirley Temple 4 6:00 pm Sunday 60 1:00 29.5 

-_~.: .. -::- ' 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Children's Programs (Continued) 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel . Time Day Program Week Rank 

Cartoon~ 13:40 2 

Funday Funnies 5 6:30 pm. Friday 30 30 1 
Bugs Bunny 5 6:30 pm Tuesda..y .30 30 2 
Huckleberry Hound 4 5:00 pm Thursday 30 30 3 
Flintstones 5 7:30 pm Friday 30 30 4.5 
Woody Woodpecker 4 5:00 pm Monday 30 30 4.5 
Quick Draw McGraw 4 5:00 pm Tuesday 30 30 6 
Funday Funnies 5 5:00 pm Sunday 30 .30 9 
Popeye Theater 5 6:00 pm MWTF 25 1:40 10 
Bu.gs·· Bunny 5 9:00 am MTWTF .30 2:.30 12 
Migq,ty. Mouse 9 8:.30 am Saturday 30 30 16 
Cartoons 4 11(30 am Saturday 30 .30 20 
Rocky andFriends 5 5:30 pm. Thur~day 30 30 37 .5 
Cartoons 9 7:30 am Saturday 45 1~5 49.5 
Cartoons 4 11:30 am Sunday 60 1:00 49.5 
King Leonardo 4 9:30 am Saturday 30 30 58.5 
Rocky and. Friends 5 4s30 pm Sunday 30 30 6L5 
Soupy Sales 5, 12~00 pm Saturday 30 30 67 
otto f'r. Outer Sp. 9 8:15 am Saturday 15 15 92.5 
Tip Top House 5 11:00 am aaturday 60 ltOO 165.5 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Family Programs 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Da.y Program Week Ra~ 

Famil~ ~ograms 21~00 £ 
Real McCoys 5 7:30 pm Thur a day 30 30 14 
Lassie 9 6:00 pm Sunday 30 30 2.3 
Donna Reed 5 7::00 pm Thursday 30 30 24.5 
Dennis the Menace 9 6g30 pm Sunday 30 30 27 
Leav~- It to Beaver 5 7::30 pm Saturday 30 30 29.5 
Father Knows Best 9 ?iOO pm Tuesday 30 30 31 
Ozzie and Harriet 5 7~30 pm Wednesday 30 30 33 
Dobie Gillis 9 7:.30 pm Tuesday 30 30 37.5 
l Love Lucy 9 10g00 s:rn MTWTF 30 2:30 40 
Guestward Ho 5 6:30 pm Thursday 30 30 42.5 
Danny Thomas 9 8:00 pm Monday 30 30 42.5 
National Velvet 4 7s30 pm Sunday .30 30 44 
Andy Gr1.ffi.th 9 8g30 pm Monday 30 30 47 
Bachelor Father 4 8:00 pm Thursday 30 30 52 
Pete and Gladys 9 7:00 pm Monday 30 30 53 
My Three Sons 5 8:00 pm Thursday 30 30 55 
Tom Ewell 9 8:00 pm Tuesday 30 30 69 
December Bride 9 9:00 am MTWTF .30 2::30 73.5 
Bob Cummings 5 lls30 am MTWTF 30 2g30 92.5 
Ann Sothern 9 6g30 pm Thursday 30 30 96 
Tab Hunter 4 7::30 pm Sunday 30 30 96 
Hennessy 9 9s00 pm Monday 30 30 99 
Make Room r or Dad. 4 3gQO pm MTWTF 30 2~30 113.5 
Peter Loves Mary 4 9gQQ pm Wednesday 30 30 120 
My S.ister Eileen 9 8:00 pm' Wednesday 30 30 120 
Bringing Up Buddy 9 5&00 pm Sunday 30 30 172 
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Descriptions and Ran.king of Adult Programs 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program Week R!J,nk 

Variety Shows 2.!1.-j 10 

Perry Como 4 8:00 pm Wednesday 60 1:00 56.5 
Red Skelton 9 8:30 pm Tuesday 30 30 56.5 
Tenn. Ernie Ford 4 8:30 pm Thursday 30 30 69 
Lawrence Welk 5 8:00 pm Saturday 60 lsOO 76 
Ed Sullivan 9 7x00 pm Sunday 60 1:00 77 
Chevy Show 4 8:00 pm Sunday 60 lgQQ 78 
Jack Benny 9 8s30 pm Sunday 30 30 79 
Polka Parade 9 6:00 pm Saturday 30 30 105 
Telephone Hour 4 8:00 pm Friday 60 1:00 109.5 
Wired Serenaders 9 5:00 pm Saturday 30 30 109 .. 5 
Paul Winchell 5 4g00 pm Sunday 30 30 113 .. 5 
Gary Moore 9 9g00 pm Tuesday. 60 lsOO 126.5 
Jamboree 4 12i45 pro Saturday 15 15 236.5 

Western and Adventure Drama ~,5:30 8 - - -
Wagon Train 4 6:30 pm Wednesday 60 lsOO 18 
Rifleman 5 7:00 pm Tuesday 30 30 20 
Bonanza 4 6:30 pm Saturday. 60 lsOO 35 
Cheyenne 5 6:30 pm Monday 60 1:00 36 
Have Gun Will Trav 9 8:30 pm Saturday 30 30 51 
Rawhide 9 6:30 pm Friday 60 1:00 58.5 

· Deputy 4 8:00 pm Saturday 30 30 60 
Gunsmoke 9 9:00 pm Saturday 30 30 61.5 
Law.man 5 7:30 pm Sunday 30 30 64 
Wyatt Earp 5 7:30 pm Tuesday 30 30 65.5 
Maverick 5 6:30 pm Sunday 60 1:00 69 
Wells Fargo 4 7:30 pm Monday 30 30 72 
The Rebel 5 8:00 pm Sunday 30 30 73.5 
Zane Grey 9 7:30 pm Thursday 30 30 80 
Laramie 4 6::30 pm Tuesday 60 1:00 81 
u. s. Marshall 4 7&30 pm Thursday 30 30 82 .. 5 
Shotgun Slade 9 7i30 pm Monday 30 30 84 
Dead or Alive 9 7g30 pm Wednesday 30 30 85 
Tall Man 4 7g30 pm Saturday .30 30 88 
Tombstone Terr o 4 9:00 pm Friday 30 30 105 
Stage Coach West 5 8:00 pm Tuesday 60 1:00 113.5 
Riverboat 4 6i30 pm Monday 60 liOO 120 
Outlaws 4 6:30 pm Thursday 60 1;00 126.5 
The Texan 5 12i00 pm MTWTF 30 2iJO 137 .5 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Adult Programs (Continued) 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program. Week Rank 

Western, (Continued) 

26 Men 5 10:30 am MTWTF .30 2:30 154.5 
Death Valley Days 4 9s30 pm Thursday 30 30 159.5 
Californians 5 1:30 pm MTWTF 30 2::30 165.5 
Klondike 4 8::00 pm Monday 30 30 172 
Hawkeye 5 3::30 pm Sunday .30 30 186 .. 5 
26 Men 5 10:00 pm Saturday 30 30 228 

~, Mystery, ~ Adventure Drama 28:30 13 

Surf side Six 5 7:30 pm Monday 60 1:00 54 
Harrigan and Son 5 7::00 pm Friday 30 30 65e5 
77 Sunset Strip 5 8:00 pm Friday 60 1:00 71 
Hawaiian Eye 5 8:00 pm Wednesday 60 1:00 82.5 
Aquanauts 9 6::30 pm Wednesday 60 1:00 88 
Advent. in Paradise5 8:.30 pm Monday 60 1:00 90.5 
Route 66 9 7:.30 pm Friday 60 ltOO 94 
Roaring 20 's 5 6:JO pm Saturday 60 1:00 99 
Sheri.ff of .. Cochise 4 7:30 pm Friday 30 30 101.5 
Perry Mason 9 6:30 pm Saturday 60 1:00 105 
Checlanate 9 7:30 pm Saturday 60 1:00 123 
Blue Angels 9 7:00 pm Thursday 30 .30 126 
s·ea Hunt 4 9:.30 pm Wednesday 30 30 137 .5 
Highway Patrol 4 4~00 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 1.37 .5 
Brothers Brannagan 9 9:30 pm Saturday 30 .30 141.5 
Islande:r-s 5 8:30 pm Sunday 60 1:00 144.5 
Alfred Hitchcock 4 7:30 pm Tuesday .30 30 14Q.5 
Naked City 5 9:00 pm Wednesday 60 lsOO 149.5 
Untouchables 5 S:30 pm Thursday 60 1:00 149.5 
Hong Kong 5 6g30 pm Wednesday 60 1:00 154.5 
Soldiers of Fort. 5 6:00 pm Saturday .30 30 15405 
Twilight Zone 9 9&00 pm Friday 30 30 157 
Detectives 5 9g00 pm Friday 30 30 180.5 
Peter Gunn 5 9g30 pm Monday . 30 30 183.5 
Mr. & Mrs. North 4 12:00 pm Saturday 30 .30 192.5 
City Detective 4 4,.:JO pm Saturday 30 30 198.5 
1\.frican Patrol 9 4g30 pm Saturday 30 30 202.5 
Law and Mr. Jones 5 9:30 pm Friday .30 30 202.5 
The Witness 9 s~oo pm Thursday 60 1&00 207 
Johnny Mldnight 9 8iJO pm Friday 30 30 207 
Coronado 9 4 9i:OO pm Thursday 30 30 212 
Thriller 4 8g00 pm Tuesday 60 1&00 217 .5 
Manhunt 4 9g30 pm Friday 30 30 22.3. 
Dan Raven 4 6::30 pm Friday 60 lzOO 244.5 
Dante 4 8s30 p:m Monday 30 30 241~.s 
Dangerous Robin 4 9g3Q pm Monday 30 30 267 .5 
Garlund Touch 9 lOgJO pm Monday 30 .30 267 .5 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Adult Programs (Continued) 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program Week Ranl£ 

Varied~ 53gQQ 1§ 

Millionaire 9 2:00 pm MTvlT.F 30 2:30 109.5 
G. E. Theater 9 8iOO pm Sunday 30 30 113.5 
Loretta Young · 4 1830 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 133. 
Early Show 9 4:30 pm MTWTF 75 6d5 162 
Alcoa Theater 5 9~00 pm Tuesday 30 30 172 
U ~ s: • Steel Hour 9 9:00 pm Wednesday 60 liOO 179 
June.Allyson 9 9:30 pm Monday 30 30 186.5 
Loretta Young 4 9800 pm Sunday 30 30 192.5 
Early Show 5 12:30 pm Saturday 270 4s30 212 
Now Showing 4 10:00 am Sunday 90 1:30 217.5 
Movie l~ 1830 pm Sunday 150 2:30 217 .5 
Playhouse 9 9 6:30 pm Tuesday 30 30 223 
Barbara Stanwyck 4 9s00 pm Monday 30 30 232 
Movie 9 2g00 pm Saturday 150 2:30 240 .. 5 
Movie 5 1lgl5 am Sunday 75 1:15 244.5 
Movie 9 11:15 am Sunday 75 1:15 244.5 
Movie 5 10815 pm MTWT.F 105 8::45 267 .5 
Movie 9 10:30 pm SMTWTFS 90 10:30 267 .5 
Downtown Theatre 5 10:30 pm Saturday 90 li30 267 .5 
Movie 4 10:30 pm Sunday 90 b30 267 .5 
Sunday Night Movie 5 10:00 pm Sunday 120 2:00 267 .5 

Drama Serials 28i:,42 12 
As the World Turns 9 12:30 pm MTWTF 30 2s30 146 
Brighter Day 9 Ji:00 pm MTWTF 15 1815 158.5 
Edge of Night 9 3830 pm MTWTF 15 1:15 162 
Morning Court 5 llsOO am MTWTF 30 2:30 162 
Clear Horizon 9 10:30 am MTWTF 30 2:30 162 
Secret Storm 9 3:15 pm MTWTF 15 ld5 165.5 
Day in Court 5 2s00 pm MTWTF .30 2s30 172 
Verdict Is Yours 9 2:30 pm MTWTF 30 2&30 172 
Love of Life 9 llgOQ am MTWTF 30 2~30 180.5 
Search for Tomer. 9 11:30 am MTWTF 15 ll:15 180.5 
Guiding Light 9 lls45 run MTWTF 15 lgl5 192.5 
Young Dr. Malone 4 2i00 pm MTWTF 30 2s30 202.5 
Road to Reality 5 2s30 pm MTWT.F 30 2s30 202.5 
From These Roots 4 2g30 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 2(f/ 

R.eligious S1).(2W~ 9:40 20 

This Is the Life 4 8&00 am Sunday 30 30 207 
The Answer 4 8:30 a.m Sunday 30 30 228 
Church Services I,, 9g00 am Sunday 30 30 232 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Adult Programs (Continued) 

Length of Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program Week RaM 

Religious ( C-0ntinued) 

Oral Roberts 5 9:.30 am S:unday .30 30 236.5 
Willard Stark 5 10g30 am Saturday 30 30 24405 
Daily Word 4 6:40 am MTWTF 10 50 267.5 
Devotions 9 6ll45 am MTWTF 10 50 267 o5 
Chrlstian Science 5 10;00 am Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Country Parson 5 12·:.30 pm Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Calvary Temple 5 1~00 pm Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Lifeline 5 1':30 pm Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Men with a Mission 5 2s00 pm S'.unday 30 30 267 v5 
This Is the Life 5 2i30 pm Sunday .30 30 267 .. 5 
Faith for Today 9 8g00 am Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Herald of Truth 9 Ss30 am Sunday 30 30 267 .. 5 
Lamp Unto My Feet 9 q:oo am Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Mo:rning Worship 9 9s30 am ,Sunday 30 .30 267 .5 
Dr. Waldo Stevens q lOsOO ~m Sunday 30 .30 267 .5 

~, Contest, ~ ~ ~ .l4!lQ 12 -
To Tell the Truth 9 6::30 pm Monday 30 30 75 
Price Is Right 4 7~30 pm Wednesday .30 30 79 
Video Village 9 9.e30 am MTWTF .30 2:30 88 
Price Is Right 4 10,00 am MTWTF .30 2s30 ~0.5 
Concentration 4 10:30 am MTWTF 30 2:30 117 
Truth or Consequa 4 11,00 am MTWTF 30 2,30 117 
Queen fo!' a Day 5 3'l00 pm MTWTF 30 2,30 120 
It Could Be You 4 lli30 am MTW'J'F 30 2,30 123 
Beat, the Clock 5 12~30 pm M'T'W'l'F 30 2:30 130 
I've Got a Secret 9 8:30 pm Wednesday 30 30 133 
Play You:r Hunch 4 9g3Q am MTWTF ,30 2:30 137 .5 
Jan Murray 4 lsOO pm MTWTF 30 2~30 15.3 .5 
Who Do You Trust ; Jg30·pm MTWTF 30 2i30 165 .. 5 
Groucho Marx 4 9s30 pm Saturday 30 30 177 .5 
People Are Funny 4 5s30 pm Sunday 30 30 192.5 
G. E. College Bowl 9 4(30 pm Sunday 30 30 192.5 
Amateur Hour 9 4s00 pm Sunday 30 30 192.5 
About Faces 5 lsOO pm MTWTF 30 2~30 198.5 
What ' & My Line 9 9s30 pm Sunday 30 30 217 .5 
Ernie Kovac 5 9g30 pm Thursday 30 30 223 
Say When 4 9s00 am MTWTF, 30 2830 267 .. 5 

Women's~ 5s00 z 
Jack Le.Lanna 5 9830 am MTWTF 30 2;30. 40 
Ida B. S:how 5 lOiOO am MTWTF 30 2no 141.5 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Adult Programs (Continued) 

Length of' Time per 
Program Channel Time Day Program Week ~ 

Human Interest Shows _,.,..,_ . - . .-- 16~55 12.£2 
Tom Paxton Show 4 12g25 pm MTWTF 35 2:55 105 
House Party 9 1:30 pm MTWTF JO 2:30 109.5 
Candid Camera 9 9g00 pm Sunday 30 30 162 
Here's Hollywood 4 Js.30 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 198.5 
This Is Your Life 4 9s30 pm Sunday 30 30 228 
Jack Paar 1 .. 10s30 pm MTWTF 90 7no 267 .5 
Person to Person 9 lOgJO pm Sunday 30 30 267 .5 

Sp()rts ~ 12.lQQ l2 

Bowling Stars 4 3g30 pm Saturday 30 30 172 
Pro Football 9 12:/+5 pm Sunday 195 3:15 172 
Oklahoma Bowling 4 12:30 pm Sunday 60 1:00 177 .. 5 
All Star Golf 5 5:00 pm Saturday 60 ls Op 186.5 
Pro Basketball 4 1:00 pm s.aturday 150 2:30 19805 
Wrestling 4 10~30 pro Saturday 60 lsOO 212 
Celebrity Golf 4 4:00 pm Sunday 60 lsOO 212 
Sports Thrills 9 12:30 pm Sunday 15 15 212 
Fight of the· Week 5 9s00 pm Saturday 45 45 23:? 
Champion. Bridge 5 3:00 pm Sunday 30 30 2,36.5 
Make that Spare 5 9:45 pm Saturday 15 15 267 .5 

News and Information Shows -- - 51:50 l'Z 

Expedition 5 6:00 pm Tuesday 30 30 86 
News, Weather 4 12~00 pm M'IWTF 25 2:05 101.5 
News, Weather 9 8:45 am MTWTF 15 1815 117 
News, Weather 4 6~00 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 12.3 
Your Horoscope 5 8:55 am MTWTF 5 25 126.5 
News , Weather 5 6:25 pm MTWTF 5 25 133 
News , Weather 9 12~00 pm MTWTF 30 2:30 133 
News, Weather 4 6:00 pm Saturday 30 30 133 
News, We at.her, Spt 9 5=30 pm S:at.urday 30 30 141.5 
Twentieth Century 9 5:30 pm S;unday 30 .30 149.5 
Huntley Brinkley 4 5g,30 pm MTWTF 15 1:15 158 .. 5 
Four Star Report 9 5:45 pm MTWTF 45 3~45 180.5 
Industry on Parade 4 12:30 pm Saturday 30 .30 183.5 
Dave Ge.rroway 4 7:00 am MTWTF - 120 lOiOO 192.5 
Football 4 5sJO pm Saturday 30 30 207 
News, Markets 9 7::30 am MTWTF 10 50 217 .5 
Meet the Press 4 5800 pm Sunday 30 30 217 .5 
Big Picture 9 lsOO pm Saturday 30 30 223 
C .B .S'. Reports 9 9:00 pm Thursday 60 lg00 223 
Eyewitness to Hist 9 9330 pm Friday 30 30 228 
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Descriptions and Ranking of Adult Programs (Continued) 

Length of Time per 
Prc,gram Channel Tiine Day Program Week Rank 

News, (Continued) 

Nation• s Future 4 8g30 pm Saturday 60 1:00 228 
News 9 10:55 am Sunday 5 5 2.36.5 
You-Name It 9 7:00 am MTWTF 30 2g,30 23605 
Farin- Show - 9 12::.30 pm Saturday 30 30 24005 
Poi:nt·or View 4 5g00 pm Saturday 30 30 244.5 
Continental Class. 4 6iOO am MTWTF .30 2:.30 267 o5 
Markets 4 6gJ0 am MTWTF 10 50 267 o5 
Fann News & Weatho 4 6!45 am. MTWTF 15 1::15 267 .5 
News, Weather, Spt 4 10:00 pm SMTWTFS 30 3:.30 267 .5 
News, Weather 5 12::20 am MTWTF 10 50 267 .5 
News, Weather, Spt 9 10:iOO pm SMTWTFS 30 3:.30 267 .5 
News, Boyle 5 10:00 pm MTWTF 15 1:15 267.5 
FBI Report 5 12:20 am MTWTF 5 25 267 .5 
Weather 9 6~55 am MTWTF 5 25 267 .5 
On the Farm 4 7:00 am S.aturda.y 30 30 267.5 
Agriculture on Par 5 10:15 am Sunday 30 30 267.5 
Winston Churchill 5 9:30 pm Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Camera III 9 10:30 am Sunday 30 30 267 .5 
Full Count 9 11:00 am Sunday 15 15 267.5 

Descriptions and Ranking of Teen Age Programs 

Length of' Time Per 
Program; Channel Time Day Program Week Rank 

~ Age Programs 8:00 14 

American Bandstand 5 4s00 pm MTWTF 90 7s30 105 
High School Beat 9 1:30 pm Saturday 30 .30 267 o5 
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APPENDIX C 



S.3 

Raw Scores for Frequency of Viewing All Programs 

Frequency 
* Program Reg, Fre, Oce, Sel. Nev. Sic ere Type 

Riverboat 2 6 7 .3.3 -6.3 C-2 
Tales of Wells Fargo 2 5 7 15 19 -.30 C-2 
Klondike 2 l 4 4l -79 C-2 
Dante l 47 -95 C-.3 
Barbara Stanwyck l l 46 -92 C-4 
Dangerous Robin 48 -96 C-.3 
Laramie - - 2 12 s 26 -42 C-2 
Alfred Hitchcock l 4 8 JS -72 C-.3 
Thriller 1 4 43 -89 C-.3 
WagQn Train 12 12 9 4 11 43 C-2 
Price Is Right 4 .3 7 4 .30 -.39 C-7 
Perry Como .3 4 1.3 12 16 -14 C-1 
P~ter Loves Mary 2 4 2 .3 37 -61 :e 
s:ea Hunt 1 2 5 l .39 -67 C-.3 
Outlaws .3 ; .3 37 -6.3 C-2 
U. -s·. Marshall 2 .3 8 7 28 -4.3 C-2 
Bachelor Father 6 6 8 8 20 -10 B 
Tennessee Ernie Ford .3 .3 1.3 4 25 -26 C-1 
Coronado 9 2 2 44 -88 C-.3 
Death Valley Days .3 2 .3 40 -72 C-2 
Dan Raven l 47 -95 C-3 
Sheriff of Cochise 2 1 5 11 29 -56 C-.3 
Telephen.e Hour l 9 6 .32 -58 C-1 

_ Tombstone Terri tor,. 2 l 7 4 .34 -57 C-2 
Manhut l l 46 -90 C-.3 
Cheyenne 8 7 11 7 15 12 C-2 
Surf Side 6 ; 7 4 9 2.3 -12 C-.3 
Adventures in Paradise 4 .3 2 ; .34 -50 C-.3 
Peter Gunn l 2 .3 42 -82 C-.3. 
Bugs Bunny .34 6 .3 1 4 108 A-7 
Rifleman. 1.3 12 8 l 14 42 C-2 
Wyatt Earp 4 6 7 7 24 -24 C-2 
Stage Geach West .3 2 3 5 .35 -59 C-2 
Alcoa Theater l 1 2 3 41 -78 C-4 
Ho:ng Kong 2 l 2 .3 40 -7.3 C-.3 
Ozzie and Harriett 10 7 10 ; 16 17 B 
Hawaiian Eye 5 1 ; 9 28 -43 G-.3 
Naked City .3 1 1 2 41 -72 C-3 
Guestward Ho 1.3 .3 7 2 2.3 4 B 
Real McCoys 17 9 12 4 6 65 B 
Denna Reed 14 6 10 8 10 .36 B 
My Three S,ona 10 3 6 3 26 -11 B 
Untouehables .3 2 3 40 -72 C-3 
Ernie Kevac 1 1 46 -90 C-7 
Funday Funnies .38 2 2 2 4 uo A-7 
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Raw Scores, (Continued) 

Frequency 
'* Program Reg. Fre, 0cc, s:e1. Nev, §£:ore T::ype 

Harrigan and Son 4 4 10 6 24 ..:..24 C-.3 
Flint stone .31 6 5 6 98 A-7 
77 Sunset Strip 6 1 8 11 22 -27 C-.3 
Detectives 2 2 1 43 -81 C-.3 
Law and Mr. Jones 1 l 2 44 -86 C-.3 
To Tell the 'Tru.th 6 l 7 7 27 -34 C-7 
Pete·and Gladys 8 5 5 10 20 -11 B 
Shotgun S:Iade 2 3 9 .3 .31 -44 C-2 
Danny Thomas 8 7 10 2 21 4 B 
Andy Griffith 12 .3 5 4 24 -5 B 
Hennessy 4 2 3 4 35 -55 B 
JuneAllysen 1 1 l l 44 -83 C-4 
Playhouse 9 l .3 44 -90 C-4 
Father Knows Best 9 6 14 6 1.3 21 B 
Dobie Gillis lQ 9 6 .3 20 11 B 
Tom Ewell 7 3 7 2 29 -26 B 
Red Skelton 10 .3 5 5 25 -14 C-1 
Gary Moore 5 1 5 . 37 -6.3 C-1 
Aquanauts 1 4 6 9 28 -48 C-.3 
Wanted Dead or Alive 2 l 10 7 28 -45 C-2 
My Sister Eileen 2 2 .3 5 .36 =64 B 
I've Got a Secret 2 2 2 6 .36 -64 C-7 
u. s:. Steel Hour l 2 l l 43 -79 C-4 
Ann Sothern 2 2 7 .3 34 -54 B 
Blue Angels 1 1 7 .3 36 .... 63 C-3 
Zane Grey- 1 2 12 7 26 -40 C-2 
Witness .3 45 ..$7 C-3 
CBS Reports 1 3 44 -90 C-11 
Rawhide 5 6 8 s 21 -15 C-2 
Route 66 3 .3 .3 7 .32 -5.3 C-.3 
Johnny Midnight 2 .3 43 -87 C-3 
Twilight Zone 2 4 2 40 -74 C-3 
Eyewitness to History 1 47 -91 C-11 

Continental Classroom 48 -96 C-11 
Markets 48 -96 C-11 
Daily Word 4S -96 C-6 
Farm News and Weather 48 -96 C-11 
Dave Garroway 1 2 2 4.3 -84 C:-11 
Say When 48 -96 C-7 
Play Your Hunch .3 l l 7 36 -67 C-7 
Price Is Right 3 1 8 3 3.3 -50 C-7 
Concentration 2 4 2 4 36 -60 C-7 
-Truth or Consequences 1 l 7 6 33 -60 C-7 
It Could Be You. l 8 6 33 -62 C-7 
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Raw Scores, (Continued) 

-···'-··-. - .. Frequency 
Program Reg. Fre, 0cc, s:e1, Nev, Score Type * 
News, Weather 2 l 7 5 33 .:.:.56 C-11 
Tom Paxton Show 2 3 5 2 36 -57 C-9 
Jan Murray 1 3 1 3 40 -73 C-7 
Loretta Young 1 2 5 2 38 -66 C-4 
Young Dr. Malone l 5 42 -86 C-5 
From Tlrlese Roots l 5 J;2 -f!t7 C-5 
Make Roem for Daddy 1 3 6 2 36 -59 B 
Here's Hollywood 1 1 4 J;2 -85 C-9 
Highway Patrol 1 6 7 .34 -67 C-3 
Foremam. S:eotty 2.3 12 7 l 5 89 A-l 
Woody Wogdpecker 28 9 6 5 98 A-7 
Quick Draw McGraw 28 7 8 5 96 A-7 
Huckleberry Hound .30 8 5 5 101 A-7 
Jungle Jim 14 8 12 4 10 46 A-2 
Laural and Ha.rd.;y 13 15 10 3 7 60 A-5 
Huntley Brinkley l .3 .., 37 -75 C-11 
News and Weather 2 6 6 .34 -62 C-11 
News, Weather, S.ports 48 -96 C-ll 
Jaek Paar 48 -96 C-9 
Your Horoscope 2 2 5 .39 -63 C-11 
Bugs Bwmy 25 7 4 2 10 71 A-7 
Jaek :taLanne 5 11 12 l 19 10 c...s 
Ida B. Show l 2 4 3 38 -68 C-8 
26 Men l 1 3 5 38 =73 C-2 
Morning Court l 2 1 4 40 -76 C-5 
Bob Cummings 3 3 3 9 30 -51 B 
The Texan .3 1 2 4 38 -67 C-2 
Beat the Clock 4 2 9 33 -65 C-7 
About Faces 1 l 4 J;2 -85 C-7 
Calif ornian.s 1 2 5 40 -78 C-2 
Day in Court 1 2 1 l 43 -86 C-5 
Road to Reality l 1 3 43 -86 C-5 
Quee:n for a Day .3 6 5 .34 -61 C-5 
Who D@ You Tnist 5 3 40 -78 0-5 
American Bandstand 2 1 5 10 30 -57 D 
Captain Gallant l 4 1 4 38 -68 A-2 
Rin Tin Tin 5 .3 20 9 11 10 A-2 
Lone Ranger 4 5 14 10 15 -4 A-2 
Rocky and His Friends 8 8 12 7 13 11 A-7 
P0peye Theater 24 9 6 5 4 81 A-7 
Exped:i,tion 2 3 7 6 .30 -47 C-11 
lews, Weather l 1 5 6 .35 -66 C-11 
News According to Boyle 48 -96 C-11 
Movie 4S -96 C-11 
FBI Report 48 -96 C-11 
News, Weather 4S -96 C-11 
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Raw s:eores, (Continued) 

. - -. ~ '-· - . - - - Frequ.en.ey_ 
Program Reg. Fre, Gee, Sel. Nevo S:eore Tpe * 

nevotions 48 ~96 c..:.6 
Weather 48 -96 C-11 
You Name It 1 47 =93 C-11 
News, Markets l 1 46 -89 C-11 
Miss Fran 11 9 11 5 12 .3.3 A-4 
Captain Kangaroo 24 11 9 4 95 A-1 
News, Weather 2 1 ' 7 .33 -60 C-ll 
December Bride 2 6 7 9 24 -38 B 
Video Village 2 4 5 7 .30 =48 G-7 
II.eve Lucy. 9 s 8 5 18 10 B 
Clear Horizon l 4 .3 40 -76 c-, 
LGve-of' Life 1 2 ' 40 -81 C-5 
Search -for Tommorrow l 2 5 40 -81 C-5 
Guiding tight l l 5 .u -84 C-5 
News, Weather 2 l 4 4 37 -66 C-11 
As the World Turns l 1 4 4 .38 -71 C-5 
·Li.re et Riley 5 2 4 4 3.3 -4'7 B 
Millionaire 1 3 6 3 35 -58 C-4 
House-Party 1 3 6 3 35 -58 C-9 
Verdict Is Yours l 2 6 39 -79 C-5 
Brighter Day- 1 2 l ' 39 -75 C-5 
s:eeret s:torm 1 2 5 40 -78 C-5 
Edge of Night l 2 1 4 40 -76 C-5 
Three S.tooges 19 10 9 2 8 68 A-5 
Early Show 4 s 36 -76 C-4 
Four·S:tar Report 4 .3 41 -81 C-11 
News; Weather, S,ports 48 -96 C-11 
Movie 48 -9€> C-4 
Garlumd Touch 4S -96 C-.3 
Person. to Person 4S -96 C-9 

0n the Farm 48 -96 C-11 
Foreman Scotty 7 7 6 g 20 -7 A-1 
Shari Lewis 10 8 2 4 24 -4 A-l 
King Leonardo 12 2 3 4 27 =15 A-7 
Fury 12 9 8 6 lJ 30 A-2 
LGne Ranger 12 7 14 "I 8 40 A-2 
Creative Crafts 2 8 7 31 -'!,7 A-) 
Cartoons 10 14 10 2 12 42 A-'7 
Mro and Mrso Nor-th l 1 4 42 -84 C-.3 
Industry on Parade 4 2 42 -82 C-11 
Jamb«i>ree l 47 -93 C-1 
Pro Basketball .3 2 4.3 ...85 C-10 
Bowling Stars l 4 l 42 -79 C-10 
Captain Gallant 1 l 4 .3 39 -'72 A-2 
City Detective .3 2 43 =85 C-3 



Raw Scores, (Continued) 

__ .._,,._,_. - . 

Frequ.enc7 
~!lp;ram Reg .. Fre. Oec .. Sel. Nev .. $core T:ype * 

Point of View 1 47 -95 C-11 
Football 2 .3 4.3 -?17 C-ll. 
News-, Weather 2 l 4 4 37 -66 C-11 
Bonanza 8 10 g 6 16 14 C-2 
Tali-Man 4 1 6 6 31 -48 C-2 
Deputy .3 6 11 5 23 -19 C-2 
Nation's Future l 2 45 -91 C-11 
GrouchoMarx 1 2 .3 42 ...so C-7 
Wrestling 1 3 44 -88 C-10 
Little Red Deor l l 3 s 35 -70 A-4 
Willard Stark l 47 -95 C-6 
Tip Top House l 1 2 3 41 -78 A-7 
Soupy Sales 2 .3 14 7 22 -25 A-7 
Early Show l 5 42 -88 C-4 
All Star G0lf 4 l 43 ...g.3 C-10 
Soldiers of F ortmi.e 1 5 3 39 -73 C-2 
Roaring 20 1s 2 2 7 2 35 -55 C-.3 
leave It to Beaver 10 9 11 1 17 24 B 
Lawrence Welk .3 2 10 5 28 -36 C-l 
Fight of the Week l 1 46 -92 C=lO 
Make that S.pare 48 -96 C-10 
26 ·Men · l 47 -91 C-2 
Downtown Theater 48 -96 C-4 
Cartoons 6 8 7 5 22 -8 A-7 
Otto from Outer Space 5 2 2 6 3.3 -51 A-7 
Mighty Mouse 13 15 7 .3 10 60 A-7 
Captain Kangaroo 20 14 5 4 ' 79 A-1 
Three Stooges 11 12 9 2 14 36 A-5 
Jmrl.or Auction l 9 11 27 -54 A-J 
Sky King 5 5 19 9 10 15 A=2 
Roy Rogers 8 5 15 9 ll 18 A-2 
Magic Land 7 5 5 5 26 =21 A-1 
Farm $'.how 2 46 -94 C-11 
Big Picture 1 l 46 ....()0 C-11 
High School Beat 48 =96 D 
Movie 2 46 "'"94 C-4 
African Patrol 2 4 42 -86 C-2 
Wiredhand Serenaders 2 8 6 .32 =58 C-1 
News, Weather, S.ports l .3 .3 2 .39 -68 C-11 
Polka Parade 2 7 8 31 -57 C-1 
Perry Mason .3 5 12 28 -57 C-3 
Checkmate 3 l 4 .3 37 -62 C=.3 
Have Gun Will Travel 9 6 4 6 2.3 -9 C-2 
Gunsmoke 10 2 5 .3 28 =-20 C=2 
Brothers Brannagan. 2 2 44 -68 C=.3 
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Raw Scores, (Continued) 

Pro~am Reg, Fre~ Occ., SeL 
Frequency 

* Nev .. Score TZE2e 

This Is the Life 1 1 , 45 ..;,68 C-6 .... 
The Answer· 1 47 -91 G-6 
Cnurch Services l 1 46 -92 C-6 
Miss Jane Su.nday School l 1 2 2 42 -79 A-4 
Now·· Showing 1 2 45 -89 C-4 
Cartoons 5 7 11 2 23 -8 A-7 
Oklahoma Bowling 1 3 3 41 -80 C-10 
Movie l 1 2 44 -89 0=4 
Celebrity Golf' l 1 1 45 -88 C=lO 
Meet the Press 2 1 45 =89 C-11 
People Are Funny 3 3 42 =84 0=7 
Shirley Temple 6 10 15 5 12 24 A=6 
National Velvet 5 9 10 4 20 -1 B 
Tab Hunter " 6 9 30 -54 B J 
ChevyS:how 3 1 11 6 27 =38 C-1 
Loretta Young 1 2 2 43 =84 0-4 
This Is Your Life 1 l 46 -91 C~9 
Movie 48 -96 C-4 
Oral ·Roberts l 47 -93 0=6 
Christian Science 48 -96 C=6 
Agriculture on Parade 48 -96 C-11 
Movie 1 47 =95 C-4 
Country Parson 48 -96 C-6 
Calvary Temple 48 -96 C-6 
Lifeline 48 -96 C-6 
Men with a Mission 48 -96 C-6 
This Is the Life 48 =96 C-6 
Championship Bridge 1 47 =93 C=lO 
Hawkeye l 2 2 43 -83 C=2 
Paul Winchell l 9 5 33 -59 C=l 
Rocky and His Friends 4 8 8 28 =20 A=7 
Funday Funnies 24 9 7 8 81 A,,., 

=( 

Walt Disney 10 13 11 3 11 42 A=6 
Maverick 3 5 9 8 23 

,...,, 
=.-:.b 0=2 

Lawman 6 5 5 9 23 =26 C-2 
The Rebel 6 3 5 7 27 =32 C=2 
The Islanders 2 1 .3 3 39 -70 0=3 
Winston Churchill 4S =96 C-11 
Sunday Night Movie 48 =96 0=4 
Faith for Today 48 =96 C=6 
Herald of Truth 48 -96 C-6 
Lamp Unto My Feet 48 =96 C=6 
Morning Worship 48 -96 C-6 
Dr. Waldo Stephens 48 =96 C-6 
Camera III 48 =96 0=11 
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Raw s·cores, (Continued) 

- " --~ . :- ·- -- - Frequency 
Pr()qam Reg. Fre .. Oce .. s~el. Nev .. Score Type 

News l 47 -9.3 C-11 
Full Count 48 -96 C"."'11 
Movie- - - -

l 47 -95 C=4 
S'ports Thrills 1 1 46 -88 c ... 10 
P:ro-F ootball l 4 43 =79 C-10 
Amateur Hour· 4- 44 -84 C='7 
G .. E. College -Bowl 4 44 -84 C-7 
Bringing Up Buddy l 4 4.3 -79 B 
Twentieth Century 1 6 1 40 =72 C-11 
Lassie 10 8 14 9 7 37 B 
Dennis the Menace 9 11 11 6 11 .32 B 
Ed su111van 1 5 9 7 26 -37 C-1 
Go -Eo Theater 4 5 6 .3.3 -59 C-4 
Jack Benny 2 .3 5 4 34 -55 C-l 
Candid Camera 2 l 1 .3 41 -76 C-9 
What • s My Line 1 1 46 -89 0-7 

·* Each type of program is indicated by a letter symbol.. F0r the meaning 
of the letter symbol see Appendix B .. 

'* 
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APPENDIX D 
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Raw Scores of the Top Thirty Programs 

.. , \.. •· -~ - - Frequency 
Pros.t·am * Reg 2 Fre 1 Occ 1 S-el. Nev 2 Se ore Tn>e 

--
Matty's Fu.nday Funnies 38 2 2 2 4 110 A-7 
Bugs Buimy 34 6 3 l 4 108 A-7 
Huckleberry Hound 30 8 5 5 101 A-7 
Flintstones 31 6 5 6 98 A-7 
Woody Woodpecker 28 9 6 5 98 A-7 
Quick Draw McGraw 28 7 8 5 96 A-7 
Captain Kangaroo 24 11 9 4 95 A-l 
Foreman Scotty 23 12 7 l 5 89 A-1 
Popeye Theater 24 9 6 5 4 S.3 A-7 
Matty's Funday Funnies 24 9 7 8 81 A-7 
Captain Kangaroo 20 14 5 4 5 79 A-1 
Brigs Bunny 25 7 4 2 10 '71 A-7 
Three Stooges 19 10 9 2 8 68 A-5 
Real McCoys 17 9 12 4 6 65 B 
Laurel and Hardy 13 15 10 3 7 62 A-5 
Mighty Mouse 1.3 15 7 3 10 53 A-7 
Jungle Jim 14 8 12 4 10 46 A-2 
Wagon· Train 12 12 9 4 11 43 C-2 
Rifleman 13 12 8 l 14 42 C-2 
Cartoons 10, 14 10 2 12 42 A-7 
Walt Disney 10 13 11 3 11 42 A-6 
Lone Ranger 12 7 14 7 8 41 A-2 
Lassie 10 8 14 9 7 37 B 
Three S.tooges 11 12 9 2 14 36 A-5 
Donna Reed 14 6 10 8 10 36 B 
Miss Fran 11 9 11 5 12 3.3 A-4 
Dennis the Menace 9 11 11 6 11 32 B 
Fury 12 9 8 6 13 .30 A=2 
Leave It to Beaver 10 9 11 1 17 24 B 
Shirley Temple 6 10 15 5 12 24 A=6 

* Each type of program is indicated by a letter symbol. For the meaning 
of the letter symbol see Appendix B. 
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Descriptions and Ranking of The Top Thirty Programs 

Program 
Length of Time per 

Channel Time Day Program Week Rank 

Funday Funnies 5 6:8.30 pm Friday .30 30 1 
Bugs B'ilmly 5 5::.30 pm Tuesday 30 30 2 
Huckleberry Hound 4 5:800 pm Thursday 30 30 3 
Flintstones 5 7:30 pm Friday 30 .30 4.5 
Woody Woodpecker · 4 ;::oo pm Monday .30 .30 4.5 
Quick Draw McGraw 4 5800 pm Tuesday .30 .30 6 
Captain Kangaroo 9 S::15 am MTWTF 30 2s30 7 
Foreman s·cotty 4 4::30 pm M'l'WTF 30 3:00 ,8 
Popeye Theater 5 6100 pm MWTF 30 2sOO 9 
Funday Funnies 5 5::00 pm Sunday 30 30 10 
Captain Kangaroo 9 9:00 am Saturday 60 1::00 11 
Bugs Bunny 5 9:00 am MTWTF .30 2830 12 
Three Stooges 9 4800 pm MTWTF 30 2i.30 1.3 
Real McCoys 5 7g3Q pm Thursday 30 30 14 
Laurel and Hardy 4 5::30 pm MTWTF 30 2s30 15 
Mighty Mouse 9 8::30 am Saturday 30 30 16 
Jungle Jim 4 5s00 pm Friday .30 30 17 
Wagon Train 4 6::30 pm Wednesday 60 1:00 18 
Rifleman 5 6::30 pm Tuesday 30 30 20 
Cartoons 4 lls.30 am Saturday 30 30 20 
Walt Disney 5 5s30 pm Sunday 60 liOO 20 
Lone Ranger 4 10s30 am Saturday 30 30 22 
Lassie 9 6::00 pm Sunday .30 .30 23 
Three Stooges 9 lOsOO am Saturday 30 30 24.5 
Donna.Reed 5 7s00 pm Thursday 30 30 24.5 
Miss Fran 9 7s50 am MTWTF 25 2:05 26 
Dennis the Menace 9 6:.30 pm Sunday .30 .30 27 
Fury 4 lOsOO am Saturday JO 30 28 
Leave It to Beaver 5 71:JO pm Saturday 30 30 29 .. 5 
S.hirley Temple 4 6iOO pm Sunday 60 1800 29 .. 5 



93 

APPENDIX E 



Date 

12~-60 
12-11-60 

12-12-60 
12-1.3-60 

12-16-60 
12-17-60 

12-18-60 

12-20-60 
12-21-60 
12-24-60 

12-25-60 

12-26-60 
12-27-60 
12-29-60 

12-30-60 

12-Jl-60 

1=1-61 

1-2-61 

Descriptions of the Specials and Spectaculars 

Program 

Peter Pan · 
Red Roses in December = Christmas Serrro.n 
Omnibus= Night People - New York City after Dark 
Movie - The Wizard of Oz 
Bob Hope Show 
DuPont Show of the Month - Harvey - Art Carney 
0 1Gonner's Ocean= Pacific Coast Films 
Hallmark . Hall of Fame - Opera - Golden Child 
Liberty Bowl = Oregon vs. Penn State 
Bluebonnet Bowl= Alabama vs. Texas 
S'pirit of Channukah - Meaning of Jewish holiday 
Winter Night= Music for Christmas 
NBC White Paper - Negro Sit In I s 
Project 20 = The Coming of Christ 
Enchanted Christmas Tree - Ballet 
Church Service= Episcopal 
Sports Highlights of 1960 
Christmas Carols - Sto Johns Cathedral 
Joyful Hour - Drama about Christmas 
A Star Shall Rise - Drama about the Wise Men 
NBC Opera Co. - Amahl and the Night Visitors 
Christmas at Big 9 = Personnel and Families 
Christmas Startime = Leonard Bernstein 
Christmas Night - The Gift Song - Music 
CBS Reports - The Great Holiday Massacre 
Renegade - British Seaman and the Civil War 
Project 20 - Victory at Sea 
Years of Crisis= News Analysis 
Projection 61 = NBC Newsmen - coming year 
Inventoryi 60 - Major events of the year in Okla. 
Blue=Grey Game - Football 
Gator Bowl = Baylor vs • Florida 
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Time 

6~30 pm 
9~00 am 
4:00 pm 
5&00 pm 
8s30 pm 
7s30 pm 
9ii00 pm 
7&30 pm 

lls45 am 
12g45 pm 
10i30 am 

9&30 pm 
9i00 pm 
7i30 pm 
ls30 pm 
8i30 pm 
9s00 pm 
9:45 pm 

lOiOO am 
11&00 am 

3~00 pm 
3&30 pm 
4s00 pm 
9::30 pm 
7s00 pm 
9:00 pm 
8(30 pm 
9z00 pm 
8zOO pm 

l0g30 pm 
12g45 pm 

lg00 pm 
East...West Shrine Game - Football 
College Basketball Tournament - Madison Sqo 
Orange Bowl Regatta= Boat Races 

3s45 pm 
Garden 9gQQ pm 

NBC Opera Company= Deseret 
AFL Championship Football 
Omnibus - Music - Drama= Lincoln Center 
Will to Victery = World War II - Churchill 
New Year's Night - Young Performers= Music 
Tournament of Roses Parada 
Orange Bowl = Navy vso Missouri 
Sugar Bowl - Rice vs o Mississippi 
Cotton Bowl - Duke vs. Arkansas 
Rose Bowl Preview 
Rose Bowl - Minnesota vs. Washington 

12::00 pm 
2z00 pm 
2gJQ pm 
4z00 pm 
8z30 pm 
9g30 pm 

lOg.30 am 
lls45 am 
12g45 pm 
2iJO pm 
3&30 pm 
Js45 pm 



Date 

l".".'.3".".'61 

1;7-61 
1-8-61 

1-10-61 
1-11-61 

Descriptions, (Continued) 

Program 

Project 20 - The Twisted Cross - Hitler 
Playoff Bowl= Browns vso Lions 
Senior Bowl - All S:tar Game 
Meet the New Senators - tJ. So Senate 
Yeung People's Concert - Leonard Bernstein 
·Tribute to a Patriot= President Eisenhower 
Bob Hope - Christmas Show to the Troops 

9; 

Time 

9i00 pm 
lgOO pm 
2:15 pm 

11::00 am 
.'.3:00 pm 
9s00 pm 
$::00 pm 
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APPENDIX F 



Compilation of Reasons for Viewing Television 

A. The chil~ .Qr. ft:l.lllily ~ t~e program. 

1. The whole family likes to watch the program. 

2. The child likes to watch the program. 

B. ~ family members~ 12 ~~program. 

3. The parents like to watch the program. 

4. The child's brothers and/or sisters like to watch the programo 

C. ~ reasons. 

5. The parents encourage the child to watch the program. 

6. The child or family has a habit of watching the program. 

7. The television is on at this time and this is the best program 
available. 

8. This program is watched if the particular show is liked. 

9. This program is watched if the child has nothing else to do. 

10. other reasons. (Provided by the mothers) 
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Compilation of Reasons for Not Viewing Television 

A. The child is doing something else. 

1. The child is in bed at the time for this program. 

2. The child is eating his meal at the time for this program. 

3. The child is engaged in other activities. 

B. The child watches another m-ogra.'ill at this ~o 

4. The child watches another program at this time. 

C. Negative feelings toward the 12rogram. 

5. The child does not like the program. 

6. The family does not like the program. 

7. The parents discourage the child from viewing the program~ 

D. Other reasons. 

8 0 The child isn't familiar with the program. 

9. ©ther reasons. (Provided by the mothers) 
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Reasons Added by the Mothers 

Positive Reasons: 

L The program is watched if the fat her is not homeo 

2o The program is watched if the television is already tuned to that 
channel .. 

.3 0 The program is watched if the child's sister is not present. 

4 .. The program is watched if the television is on at that time. 

5o The program is watched if the family is not eatingo 

60 The child watches the program if he is reminded of the time. 

7.. The program is watched if the particular show on the other channel 
at the time is not liked .. 

Negative Reasons& 

1 0 The television is turned off at this time. 

2. The children practice the piano at this time. 

3 .. The parents watch another program at this time. 

4. The family listens to the radio. 

5 0 The family doesn't watch programs on this channel .. 
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