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INTRODUCTION

The movie: All the President's Men. The setting: the:

Library of Congress. Robert Redford and Dustin Hoffman,

as Washington Post reporters Bob Woodward and Carl

Bernstein, are seated at a table. Before them are
thousands of book slips, neatly stacked. Painstakingly,
they begin to search through the pile for the particular
piece of information they hope to find. The overhead
camera focuses on them and moves slowly higher, ascending
further toward the top of the cavernous building. The
figures of the two reporters grow smaller and smaller, and
the immensity of their task is graphically shown.

That particular scene has stuck in my own mind ever
since I viewed a preview showing of the film at Warner
Brothers Studio in 1976. It is much more than fantasy; it
is a dramatic representation of a very real situation. In
the past 20 years, government has grown exponentially,
becoming more complex and bureaucratic than ever. The
volume of public information has multiplied as well.

Investigative reporters are faced with coping with
this overwhelming barricade. 1In order to bring news and
truth to the American public, they must know where the‘

information is as well as how to uncover it.




Increasingly, this has come to mean dealing not with
paperwork but with computer programs, punch cards aﬁd
microfilm. As the information becomes more compact and
efficient, it also becomes more intricate and inaccessible
to those unfamiliar with the system.

Suppose we rewrote that scene in the movie, and the
library information was contained not on individual slips
of paper, but in a computer data storage system, Would
Woodward and Bernstein have been able to gain access to
it then? Could they have convinced a willing federal
employee to hand them the information? Would they have
known what to do with it if they had?

In this particular real-life situation, the reporters
were not successful anyway; the information they had hoped
to find had either been removed or did not exist in that
form. But this is not an isolated case. On a wide scale,
the government is depending increasingly on the capa-
bilities of computers to handle its flood of data. The
question is: how is this affecting the role of the
investigative reporter and his effectiveness?

It is the contention of this paper that journalism
in general is failing to keep pace with these developments
and could profit--both monetarily and in the payoff of
better reporting--by adapting computer knowledge to its

own purposes and advantages.




Is
to gain
kind of

storage

computerization helping or hindering the reporter
access to government information? What degree and
exposure have journalists had in the area of data

and retrieval systems? Do they think learning

about this specialized field would be worthwhile? These

are some of the questions to which this paper addresses

itself.




' Califano, former aide to Lyndon Johnson and currently one

. words,

. W. W. Norton & Company, Inc., 1975), p. 1l2.

Chapter'l

BACKGROUND

It is important, I think, to first establish what
investigative reporting is, and what place it has both in

journalism and in the scheme of government in this country.

The Fourth Branch

Freedom of the press, as all grammar school students E

learn, is guaranteed in the Bill of Rights. But Joseph

of Jimmy Carter's Cabinet members, believes the importance

of the press goes beyond even that distinction. 1In his

There is a fourth place at the table of American
democratic power which the framers tried to set
independent of the three branches of government. The
press--in modern terms, television, radio, newspapers, .
magazines, and books--was conceived 0f as the people's.
eyes and ears and often their voice.l

It is, in effect, the fourth branch of our democratic

system.
It is Califano's contention that the presidency has
expanded its powers over the last few decades while the

other branches have weakened, or at best stagnated. He

lJoseph Califano, A Presidential Nation (New York:




sees this imbalance as dangerous, and the press is not
exempt from his accusation of decline. The benefit of
Watergate may be its dramatic representation of this tilt

of balance, when
. « . despite the brilliant investigative work
of a few news organizations, television demonstrated
how the media could be turned more into an instrument
of presidential power than a persistent skeptic of
its exercise.2
Califano also warns that while the media may regard
itself as a potent critic of the presidency, that is not
how it is viewed by the chief executive. The president
sees the media as an instrument for developing support, and
often he spends as much time trying to manipulate its
reaction to his policies as he does in formulating the
policies themselves.3
Some interesting variations on this theme are put
forth by David Wise, a former Washington correspondent. It
is his belief that erosion of confidence between the people
and their government, not imbalance of power, has been the
most significant political development in recent years.
Government deception, he says, is supported by a
system of official secrecy.
Government misinformation is distributed by the

government information machine. The message would
have little meaning if there were no medium to transmit

2Ibid., p. 5.

31bid., p. 102.




it to the public. The press is the medium.4

Wise detected an "unprecedented effort" on the part
of the Nixon administration to discredit the American press.
This was a dangerous policy, Wise believes, since the press
is essential to the democratic system.

The press is often called "the Fourth Branch of
government," a term that at once reflects its quin-
tessential importance and a major weakness. For the
press is not a branch of government and to the extent
that singly, or collectively, its members forget this
fact, or confuse themselves with the government, the
public is not served.d ’

He added that the press can be validly criticized,
not for analyzing and criticizing the government too much
but for doing it too little. The press should gquestion
government information more vigorously, be unwilling to
accept handouts as fact, and avoid passive reporting. To
do otherwise only makes it that much easier for government
to mislead the public.

A fascinating argument took place among the pages

of the magazine Commentary between Daniel Moynihan and Max

Frankel, a reporter for the New York Times. Moynihan's
article appeared in March, 1971, when he expressed concern
that the press was endangering not the reputation of a

particular president, but that of government itself. Men

4David Wise, The Politics of Lying (New York:
Random House, 1973),.p. 14.

5

Ibid., p. 15.




of government are depenaent'on journalists, and if that
relationship has grown troubled, his immediate answer is
the distrust that grew out of the U-2 affair in 1960. But
Moynihan says there are more basic problems between the
presidency and the press, and that several circumstances
have contributed to reversing the balance of power to
favor the media.

Five reasons for this are listed by Moynihan: the
evolution of journalism as an elite profession, or a£ least
a profession attractive to elites;6 the rise of a notion of
the near-omnipotence of the presidency and its accompanying
overinflated expectations of presidential competence;7 the
Hependence of Washington reporters on clandestine informa-
tion frequently antagonistic to presidential interests;8
the concept of objectivity with respect to the reporting of
events and the unwillingness of the press to forego the
entertainment value of a fascinating but untruthful
charge;9 and finally, the most important in Moynihan's
mind, the absence of a professional tradition of self-
correction.lO

He concluded by admitting that there is nothing

wrong with investigative reporting and that indeed, there

6Norman.Thomas, The Presidency in Contemporary
Context (New York: Dodd, Mead & Company, 1975), p. 110.

"1bid., p. 111. 81bid., p. 113.

Ibid., p. 115. 014i4., p. 117.

9




ought to be more. But,
. . . the issue is not one of serious inquiry,
but of an almost feckless hostility to power. This
may not be good for us . . . it is no longer a matter
of this or that administration; it is becoming a
matter of national morale.ll
In a subsequent issue of the magazine, Frankel
attempts to answer these charges, the central point being
this balance of power.
I found it odd that he never attempted to define
either the old balance of power or any balance that
he deems desirable . . . (If some of our histories
are correct in suggesting that the Hearst and Pulitzer
press were once able to goad or frighten the country
and its President into war, then it would seem that
there has been, indeed, a most remarkable shift in
the balance of power, though hardly in the direction
Mr. Moynihan suggests.) 12
If reporters are more educated, it is only to keep
up with the credentials of the holders of public office,
Frankel says, rejecting the notion of an elite group. And
if we Americans do have exaggerated expectations, that is
a burden only to a president who insists on perpetuating
the erroneous image.13
As for the use of clandestine information, Frankel"
points out that the majority of deliberate leaks are not
secret documents but guarded suggestions to look into a
matter that might otherwise be neglected. Would Moynihan

have such information ignored? On the subject of objectiv-

Mipia., p. 125. 121pi4., p. 136.

131pia., p. 138.




ity, Frankel says,
The problem for thoughtful journalism is that
we can never be sure about motivation and we cer-
tainly cannot know consequence. And in some small
measure, at least, we know that we contribute to
consequence. These are horrendous problems and we
lose sleep over them, but they are not solved by
the automatic assumption in our editorial suites of
the absolute power to decide that Moynihan deserves
to be heard, and another man does not.l4
Lastly, Frankel contends that the press corrects
itself in one sense every morning. And beyond that, such
opportunity is rarely denied the White House, as men of
power are able to make their views known, almost by
definition.®>
This issue of the relationship between press and
government is indeed a .complex one, with no easy answers.
Developments in recent years have complicated the situation
even further, and it may be some time before we can deter-
mine the effects of events such as Watergate. But in any
case it is apparent that warnings like the following may be
simplistic but nonetheless worth heeding:
There is a tendency among many officials, both
elected and appointed, to conduct public business in

secret. Reporters and editors must carry on a con-
stant fight for free access to information.l6

141p54., p. 141.

151pid., p. 142.

16Philip Ault and Edwin Emery, Reporting the News
(New York: Dodd, Mead & Company, 1959), p. 151.




The Evolution of Investigative
Reporting

At the turn of the century, from about 1880 to 1914,
a tradition began to establish itself in the field of
journalism. Its mission was the exposure of corruption in
government or the collusion of government with private
interests, and the practitioners of this specialty came to
be called "muckrakers." They included the likes of David
Graham Phillips, Lincoln Steffens, and Upton Sinclair.
These writers, and others like them, set the precedent for
what we know today as investigative reporting.

There is no official definition of what does or does

not qualify as investigative reporting. But the

; technique is generally recognizable; note the similarities

~in the following descriptions:

A newspaper must search for the concealed stor-
ies--those that the public should know about, but

|

i
i

which might have been unwritten either through neglect!

or a calculated effort by someone to hide them.
Development of such stories is called investigative
reporting.17

‘ Investigative reporting is almost self-explana-
tory and can apply to any subject. Usually it
describes the writing that results from digging out
facts beneath the surface. There is no opinion in
truly investigative reporting. It resembles a
scientific approach. Fact is laid upon fact. No

conclusions afe drawn until the facts themselves form ,

a conclusion.

171pia., p. 203.

18Neale Copple, Depth Reporting, (Englewood Cliffs,

' New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1964), p. 19.
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News stories originated by reporters with and
sometimes without editorial direction. Significant
news that might not have otherwise been developed
through official sources.l19

The definition that is perhaps the most concise is

that of David Anderson and Peter Benjaminson, offered in a
book devoted entirely to this subject--investigative
|reporting is simply_the reporting of concealed informa-
tion.zo'

There is also a general consensus on how one goes

about doing investigative research. One suggestion was to
work with a committee that has the power of subpoena for
any assignment in a field concerning government.21 ~Another
was to know public officials, their duties and the type of
news obtainable for each; depend on them for news tips,
background information, and interpretation.22 Good
qualities included relentless tenacity and "a knowledge of
what information is printable evidence and what is mere

rumor."23

19John Hohenberg, The Professional Journalist
(New York: Holt-Dryden Company, 1960), p. 387.

20David Anderson and Peter Benjaminson, Investiga-
tive Reporting (Bloomington, Indiana: Indiana University
Press, 1976), p. 5.

21

Hohenberg, p. 388.

22Victor Danilov, Public Affairs Reporting (New
York: Macmillan Company, 1955), p. 3. '

, 23Phill.ip Ault and Edwin Emery, Reporting the News
(New York: Dodd, Mead & Company, 1959), p. 204.
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Most of thoé;wgffering advice mentioned checking
and investigating public records, and that is the subject
of Anderson and Benjaminson's book. They categorize public
records in three ways: those the law entitles the public
to see, those the law prohibits the public from seeing,
and those not mentioned by the law. They caution that
although records-keeping is fairly consistent from state to
state, which kinds of records are public and which are not
varies widely.

The truth is that even within the same government
office, the accessibility of the records often depends
on which clerk is approached first, how he or she is
handled by the reporter, and whether he or she (or
his boss) is mad at the newspaper that day.24

If handled properly, professional bureaucrats who are used
to collecting paper and are protected by civil service
statutes are able to provide massive documentation for
reporters.

Federal legislation concerning access to public
information was passed in 1967 under the name of the Freedom
of Information Act. It was part of an attempt to deal with
the problem of excessive secrecy, and it states that all
federal agencies, with certain specified exceptions, shall
make their records available to any member of the public

that requests them. It was drafted principally with news-

men in mind.

24Anderson and Benjaminson, p. 39.

12




Unfortunately, the Freedom of Information Act has
not been widely successful. Several methods have been used
to circumvent the purpose of the Act, among them: ‘exempting
potentially embarrassing information; delaying response to
requests on the basis that the requests were not specific
enough; charging an arbitrarily high fee for gathering the
solicited information; and extending the trade secret
exemption (which is legal) to cover all other information
concerning the manufacturer.25

Under these conditions, a requester of information
can wait more than two years before the tactics and appeals
are played out and the case comes to court. Of the more
than 200 cases brought to court under the Act in the first
five years, only ten had been brought by newspapers.

Since the passage of the Act, a growing amount of
government information previouély prepared only in paper
form has been computerized.26 Tﬁere are two channels
reporters may use in obtaining this information, either
through commercial "information brokers" or through the
federal agencies.

The commercial services have access to many of the

larger data bases, excluding those containing classified

25Nicholas Henry, Public Administration and Public
Affairs (Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey: Prentice-Hall, Inc.,
1975), p. 92.

26Jane Staenberg, Analyst in Information Sciences,
Science Policy Research Division, Library of Congress.

13




information; The major competitors are Systems Development
Corporation (SDC) and Lockheed Information Systems (LIS),
and between them have access to over 80 data bases. The
per hour average charge ranges from $35 to $125.

Detailed descriptions of the federal information
systems are contained in a "Directory of Computerized Data
Files and Related Software Available from Federal
Agencies--1975," prepared by the National Technical Informa-
tion Service of the Department of Commerce.

The growing use of computerized data systems by the
government has been possible in the past decade because of
the improvements in technology that have made the systems
both cheaper and easier to use. When the IBM 7090 system
arrived on the market in 1959, it was worth $2,880,000 and
time on it cost about $800 an hour.27 This prohibitively
high price has been reduced to anywhere from $35 to $150
per hour.

And by the late 60s, the software had developed to
the point where the computer has practically been trained
to program itself. It is no longer necessary to be an
expert or to hire one to make it work for you. We have

reached the time when computers are simple and inexpensive

27Philip Meyer, Precision Journalism (Bloomington,
Indiana: Indiana University Press, 1973), p. 102.

14




enough to make them useful for the working reporter, and
that is the argument put forth by Philip Meyer, a national
correspondent for the Knight newspapers.

Meyer thinks journalists would profit by adapting
some of the research tools of the social sciences.

Journalists and social scientists used to be

much more alike than they are today. Together, we
would rely heavily on observation and interpretation,
collecting our observations from public records, from
interviews, from direct participation, and then spin-
ning out our interpretations. The difference was
that we journalists put our interpretations in
readable English while the social scientists couched
theirs in jargon.

A lot has happened to social science in the last
twenty years, Meyer says, but not so with journalism. The
revolution in social science has been brought about by the
development and widespread availability of the computer.
Data that was previously too extensive and unwieldy to
quantify has yielded to measuring.

Journalists have neglected to keep pace with these
developments because of a preoccupation with the question
of whether objectivity is desirable or even possible.
Since World War II, the debate has persisted. But in
Meyer's mind there is no longer any validity to the idea
that specialized knowledge is of no use to the. reporter,

as it might cause him to focus his attention on detail not

of interest to the reader. This "professional amateur"

281pid., p. 3.

15




model has becqme obsolete. Today's readers are more highly
educated, better informed, and more knowledge hungry.
Beyond that, the rapid pace of change and increasing com-
plexity of events has placed a bigger burden on the
reporter, who must understand those events in order to make
sense of them for his audience.29

There is more time and emphasis being placed today
not on only covering spot news, but on writing in depth.
This kind of coverage involves intensive and systematic
fact-finding efforts, and this is where we can benefit by
using the new research techniques.30 Computers can collect
information, analyze data, count and calculate at such high
speed that the costs are relatively low, particularly when
compared to manual expenses.

If journalism is to take advantage of these new
tools, two things will have to happen: editors must feel
the need for systematic research strongly enough to develop
in-house capacity, and reporters must develop the talent
and knowledge to use it. In Meyer's words,

It used to be said that journalism is history

in a hurry . . . to cope with the acceleration of
social change in today's world, journalism must
become social science in a hurry.

It was largely the argument put forth in this book

that influenced me in formulating the hypothesis for this

291pid., pp. 6-7. 301pia., p. 13.

3l1pia., p. 14.
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study. The computer has become a significant presence in
today's society, and can only continue to increase in
importance as our world becomes more complex. Few aspects
of our lives will not feel this electronic influence, and
journalists can hardly expect to be exempt.

There has been little research devoted to this
idea, so I was limited in possible sources. I decided that
the best method for determining what effect computerization
might be having on the field would be to ask the journalists
themselves, through a survey.

I wanted to determine what journalists have experi-
enced in dealing with government information that might
'be computerized. What are their thoughts on the use of
such data systems? Do they consider knowledge of such
systems useful and when would they consider seeking

training?

17




Chapter 2

METHODOLOGY

Backstrom and Hirsh offered seven steps for designing

a survey in their book, Survey Research. Those steps are

(1) define the purpose, (2) identify the population, (3)

select the research method, (4) select the sample, (5)

construct the questionnaire, (6) interview and process the

data,

32

and (7) report and analyze the data. This chapter

will explain the process I went through in the first six

steps;

the last, reporting and analyzing the data, will be

covered in the following chapter.

Th

if any,

e purpose here is to determine what relationship,

exists between the use of computers as data

storage bases by the United States government and the

ability of journalists to find the information they seek.

Th

e intended population is investigative reporters.

There are relatively few journalists who are strictly

investigative reporters, so I decided to use the city side

staff as a whole. Through the questionnaire, I would

. determine whether the respondents had done this type of

work.

Jo

urnalists tend to be pressed for time and involved

32

Charles Backstrom and Gerald Hirsh, Survey Research,

(Bloomington, Indiana: Indiana University Press, 1963),

p.

19.

18



with various projects, and for those reasons a short
written questionnaire was seleéted. To keep the time
requirement to a minimum, I used multiple choice answers
for the majority of the questions, leaving only three
open-end answers.

I felt that only larger newspapers in metropolitan
areas would be likely to have a substantial amount of
investigative reporting, as smaller newspapers have less
money to spend on operating budgets and tend to concen-
trate on day-to-day reporting.

Once I had decided to stay within California to give
myself the advantage of proximity, I chose Los Angeles and
San Francisco as the major metropolitan areas and selected
two newspapers from each city. The northern newspapers
were the San Francisco Chronicle and the Examiner; in the

south were the Los Angeles Times and another daily news-

paper which agreed to participate in the survey only if it
were guaranteed anonymity. From here forth, that publica-
.tion will be referred to simply as the "fourth newspaper."”
The questionnaire’itself was one-page, printed on

. both front and back. It began by asking the respondent
simple warm-up questions, such as: how long have you been
employed in journalism? It then progresses to the areas
of investigative reporting, computerization, and then

ended with biographical information. In all, 37 questions

19




were included.

I sent letters of inquiry to the editors of the news-
papers and at each was referred to either the managing
editor, city editor, or metropolitan editor. Through
telephone conversations, I explained my position as a
graduate student working on a thesis and three of the
editors agreed at that time to participate. The fourth
asked to see the questionnaire first and subsequently
agreed to cooperate, with the afore-~mentioned stipulation
of anonymity.

After acquiring permission, I personally visited each
of the newspapers and met with the appropriate editors to
deliver the questionnaires and answer any questions. The
editors were responsible for distributing the copies
among their staffs. (All felt it would be inappropriate
for me to wander about their city rooms trying to convince
the reporters to cooperate. I appreciated their concern
and'trusted them to act in my behalf, as théy all seemed
genuinely willing to help me with this project.)

Arrangements were then made for me to pick up the Los
Angeles returns in person, but I was unable to prolong my
stay in San Francisco, so those replies were mailed back
to me. Of the 200 guestionnaires I distributed between
March 30 and May 4, 1978, 79 were returned, just slightly

under 40 percent.

20




fﬁe resuits of those returns were éoded onto computer
shéets and then key punched onto computer cards along
with a program of instructions, using Fortran language
and SPSS procedures. The computer was instructed to per-
form a number of calculations, including absolute fre-
quency, adjusted frequency, cumulative frequency, mean,
mode, median, standard deviation, standard error, minimum,
maximum and range. Statistics were prepared for the
group as a whole and for each individual newspaper.

For a replica of the guestionnaire used, see

Appendix A.

21




Chapter 3
DATA ANALYSIS

Processing the returns by computer allowed for a
variety of statistics to be calculated. To list all of
them here, however, would probably mean_overloading the
reader with a series of confusing numbers. For that
reason, more detailed information in the form of the actual
tables produced by the computer may be found in Appendix B,
where cited. This is also where the data for the individual
|newspapers may be located.

For the body of this work I have selected the
statistics I feel are most relevant and enlightening. The
missing responses (ho answer) will not be included here, so
the total number of replies for any given question will not
necessarily by 79 (the total of returned questionnaires).
The percentages will add up to 100, as they have been
adjusted to exclude the missing responses.33

The first series of questions presented concerns the
personal characteristics of the respondents. The majority

of this information was reserved for the end of the

questionnaire, but I am presenting it first because it

33'I‘he percentages have been rounded to the nearest
whole number, so totals may be a point off in either
direction.

22|




sometimes heips to have a feeling for the kind of people
involved and any possible biases.
About one-third of the journalists had been

employed in the field for more than ten years.

one to five years . . . . 5 or 6%
five to ten years . . . . 20 26%
ten to twenty years . . . 25 32%
more than twenty years . 27 35%

Reportorial positions were being held at the time
by nearly all of the respondents.
reporter . . . .« . « .« . 713 Or 95%
editor . . . . . . . . . 4 5%
Given the definition of investigative reporting as
the reporting of concealed information, the vast majority

said they had done this kind of writing.

YE€S ¢ ¢ 4« ¢ « o« « « o« « « 10 or 92

oo

no e e o e o + e e e« o 6 8

oo

When asked about their levels of education, 84 per-
cent listed completion of a college degree or beyond to

the postgraduate level.

high school . . . . . . . 4 or 5%
partial college . . . . . 9 12%
college . . . .« « . « . . 29 38%
postgraduate . . . . . . 35 45%

Two-thirds of the staff members belonged to some

union.
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Newspaper Guild . . . . . 41 or 52%

other . . . . . . ¢« . . . 10 14%
Only about one-third, however, listed membership in
’a professional organization.
Sigma Delta Chi . . . . . 9 or 118

Press clubs . ¢« ¢« ¢ o o« & 7 9

oo

other . . . . . . . . . . 10 13

o

The Democratic party was claimed as an affiliation
by three-fourths of the respondents.

Democratic . . . . . . . 51 or 75%

Republican . . . . . . . 3 43
Other . - . L] - - . . . . 5 7%
NoONE  « +« « « o « « « « 9 13%

Nearly all of the journalists said they were
registered voters and had participated in the 1976 presi-

dential election.

registered . . . . . . . 70 or 92%
not registered . . . . . 6 8%
voted in 1976 . . . . . . 71 93%
did not vote . . . . . . 5 7%

About three-fourths of the staff was male.
male . . . . . .« « « « . 60 or 79%
female . . . . . . . . . 16 21%
Nearly half of those who responded were beyond the

age of 40.
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20 to 30 years old . . . 11 or 15%

31 to 40 years old . . . 31 41%
41 to 50 years old . . . 15 20%
over 50 years old . . . . 19 25%

The majority of the group said they had come from

a Caucasian background.

Caucasian . « « « « « . . 64 or 85%
Black . . . . « ¢« « ¢« « . 3 4%
Mexican-American . . . . 2 32
Asian . « ¢« ¢« ¢« ¢« + o« « o+ 4 5%
other . . . . . . . « « . 2 3%

Taking this information into account, we can draw
mental picture of the typical member of this group of
respondents. He (and he is male) has been in journalism
for ten to twenty years and is currently a reporter. He
has done some investigative reporting. He has taken
classes beyond his college degree. He belongs to a union
but probably not to a professional organization. He is a
Democrat, a registered voter, and was active in the last
presidential election. He is white, between the ages of
30 and 40.

The remaining questions dealt with the respondent

experiences and opinions. The first set of related

a

's

answers concerns the amount of investigative reporting done

in this country in recent years. I was looking for two

things‘here: a relationship between the amount in the past
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five and ten years, and a comparison between the nation as
a whole and the respondent's own newspaper.

Nearly all of the journalists believed investigative
reportiﬁg in the United States as a whole had increased to
some extent over the past ten years.

decreased . . . . . . . . 1l or 1%

w
o\

no change . . . « . .« . . 2

increased . . . . . . . . 16 21%
increased somewhat . . . 29 38%
increased greatly . . . . 29 38%

While 96 percent said they thought investigative
reporting had increased nationwide, 82 percent felt their
own newspaper had increased its investigative coverage for

the same time period.

decreased greatly . . . . 1 or 1%
decreased somewhat . . . 1 1%
decreased . . . . . . . . 2 3%
no change . . . . . . . . 9 13%
increased . . . . . . . . 23 32%
increased somewhat . . . 19 26%
increased greatly . . . . 17 24%

The same question posed for a five-year period
yvielded a 90 percent response that it had increased to
some degree.

decreased greatly . . . . 1 or 1%

no change . . . . . . . . 6 8% -

26




increased

increased somewhat
increased greatly .

For their own newspapers

76 percent fell somewhere on the

- . <. 13 17%
. « . 26 34%
. . . 31 40%

in that five-year period,

increasing side of the

scale, as compared to 90 percent for the United States.
decreased greatly . . . . 2 or 33
decreased . ... . . . . . 2 32
no change . . . « .+ « .« . 13 18%
increased . . . . . . . . 22 30%
increased somewhat . . . 19 26%
increased greatly . . . . 16 22%

There is no doubt that by far the majority of
respondents believe the field of investigative reporting
had increased in the past decade. They seem to feel the
output level is slightly less in the past five years, but
still increasing at a good rate. It is interesting to note
that a small portion, between 10 and 15 percent, did not
feel their own newspapers had kept pace with the nationwide
trend.

When asked about the general effect of investiga-

tive reporting on the American public, all but one of the

journalists said it was beneficial to some degree.

neutral . . . . . . . . . 1 or 1%
benefiCial . . . . . . . ll 1.5% .
e . . 23 30%

somewhat beneficial
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greatly benéficial . . .'41 54%

;Another set of questions dealt with the reporter's
experiences in seeking information from government agencies,
the types of agencies he approached, and his feelings about
how to describe those dealings.

During the last five years, 86 percent of the
journalists had approached government agencies on an

average of at least once a week.

less than yearly . . . . 2 or 3%
every few months . . . . 3 4%
monthly . . . . « « « . . 0 8%
weekly . . . . . . « . . 35 47%
semi-weekly . . . . . . . 6 8%
daily . . . . .« « . . . . 23 31%

About half could not single out a level of govern-
ment with which they dealt most often, and chose a combina-

tion of the categories.

local . . . . « « . « . . 16 or 21%
county . . . . < . « .« .« 5 7%
state . . . . . . . . . . b 8%
special district . . . . 2 3%
federal . . . . . . .. . . 6 8%
combination . . . . . . . 40 53%

When asked to name specific agencies, about a third
listed the police department.

(o)

law enforcement . . . . . 19 or 36%
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‘eﬁergy and utilities . . 5 9%

courts and attorneys . . 7 13%
city hall . . . . . . . . 7 13%
board of supervisors . . 1 2%
other . . . . . . . . . . 14 26%

Some of the other agencies listed included the
registrar of voters, education, health, the White House,
and the governor's office.

The reporters were then asked to rate their experi-
ences on a three-point scale in four categories. The
majority described them as both successful and time-
consuming, but were closer to being neutral on the gqualities

of pleasantness and ease.

successful . . . . . ... 31 or 52%
neutral . . . . . . . . . 25 42%
unsuccessful . . . . . . 4 7%
pleasant . . . . . . . . 19 40%
neutral . . . ¢« .+ + . . . 24 50%
unpleasant . . . . . . . 5 10%
difficult . . . . . . . . 16 34%
neutral . . . . . . . . . 24 51%
€aASY « « o o o o o o o o 1 15%
time-consuming . . . . . 42 74%
neutral . . « « « « < o o 11 19%
not time-consuming . . . 4 7%
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The largest consensus was on length of time
involved, followed by degree of success. The fairly neutral
descriptions were weightéd on the side of pleasant and
difficult.

| About three-fourths of the journalists indicated
that the agencies they encountered used computers in

storing information some of the time.

never . . . . « « « « « « 1 or 1%
sometimes . . . . . . . . 56 77%
always . « « « « +« « < o 10 14%
I don't know . . . . . . 6 8%

A smaller portion, but still a majority, said these

agencies used computers in disseminating information.

never . . « « « « « « « . b6 Or 8%
sometimes . . . . . . . . 42 56%
always . « « « o o o o o 3 4%
I don't know . . . . . . 24 32%

Nearly three-fourths of those interviewed judged
that computer knowledge is helpful for reporters.

unnecessary . . . . . . . 18 or 25%

[

helpful . . . . . . . . . 52 71

oo

required . . . . . . . . 3 4
The same percentage then replied that they had had
no personal training in computers.

NO =« o« « o« o o« o« o « « « 54 0r 71%

o\
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Of those who did claim some kind of training, half
had learned what they knew on the job, largely through

using video display terminals.

college . . . . . . . . « 5 o0or 21%
technical school . . . . 1 4%
personal instruction . . 4 17%
on job . . . . . . . . .11 16%
other - « « v v et 3 13%

Two-thirds rated themselves as having low profici-
ency with computers and of the remaining, most felt they

had no ability at all.

NONE + o« o o o o o o o « 21 or 27%
Jow . . . . . .+ < . . . . 51 66%
moderate e e e e e e e . 5 72

When asked in the context of their particular jobs,

80 percent said computer familiarity would be beneficial.

irrelevant . . . . . . . 14 or 19%
beneficial . . . . . . . 60 80%
mandatory . . . . . . . . 1 1%

To pursue such training, two-thirds would make the

effort if the opportunity were provided by their employers.

own initiative . . . . . 3 or 4%
employer opportunity . . 48 66%
other circumstances . . 17 23%
no circumstances . . . . 5 7%

Those who said they would do so under other circum-
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stances indicated that woulg be if and when it was
Znecessary for an assignment or their job.

Almost half of the journalists believe the com-
puterization of government data has made it more accessible

to some degree.

much less accessible . . 6 or 9%
somewhat less accessible. 3 43
less accessible . . . . . 7 10%
no change . . . . . . . . 20 29%
more accessible . . . . . 14 20%
somewhat more accessible. 15 21%
much more accessible . . 5 7%

Those who felt it had become more accessible
attributed the change to the efficiency and ease of com-
puters as well as their speed. The expertise required to
use them, the ability to hide information, and the use of
the computer systems by bureaucrats rather than the public
were listed as reasons for the information becoming less
accessible. The others felt that regardless of the intro-
duction of the computers, journalists are still dealing
with people, and the degree of accessibility depends more
on this human factor than on machines.

efficient . . . . . . . . 13 or 24%

faster .« . .« . ¢ ¢ & . . 7 13%
human factor . . . . . . 9 17%
expeftise e+ + + o « « <« 3 6%
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secrecy . .'. e « « <« < 10 19

o

government use . . . . . 1 2
other . . . . . . . . . . 11 20%
The importance-of computers in investigative

research was seen as increasing by 79 percent.

decreasing greatly . . . 1 or 1%
no change . . . . . . . . 14 20%
increasing . . . . . . . 25 36%
increasing somewhat . . . 19 27%
increasing greatly . . . 11 16%

Speculating on the effect of this increased
importance of computers, about 40 percent felt it would not
be significant and nearly the same percentage indicated it
would be a beneficial influence.

greatly detrimental.. . . 4 or 6%

somewhat detrimental . . 1 1%
detrimental . . . . . . . 6 9%
no change . . . . . . . . 28 41%
beneficial . . . . . . . 16 23%
somewhat beneficial . . . 9 13%
greatly beneficial . . . 5 7%

Many of the same reasons cited in explaining the

effect on accessibility were repeated here.

efficient . . . . . . . . 9 or 21%
faster . ¢« ¢ o« ¢ o ¢ o 3 7%
human factor . . . . . . 9 21%
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expertise . . . . . . . . 2 5%

SEeCrecy .« « « o « o + o« o 1 17%
lower cost e e e o o o @ 1 2%
Other . .- . . . . . - .f," . ll 26%

When viewed”in its entirety, the questionnaire pro-
vides some interesting insights. The great majority of
journalists believe investigative reporting has been on the
rise for the last ten years; a small portion indicated that
although their own newspapers had also been increasing the
amount of investigative reporting, they had not quite kept
pace with the national trend. With only one exception, all
felt this kind of journalism is beneficial to the public.

Most of the reporters approach government agencies'
on an average of onée a week, and that includes all levels
of bureaucracy. Those experiences were generally rated as
successful and time-consuming.

About three-fourths of the respondents said these
agencies sometimes used computers in storing information,
and about half in disseminating that information.

When asked about reporting in general and their own
jobs in particular, approximately three-fourths said
computer knowledge and familiarity is helpful and bene-
ficial. Essentially the same number said they personally
had not had any such training. Of the few who claimed such
training, half had been limited to the use of video display

terminals on the job. Two-thirds considered themselves as
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having a low level of computer proficiency; the same
|proportion indicated fhat if their employers made the
opportunity available, they would seek such training.
About half of the journalists thought computeriza-
‘tion of governmént data has made it more accessible to some
degree. They attributed this change to the efficiency,
ease and speed of computers in collecting information.
Most felt this importance of computers in investigative
research would continue to increase in the future, for
essentially the same reasons. About half thought this
would benefit journalism and the others felt it would not

be a significant influence.
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CONCLUSION

What conclusions can be drawn from the results of
this survey?

Investigative reporting has been on the increase
during the last decade, and is perceived by journalists as
a beneficial product for the American public. In order to
report that which was previously concealed, the definition
used here, a certain amount of time and energy must be
expended. It makes sense that whatever can be done to
reduce that human expense would help the reporter make
better use of his time, thereby resulting in better
reporting.

Computer systems are currently being used by other
professions, as well as the United States government, and
journalism would be well advised to do the same. Both the
hardware and softQare have developed to the stage where it
is economically and technically feasible for nonexperts to
use such systems.

Keeping up with these technological progressions
should not be desirable but essential for the media, who
are constantly acting on behalf of the people of this
country. Freedom of the press is part of the national

tradition of democracy, but the words become meaningless
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if and when the press is unwilling or unable to carry out
its task to the fullest extent possible. Having access to
government data bases is useless unless journalists make
the effort to learn how to use them and then take advan-
tage of that access.

Most journalists have not had that kind of training.
The majority have been exposed to video display terminals,
devices used for composing and storing newspaper copy. As
limited as the VDT is, that is a sufficient starting point
and should not be underrated as an introduction to com-
puter systems. As reporters, we must first lose our fear
of the unknown in this area, and the VDT provides the
opportunity to gain familiarity and confidence with the
hardware. But by no means should our use end there.

If additional training is to be pursued, it seems the
burden for providing it rests on the management of the
newspapers. Most journalists expressed the belief that
such knowledge would be useful, but indicated they would
seek it only if the opportunity were arranged by their
employers.

This is not an unreasonable request. Many businesses
encourage further education of their employees, and I see
no reason why journalism should not participate in this

practice. There are several ways to accomplish this goal.
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Newspapers might pay tuition fées for reporters willing to
take courses at nearby colleges on their own. Or some
arrangement might be made whereby a group of reporters
could take instruction together, through a college or
"private consultant. Perhaps a seminar or series of
seminars could be offered by the newspaper for its employ-
ees. Even in an indirect way, newspapers could work
through some professional organization to present the
topic at meetings or conventions.

There are several ways to get the information to the
reporters, but it will take the commitment of the upper
levels of management to do so in a thorough manner. As it
stands today, only a handful of journalists consider
themselves to héve even a moderate level of computer
proficiency, and they have achieved that on their own. It
will have to become apparent to editors that a working
knowledge of computers can make their staff members better
reporters, and that in turn will make their products
better newspapers.

It does not appear that journalists have found the
use of computers by government to be an obstacle to
access; most feel the speed and ease of computers has in
fact improved it. But they are in agreement that they
could use more knowledge of those systems in order to

perform their own jobs.
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Computers may be used to do just that in numerous
areas. For instance, newspapers often conduct surveys of
their own, perhaps to find out public opinion on an
upcoming piece of legislation. Computers can enable the
reporters to do a more thorough and-sophisticated job of
it. Responses can be coded and run through a variety of
statistical procedures in seconds, when the same process
would be impossibly time-consuming if done by hand.

As government turns more and more to data storage
systems, reporters may save hours spent in looking for
information. Let's say a reporter receives a tip on some
questionable land holdings by a politician, acquired
shortly before the site of a new airport was chosen. The
reporter's method of investigating the circumstances will
not change--he will look through the public records for
dates, names and other specifics that might shed some
light on the subject. But the means for that search can
make a great difference; if the records on land ownership
have been computerized, the process will take a fraction
of the time required to search those files personally.

The data collected here has raised some additional
questions in my own mind and opened some possible avenues
"for further study. Most obviously, my study was limited
to the metropolitan areas of California, and may not be

entirely representative of the country as a whole. What
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are the conditions and opinions of computerization in
other regions?

More insight might be derived from a more detailed
look at specific instances of reporters encountering or
using computers. This kind of study is much harder to
guantify and analyze, as interviews would probably be more
suitable than a questionnaire. But it would allow the
surveyor to go beyond general gquestioning.

It would also be worthwhile to determine more about
the kind of training reporters would be most likely to
find useful. Do they need to learn a computer language
like Fortran, or at least be familiar with it? Is learn-
ing to operate a key punch machine sufficient, as long as
there is someone available to do the programming? What
about some basic statistics—-mean, mode and median and
how they differ?

These are some of the questions left unanswered by my
own study, and the reader may have thought of others worth
pursuing. I only hope this survey has helped to show both
where journalism is and where it might direct itself on
the subject of computerized data systems. The develop=-
ment of this technology is so integral to the future of
our society that the press cannot afford to sit on the
sidelines as an impartial observer. It must become

involved, learn the rules of the game, and play to win.
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The alternative is to reject some new and exciting
tools that could be used to contribute to its effective-
nesé, at the possible expense of the American democratic
system. It is the public's right to know, and journalism
must be ready to embrace new methods to carry out its

mission to the greatest extent possible.
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' Dear Professional Journalist:

Appendix A

THE SURVEY

The following questionnaire is being distributed in
connection with a Master's thesis I am developing at the
University of Southern California. Your cooperation in
providing this‘information is most appreciated.

Sincerely,

Julie Fosgate

kkkkkikkkkki*k

. 1. How long have you been employed in journalism?

less than one

__l to 5

5 to 10

__ 10 to 20

more than 20

2. What is your present job title?

3. Using the defintion of investigative reporting as the
reporting of concealed information, have you person-
ally done this kind of writing?

__yes

no
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4. In the last ten years, do you think the amount of
investigative reporting in the United States as a
' whole has:
__decreased greatly
___decreased somewhat
___decreased
__no change
__increased
__increased somewhat
__increased greatly
5. In the last ten years, investigative reporting on your
own newspaper. has:
decreased greatly

decreased somewhat

___decreased

__no change

__increased
increased somewhat

__increased greatly
6. In the last five years, investigative reporting in the
United States has:
__decreased greatly
__decreased somewhat
__decreased
no change
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increased
increased somewhat

__increased greatly
7. In the last five years, investigative reporting on your |

own newspaper has:

__decreased greatly

__decreased somewhat

___decreased

__no change

__increased

__increased somewhat

__increased greatly
8. In your opinion, the effect of investigative reporting

on the American public is generally:

__greatly detrimental

somewhat detrimental

detrimental

__neutral
__beneficial
__somewhat beneficial
__greatly beneficial
9. 1In the last five years, how often have you approached
government agencies seeking information?

__less than yearly

__yearly
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__every few months
__monthly
___weekly
__semiweekly
__daily

10. With what level of government do you most often deal?
__local
__county
__state
__special district
__federal

11. with which particular agencies do you most often

interact?

l12a. How would you describe the majority of those dealings?

__unsuccessful
__neutral
___successful

b. (same)
___pleasant
__neutral
__unpleasant

c. (same)
___easy

__neutral

__difficult
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d. (same)
___time-consuming
__neutral

not time-consuming

13. Does this agency(ies) use computerization in storing
information?
__never
___sometimes
___always
I don't know
14. Does this agehcy(ies) use computerization in dissemi-
nating information?
never

__sometimes
__always
I don't know
15. As a reporter, do you find knowledge and familiarity
with computers and/or data storage systems:
__unnecessary
__helpful
__required
l6a. Have you had any personal training or exposure to
computers?
no

ves
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‘b. If ves, wgat kind?

__high school course(s)
__college course(s)
__technical school course (s)
__personal reading and/or instruction
__other

17. How would you define your level of computer knowledge?
__none |
__low
__moderate
__highly proficient

18. For someone in your position, familiarity with compu-
ters would be:

irrelevant

__beneficial
___mandatory
19. You would pursue such training:

on your own initiative

__if the opportunity were made available by your
employer
__under other circumstances
__under no circumstances
20. In your experience, computerization as a method of
storing and retrieving information has made

government data:
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much less accessible

somewhat less accessible

less accessible

no change

more accessible
somewhat more accessible

much more accessible

21. Why do you believe this is so?

22. As a reporter, how do you see the importance of the
computer in the future as it will affect investiga-
tive research in journalism?

___decreasing greatly
__decreasing somewhat
__decreasing

__no change
__increasing
__increasing somewhat
__increasing greatly

23a. How do you interpret this effect on journalism?
__greatly detrimental
___somewhat detrimental
__detrimental

no change

__beneficial
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somewhat beneficial

__greatly beneficial

b. Explain

Personal data
24, Last year of school completed:
__high school
__partial college
__college
__postgraduate

25. Union membership(s) :

26. Professional organization(s):

27. Political affiliation:
__Republican
__Democrat
__other

none

28. Are you a registered voter at this time?

yes

no

29. Did you vote in the 1976 presidential election?

ves

no

30. Sex:

male

female
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31. Age:

‘ __under 20
20 to 30
31 to 40
41 to 50
__over 50

32. Ethnic background:
__Caucasian
__Black
__Mexican-American

Asian

other
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for all

Francisco Chronicle,

"TIME"

Appendix B

THE COMPUTER RUN

the computer run on the survey results.

The following tables are the statistics provided‘by

The first set 1is

the cases combined, followed by a set for each of

the four individual newspapers.

for the Los Angeles Times,

L1} CH RO n

and

" FOUR"

fourth newspaper, which requested anonymity.

stands for the San

"EXAM" for the San Francisco Examiner,

for the

No response was coded in all cases with a "9," and

appears in these tables as a missing case.

For the different tables, please refer to the pages

indicated:

Combined cases . . . . .
Chronicle . . . . . . .
Examiner . . « o« o« « o

Times e e e e e e e e .

Fourth Hewspaper . . . .

53
92
131
170

209
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COMBINED CASES

53



’

iA°]

e

"~ PREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
PILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE  CHRO EXAN TIME FOUR *
PAPER NEWSPAPER OF RESPONDENT
RELATIVE ADJUSTED

. ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL , e CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
CHRONICLE 1. 18 22.8 22.8
EXAMINER 2. 25 31.6 31.6
TIMES 3. 12 15,2 15.2
FOURTH PAPER 4. 24 30.4 30.4

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.532 STD ERR 0.130 MEDIAN
" MODE - 2.000 S1D DEV 1.153 VARIANCE

KURTOSIS -1.448 SKEWNESS 0.075 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 4,000
VALID CASES 79 MISSING CASES 0

’

cun
FREQ
{(PCT)"
22.8
54.4
69.6

100.0

2.360
1.329
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES Of COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

YEARS YEARS EMPLOYED IN JOURNALISH

RELATIVE ADJUSTED coM

B e ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL ™ CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

1-5 20 5 6.3 605 6.5

5-10 3. 20 25.3 26.0 32.5

10-20 4, 25 31.6 32.5 64.9

>20 5 27 34,2 35.1 100.0

9. 2 2.5 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

MEAN 3.961 STD ERR 0.107 MEDIAN 4.040

MODE 5.000 STD DEY 0.938 VARIANCE 0.880

KURTOSIS -0.871 SKEWNESS -0.412 RANGE 3.000
MINIMUM 2.000 MAXTIMOUM 5.000
VALID CASES 17 MISSING CASES 2
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“FREQUENCIES ON SOURVEY DATA
'FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO EXAMN TIME FOUR
TITLE PRESENT JOB TITLE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL _ .. - CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
REPORTER 1. 73 92.4 94,8
EDITOR 2. 4 5.1 5.2
9, 2 2.5 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
_ MEAN 1.052 STD ERR 0.025 MEDIAN
" MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.223 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 15,361 SKEWNESS 4,119 RANGE
. MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 2.000
VALID CASES 77 MISSING CASES 2

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
94.8
100.0

100.0

1.027
0.050
1.000




A

‘FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
92.1

7.9
- MISSING

100.0

MEDIAN

VARIANCE

RANGE

FPILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVE
SUBFILE  CHRO TINE FOUR
03 HAVE YOU BEEN AN INVESTIGATIVE REPORTER? .
RELATI
. oo T ABSOLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT
YES 1. 70 88.6
NO 2. 6 7.6
9. 3 3.8
TOTAL 79 100.0
MEAN 1.079 STD ERR 0.031
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.271
KORTOSIS 8.371 SKEWNESS 3.186
MINIMUM 1.000 MA XTI MUM 2.000
VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

CUH
FREQ
(PCT)
92.1
100.0

100.0

1.043
0.074
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO TIME FOUR |
Q4 LAST 10 YEARS, US INV REPORTING HAS. ‘
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
. ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL" > 7 CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
2, 1 1.3 1.3
STAYED THE SAME 4, 2 2.5 2.6
5. 16 20.3 20.8
6. 29 36.7 37.7
INCREASED 7. 29 36.7 37.7
9. 2 2.5 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100, 0 100.0
MEAN 6.065 STD ERR 0.108. MEDIAN
MODE 6.000 STD DEV 0.951 VARIANCE
. KURTOSIS 3.019 SKEWNESS -1.264 RANGE
" MINIMUM 2.000 MAXIMUMN 7.000
. VALID CASES 77 MISSING CASES 2

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

1.3

24,7
62.3
100.0

100.0

6.172
0.90u4

5.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE : THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME FOUR
05 LAST 10 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL -~ CODE FREQ {PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
DECREASED 1. 1 1.3 1.4 1.4
2. 1 1.3 1.4 2.8
3. 2 2.5 2.8 5.6
STAYED THE SAME u, 9 1.4 12.5 18.1
5. 23 29.1 31.9 50.0
6. 19 24,1 26.4 76 .4
INCREASED 7. 17 21.5 23.6 100.0
9, 7 8.9 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.458 STD ERR 0.149 MEDIAN 5.500
MODE 5,000 STD DEV 1.266 VARIANCE 1.604
_KURTOSIS 1.341 SKEWNESS -0.888 RANGE 6.000
A MINIMUN 1.000- MAXI MUM 7.000 , :




FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVE
' SUBFILE CHRO TIME FOUR
06 LAST S5 YEARS, US INV. REPORTING HAS .
RELATI
B ABSOLUTE PREQ
CATEGORY LABEL® ¥ ™ CODE FREQ (PCT
DECREASED 1. 1 1.3
STAYED THE SAME 4, 6 7.6
5. 13 16.5
6. 26 32.9
INCREASED 7. 31 39.2
. 9. 2 2.5
TOTAL 79 100.0
MEAN 6.013 STD ERR 0.126
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 1.106
 KURTOSIS 4,232 SKEWNESS ~-1.583
C MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 77 MISSING CASES 2

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
1.3
7.8
16.9
33.8
40.3

MISSING

- o e

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
PREQ
(PCT)

1.3

26.0
59.7
100.0

100.0

6.212
1.224
6.000
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'FPREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURYEY
SUBFILE CHRO TIME FOUR .
07 LAST 5 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL. ¢ = CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
DECREASED 1. 2 2.5 2.7 2.7
3‘ 2 2'5 2.7 5.14
STAYED THE SAME 4, 13 16.5 17.6 23.0
5. 22 27.8 29,7 52.7
6. 19 24,1 25.7 78.4
INCREASED 7. 16 20.3 21.6° 100.0
9, 5 6.3 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 79 100. 0 100.0
MEAN 5.351 STD ERR 0.153 MEDIAN 5.409
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.318 VARIANCE 1.738
KURTOSIS 1.518 SKEWNESS -0.903 RANGE 6.000
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID_CASES 74 MISSING_CASES 5
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PREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
PILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO EXAN TIME FOUR .
08 EPFECT OF INV. REPORTING ON THE PUBLIC T. ‘
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
v i ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NEUTRAL 4, 1 1.3 1.3
Se 1M 13.9 14.5
6. 23 29.1 30.3
'BENEFPICIAL 7. 41 51.9 53.9
9, 3 3.8 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6.368 STD ERR 0.090 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.780 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.127 SKEWNESS -0.930 RANGE
MINIMUM 4,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
1.3
15.8
46.1
100.0

100.0

6.573
0.609
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES. ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS = (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO TIME FOUR
09 LAST 5 YEARS, SOUGHT GOVT INFORMATION
BELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABELyw = CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
LESS THAN ONCE PER Y 1. 2 2.5 2.7
EVERY FEW 3. 3 3.8 4.0
MONTHLY 4, 6 7.6 8.0
WEEKLY 5. 35 44,3 46.7
SEMIWEEKL Y 6. 6 7.6 8.0
DAILY 7. 23 29.1 30.7
9, 4 5.1 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100, 0 100.0
MEAN 5.427 STD ERR 0.156 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.347 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 1.497 SKEWNESS -0.827 RANGE
HININOH 1,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID_CASES 75 MISSING_CASES 4

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

2.7
6.7
14.7
61.3
69.3
100.0

100.0

5.257
1.815
6.000
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FREQUENCIES ON™ SURVEY DRTA
"FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVE
SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

Q10 DEAL WITH WHAT LEVEL OF GOVT MOST?

RELATI

ABSOLUTE FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT

LOCAL 1. 16 20.3

COUNTY 2. 5 6.3

STATE 3. 6 7.6

SPECIAL DIST 4. .2 2.5

FED 5. 6 7.6

6. 40 50.6

9. 4 5.1

TOTAL 79 100.0
HEAN 4.293 STD ERR 0.244
MODE 6.000 STD DEV 2.110
KURTOSIS -1.368 SKEWNESS -0.656
MININUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 6.000
VALID CASES 75 MISSING CASES 4

Y

VE ADJUSTED

).

MISSING

MEDIAN
VARIAN
RANGE

e

FREQ
(PCT)

21.3
6.7
8.0
2.7
8.0

53.3

CE

cuM
FREQ
{(PCT)
21.3
28.0
36.0
38.7
46.7
100.0

100.0

5.563
4.453
5.000

et b ——
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FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES ON

FILE THESTS
SUBFILE CHRO
011 DEAL

CATEGORY LABEL _

ENERGY
COURTS, ATTYS
POLICE

CITY HALL

. SUPERVISORS

OTHER

HEAN

MODE

KURTOSIS -
MININUH

VALID CASES

SURVEY DATA
COMBINED CASES

"(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

EXAM

TIME

WITH WHICH AGENCIES?

. ABSOLUTE

o CODE  FREQ

1. 5

2. 7

3. 19

4, 7

5. 1

8- 1“

9. 26

TOTAL 79
4.170 STD ERR 0.338
3.000 STD DEV 2,463
1.006 SKEWNESS 0.704
1.000 MAXTIMUM 8,000

SURVE

FOUR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT

6.3
8.9
24,1

8.9

Y

)

MISSING

- - - o - -

1

MEDIAN
VARIAN
RANGE

‘o

FREQ
(PCT)

9.4
13.2
35.8
13.2

1.9

26,4

00.0

CE

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)

9.4
22.6
58.5
71.7
73.6
100.0

100.0

3.263
6.067
7.000

53 MISSING CASES 26
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE CHR

0

Q121 DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS

CATEGORY LABE
UNSUCCESSFUL
NEUTRAL

SUCCESSFUL

- MEAN

MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

L

2.450
3.000
-0.464
1.000

60

(CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVE
TIME FOUR

RELATI

ABSOLUTE FREQ

CODE FREQ (PCT

1. 4 5.1

2. 25 31.6

3. 31 39,2

9, 19 24,1

TOTAL 79 100.0
STD ERR 0.080
STD DEV 0.622
SKEWNESS -0.678
MAXIMUM 3.000
MISSING CASES 19

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
6.7
41.7
51.7
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
6.7
48.3
100.0

100.0

2.532
0.387
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS {(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY .
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

Q12B DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS

W RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
PLEASANT 1. 19 24,1 39.6
NEUTRAL 2. 24 30.4 50.0
UNPLEASANT 3. 5 6.3 10.4
9. 31 39,2 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.708 STD ERR 0.094 MEDTIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.651 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.660 SKEWNESS 0.372 RANGE
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXIMOM 3,000
VALID CASES 48 MISSING CASES 31

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
39.6
89.6
100.0

100.0

1.708
0.424
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TINE FOUR
012¢C DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
R RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ PREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
EASY 1. 7 8.9 14.9
'NEUTRAL 2. 24 30.4 51.1
DIFFICULT 3. 16 20.3 34,0
9. 32 40.5  MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.191 STD ERR 0.099 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.680 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.777 SKEWNESS -0.256 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 47 MISSING CASES 32

i
FREQ

(PCT)
14.9
66.0
100.0

100.0

2.188
0.4863
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS . (CREATION DATE = 05/11,/78)  SURVE
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TINE FOUR
' \
012D DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
W A RELATI
ABSOLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT
TIME CONSUMING 1. 42 53,2
NEUTRAL 2. 11 13.9
NOT TIME CONSUMING 3. y 5.1
9, 22 27.8
TOTAL 79 100.0
MEAN 1.333 STD ERR 0.080
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.607
KURTOSIS 1.730 SKEWNESS 1.669
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 57 MISSING CASES 22

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
73.7
19.3
7.0
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ

(PCT)
73.7
93.0
100.0

100.0

1.179
0.369
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES .

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78). SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

&

013 AGENCY USES COHPUTEBS.TO STORE INFOR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NEVER 1. 1 1.3 1.4
SOMETIMES 2. 56 70.9 76.7
ALWAYS 3. 10 12.7 13.7
DON'T KNOW 4, 6 7.6 8.2
- g, 6 7.6 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.288 STD ERR 0,074 MEDIAN
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.634 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 2.217 SKEWNESS 1.695 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 4,000
VALID CASES 73 MISSING CASES 6

COM
FREQ
(PCT)
1.4
78.1
91.8
100.0

100.0

2,134
0.402
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR.
014 AGENCY USES COMPUTERS TO DISSEMI NATE INF
o RELATIVE ADJUSTED
* ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NEVER 1. 6 7.6 8.0
SOMETIMES 2. 42 53,2 56.0
ALWAYS 3. 3 3.8 4,0
DON'T KNOW 4, 24 30.4 32.0
9, 4 5.1 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.600 STD ERR 0.119 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV . 1.027 VARIANCE
KOURTOSIS -1.318 SKEWNESS 0.416 RANGE
MININMOUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 4,000
VALID CASES 75 MISSING CASES u

cunm
FREQ
(PCT)
8.0
64,0
68,0
100.0

100.0

2.250
1.054
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
PREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
PILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR
Q15 FOR REPORTERS, COMPUTER KNOWLEDGE IS
ooy RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (ECT) {PCT)
UNNECESSARY 1. 18 22.8 24.7
HELPF UL 2. 52 65.8 71.2
REQUIRED 3. 3 3.8 4.1
9. 6 7.6 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.795 STD ERR 0.058 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.499 VARTANCE
KOURTOSIS 0.186 SKEWNESS -0.382 RANGE
MINIMUOHM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 73 MISSING CASES 6

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
24.7
95.9
100.0

100.0

1.856
0.249
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES ON
- FILE THESIS

SURVEY DATA
COMBINED CASES

(CREATION DATE = 05/11

SUBFILE CHRO.

Q162a HAVE

CATEGORY LABEL

NO

YES

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MININUY

VALTID CASES

1.289
1.000
-1.133
1.000

16

EXANM

MISSING CASES

K}

/78) SURVE
TIME FOUR
YOU HAD COMPUTER TRAINING?

RELATI

ABSOLUTE FREQ

CODE FREQ (PCT

1. 54 68,4

2. 22 27.8

9, 3 3.8

TOTAL 79 100,0
STD ERR 0.052
STD DEV 0.U457
SKEWNESS 0.947
MAXIHUH 2.000

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) {PCT)
~ 71.1
28.9
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ

(PCT)
71.1
100.0

100.0

" 1,204

0.208

1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA -

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

.Q16B WHAT KIND OF TRAINING?

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM

Lo

MR ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

COLLEGE 2. 5 6.3 20.8 20.8

TECH SCHOOL 3. 1 1.3 4,2 25.0

ON JOB 5. 1 13.9 45,8 87.5

OTHER 6. 3 3.8 12.5 100.0

9, 55 69.6 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

MEAN 4,250 STD ERR 0.277 MEDIAN 4.682

MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.359 VARIANCE 1.848

KURTOSIS -0.752 SKEWNESS -0.722 RANGE 4.000
MINIMUM 2.000 MAXIMUM 6.000

VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 55
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS ({CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

017 YOUR LEVEL OF COMPUTER KNOWLEDGE IS

s RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FRED (PCT) (PCT)
NONE 1. 21 26.6 27.3
LOW 2. 51 64 .6 66.2
MODERATE 3. 5 6.3 6.5
9, 2 2.5 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.,0 100.0
MEAN 1.792 STD ERR 0.062 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.546 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0,082 SKEWNESS -0.097 RANGE
MINIMOUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 77 MISSING CASES 2

con
FREQ
(PCT)
27.3
93.5
100.0

100.0

1.843
0.298
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
PREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO EX A TINE . FOUR
018 IN YOUR JOB, COMPUTER FAMILIARITY IS
v T RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
IRRELEVANT 1. 14 17.7 18.7
BENEPICIAL 2. 60 75.9 80.0
MANDA TORY 3. 1 1.3 1.3
9, i 5.1 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.827 STD ERR 0.048 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.415 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 1.067 SKEWNESS =1.162 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3,000
VALID CASES 75 MISSING CASES 4

COUM
FREQ

(PCT)
18.7
98.7
100.0

100.0

1.892
0.172
2.000

-
——— ——
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VALID CASES 73

PREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY

AISSING CASES 6

SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TINE FOUR
019 YOU WOULD PURSUE SUCH TRAINING

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

OWN INITIATIVE 1. 3 3.8 4.1 4,1

EMPLOYER OPPORTUNITY 2. 48 60.8 65.8 69.9

OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES 3. 17 21.5 23.3 93,2

'NO CIRCUMSTANCES 4. 5 6.3 6.8 100.0

g, 6 7.6 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL 79 100. 0 100.

MERN 2.329 STD ERR 0.078 MEDIAN 2.198

MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.668 VARIANCE 0.446

" KURTOSIS 0.846 SKEWNESS 0.946 RANGE 3.000
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXINDM 4,000



8L

"FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FPREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
PILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11,/78)  SURVEY

SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM . TIME FOUR
020 COMPUTERIZATION OF GOVT DATA HAS MADE 1T
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FRED FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL. ..~ CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
LESS ACCESSIBLE 1. 6 7.6 8.6
2. 3 3!8 u"3
3. 7 8.9 10.0
SAME 4, 20 25.3 28,6
5. 14 17.7 20.0
6. 15 19.0 21. 4
MORE ACCESSIBLE 7. 5 6.3 7.1
9, 9 11. 4 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,400 STD ERR 0.193 MEDIAN
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1.619 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0,240 SKEWNESS -0.512 RANGE
MINIMUM C1.000 _ .. _MAXIMUM __

con
FREQ
(PCT)
B.6
12,9
22.9
51.4
71.4
92.9
100.0

100.0

" 4.450

2.620
6.000

T 000,
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‘FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

e e e ———— e —————,

Y :

FILE THESIS - (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVE
SUBFILE CHRO EXAHN TIME FOUR
021 WHY DO YQU THINK SO?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CcUM
ABSOLOTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL . . . CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
EFFICIENT 1. 13 16.5 24,1 24,1
FASTER 2. 7 8.9 13.0 37.0 i
HOMAN FACTOR 3. 9 1.4 16 .7 53,7
EXPERTISE 4. 3 3.8 5.6 59,3
SECRECY 5. 10 12.7 18.5 77.8 ‘
GOVT USE 6. 1 1.3 1.9 79.6
8. 11 13.9 20.4 100.0
9, 25 31.6 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
|
MEAN 3,889 STD ERR 0.346 MEDIAN 3.278
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 2.545 VARIANCE 6.478
KURTOSIS -1.074 SKEWNESS 0.500 RANGE 7.000
1,000 HAXIHUM 8.000

MININUM
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- e e oL e, e e e e

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

PILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR

022 FUTURE IMPORTANCE OF COMPS ON INV RESEAR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

. ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
DECREASING 1. 1 1.3 1.4
SAME 4. 14 17.7 20.0
5. 25 31.6 35.7
6. 19 2.1 27.1
INCREASING 7. 11 13.9 15.7
9. 9 1.4 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5,329 STD ERR 0.133 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.113 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 1.862 SKEWNESS -0.625 RANGE
MININOM 1.000 MAXTHOMN 7.000
VALID CASES 70 MISSING CASES 9

- - - D e e e e e e e ——— e ————— e —————— e

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
1.4
21.4
57.1
84.3
100.0

100.0

5.300
1.238
6.000
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7T 7T T FREQUENCIES ON

FREQUENCIES ON

‘SURVEY ‘DATA ~ " -~ ~—m— o

COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAHM TIME FOUR
023a THIS EFFECT ON JOURNALISM WILL BE
: RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
DETRIMENTAL B 1. Y 5.1 5.8
2. 1 1.3 1.4
3. 6 7.6 8.7
NEUTRAL 4. 28 35,4 40.6
5. 16 20.3 23.2
6a 9 11. 4 13.0
‘BENEFICIAL 7. 5 6.3 7.2
9, 10 12.7 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100,0
MEAN 4,420 STD ERR 0.167 MEDIAN
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1.387 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 0,710 SKEWNESS -0.392 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUOHM 7.000
69 MISSING CASES 10

VALID CASES

cou
FREQ
(PCT)
5.8
7.2
15.9
56.5
79.7
92.8
100.0

100.0

4.339
1.924
6.000
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"FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DAT

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED C
FILE THESIS (CREATION
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM

Q238 WHY DO YOU THIN

CATEGORY LABEL. -
EFFICIENT
FASTER

HUMAN FACTOR

EXPERTISE

SECRECY

LOWER COST

MEAN 4.286
MODE 8.000
KURTOSIS -1.375
MINTMUM 1,000

A

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

21.4
28.6
50.0
54.8
71.4
73.8
100.0

100.0

ASES
DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
TIME FOUR
K S0?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
~ ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ {PCT) (PCT)
1. 9 1.4 21.4
2. 3 3.8 7.1
3. 9 1.4 21.4
4. 2 2.5 4.8
5, 7 8.9 16.7
7. 1 1.3 2.4
8. 11 13.9 26.2
9. 37 46.8 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.,0
STD ERR 0.411 MEDIAN
STD DEV 2.662 VARIANCE
SKEWNESS 0.288 RANGE
MAXIMUM. _ _._ 8,000_ . - e
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
(CREATION DATE = 05/11

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE  CHRO EXAN TINE
024 EDUCATION LEVEL
T ABSO
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FR
HI SCHOOL 1.
PARTIAL COLLEGE 2.
COLLEGE 3.
POSTGRADUATE 4,
9.
TOTAL
MEAN 3.234 STD ERR
MODE 4,000 STD DEV
KURTOSIS 0.381 SKEWNESS
MINIMOH 1,000 MAXINUN
VALID CASES 77 MISSING CASES

/18) SURVE
FOUR
RELATI
LOTE FREQ
EQ (BCT
4 5.1
9 11.4
29 36.7
35 44,3
2 2.5
79 100.0
0.098
0.857
-0.990
4,000

2

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
5.2
11.7
37.7
45.5
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
5.2
16.9
54,5
100.0

100.0

3.379
0.734
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
(CREATION DATE =

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE CHRO

Q25 UNION MEMBERSHIP

CATEGORY LABEL

GUILD
OTHER

NONE

MEAN
MODE
KDORTOSIS
MININUM

VALID CASES

1.540
1.000
-0.609
1.000

63

05/11/78) SURVEY
TIME FOUR
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE " FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ {PCT) (PCT)
1, 41 51.9 65,1
2. 10 12.7 15.9
3. 12 15,2 19,0
9, 16 20.3 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
STD ERR 0.101 MEDIAN
STD DEV 0.800 VARIANCE
SKEWNESS 1.039 RANGE
MAXIMUM 3.000
MISSING CASES 16

CUN
FREQ
(PCT)
65.1
81.0
100.0

100.0

1.268
0.640
2.000

e o e e v Sl et
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES .

e — ——— e ——— — ————

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO TIME FOUR
026 PROFESSTONAL ORGANIZATIONS
C v RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT) (PCT)
SDX 1. 9 11.4 22.0 22.0
PRESS CLUB 2. 7 8.9 17.1 39,0
OTHER 3, 10 12.7 20,4 63.4
NONE 4. 15 19.0 36.6 . 100.0
9, 38 48.1 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.756 STD ERR 0.184 MEDIAN 2.950
MODE 4.000 STD DEV 1.179 VARIANCE 1.389
KURTOSIS -1.375 SKEWNESS -0.365 RANGE 3.000 .
MINIMUN 1.000 MAXIMOH 4,000
VALID CASES 41 MISSING CASES 38
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
PREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES ,
FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM TIME. FOUR

L]

027 POLITCIAL PARTY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
REPUBLICAN 1, 3 ER: 4ou
DEMOCRAT 2. 51 64.6 75.0
OTHER 3. 5 6.3 7.4
_NONE 4, 9 1.4 13.2
9. 11 13.9  MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2,294 STD ERR 0.091 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.754 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS 1,211 SKEWNESS 1.385 RANGE
MININOM 1,000 MAXTHUM 4.000

VALID CASES 68 MISSING CASES 11

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

79.4
86.8
100.0

100.0

2.108
0.569
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) .SURVEY
SUBFILE - CHRO EXAN TIME - FOUR
028 REGISTERED VOTER?
' RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
YES 1. 70 88.6 92.1
NO 2. 6 7.6 7.9
9. 3 3.8 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.079 STD ERR 0.031 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.271 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 8.371 SKEWNESS 3. 186 RANGE
MININUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 2,000
VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

cuM
FREQ
{PCT)
92.1
100.0

100.0

1.043
0.074
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON. SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS
CHRO

SUBFILE

Q29

CATEGORY LABEL

YES

NO

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMOUM

VALID CASES

1.092
1.000
36.381
1.000

VOTED IN 1976 ELECTION?

(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
TIME FOUR
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
1. 71 89.9 93,4
2. 4 5.1 5.3
i, 1, 1.3 1.3
9, 3 3.8 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
STD ERR 0.047 MEDIAN
STD DEV 0.406 VARIANCE
SKEWNESS 5.638 RANGE
MAXIMOM 4.000
MISSING CASES 3

76

CUM
FREQ

(PCT)
93.4
98.7
100.0

100.0

1.035
0.165
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SORVEY

SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR
030 SEX
T RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (BCT) (PCT)
MALE 1. 60 75.9 78.9
FEMALE 2. 16 20.3 21.1
9. 3 3.8  MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.211 STD ERR 0,047 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.410 VARTANCE
KURTOSIS 0.101 SKEWNESS 1,449 RANGE
MINTHUN 1.000 MAXTHUN 2.000
VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

coM
FREQ
(PCT)
78.9
100.0

100.90

1.133
0.168
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO EXAM TIME FOUR
031 AGE
T RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
20-30 2. 11 13.9 14.5
30-40 3. 31 39.2 40.8
40-50 4, 15 19.0 19,7
50+ 5, 19 24,1 25.0
g, 3 3.8 MISSING
TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.553 STD ERR 0.118 MEDIAN
MODE 3.000 STD DEV 1.025 VARTANCE
KURTOSIS -1.150 SKEWNESS 0.160 RANGE
MINTMUM 2.000 MAXIMUN 5,000
VALID CASES 76 MISSING CASES 3

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
14.5
55.3
75.0
100.0

100.0

3.371
1.051
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES ON COMBINED CASES

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO EXAM - TIME FOUR

032 ETHNIC BACKGROUND

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cum

e et ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL ~ CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

CAUCASIAN 1. 6u 81.0 85.3 85.3

BLACK 2. 3 3.8 4.0 89.3

ASIAN 4, 4 5.1 5.3 97.3

OTHER 5. 2 2.5 2.7 100.0

9. 4 5.1 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 79 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1.360 STD ERR 0.112 MEDIAN 1.086

NODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.968 VARIANCE 0.936

KORTOSIS 6.262 SKEWNESS 2.708 RANGE 4.000
NININOM 1.000 MAXTMOHN 5.000
VALID CASES 75 MISSING CASES 4



Section 2

CHRONICLE

92
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

PILE  THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11,78)
SUBFILE CHRO
PAPER NEWSPAPER OF RESPONDENT
ABSOLUTE

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
CHRONICLE 1. 18

TOTAL 18
MEAN 1.000 STD ERR 0.0
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0
RANGE 0.0 MININOM 1.0
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES

0

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

100.0 100.0

100.0 100.0

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
MAXINOM

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

100.0
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FREQUENCTES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER :
FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

YEARS YEARS EMPLOYED IN JOURNALISHM
S RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5-10 3. 7 38.9 38.9
10-20 4. 7 38.9 38.9
>20 50 * u 2202 22.2
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
HEAN 3.833 STD ERR 0.185 MEDIAN
HODE 3.000 STD DEV 0.786 VARIANCE
KURTOST S -1.241 SKEWNESS 0.318 RANGE
MINIHUM 3.000 MAXIHUM 5.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

CuM '
FREQ f
(PCT)
38.9
77.8

100.0

3.786
0.618
2,000



FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE =

SUBFILE CHRO

TITLE PRESENT JOB TITLE

CATEGORY LABEL

REPORTER

HEAN 1,000

MODE 1.000
* RANGE 0.0

VALID CASES 18

© 96

CODE

1.
TOTAL
STD ERR
STD DEV
MINIMUM

MISSING

05,11/78)

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

- - -

- O O
- .
o0 o

CASES 0

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

FREQ FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT) {PCT)
100.0 100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0
HEDIAN . 1.000
VARIANCE 0.0
MAXINUM 1.000

e ——— —
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,/11,78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO

.

03 HAVE YOU BEEN AN INVESTIGATIVE REPORTER?

e RFLATIVE ADJUSTED
| ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
YES 1, 16 88.9 88.9
NO 2. 2 1.1 11.1
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
- MEAN 1.111 STD ERR 0.076 MEDIAN
. MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.323 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 5.977 SKEWNESS 2.706 RANGE
MINIMNUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 2.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

88.9

100.0

1.063
0.105
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY.DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE CHRO

(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

Q4 LAST 10 YEARS, US INV REPORTING HAS

CATEGORY LABEL

INCREASED

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

6.000
6.000
-0.584
5.000

18

CODE FREQ

TOTAL

STD ERR
STD DEV
SKEWNESS

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4 22.2 22.2
10 55.6 55. 6
4 22.2 22,2
18 100.0 100.0
0.162 MEDIAN
0.686 VARIANCE
0.0 RANGE
7.000

MAXIMUM

MISSING CASES

0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
22.2
77.8

100.0

6.000
0,471
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO
05 LAST 10 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS
. RELATIVE ADJUSTED
v ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
STAYED THE SAME 4, 4 22,2 26.7
5e 5 27.8 33.3
6. 6 33.3 40,0
9, 3 16.7 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.133 STD ERR 0,215 MEDIAN
MODE 6,000 STD DEV 0.834 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -1.499 SKEWNESS -0.274 RANGE
MINIMUM 4,000 MAXIMUM 6.000
VALID CASES 15 MISSING CASES 3

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
26.7
60.0
100.0

100.0

5.200
0.695
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVE
SUBFILE CHRO
06 LAST 5 YEARS, US INV. REPORTING HAS
. RELATI
g ABSOLUTE FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT
STAYED THE SAME 4. 2 1.1
5. 2 11.1
6. 8 4y .4
INCREASED 7. 6 33,3
) TOTAL 18 100.0
MEAN 6.000 STD ERR 0.229
MODE 6.000 STD DEV 0.970
KURTOSIS 0.173 SKEWNESS -0.870
MINIMUM 4,000 MAXIMONM 7.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
1.1
11.1
b, 4
33,3
100.0

MEDIAN

VARIANCE

RANGE

con
FREQ
(PCT)
11.1
22.2
66.7

100.0

6.125
0.941
3.000



FREQUENCTIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

-

00T

07 LAST 5 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS
BEUNE S RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
DECREASED 1. 1 5.6 5.9 5.9
STAYED THE SAKE 4, 6 33.3 35.3 41,2
5, 4 22.2 23.5 64.7
6. 6 33.3 35.3 100.0
9, 1 5.6 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,765 STD ERR 0.315 MEDIAN 4.875
MQDF 4,000 STD DEV 1.300 VARIANCE 1.691
KURTOSIS 3.250 SKEWNESS -1.439 RANGE 5.000 ‘
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 6.000 "
VALID CASES 17 MISSING CASES 1
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO
08 EFFECT OF INV. REPORTING ON THE PUBLIC I
RN RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5, 4 22.2 23.5
6. 5 27.8 29.4
BENEFICTIAL 7. 8 uh, 4 47.1
9. 1 5.6 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MELN 6.235 STD ERR 0.202 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.831 VARIANCE
K URTOSIS -1.357 SKEWNESS -0.496 RANGE
MINIMUM 5.000 MAXIMUM 7.000 .
VALID CASES 17 MISSING CASES 1

cumM
FREQ
(PCT)
23.5
52.9
100.0

100.0

6.400
0.691
2.000

— = —— ek
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FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE CHRO
09 LAST

T

CATEGORY LABEL

EVERY FEW

MONTHLY

WEEKLY

SEMIWEEKLY

DAILY

MEAN

MODE /
KORTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

5.778

7.000°
-0.257

3.000

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE =

05,11/78)

SURVEY

5 YEARS, SOUGHT GOVT INFORMATION

6.

7.
TOTAL
STD ERR
STD DEV
MAXIMOM

18 MISSING

SKEWNESS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
1 5.6 5.6
1 5.6 5.6
6 33.3 33.3
3 16.7 16.7
7 38.9 38.9
18 100.0 100.0
0.286 MEDIAN
1.215 VARIANCE
-0.629 RANGE
7.000
CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
5.6
11.1
44 .4
61.1

100.0

5.833
1.477
4.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

010 DEAL WITH WHAT LEVEL OF GOVT MOST? |
U RELATIVE ADJUSTED  CUN ;
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ i
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT) i
|
LOCAL 1. 4 22.2 22.2 22.2 |
|

STATE 3. 3 16 .7 16.7 38.9
' |
FED 5. 2 11.1 1.1 50.0 ;
H
6. 9 50.0 50.0 100.0 ?

TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

f

MEAN 4,278 STD ERR 0.497 MEDIAN 5.500
' MODE 6.000 STD DEV 2.109 VARIANCE 4.448 ;

. KURTOSIS -1.284 SKEWNESS -0.708 RANGE 5.000
P MININUN 1.000 MAXIMUM 6.000 |

~ YALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

'
—d
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

011 DEAL WITH WHICH AGENCIES?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
e ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
ENERGY 1. 2 11.1 12.5
COURTS, ATTYS 2. 3 16,7 18.8
POLICE 3. 2 1.1 12.5
CITY HALL 4, 4 22.2 25.0
OTHER 8. 5 27.8 31.3
9, 2 1.1 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,375 STD ERR 0.676 MEDIAN
MODE 8.000 STD DEV 2.705 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -1.428 SKERNESS 0.445 RANGE
MINIMOUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 8.000
VALID CASES 16 MISSING CASES 2

CUM
FREQ

{(PCT)
12.5
31.3
43.8
68.8
100.0

100.0

3.750
7.317
7.000

e e e
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

‘FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO

Q1212 DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS

- RELATIVE ADJUSTED
" ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
UNSUCCESSFUL 1. 2 1.1 13.3
NEUTRAL 2. 4 22,2 26.7
SUCCESSFUL 3. 9 50.0 60.0
9. 3 16.7  MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.467 STD ERR 0.192 MEDIAN
MODE 3.000 STD DEV 0.743 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.106 SKEWNESS -1.074 RANGE
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXINMOM 3,000
VALID CASES 15 MISSING CASES 3

cunM
FREQ
{PCT)
13.3
40.0
100.0

100.0

2.667
0.552
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FILE THESTIS

‘FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

SUBFILE CHRO

Q12B DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS

. \,‘n‘r' ot

CATEGORY LABEL

PLEASANT

NEUTRAL

UNPLEASANT

MERN
MODE
KORTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

1.692
2,000
'00317
1.000

13

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 5

2. 7

3. 1

9. 5

TOTAL 18
STD ERR 0.175
STD DEV 0.630
SKEWNESS 0.307
MAXIMUM 3.000
MISSING CASES 5

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
{PCT) (PCT)
27.8 38.5
38.9 53.8
5.6 7.7
27.8 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CuM
FREQ
{PCT)
38.5
92.3

100.0

'100.0

1.714
0,397
2.000

i
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FTLE THESIS (CKREATION DATE = 05,11/78)
SUBFILE CHRO
Q12C DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FEEQ
EASY 1. 2
NEUTRAL 2. 7
DIFFICULT 3. 4
9, 5
TOTAL 18
MEAN 2.154 STD ERR 0.191
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.689
KURTOSIS -0.49€ SKEWNESS -0.203
MININUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 13 MISSING CASES 5

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
11.1 15.4
38.9 53.8
22.2 30.8
27.8 MISSING
100.0 100.,0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
15.4
69.2

100.0

100.0

2.143
0.474
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS
CHRO

SUBFILE

Q12D

CATEGORY LABEL

TIME CONSUMING

NEUTRAL

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINTMOM

VALID CASES

1.333
1.000
-1.615
1.000

15

DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS

(CREATICN DATE = 05/11/78)

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREC

1. 10

2. 5

9. 3

TOTAL 18
STD ERR-. 0,126
STD DEV 0.u88
SKEWNESS 0.788
MAXIMUM 2.000
MISSING CASES 3

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
55.6 66.7
27.8 33.3
16.7 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
66.7
100.0

100.0

1.250
0.238
1.000




60T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SORVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

013 AGENCY USES COMPUTERS TC STCRE INFOR
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NEVER 1. 1 5.6 5.6
SOMETIMES 2, 14 77.8 77.8
ALWAYS 3, 1 5.6 5.6
DON'T KNOW 4, 2 11.1 11.1
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2,222 STD ERR 0.173 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.732 VARTANCE
KURTOSIS 2.985 SKEWNESS 1.641 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 4,000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

com
FREQ

(PCT)
5.6
83.3
88.9

100.0

2.0M
0.536
3.000




OTT

S G U

FREQUENCTES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11,/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO
014 AGENCY USES COMPUTERS TO CISSEMINATE INF

CATEGORY LABEL

NEVER

SOMETIMES

ALWAYS

DON'T KNOW

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMOM

VALID CASES

2.“““
2.000
-0.322
1.000

18

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

’10 1

2, 12

3. 1

“. u

TOTAL 18
STD ERR 0.217
STD DEY 0.922
SKEWNESS 0.943
MAXINOM 4,000
MISSING CASES 0

EELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
5.6 5.6
66.7 66.7
5.6 5.6
22,2 22.2
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

5.6
12.2
77.8

100.0

2.167
0.850
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER :
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE  CHRO

Q15 FOR REPORTERS, COMPUTER

CATEGORY LABEL

UNNECESSARY

HELPFUL

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINTHUY

VALID CASES

1.941
2.000
17.000
1.000

17

SURVEY

KNOWLEDGE IS
ABSOLUTE
CODE  FREQ
1. 1
2. 16
9. 1
TOTAL 18
STD ERR 0.059
STD DEV 0.243
SKEWNESS -4,123
MAXIMOM 2.000
MISSING CASES 1

RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)

5.6 5.9
88.9 94,1
5.6 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIARNCE
RANGE

CuM
FREQ
(PCT)
5.9
100.0

100.0

1.969

0.059

1.000




AR

FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS
SUBFILE CHRO

0 16A HAVE

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER

(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY

YOU HAD COMPUTER TRAINING?

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODF FREQ (PCT) (PCT)

NO 1. 12 66.7 66.7

YES 2. 6 33.3 33.3
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

MEAW 1.333 STD ERR 0.114 MEDIAN

MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.485 VARIANCE

KURTOSIS -1.594 SKEWNESS 0.773 RANGE

MINTMUM 1.000 MAXINOH 2.000

YALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

Cun
FREQ
(PCT)

66.7

100.0

1.250
0.235
1.000




€TT

PREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE - CHRO

Q16B WHAT KIND OF TRAINING?

CATEGORY LABEL

COLLEGE
OK JOB

OTHER

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MININMUM

VALID CASES

5.000
6.000
3.958
2.000

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE PREQ FREQ FREQ

CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

2. 1 5.6 16.7 16.7

5, 2 11.1 33.3 50.0

6. 3 16,7 50.0 100.0

9, 12 66.7 MISSING 100.0

TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

STD ERR 0.632 MEDIAN 5.500

STD DEV 1.549 VARIANCE 2.400

SKEWNESS -1.936 RANGE 4.000
MAXINON 6.000
MISSING CASES 12



CPTT

FREQUENCIYES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS

SUBFILE CHRO

017 YOUR

CATEGORY LABEL

NONE

LOW

MODERATE

MEAN 1.778
MODE 2,000
KURTOSIS -0.411
BINIMUM 1.000
VALID CASES 18

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SURVEY

LEVEL CF COMPUTER KNCWLEDGE 1S

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 6

2. 10

3. 2

TOTAL 18
STD ERR 0,152
STD DEV 0.647
SKEWNESS 0.230
MAXIMUM 3.000

MISSING CASES

0

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
33.3 33.3
55.6 55.6
11.1 11.1
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(ECT)
33.3
88.9

100.0

1.800
0.418

'2.000




STT

FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA
FREQUENCYES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHERO
Q18 IN YOUR JOB, COMPUTER FAMILIARITY IS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREC
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
JRRELEVANT 1. 1 5.6 5.9
BENEFICIAL 2. 16 88.9 94,1
9. 1 5.6 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1,941 STD ERR 0.059 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0,243 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 17.000 SKEWNESS -4.123 RANGE
MINTMUHM 1.000 MAXT MUM 2.000
VALID CASES 17 MISSING CASES

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
5.9
100.0

100.0

1.969
0.059
1.000




9TT

FREQUENCIES GK SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATICON DATE = 05/,11/78)
SUBFILE CHROC
019 YOU WOULD PURSUE SUCH TRAINING
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
OWN INITIATIVE 1. 2
EMPLOYER OPPORTUNITY 2. 12
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES 3, -3
9. 1
TOTAL 18
MEAN 2.059 STD ERR 0.135
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.556
KURTOSIS 0,991 SKEWNESS 0.051
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXIMUYM 3,000
VALID CASES 17 MISSING CASES 1

SORVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
11.1 11.8
66,7 70.6
16.7 17.6
5.6 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE .
RANGE

CuM
FREQ
(PCT)
11.8
82.4

100.0

100.0

2.042
0.309-
2,000

e e e e e e e ———



LTT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA  ~ ~~

FPREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 0S,/11/78) SUEVEY
SUBFILE CHEO
020 COMPUTERIZATION OF GOVT DATA HAS MADE IT

CATEGORY LABEL

LESS ACCESSIBLE

SAME

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUN

VALID CASES

4.267
4,000
-0.147
1.000

15

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ {(PCT) (PCT)
1. 1 5.6 6.7
2. 1 5.6 6.7
3. 2 11.1 13.3
4, 4 22.2 26.7
5. 3 16.7 20.0
6. 4 22.2 26.7
9. 3 16.7 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100, 0
STD ERE 0.396 MEDIAN
STD DEV 1.534 VARIANCE
SKEWNESS -0.654 RANGE
MAXIMUM 6.000

BISSING CASES

3

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

53.3
73.3
100.0

100.0

4.375
2.352
5.000



8TT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO
Q21 ¥HY DO YCU THINK SO?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FEEQ {PCT) (PCT)
EFFICIENT 1. 5 27.8 35.7
FASTER 2. 2 11.1 14,3
HUMAN FACTOR 3. 1 5.6 7.1
EXPERTISE 4, 1 5.6 7.1
SECRECY 5. 2 1.1 14.3
GOVT USE 6. 1 5.6 7.1
80 2 11.1 1“.3
9. 4 22.2 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.429 STD ERR 0.693 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 2.593 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.833 SKEWNESS 0.713 RAKGE
MINIMDM 1.000 MAXTINUN 8.000
VALID CASES 14 NISSING CASES b

Cun
FREQ
(PCT)

35.7
50.0
57.1
64.3
78.6
85.7
100.0

100.0

2.500

6.725

7.000

—_———— )



~6TT

FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRC

Q22 FUTURE IMPORTANCE OF COMPS ON INV RESEAR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FEEQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
SAME 4, 3 16.7 18.8
5. 6 33.3 37.5
6. 6 33.3 37.5
INCREASING 7. 1 5.6 6.3
9. 2 1.1 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100, 0 100.0
NEAN 5.313 STD ERR 0.218 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 0.873 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.554 SKEWNESS -0,024 RANGE
MINTMUN 4,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 16 MISSING CASES 2

con
FREQ
(PCT)
18.8
56.3
93.8
100.0

100.0

5.333
0.762
3.000




0ct

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH KEWSPAPEFE

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

023A THIS EFFECT ON JOURNALISM WILL BE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
3. 2 1.1 12.5
-NEUTRAL q, 5 27.8 31.3
5. 5 27.8 31.3
6. 3 16.7 18.8
BENEFICIAL 7. 1 5.6 6.3
9. 2 1.1 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4.750 STD ERR 0.281 MEDIAN
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1,125 VARTIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.398 SKEUWNESS 0.2u1 RANGE
MINIMOM 3.000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 16 MISSING CASES 2

con
FREQ
{PCT)
12.5
43.8
75.0
93.8
100.0

100.0

4.700
1.267
4,000




12T

- PREQUENCIES -ON SURVEY- DATA = ... . o
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS {(CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE CHRO

0238 WHY DO YOU THINK SO?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) _(PCT) (PCT)
EPFICIENT 1. 2 11.1 18.2 18.2
HUMAN FACTOR 3, 3 16.7 27.3 45.5
EXPERTISE 4, 1 5.6 9.1 54.5
SECRECY 5. 2 1.1 18.2 72.7
LOWER COST 7. 1 5.6 9.1 81.8
8. 2 11.1 18.2 100.0
9. 7 38.9 BISSING  100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

SEAN 4.364 STD ERR 0.754 MEDIAN 4.000
MODE 3.000 STD DEV 2.501 VARTANCE 6.255
KORTOSIS -1.051 SKEWNESS 0.244 RANGE 7.000

MINIMOM 1,000 MAXINUN 8.000

VALID CASES LR MISSING CASES 7

- - . e I~ [ U, — —_—- - = - 0y



FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILE  THESIS {CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO . i
|
024 EDUCATION LEVEL :
RELATIVF ADJUSTED cuM |
ABSOLUTE PREQ FREQ FREQ ‘
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT) ;
PARTIAL COLLEGE 2. 1 5.6 5.6 5.6 f
COLLEGE 3. 8 ug ., u G4 4 50.0
POSTGRADUATE u, 9 50.0 50.0 100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100,90
MEAN 3,444 STD ERR 0.145 MEDIAN 3.500
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 0.616 VARIANCE 0.379
KORTOSIS ~0.391 SKEWNESS -0.616 RANGE 2.000
MININMUM 2.000 MAXIMUN 4,000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

cct



A

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCTIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

025 UNION MEMBERSHIP
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FEEQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
GUILD 1. 18 100.0 100.0 100.0

TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1.000 STD ERR 0.0 MEDIAN 1.000
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARTANCE 0.0
RANGE 0.0 MININOM 1. 000 MAXIMON 1.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0



%21

FREQUENCIES CN SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EARCH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO
026 PROFESSTONAL ORGANIZATIONS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
SDX 1. 1 5.6 11.1
PRESS CLUB 2, 3 16.7 33.3
OTHER 3. 1 5.6 1.1
NONE 4, 4 22.2 4o 4
9. 9 50.0 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.889 STD  ERR 0.389 MEDIAN
MODE 4.000 STD DEV 1.167 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS -1.579 SKEWNESS -0.340 RANGE
HININOH 1.000 MAXINUNM 4.000
VALID CASES 9 MISSING CASES 9

|

|

com ;

FREQ |

(PCT) |

|

11.1 !

6.4 |
55,6
100.0

100.0

3.000
1.361
3.000



szT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS

SUBFILE

Q27

CATEGORY LABEL

DEMCCRAT

OTHER

NONE

MEAN
MODE
RORTOSIS

MINIHON -

VALID CASES

POLITCIAL PARTY

2.333
2.000
2.550

(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
2. 12 66.7 80.0
3. 1 5.6 6.7
4, 2 1.1 13.3
9, 3 16.7 MISSING
TOTAL 18 100, 0 100.0
STD ERR 0.187 MEDTAN
STD DEV 0.724 VARIANCE
SKEWNESS 1.981 RANGE
MAXTIMUM 4,000

2.000

15

MISSING CASES

3,

CUH
FREQ
(PCT)
80.0
86.7
100.0

100.0

2.125
0.524
2,000




92T

FPREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  CHRO

028 FPEGISTERED VOTER?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
YES 1. 18 100.0 100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.000 STD ERR 0.0 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARIANCE
RANGE 0.0 MI NIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUNM
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0

con
FREQ
(PCT)

100.0

1.000
0.0



LT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CEEATION DATE = 05/,11,/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

029 VOTED IN 1976 ELECTION?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) {PCT)
YES 1. 18 100.0 100.0 100.0

TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1. 000 STD ERR 0.0 MEDIAN 1.000
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARIANCE 0.0
RANGE" 0.0 MININUM 1.000 MAXINUM 1.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0



8¢CT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRO

030 SEX
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
MALE 1. 15 83.3 83.3 83.3
FEMALE 2. 3 16.7 16.7 100.0
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.167 STD ERR 0.090 MEDIAN 1.100
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.383 VARIANCE 0.147
KORTOSIS 2.040 SKEWNESS 1.956 RANGE 1.000
MININUM 1.000 MAXINOM 2.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES 0



6CT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE CHRO

QN AGE

CATEGORY LABEL

20-30
30-40
40-50

50+

MEAN
NMODE
KURTOSIS
MININUYM

VALID CASES

3.333
3.000
-0.458
2.000

18

CODE

2.

3.

4.

TOTAL

'STD BRR

STD DEV
SKEWNESS
MAXINUM

MISSING

KELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
FREQ (PCT) {PCT)

3 1€.7 16.7
9 50.0 50.0
3 16.7 16 .7
3 16,7 16,7
18 100.0 100.0
0.229 MEDIAN
0.970 VARIANCE
0.531 RANGE
5.000

CASES 0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
66.7
83.3

100.0

3.167
0.941
3.000




P 0€T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FPILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE CHRC |
032 ETHNIC BACKGROUND
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
| ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
CAUCASIAN 1. 17 94,4 94,4
ASIAN 4, 1 5.6 5.6
TOTAL 18 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.167 STD ERR 0.167 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.707 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 18.0C0 SKEWNESS 4,243 RANGE
MINIM UM 1.000 MAXIMUM 4.000
VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES c

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

94 .4

100.0

1.088
0.500
3.000




Section 3

EXAMINER

131]



FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) S

SUBFILE EXAN

PAPER NEWSPAPER OF RESPONDENT

CATEGORY LABEL

EXAMINER

MEAN 2.000
MODE 2,000
RANGE 0.0
VALID CASES 25

CET

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CcUH

ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ
2. 25 1
TOTAL 25 ]
STD ERR 0.0
STD DEV 0.0
NINIMUM 2.000
 MISSING CASES 0

URVEY

FREQ FREQ FRED
(PCT) (PCT) (PCT) i
00.0 100.0 100.0 ?
00,0 100.0 i
i

MEDIAN 2.000 ?
VARIANCE 0.0 }
HAXTNUN 2.000 |

o ——— e



€eT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FEKEQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

YEARS YEARS EMPLOYED IN JOURNALISHM
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
AESOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
1-5 2. 1 4.0 4,3
5-10 3. 3 12.0 13.0
10-20 5, 5 20.0 21.7
>20 5. 14 56.0 60.9
9, 2 8.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0 -
MEAN 4.391 STD ERR 0.186 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 0.891 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS 0.895 SKEWNESS -1.328 RANGE
MINTMUM 2.000 MAXIMOM 5.000
VALID CASFS 23 MISSING CASES 2

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
4.3

1 7 F ] u
39.1 i
100.0

100.0 l

}

|

4,679 |
0.794 ;
3.000 |
{




PET

FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA
FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

PILE THESIS  (CREATION DATFE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  EXAM
TITLE PRESENT JOB TITLE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
REPORTER 1. 19 76.0 82.6
EDITOR 2. 4 16.0 17.4
9. 2 8.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.174 STD ERR 0.081 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.388 VARIANCE
KDRTOSIS 1.522 SKEWNESS 1.843 FANGE
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXIMUMN 2.000
VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES 2

con
FREQ
(PCT)
B2 .6
100.0

100.0

1.105
0.150
1.000




qeT

FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAHN

Q3 HAVE

CATEGORY LABEL

YES

NO

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMON

VALID CASES

1.043
1.000
23.000
1.000

23

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 22

2’ 1

9. 2

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0,043
STD DEV 0.209
SKEWNESS 4.796
MAXIMNOM 2,000

MISSING CASES

2

SUEVE

YOU BEEN AN INVESTIGATIVE KEPORTER?

RELATI
FEEQ
(PCT

88.0

Y

VYE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) {PCT)
95,7
4.3
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
{PCT)
95.7
100.0

100.0

1.023

0.043

1.000




9¢€T

FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE EXAHN

Q4 LAST

CATEGORY LABEL

INCREASED

HEAN
MODE
KUORTOSIS
MININUM

VALID CASES

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/,11/78)

SURVEY

10 YEARS, US INV REPCRTING HAS

5.957
7.000

3.538

2.000
23

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ
) (PCT)

4.3
30.4
21,7
43.5

BISSIKNG

ABSOLOUTE FREQ

CODE.  FREQ (PCT

2. ] 4,0

5. 7 28.0

6. 5 20.0

7. 10 40.0

9, 2 8.0

TOTAL 25 100.0
STD ERR 0.255
STD DEV 1.224
SKEWNESS -1.540
MAXIMUN 7.000
MISSING CASES - 2

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
4.3
34.8
56.5
100.0

100.0

6.200
1.498
5.000




LET

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

PILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  EXAH
05 LAST 10 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS
D e RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  PREQ PREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
2. 1 4.0 4.5
5, 9 36.0 40.9
6. 6 24,0 27.3
INCREASED 7. 6 24,0 27.3
9, 3 12.0  MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5,682 STD ERR 0.250 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.171 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 3.405 SKEWNESS -1.268 RANGE
MINIMUMN 2.000 MAXTINUN 7.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 3

CUN
FREQ
(PCT)
4.5
45.5
72.7
100.0

100.0

5.667
1.370
5,000




8€T

FREQUENCIES ON
PREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAHN

Q6 LAST

CATEGORY LABEL

DECREASED

INCREASED

MEAN
MODE
KORTOSIS
HININUHM

VALID CASES

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE =

S YEARS, US INV.

6.000
7.000
8.109
1.000

23

05/11/78) SURVEY

BREPCRTING HAS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
1. 1 4.0 4.3
5. 5 20.0 21.7
6. 7 28.0 30.4
7. 10 40.0 43.5
9, 2 8.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
STD ERR 0.281 MEDIAR
STD DEVY 1.348 - YARIANCE
SKEWNESS -2.437 RANGE
MAXINUNM 7.000
MISSING CASES 2

coM
FREQ
(PCT)
4.3
26.1
56.5
100.0

100.0

6.286
1.818
6.000




6€T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SOUBFILE EXAM

07 LAST 5 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS

: RELATIVE ADJUOSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE "FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
3. 1 4.0 4.5
5. 8 32,0 36.4
6. 4 16.0 18.2
INCREASFD 7. 9 36.0 40,9
9, 3 12.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.909 STD ERR 0.236 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 1.109 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 0.287 SKEWNESS -0.728 RANGE
MINIMUM 3,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
" VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 3

cum
FREQ

(PCT)
4.5
40.9
59,1
100.0

100.0

6.000
1.229
4.000




OvT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER ,

FILE  THESIS (CKEATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

08 FFFECT OF INV. REPORTING ON THE PUBLIC I

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

:  ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5. 3 12.0 13.0
6. 7 28.0 30.4
BENEFICIAL 7. 13 52,0 5645
9. 2 8.0  MISSING
TCTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6.435 STD ERR 0.152 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.728 VARIANCE
K URTOSIS -0.414 SKE WNESS -0.916 RANGE
MININON 5.000 MAXTMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 23 $ISSING CASES 2

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
13.0
43.5

100.0

100.0

6.615
0.530
2.000




7T

FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER

(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE EXAN

09" LAST

CATEGORY LABEL

MONTHLY
WEEKLY
SEMIWEEKLY

DAILY

NEAN
40DE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUW

VALID CASES

5.364
5.000
-0.019
4,000

22

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

4, 2

5. 14

6. 2

7. 4

9. 3

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.192
STD DEV 0.902
SKEWNESS 0.8717
MAXIMOM 7.000

MISSING CASES

3

SORVE

5 YEARS, SOUGHT GOVT INFORMATION

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT
8.0

56.0

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
9.1
63.6
9.1
18,2
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cum
FREQ
{(PCT)

72.7
81.8
100.0

100.0

5.143
0.81u4
3.000




ZvT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
{(CREATTON DATE = 05/,11/78)

FILE

THESIS

SUBFILE EXANM

SURVE

RELATI
FREQ
{PCT

24.0

Q10 DEAL WITH WHAT LEVEL OF GOVT MOST?
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ
LOCAL 1. 6
COUNTY 2. 1
STATE 3. 3
6. 1
9. 4
TOTAL 25
MEAN 3.952 STD ERR 0.500
4ODE 6,000 STD DEV 2.291
KURTOSTS -1.875 SKEWNESS -0.322
MININOK 1.000 MAXIMUMN 6.000
VALID CASES 21 MISSING CASES 4

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
28.6
4.8
14.3
52.4
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCF
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
28.6
33.3
47.6
100.0

100.0

5.545
5.248
5.000




EVT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE EXAM

011 DEAL WITH WHICH AGENCIES?
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
ENERGY 1. 2
COURTS, ATTYS 2. 1
POLICE 3. 5
OTHER 8. 4
9. 13
TOTAL 25
MEAN 4,250 STD ERR 0.827
MODE 3,000 STD DEV 2,864
KURTOSIS -1.571 SKEWNESS 0.562
MINTMUM 1.000 MAXTHUM 8.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 13

SURVE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT
8.0
4.0

20.0

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
16.7

8.3
41.7
33.3
MI SSING

100.0

MEDIAN

VARTANCE

RANGE

CUNM
FREQ
(PCT)
16,7
25.0
66.7
100.0

100.0

3.100
8.205
7.000




VoT

FRFQUENCIFS ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)
SUBFILE EXAN
0122 DESCRIBE THCSE DEALINGS
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
UNSUCCESSFUL 1. 1
NEUTRAL 2. 5
SUCCE SSF UL 3. 9
9. 10
TOTAL 25
MEAN 2.533 STD ERR 0.165
MODF 3.000 STD DEV 0.640
KURTOSIS 0.398 SKEWNESS -1.085
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXI MO M 3.000
VALID CASES 15 MISSING CASES 10

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4,0 6e7
20,0 33.3
36.0 €0.0
40.0 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUN
FREQ
(PCT)
6.7
40.0
100.0

100.0

2,667
2.000




SVT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE EXAM

SURVEY

012B  DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
PLEASANT 1. 7 28.0 70.0
NEUTRAL 2. 2 8.0 20.0
UNPLEASANT 3, 1 4,0 10.0
9, 15 ¢ 60.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.400 STD ERR 0,221 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.699 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 2.045 SKEWNESS 1.658 RANGE
MINTMUM 1.000 MAXIMUN 3.000
VALID CASES 10 MISSING CASES 15

COon
FREQ
(PCT)
70.0
90.0
100,0

100.0

1.214
0.489
2.000




ovT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

012¢C DESCRIBF THOSE DEALINGS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
| ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
EASY 1. 4 16 .0 36,4
NEUTRAL 2. 1 4,0 9.1
DIFFICULT 3, 6 24,0 54,5
9. 14 56.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.182 STD ERR 0.296 MEDIAN
MODE 3.000 STD DEV $.982 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS -2.09% SKEWNESS -0,429 RANGE
MINIHUK 1.000 MAXIMNUM 3.000
VALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 14

con
FREQ
(PCT)
36.4
“5.5
100.0

100.0

2.583
2.000




LVT

FREQUENCIES ON SNURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE =

FYLE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAN
Q12D

CATEGORY LRABEL

"TIME CONSUMING

NEUTRAL

NOT TIME CONSUMING

YEAN
MODE
KUFTOSIS
MINIHOM

VALID CASFES

1.273
1.000
5.510
1.000C

11

DFSCKIBE THOSE DEALINGS

CODE

TOTAL

STD ERR

'STD DEV

SKEWNESS
MAXTAOHM

BHISSING

05,11/78)

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

9

1

-——- - -

0.195

0.647
2.420
3.000

CASES AL

SORVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
36.0 81.8
4,0 9.1
4,0 9,1
56.0 MISSING
100,0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
81.8
90.9
100.0

100.0

.11
0.418
2.000




8T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

013 AGENCY USES COMEUTERS TO STORE I NFOR

RELATIVE . ADJUSTED CUM

| | ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
SOMETIMES 2. 14 56,0 70,0 70.0
ALWAYS 3. 3 12.0 15.0 85.0
DON'!T KNOW 4, 3 12.0 15.0 100.0
9, 5 20.0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.450 STD ERR 0.170 MEDIAN 2,214
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.759 VARIANCE 0.576
KUETOSIS 0.412 SKEWNESS 1.389 RANGE 2.000
HINIHUM 2.000 MAXINUM 4,000
VALID CASES 20 MISSING CASES 5




(YA

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE =-05/11/78) SORVEY
SUBFILE EXAN
Q4 AGENCY USFS COMFUTEKS TO EISSEMINATE INF

CATEGORY LABEL

NEVER
SOMETIMES
ALWAYS

DON'T KNOW

MEAN
MODE
KORTOSIS
MININMOM

VALID CASES

2.652
2.000
=1.342
1.000

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ

1o

2.

TOTAL

STD ERR
STD DEV
SKEWNESS
MAXIMOM

MISSING CASES

1
13

- -

0.205
0.982
0.u479
4.000

2

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4.0 4,3
52.0 56,5
8.0 8.7
28.0 30.4
8.0  MISSING

100.0 100, 0

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)

60.9
69.6
100.0

100.0

2.308
3.000




0ST

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THFSIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11,/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE  EXAN :
015 FOR RFPORTERS, COMPUTER KNOWLEDGE IS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (BCT) (PCT)
UNNECESSARY 1. 6 24.0 27.3
HELPF UL 2. 13 52.0 59,1
REQUIRED 3. 3 12.0 13.6
9, 3 12.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.864 STD ERP 0.136 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.640 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.320 SKEWNFSS 0.11t RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3,000
VALTD CASES 22 MISSING CASES 3

coM
FREQ
(PCT)
27.3
86.4
100.0

100.0

1.885
0.409
2.000




L TGT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATTON DATE = 05/11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAH

0164 BEAVE YOU HAD COMPUTER TRAINING?
A ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FKEQ
NO 1. 19
YES 2. 5
9, 1
TOTAL 25
MEAN 1.208 STD ERR 0.085
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.415
KURTOSIS 0.377 SKE #NESS 1.534
MININUN 1.000 MAXINUN 2,000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 1

SUEVE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT
7¢.0

20.0

Y

VE ADJUSTED

FREQ
) (PCT)
79.2
20,8
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

COM
PREQ
(PCT)
79.2
100.0

100.0

1.132
0.172
1.000




26T

FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAM

Q168 WHAT

CATEGORY LABEL
COLLEGE
PERSONAL

ON JOB

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CRSES

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

KIND OF TRAINING?

4,333
5.000
3.657
2,000

ABSCLUTE

CODE FREQ

2. 1

u' 1

5. 4

9. 19

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.u494
STD DEV 1.211
SKEWNESS -1.952
MAXTNMUM 5,000
MISSING CASES 19

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4.0 16.7
4.0 16.7
16.0 66 .7

7¢ .0 MISSING

- . - - - o o - o

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
33.3
100.0

100.0

4,750

1.467
3.000




€61

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATICN DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXaAM

017 YOUE LEVEL OF COMPUTER KNOWLEDGE IS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM

ABSOLUTE FREQ PREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
NONE 1. 8 32.0 32.0 32.0
LOW 2. 16 64.0 64.0 96.0
MODERATE 3. 1 4,0 4.0 . 100.0

TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0

MEAN 1.720 STD ERR 0.108 MEDIAN 1.781
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.542 VARIANCE 0.293
KURTOSIS -0.347 SKEWNESS -0.153 RANGE 2.000
MINIMUE 1.000 MAXIMUNM 3.000
VALID CASES 25 MTSSING CASES 0




PST

FREQUENCIFES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE TRESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

g8 IN YOUR JOB, COMPUTER FAMILIARITY IS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGCRY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
IRRELEVANT 1. 3 12.0 12.0
BENEFICIAL 2, 21 84,0 84,0
MANDATORY 3. 1 4.0 4.0
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.92C STD ERR 0.080 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0,400 VARIANCE
RURTGSIS 3.925 SKEWNESS =0.754 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 3.C600
" VALID CRSES 25 MISSING CASES 0

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)
12.0
96 .0

100.90

1.952
0.160
2.000




GST

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER :
(CEEATION DATE = 05/,11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXAN

019 YOU WOULD PURSUE SUCH TRAINING
| ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
OWN INITIATIVE 1. 1
EMPLOYER OPPORTUNITY 2. 18
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES 3. 3
‘NO CIRCUMSTANCES 4, 1
9. 2
TOTAL 25
MEAN 2.174 STD ERR 0.120
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.576
KURTOSIS 4,364 SKEWNESS 1.579
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXINOM 4,000
VALID CASES 23 AISSING CASES 2

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4.0 4.3
72.0 78.3
12,0 13.0
4.0 4.3
8.0  MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

com
FREQ
{PCT)

82.6
95.7
100.0

100.0

2.083
0.332
3.000




96T

FREQUENCTI¥S—ON—SURVEYDATA
FPREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILF  THESIS (CREATION DAT® = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SPBFILE FXA¥
020 CONPUTERIZATION OF GOVT DATA HAS MADE IT
‘ , RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
LESS ACCESSIBLE 1. 2 8.0 9,1
2. ] 4.0 4.5
3. 2 8,0 9,1
SAME 4, i 16.0 18.2
5. 5 20.0 22.7
6. 5 20.0 22.7
MORE ACCESSIBLE 7. 3 12.0 13.6
9, 3 12.0 MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,.63€ STD ERR 0.381 MEDTAN
MODE 5.000C STD DEV 1.787 VARIANCE
KUKTOSIS -0.226 SKEWNESS -0.658 RANGE
MININUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 3

con
FREQ
(PCT)
9.1
13.6
22.7
40.9
63.6
86.4
100.0

100.0

4.900
3.195
6.000




LST

FRFQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS  (CREATION DATE = 05/,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

021 WHY DO YOU THINK SO?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
EFFICIENT 1. 4 16.0 26,7 26.7
FASTER 2. 3 12.0 20.0 46.7
HUMAN FACTOE 3. 1 4.0 6.7 53.3
EXPERTISE 4. 1 4.0 6.7 60.0
SECRECY 5, 4 16.0 26,7 86.7
8. 2 8.0 13.3 100.0
9. 10 40.0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.533 STD ERF 0.624 MEDIAN 3.000
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 2.416 VAKIANCE 5.838
KURTOSIS -0.558 SKEWNESS 0.672 RANGE 7.000
MINIMUN 1.000 MAXT MUM 8,000
VALID CASFS 1= MISSING CASES 10




8GT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAN

Q22 FOTURE IMPORTANCE OF COMPS ON INV RESEAR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cun

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGOKY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
DECREASING 1. 1 4,0 4,3 4,3
SAMF u, 3 12.0 13.0 17.0
5. 7 28.0 30.4 47.8
6. 7 28.0 0.4 78.3
INCREAST NG 7. 5 20.0 21.7 100.0
9, 2 8.0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 25 100.,0 100.0
AELN 5.435 STD ERR 0.287 MEDIAN 5.571
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.376 VARIANCE 1.893
KURTCSIS 3.71¢ SKEWNESS -1, 457 RANGE 6.000
MINTINAOM 1.000 MAXIMUYN 7.000 '
VALID CLSES 23 MISSING CASES 2




6GT

FBEQUENCIES‘UN_SURVEY+§KT1

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXANM

Q23h THIS EFFECT ON JOURNALISHM WILL BE

'CATEGORY LARBEL

DETRIMENTRAL

NECUTRAL

BENEFICIAL

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUHM

VALID CASES

4,545
4,000
0.278
1.000

22

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 1

2. E

3. 2

4. 7

5, 5

6. 4

7. 2

9, 3

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.320
STD DEV 1.503
SKE WNESS -0.420
MAXINUY 7.000
MISSING CASES 3

SURVE

Y

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT

4,0
4,0
8.0
28.0
20.0

16.0

FREQ
) (PCT)

4.5

4.5

31.8
22,7
18,2

9.1

MISSING

- - e wn = -

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

4,500
2.260
6.000




09T

FREQUENCIES ON SUORVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE  EXAN

Q23R WHY DO YOU THINK SO?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODF FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
EFFICIENT 1. 4 16.0 30.8 30.8
FASTER 2. 1 4,0 7.7 38.5
HUMAN FACTOR 3, 3 12.0 23.1 61.5
8. 5 20,0 38.5 100.0
9. 12 48.0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
HEAN 4,231 STD FRR 0.885 MEDTAN 3.000
MODE 8.000 STD DEV 3.193 VARIANCE 10.192
KURTOSTS -1.967 SKEWNESS 0.352 RANGE 7.000
MINIMUFE 1.000 MAXI MUN 8,000
VALID CASES 13 MISSING CASES 12
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¢9T

FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

PILE THESIS

SUBFILE FXAM

Q25 UNICN MEMBERSHIP

CATEGORY LABEL

GUILD

OTHER

MEAN
MODE
XKUETOSIS
MINIMOM

VALID CASES

1.045

1.000

22.000
1.000

22

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 21

2. 1

9, 3

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.045
STD DEV 0,213
SKEWNESS 4.690
MAXIMUY 2.000

HISSING CASES

3

SORVE

RELATI
FREQ
(ECT

84,0

Y
VE ADJUSTED
FREQ
) (PCT)
95.5
4.5
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
95,5
100.0

100.0

1. 024
0.045
1.000




€9T

FREQUENCYIFS ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

026 PROFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
| ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
SDX 1. " 16.0 50.0
PRESS CLUBR 2. 2 8.0 25.0
NONE 4, 2 8.0 25.0
9. 17 68.0  MISSING
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN. 2,000 STD ERR 0.463 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 1.309 VARIANCE
KUBRTOSIS -0.700 SKEWNESS 1.018 RANGE
MINTMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 4,000
VALID CASES 8 MISSTING CASES 17

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
50.0
75.0
100.0

100.0

1.500
1.714
3.000




7ol

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXaM
027 POLITCIAL PARTY

CATEGORY LABEL

DEMOCRAT
OTHER

NONE

MEAN
MODE
KORTOSIS
MINIMUM

VYALID CASFES

2.136

2.000
13.270
2.000

22

MISSING CASES

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

2. 20

3. 1

4, 1

9. 3

TOTAL 25
"~ STD ZRR 0.100
STD DEV 0.u468
SKEWNESS 3.621
MAXIMUN 4,060

3

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FFEQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
80.0 90.9
4,0 4.5%
4,0 4.5
12,0 MISSTNG
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CioM
FREQ
(PCT)
90.9
95.5
100.0

100.0

2.050
0.219

2.000




SOT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,11

PILE THESIS
SUBFILE EXaANM

Q28 REGISTERED VOTER?

CATEGORY LABEL
YES

NO

MEAN

"MODE

KURTOSIS
MININMUM

VALID CASES

1.080
1.000
9.641
1.000

25

/18)

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 23

2, 2

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.055
STD DEV 0.277
SKEWNESS 3.298
AAXINUM 2.000

MISSING CASES

0

SORVE

RELATI
FREQ
(PCT

92.0

- u - -

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
92.0

8.0

100.0

MEDTIAN

VARIANCE

RANGE

cum
FREQ
(PCT)

92.0

100.0

1.043
0.077
1.000




99T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA :

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE ~ EXAM

029 VOTED IN 1976 ELECTION?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
YES 1. 23 92.0 92.0
NO 2. 1 4.0 4.0
4, 1 4.0 4.0
TOTAL - 25 100.0 100,0
MEAN 1.160 STD ERR 0.125 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.624 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 19.658 SKEWNESS 4,352 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM 4,000
VALID CASES 25 MISSING CASES 0

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)
92.0
96.0

100.0

1.043
0.390
3.000




LOT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)
SUBFILE EXAM e
030 SEX
ABRSOLUTE

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
MALE 1. 20
PEMALE 2. 5

TOTAL 25
MEAN 1.200 STD ERR 0.082
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0,408
KURTOSIS 0,593 SKEWNESS 1.597
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXINUM 2.000
VALID CASES 25 MISSING CASES 0

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
80.0 80,0
20.0 20,0
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
~ RANGE

COH
FREQ
{PCT)

80.0

100.0

1.125
0.167
1.000




89T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

FILF THESIS

SUBFILE  EXAM

oN AGE

CATEGORY LABEL

20-30
30-40
40-590

50+

MEAN
MODE
KOETOSIS
MINIMUH

VALID CASES

4.000
5.000
-0.84¢
2.006

25

SUEVEY

KELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.0 8.0
24.0 24,0
28,0 28.0
40,0 80,0
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

2. 2

3. 6

4, 7

5. 10

TOTAL 25
STD ERR 0.200
STD DEV 1.000
SKEWNESS -0.543
MAXIAUN 5,000

MISSING CASES

0

Cum
FRED

(PCT)
8.0
32.0
60.0

100.0

4,143
1.000
3.000




691

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS {CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE EXAM

032 ETHNIC BACKGROUND
RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
CAUCASIAN 1. 19 76.0 79.2 79,2
BLACK 2. 2 8.0 8.3 87.5
"AST AN 4, 2 8.0 8.3 95,8
'OTHER 5. 1 4,0 4,2 100.0
9, 1 4,0 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 25 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.500 STD ERR 0.233 MEDIAN 1. 132
HODE 1.000 'STD DEV 1.142 VARIANCE 1.304
KURTOSIS 4,182 SKEWNESS 2.292 RANGF 4,000
MININUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 5.000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 1




Section 4
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE TINKE

PAPER NEWSPAPER OF RESPONDENT
ABSOLUTE

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
TIMES 3. 12

TOTAL 12
MEAN 3,000 STD ERR 0.0
MODE 3.000 STD DEV 0.0
RANGE 0.0 MININUN 3.0
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES

TLT

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
100.0 100.0
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCF
MAXIMUM

cuH
FREQ
(PCT)

100.0




ZLT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CKEATION DATE = 05/,11/78) SUERVEY
SUBFILE TIME

YEARS YEARS EMPLOYED INVJOURNALISE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5-10 3. 3 25.0 25.0
10-2G uc 5 u"o—’ u1.7
>20 5. 4 33.3 33.3

TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,083 STD EERR 0.229 MEDIAN
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 0.793 VARTANCE
KORTOSIS -1.261 SKEWNESS -0.161 RANGE
MINIMOM 3.000 HAXIMOY 5.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
25.0
66.7

100.0

4,100
0.629
2.000




ELT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCTIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME '

TITLE PRESENT JOB TITLE
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FRED
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
REPORTER 1. 12 100.0 100.0 100.0

TOTAL 12 100.,0 100.0

MEAN 1.000 STD RBRR 0.0 MEDIAN 1.000
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARIANCR 0.0
RANGE 0.0 MININUN 1.000 MAXTMOM 1.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0




VLT

FREQUFNCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY
FILE THESIS

SUBFILE TIME

03 BRVE

CATEGORY LABEL

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)

SURVEY

YOU BEEN AN INVESTIGATIVE REPORTER?

YES

NO

BEAN 1.083
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS 12.000
MINIMOM 1.000
VALID CASES 12

ABSOLUTE

- CODE FREQ

1. 1

2. 1

TO TAL 12
STD ERR 0,083
STD DEV 0.289
SKEWNESS 3.464
MAXIMUM 2,000

MISSING CASES

0

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT

91.7

FREQ
) (PCT)

91.7

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

91.7

100.0

1.045
0.083
1.000




SLT

FREQUENCIES ON SORVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
SEBFILE  TIME |
Q4 LAST 10 YEARS, US INV REPORTING HAS
RELATIVE ACJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FKEQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
STAYED THE SAME 4. 1 8.3 8.3
6. 5 41,7 41.7
INCREASED 1. 6 50.0 50.0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6.333 STD ERR 0.256 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.888 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS 3.808  SREWNESS -1.733 RANGE
MININMOUM 4.000 MAXIMUN 7.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
8.3
50.0

100.0

- 6.500

0.788
3.000




9LT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME '

Q5 LAST 10 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORTING HAS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5. 2 16.7 16.7
6. u 33.3 33.3
INCREASED 7. 6 50.0 50.0
TOTAL 12 100, 0 100.0
HEAN 6.333 STD ERR 0.225 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.778 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.792 SKEWNESS -0.719 RANGE
MINIMOUN 5.000 MAXT MUN 7.000
YALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
50.0

100.0

6.500
0.60fF
2.000




LLT

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

06 LAST 5 YEARS, US INV. REPORTING HAS
FELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
STAYED THE SAME 4. 2 16.7 16.7
5. 2 16.7 16,7
6. 3 25.0 25.0
INCREASFD 7. 5 41,7 41,7
TOTAL 12 100. 0 160.0
MEAN 5.917 STD ERR 0.336 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 1.164 VARIANCE
KUETOSIS -1.009 SKEWNESS -0, 640 RANGE
MININIY 4,000 KAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 12 ATSSING CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
33.3
58.3

100.0

6.167
1. 356
3. 000




8LT

FREQUENCIFES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

07 LAST 5 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS REPORIING HAS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
| ABSOLUTE  FEEQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (BCT) (PCT)
STAYED THE SAME 4, 3 25.0 25.0
5. 2 16.7 16.7
6. 4 33.3 33.3
INCEEASED 7. 3 25,0 25.0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.583 STD ERE 0.336 MEDIAN
MODE 6.000 STD DEV 1.165 VARIANCF
KURTOSTS -1.352 SKEWNESS -0.241 RANGE
MINTMUM 4.000 MAXIMOUM 7.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
25.0
41,7
75.0

100.0

5.750
1.356
3.000




6LT

FEEQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CKEATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

08 EFFECT OF INV, REPORTING ON THE PUBLIC I

RELATIVE ACJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATFGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
5, 2 16.7 16.7
6. 3 25,0 25.0
BENEFICIAL 7. 7 58,3 58.3
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6,417 STD ERR 0.229 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.793 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0.464 SKEWNESS -0.988 RANGE
MINIMUM 5.000 MAXINMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSTNG CASES 0

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
41.7

100.0

6,643
0.629
2.000




08T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THFSIS (CKEATICN DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

09 LAST 5 YEBARS, SOUGHT GOVT INFORMATION
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTF  FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
EVERY FEW 3. 2 16.7 16.7
MON THL Y 4, 3 25.0 25.0
WEEKLY 5. .5 81.7 41.7
DAILY 7. 2 16.7 16.7

TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4.750 STD ERR 0.372 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.288 VARIANCE
RURTOSIS 0.030 SKEWNESS 0.585 RANGE
HINIKUYN 3.000 MAXI NN 7.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

Cum
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
41.7
83.3

100.0

4,700

1.659

4,000




8T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)
SUBFILE TIME
010 DEAL WITH WHAT LEVEL OF GOVT MOST?
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
LOCAL 1. 1
COUNTY 2. 1
SPECTAL DIST y, 1
FED 5. 3
6. 6
TOTAL 12
MEAN 4.833 STD ERR 0.490
MODE 6,000 STD DEV 1.697
KURTOSIS 1.518 SKEWNESS -1.566
MINIMUN 1.000 MAXTMUM 6.000
VALID CASES 12 MISSING CASES 0

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 8.3
8.3 R.3
8.3 8.3
25.0 25.0
50.0 50.0
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CoM
FREQ
(PCT)
8.3
16.7
25.0
50.0

100.0

5.500
2.879
5.000




¢8T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESI

(CREATICN DATE = 05/,11/78)

SOBFILE TINE

SURVEY

011 DEAL WITH WHICH AGENCIES?
EELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
COURTS, ATIYS 2. 1 .3 14.3
POLICE 3. 3 25,0 42,9
OTHER 8. 3 25.0 42.9
9, 5 41.7 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5,000 STD ERR 1.069 MEDIAN
MODE 3,000 STD DEV 2,828 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -2.687 SKEWNESS 0.309 RANGF
MINIMUM 2.000 MAXT MUM 8.000
VALID CASES 7 MISSING CASES 5

cuM
FREQ
{PCT)
14.3
57.1
100.0

100.0

3.333
8,000
6,000




€8T

FREQUENCIES Ol
FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THESIS

SURVEY DATA
EACE NEWSPAPER

(CKEATION DATE =

SUBFILE TINME

Q122 PESCRIBE THOSE

CATEGORY LABEL

NEUTRAL

SUCCESSFUL

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMOM

VALID CASES

2.667
3.0060
-1.714
2.000

2

05/11/78)

DEALINGS
ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ
2. 3
3. 6
9, 3
TOTAL 12
STD ERR 0,167
STD DEV 0.500
SKEWNESS -0,857
MAXIMUM 3.000
MISSING CASES 3

SUEVEY
RELATIVE ADJOSTED
FREQ FREQ
{PCT) (PCT)
25.0 33.3
50.0 66.7
25.0 MISSINSG
10C.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

coM
PREQ
(PCT)
33.3
100.0

100.0

2,750
0.250
1.000




78T

-

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCTIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

C12B DFSCKIBE THOSE DEALINGS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FPEQ FRED FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL CODE THEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
PLEASANT 1. 2 16.7 22,2 22.2
NEUTRAL 2. 4 33,3 a4 66.7
UNPLEASANT 3, 3 25.0 33.3 100.0
9, 3 25.0 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.111 STD ERE 0.261 MEDIAN 2.125
MODE 2.000 S1D DEV 0,782 VARIANCE 0.611
KORTOSIS -1,041 SKEWNESS -0,21¢ RANGE 2.000
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASFS 9 MISSING CASES 3




G8T

FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA

FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE =
SUBFILE TTHE
012C DESCKIBE THOST DEALTNGS
CATEGORY LABEL CODE
TASY 1.
NEUTRAL 2.
- DIFFICULT 3.
9,
TOTAL
MEAX 2,333 STD ERR
MODE 2.000 STD DEV
KORTOSIS -0.286 SKEWNESS
MINIMTIM 1.000 MAXIMOM
VALID CASES 9

05/11/7%)  SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
A3SOLUTE FREQ FREQ
FREQ (ECT) (PCT)
1 8.3 11.1
4 33.3 YT
4 33.3 by 4
3 25.0 TSSING
12 10C.0 100.0
0.23¢6 MEDIAN
0.707 VARIANCE
-0.606 RANGE
3.000

MISSING CASES

3

CcunM
FREQ
{PCT)
11.1
55.6
100.0

100.0

2.375
0.500
2.000




» 98T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SORVEY
SUBFILE TITHE

012D DESCEIBE THGSE DEALINGS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL CODE FRKEQ (PCT) (PCT)
TIME CONSUMING 1. 8 66.7 72.7
‘NEUTRAL 2. 3 25,0 27.3
qQ, 1 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100, 0 100.0
MEAN 1.273 STD ERR 0,141 MEDIAN
MODE } 1.0060 STD DEV 0,467 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -0,764 SKEWNESS 1,189 RANGE
MINTMOM 1.000 MAXIMOM 2.000
VALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 1

'1.188

CcuM
FREQ
{PCT)
72.7
100.0 !

100.0 :

0.218
1.000



L8T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FRFQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAFER

FILE THESIS {(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIMF

013 AGENCY USES COMPBUTERS TC STCORE INFOR

EELATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSOLUTE FREQ. FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ {(PCT) {PCT)
SOMETIMES 2. 10 83.3 90.9
ALWAYS 3. 1 8.3 9,1
9. 1 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.091 STD ERR 0.091 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DRV 0.302 VARTANCE
KUKTOSIS 11.00¢ SKEWNESS 3.317 RANGE
HINIMOM 2.000 MAXINOM 3.000
VALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 1

con
FREQ
(PCT)
90.9
100.0

100.0

2.050
0.091

1.000



88T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILF  THESTS  (CREATION DATE = (05/11/78)  SUEVEY
SUBFILE  TIME
014 AGENCY USES COMPUTERS TC DISSEMINATE INF
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FRFQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FRED {PCT) (PCT)
NFVER 1. 3 25.0 27.3
SC¥ETINES 2. 4 33.3 364
DON'T KNOW 4, 4 33.3 36.4
g, 1 8.3 MTISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
NEAN 2.455 STD ERR 0.390 MEDIAN
®ODE | 2.000 STD DEV 1.293 VARIANCE
KUFTOSIS -1.780 SKEWNESS 0,291 RANGE
RINTMIN 1.000 MAXIMUM 4,000
YALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 1

CuM
FREQ
(PCT)
27.3
63.6

100.0

100.0

2.125
1.673
3.000



68T

FREQUENCIES ON STUBVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH

NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SURFILE  TIME
015 FOR REPORTERS, COMPUTER KNOWLEDGE IS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (ECT) (PCT)
UNNECESSARY 1. 2 16.7 18.2
HELPFUL 2. 9 75.0 81.8
9. 1 8.3  HISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.818 STD ERR 0.122 MEDIAN
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.405 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 2.037 SKEWNESS -1.923 RANGE
MININUM 1.000 MAXIHON 2.000
VALID CASES 1 MISSING CASES 1

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)
18,2
100.0

100.0

1.889
1.000



06T

FEEQUENCIES ON
FRFQUENCIES BY

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER

{(CREATIOK DATE = 05,11/78)

FILE THESTS
SUBFILE TINME
Q162 EAVE

CATEGORY LAREL

NO

YES

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMOM

VALID CASFES

1,364
1.000
-1.964
1.000

11

YOU BAD COMPOUTER TRAINING?

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 7

2, 4

9. 1

TOTAL 12
STD ERR 0,152
STD DEV - 0.505
SKEWNESS 0.661
MAXTI MUM 2.000

MISSING CASES

1

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
{PCT) (PCT)
58.3 €3.6
33.3 36.4
8.3 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
63.6
100.0

100.0

1.286
0.255
1.000




16T

FEEQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA.
EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATICN DATE = 05/11/78)

FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE TINE
Q16B WHAT

KIND OF TRAINING?

CATEGORKY LABEL,

COLLEGE

PERSONAL

ON JOB

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

3.756
4.000
2,227
2,000

TCTAL

STD ERR
STD DEV
SKEWNESS
AAXIMUM

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
FEEQ (PCT) {PCT)
1 8.3 25,0
2 1€.7 50,0
1 8.3 25.0
8 66.7 MISSING
12 100.0 100.0
0.629 MEDIAN
1,258 VARIANCE
-1.129 KANGE
5.000

MISSING CASES

8

cuM
FRED
(PCT)
25.0
750
100.0

100.0

4,000
1.583
3.000




AN

FREQUENCIES OUN SORVEY DATA
FREQUENCTIES BY FEACH NEWSPAPEPR

FILE THESIS {CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SOUBFILE, TIME
017 YOUR LEVEL OF COMPUTER KNCWLEDGE IS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY IABEL CODE FRED (PCT) (PCT)
NONE 1. 2 16.7 18.2
LOW 2. 9 75,0 81.8
9. 1 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MERN 1.818 STD ERR 0.122 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.405 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 2.037 SKEWNESS -1.923 RANGE
MINIMOUM 1.000 MAXIMNUM 2.000
VAIID CASES M MISSING CASES

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
18,2
100.0

100.0

1.889
0.164
1.000




€61

FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA

FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CEEATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  TIME

018 IN YOUR J0B, COMPUTER FAMILIARITY IS

FELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

: ABSOLUTPE FEED FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LAREL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

TRRELEVANT 1, 1 8.3 9.1 9,1

BENEFICIAL 2. 10 83.3 90.9 100.0

9, 1 8.3 KISSING  100.0

TOTAL 12 100. 0 100.0

MEAN 1.909 STD ERR 0.091 MEDTAN 1.950

MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.302 VARTANCE 0.091

KUETOSTIS 11.000 SKERNESS -3,317 RANGE 1.000
MINTMOH 1.000 MAXTIMUM 2.000
VALID CASES 1M MISSTNG CASES 1




Vet

FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAFER

FILE THESTS (CKEATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

019 YOU WOULD PURSUE SUCH TEAINING
BELATIVE ADJUSTED coM
ARSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
EMPLOYER OPPORTUNITY 2. 7 58.3 £3.6 63.6
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES 3. 3 25.0 27.3 90.9
NO CIKCUMSTANCES 4. 1 8.3 9.1 100.0
9. - 1 8.3 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.455 STD ERR 0.207 MEDIAN 2.286
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.688 VARIANCE 0.473
K URTOSIS 0.976 SKEWNESS 1.324 RANGE 2.000
MININUM 2.000 MAXIMUM 4.000
VALID CASES 11 M4ISSING CASES 1




S6T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAFEK

FILE THESIS (CEEATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TINKE

020 COMPUTERIZATION COF GOVT DATA HAS MADE IT

RFLATIVE ADJUSTED CrHM

, ABSCLUTE FEEQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
LESS ACCESSIBLE 1. 1 8.3 9.1 9,1
SAME 4, 7 56,3 63.6 72.7

6. 2 16.7 18.2 90.9
MORE ACCESSIBLE 7. 1 8.3 9,1 100.0
9, 1 8.3 MISSING  100.,0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,360 STD ERR 0,472 MEDIAN 4,143
MODE 4.000 STD DEV 1.567 VARIANCE 2.455
KURTOSIS 1.639 SKEWNESS -0.359 RANGF 6.000
MININUF 1,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 11 MISSTNG CASES 1




96T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FPREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

SUBFILE TTME

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

ABSOLUTE
FREQ

1

3

021 WHY DO YOU THIMNK SO?
CATE30RY LABEL CODE
EFFICIENT 1.
HUMAN FACTOR 3.
SECRECY 5.
8.
9,
TOTAL
MEAN 4,875 STD ERR
MODE 3,000 STD DEV
KURTOSIS -1.839 SKE WNESS
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMOM

VALID CASES 8 MISSING

CASES

SURVE

KELRTI
FREQ
(PCT

8.3

- -

0,990

0. 118
8.000

L

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
12.5
37.5
12.5
37.5

MISSING

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUNM
FREQ
(PCT)
12.5
50.0 i
62.5
100.0

100.0

4.000
7.839
7.000




L6T

FEEQUENCIFES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

022 FUTURE IMPOETANCE OF COMES CON INV KESEAR

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cou

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
SAME u, 3 25.0 27.3 27.3

5. 3 25.0 27.3 54,5

6. 3 25.0 27.3 81.8
TNCREASING 7. 2 16.7 18.2 100.0

9, 1 8.3 MISSING 100.0
MEAN 5,364 STD ERR 0.338 MEDIAN 5.333
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1.120 VARIANCE 1.255
KURTOSIS -1.225 SKEWNESS 0.155 REANGE 3,000
MINIMUM 4,000 MAXINUM 7.000 '
VALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 1




86T

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CKEATION DATE = 05/11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE TIME

¢23h THIS EFFECT ON JCURRALISM WILL BE

CATEGORY LABEL
DETRIMENTAL

NEUTRAL

BENEFICIAL

MERN
MODE
KORTOSIS
MTNTIMOY

VALID CRSES

4.273
4.000
2,513
1.00¢C

11

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 1

4. 7

5. 1

6. 1

7. 1

9. , 1

TOTAL 12
STD ERR 0.449
'STD DEV 1.489
SKEWNESS -0.347
MAXINOM 7.000
MISSING CASES 1

SURVEY

EELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FEFQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 9.1
58.3 63.6
8.3 9.1
803 9-1
8.3 9.1
R.3 MISSTING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

7207
81.8
90.9
100.0

100.0

4,143
2.218
6.000




66T

FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFS RY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,11,/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE TITME

023B WHY DO YOU THINK SO?

CATEGORY LABEL

EFFICIENT

FASTER

HOMAN FACTOR

SECRECY

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINTMUNM

VALID CASES

2,400
1.000
0.536
1.000

5

ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ

- - -

TOTAL

STD ERR
STD DEV
SKEWNESS
MAXINUM

MISSING CASES

2

1

- - -

0,748
1.673
1.089
5.000

7

SURVE

PELATI
FREQ
(PCT

16.7

Y

VE ADJUSTED
FREQ

) (PCT)
40,0
20,0
20.0
20.0

MISSING

100.0

MEDIAN

VARIANCE

RANGE

CuM
FREQ.
(PCT)
Q0.0
60.0
80.0
100.0

100.0

2,000
2.800
4.000




00¢

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CRFATION DATE = £5/11/78)

FILE THESIS

SUBFILE TTHE

Q24 EDUCATION LEVEL

CATEGORY LABEL

COLLEGE

POSTGRADUATE

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUN

VALID CASES

3.727
4.000
-0.764
3.000

LR

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

3. 3

4, 8

9. 1

TOTAL 12
STD ERE 0.141
STD DEV 0.467
SKEWNESS -1.189
MAXT MUY 4.000
MISSING CASES 1

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
25.0 27.3
66.7 72.7

8.3 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN

VARIANCE
RANGE.

coH
FREQ
(PCT)
27.3
100.0

100.0

3.813
0.218

1.000




——————
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPFR

FILF THESIS (CEEATICN DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

025 UNICH MEMBERSHIP
EFLATIVE ADJUSTED CuM
ABSOLUTF FREQ PRFQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAREL CODE FEEQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
GUTLD 1. 2 16.7 100.0 100.0
9, 10 83.3 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.000 STD ERR 0.0 MEDIAN 1.000
MODF 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARIANCE 0.0
RANGE 6.9 MI NI MM 1.000 MAXIMUM 1.000
VALID CASES 2 MISSING CASES 10




coze

FREQUENCIES Ol
FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THFPSIS (CREATICN DATE = 05/11/78) SUERVEY
SUBFILE TINME
Q26 PPOFESSIONAL ORGANIZATIONS
KELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CCODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT)
PRESS CLUB 2. 1 8.3 33.3 °  °
OTHER 3. 1 8.3 33.3
NONE 4. 1 8.3 33.3
9. 9 75.0 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.000 STD ERR 0.577 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 1.000 VARTANCE
SKEWNESS 0.0 RANGE 2.000 MINIMUM
MAXIMUM 4.000
VALID CASES 3 MISSING CASES 9

SUKVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER

Cum

FREQ
(PCT)

33.3

66.7

100.0

100.0

3.000
1.000
2.000




prmmr e
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FREQUENCIES OX
FREQUENCIF¥S BY
FILE THESIS

- SUBFILE TIWE

@21 POLITCIAL PARTY

CATEGORY 1IABEL

REPUBLICAN

DENOCRAT

OTHER

NONE

MEAN
MCDE
KURTOSIS
MININUM

VALID CASES

SURVEY DATA
EACE NEWSPAPER
(CKEATION DATE = 05,11/78)

2.200
2.060
2,985
1.0CC

1C

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 1

2. 7

3, 1

u. 1

9. 2

TOTAL 12
STD ERR 0.249
STD DEV 0.789
SKEWNESS 1.290
MAXIMUN 4,000

MISSING CASES

2

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 10.0
58.3 7040
8.3 10.0
8.3 10.0

16,7 MISSING

- - - - o> o o

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ
{PCT)
10.0
80.0
90.0
100.0

100.0

2.0M
0.622
3.000
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FREQUENCI¥®ESE ON SUEVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

SURVEY

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)
SUBFILE  TIME
028 REGISTERED VOTER?
FELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
YES 1. 11 91.7 100.0
9. 1 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 12 100.0 100.,0
MEAN 1.000 STD ERE 0.0 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV C.0 VARIANCEF
RANGE 0,0 HININUN 1.000 " MAXINUN
VALID CASFS 11 MI SSING CASES 1

CcuM
FREQ

(PCT)
100.0

100.0




———— —
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FEEQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILFE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE TIME

029 VOTED IN 1976 FLECTION?
FELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATFGORY LABFEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
YES 1. 11 91.7 100.0
9. 1 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 12 10C.0 100.0
MEAN 1.000 STD ERR 0.0 "MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DFYV 0.0 VARIANCE
RANGE G.0 MINIMUM 1. 000 MAXIMUM
VALID CASES i1 ‘MISSING CASES 1

couH
FREQ
(PCT)

100.0

100.0
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCLES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THFESTIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE TIKE

Q30 SEX

CATEGORY LABEL

MALE

FEMALE

MEAN 1.273
MODE 1.000
KURTOSIS -C.7¢4
MINIMUY 1.000
VALID CASFS 11

MISSING CASES

RBSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 8

2. 3

9. 1

TCTAL 12
STD ERR 04141
STD DEV 0.467
SKE WNESS 1.189
MAXTINUM 2.000

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

FREQ
(PCT

66,7

25.0

- - an - o

FREQ
) (PCT)
72.7
27.3
MISSING
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
72.7

100.0

100.0

1.188
0.218
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON
FREQUENCIES BY

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE TIME
Q31 AGFE

CATEGORY LABEL
20-3C
36-40
40-°0

50+

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
MINIMUM

VALID CASES

SURVEY DATA
EACH NEWSPAPER

3.364
3.000
0.373

(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)
ARSCLUTE
CODE FREQ
2. 1
3. 7
4. 1
5. 2
9. 1
TOTAL 12
STD ERR 0.279
STD DEV 0.924
SKEWNESS 0.951
KAXIMUM 5.000

2,000

M

MISSING CASES

1

SUBVEY
FELATIVE ADJOUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 . 9.1
58.3 3.6
8.3 9.1
16.7 18,2
8.3  MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

72.7
81.8

100.0

100.0

3.143
0.85%
3.000




80¢C

FREQUENCIES ON

SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
75.0 81,8
8.3 9.1
8.3 9,1

8.3 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN

VARIANCE
RANGE

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)
SUBFILE  TIME
032 FTHNIC BACKGROIND
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
CAUCASIAN 1. 9
BLACK 2. 1
HEX-AMEE 3, 1
9. 1
TOTAL 12
MEAN 1.273 STD ERR 0.195%
MCDE 1.000 STD DEV 0.647
KURIOSIS 5.510 SKEWNESS 2,420
MINIMOM 1.000 HAXTHUM 3.000
VALID CASES 11 MISSING CASES 1

cum
FREQ
(PCT)
81.8
90.9

100.0

100.0

.11
0.418
2.000



Section 5

FOURTH NEWSPAPER
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FRFQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATR2
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS (CEERTICK DATE = 05,11,/78) SURVEY
SURFILE FOUR

PAPER NEWSPAPEE OF RESPONDENT
, RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ PREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
FCURTH PAPER 4, 24 100,0 100.0 100.0
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4.000 STD EBR 0.0 MEDIAN 4,000
MODF 4,000 STD DEV 0.0 VARTANCE 0.0
RANGE 0.0 MINIHON 4,000 MAXINUM 4,000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 0



ITC

FREQUENCIFS ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPFER

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

YEARS YFAES EMPLOYED IN JOUEKNALISHM
EFLATIVE ADJUSTED
ABRSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
1-5 2. 4 16.7 16.7
5-10 30 7 2902 2902
10-20 4, 8 33.3 33.3
>20 5. 5 20,8 20.8

TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3.583 STD ERR 0.208 MEDIAN
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1.018 VARIANCE
KURTOSTIS -0,999 SKEWNESS -0.111 RANGE
MINIMUM 2.000 MAXIMUN 5.000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 0

coM
FREQ
(PCT)
16.7
45,8
79.2

100.0

3,625
1.036
3.000



cre

FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUFENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESTS (CEEATION DATE = (05/,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

TITLE PRESENT JOB TITLE
FELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATFGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
REPORTER 1. 24 100.0 100.0

TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.000 STD ERR . 0.0 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.0 VARIANCE
RANGE 6.0 MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 0

comM
FREQ
(PCT)

100.0



£€TIc

FREQUENCIES OH SURVTY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS  (CKEATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE  FOUR -
03 EAVE YOU BEEN AN INVESTIGATIVE EEPORTER?
RFLATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LAEEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (BCT)
YES 1. 21 87.5 91.3
NO 2. 2 8.3 8.7
9, 1 4.2 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1,087 STD ERR 0.060 MEDIAN
ODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.288 VARITANCE
KURTOSIS 8. 605 SKEWNESS 3.140 RANGE
MINTMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 2.000
VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES 1

CH1H
FEEQ
(PCT)
91.3
100.0

100.0

1.048
0.083
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES RY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THFSTS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SUFVEY
SUBFILE  FQUR ‘

Qu LAST 10 YFARS, US INV REPCRIING HAS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED cuu

ABSOLDTE  FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LAREL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)

STAYED THE SAME 4. 1 4.2 4.2 4.2
5. 5 20.8 20.8 25.0
6. 9 37.5 37.5 62.5

INCREASFD 7. 9 37.5 37.5  100.0

TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0

MEAN 6.083 STD ERR 0.180 MEDIAN 6.167

MODE 6.000 STD DEV 0,881 'VARTANCE 0.775

KURTOSIS -0.422 SKEWNESS ~ =-0.589 RANGE 3.000

MININUM 4.000 MAXTAUM 7.000

YALID CASES 24 MISSTNG CASES 0



S1¢

FREQUENCTES ON

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE FOUR

95 LAST

CATEGORY LABEL

DECREASED

SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER -
(CREATION DATE =

05/11/78)

SOURVEY

10 YEARS, YOUR PAPERS EKEPOKTING HAS

STAYED THE SAMNE

INCREASED

YEAN
MODE
KUFTOSIS
HNINTMUM

VALTID CASES

5.000
5.0060
0.563
1.00C

23

TOTAL

STD ERR
STD DEV

SKEWNESS

MAXTHMUN

MISSING CASES

ABSCLUTE
FREQ

1

2

- e -

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

0.321
1.537
-0.575
7.000

1

FREQ
(PCT

4,2
8,3

20.8

FFEQ
) (PCT)

4.3
8.7
21.7
30.4
13.0
21.7

MISSING

- - e - - - W w - -

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cuM
FREQ

(PCT)
4,3
13.0
34.8
5.2
78.3
100.0

100.0

5.000
6.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
PREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAFPER

FILF  THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)  SUEFVEY
SUBFILE  FOUR
0k LAST 5 YEARS, US INV. BEPORTING HAS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTF  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
STAYED THE SAME 4. 2 8.3 8.3
5, 4 16.7 16.7
6. 8 33.3 33.3
INCREASED 7. 10 41,7 41,7
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6.083 STD RRR 0.199 MEDIAN
HODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.974 VARIANCE
KURTOSTS -0.287 SKEWNESS -0.793 RANGE
MINIMUX 4,000 MAXI MO M 7.000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 0

con
FREQ
(PCT)
8.3
25.0
58.3

100.0

6.250
0.949
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SUEVEY DATA
FREQUEKNCIFS 'BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS (CREATICN DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

Q7 LAST 5 YFARS, YOUR PAPERS EEPORTING HAS

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FRED FREO PREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
3. 1 4.2 4.3 8.7
STAYED THE SAME 4. 4 16.7 17.4 26.1
5, 8 33.3 34,8 60.9
6. 5 20.8 21.7 82.6
INCREASFD - 7. 4 16.7 17.4 100.0
9. 1 4.2 FISSING 100.0
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.130 STD ERR 0.297 MEDIAN 5.188
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.424 VARIANCE 2.028
KURTOSIS 1.918 SKEWNESS -0.974 RANGE 6.000
MINIHOH 1.000 MAXIMOUM 7.000

.VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES . 1
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FEEQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

Q8 EFFECT OF TNV, REPORTIKG CN THE PUBLIC I

FFLATIVE ADJUSTED

ABSCLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NFUTRAL 4, 1 4,2 4,2
5. 2 8.3 8.3
6. 8 33.3 33.3
BENEFICIAL 7. 13 54,2 54,2
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 6.375 STD ERR 0.168 MEDIAN
MODE 7.000 STD DEV 0.824 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 1.59¢4 SKEWNESS -1.3642 RANGE
MINIMON 4,000 HAXINUM 7.000
VALID CASES 24 MISSING CASES 0

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

12.5
45.8

100.0

6.577
0.679
3,000
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FREQUENCIFES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS
FOUR

SUBFILE

Q9

LAST 5 YEARS,

CATEGORY LABEL

LESS THAN ONCE PER Y

WEEKLY

SEMIWEEKLY

DATLY

MEAN
MODE
KURTOSIS
FINIMUM

VALID CASES

(CREATION DATE =

ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ
1. 2
5. 10
6. 1
7. 10
9, 1
TOTAL 24
STD ERR 0.360
STD DEV 1.727
SKEWNESS -1.569.
MAXIHMUM 7.000
MISSING CASES 1

05/711/78)

SURVEY

SOUGHT GOVT INFCRMATION

FFLATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(°CT) (PCT)

8.3 8.7
41.7 43.5
4.2 4.3
41,7 43.5
4,2  MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
{PCT)
8.7
52,2
56.5
100.0

100.0

5.450
2.984
6.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILFE THESIS (CREATICK DATE = 05,11,78)

SUBFILE FOUR

Q10 DEAL WITH WHAT LEVEL OF GOVT XOST?

CATFGORY LABEL
LOCAL
COUNTY

SPECIAL DIST

FED

MFAN 4,333
MODE 6.000
KURTOSIS = 1.472
MININMNUM 1.00¢C
-VALID CRSES 24

ABSOLUTE

CODE FREQ

1. 5

2. 3

4, 1

5. 1

6. 1

TOTAL 24
STD ERR 0.u4u9
STD DEV 2.200
SKE WNESS -0.705
MAXIHUHY 6.000
MISSING CASES 0

SUEVE

FREQ
{(FCT

20.8

- - -

Y .

RELATIVE ADJUSTED CuM

FREQ FRED
) (PCT) (PCT)
20.8 20.8
12.5 33.3
4,2 37.5
4,2 41,7
58.3 100.0

100.0
MEDIAN 5.643
VARIANCE 4,841
RANGE 5.000

|
l
|
|
i
:

e
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FREQUENCIEYS ON SUEVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NFWSPAPEFR
FILE THFESTS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR '

011 DEAL WITH WHICH AGENCIES?
PELATIVE ADJUSTED cu
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FRED (PCT) {PCT) (PCT)
ENERGY 1. 1 4.2 5.6 5.6
COURTS, ATTYS 2. 2 8.3 11.1 16.7
POLICE 3. 9 37.5 50.0 66.7
CITY HALL 4, 3 12.5 16.7 83.3
SUPERVTSORS 5. 1 4.2 5.6 88.9
OTHER 8. 2 8.3 11.1 100.0
9, 6 25.0 MISSING  100.0
TO TAL 26 100.0 100.0

MEAN 3,611 STD ERR 0.429 MEDIAN 3.167
MODF 3.000 STD DEV 1.819 VARIANCE 3. 310
KORTOSIS 2.5¢61 SKEWNESS 1.579 RANGE 7.000

MINIMOUM 1.000 MAXT MUM 8.000

VALID CASES 18 MISSING CASES €
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CEEATION DATE = Q5,11/78)
SUBFILE FOUR
Q124 DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FEEQ
UNSUCCESSFUL 1. 1
NEUTRAL 2. 13
SOCCESSFUL 3. 7
9. 3
TOTAL 24
MEAN 2,28¢ STD ERR 0.122
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.561
KURTOSIS -0.335 SKEWNESS 0.038
MININDH 1.006C MAXTIHAUM 3.000
VALID CASES 21 MISSING CASES 3

SUEVEY
KELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
4,2 4.8
54,2 61.9
29,2 33.3
12.5 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCF
"RANGE

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)

66.7
100.0

100.0

2.2
0.314
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE
SUBFILE FOUR

05,11/78) SURVEY

Q128 DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
KELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
PLEASANT 1. 5 20.8 31.3
NEUTRAL 2. 1 45.8 68.8
9. 8 33.3  MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.688 STD ERR 0.120 MEDIAN
MODE 2,600 STD DEV 0.479 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -1.391 SKEWNESS -0.895 RANGE
MINIMUH 1.000 MAXIHUM 2.000
VALID CASES 16 MISSING CASES 8

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)
31.3

100.0

100.0

1.773
0.229
1.000




A

FREQUENCIES ON SUFVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
(CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

FILE THESIS
SUBFILE FOUR

SURVEY

RELATIVE 2aDJUSTED

v12C DFSCRIBF THOSE DEALINGS
: ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY I1ABEL CODE FREQ
NEUTRAL 2, 12
DIFFICOLT 3. 2
9. 10
TOTAL 24
SEAN 2.143 STD ERR 0.097
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.363
K UORTOSIS 3.792 SKEWNESS 2,295
EINIMUM 2,000 MAXIMUN 3,000
VALID CASES 14 MISSING CASES 10

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
50.0 85,7
8.3 14.3

41.7 MISSING

- .- e am - - e e - -

MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
85,7

100.0

100.0

2.083
0.132
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILF THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR ‘

Q12D DESCRIBE THOSE DEALINGS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
TIME CONSUMING 1. 15 62,5 75.0
NEUTRAL 2, 2 8.3 10.0
KOT TIKE CONSUKING 3. 3 12.5 15,0
9. 4 16.7 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.400 STD ERR 0.169 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.754 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 1.000 SKEWNESS 1.605 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3.000
VALID CASES 20 MISSING CASES 4

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
75.0
85.0
100.0

100.0

1.167
0.568
2.000
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FREQUENCIES OK SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

013 AGENCY USES COMPUTERS TO STORE INFOR
EELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODF FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
SOMETIMES 2. 18 75.0 75.0
ALWAYS 3. 5 20.8 20.8
DON'T KNOW 4, 1 4,2 4.2

TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.292 STD ERP 0.112 MECIAN
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.550 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 2.676 SKEWNESS 1.800 RANGE
MINIHUM 2,000 MAXI MUY 4,000
VALID CASES 24 MI SSING CASES 0

CUM
FREQ
(PCT)
75.0
95.8

100.0

2.167
0.303
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA
FREQUEKCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

PILE  THESIS (CREATION DATR = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUOBFILE FOUR
014 . AGENCY USFES COMPUTERS TO DISSEMINATF INF
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NEVER 1. 1 4,2 4,3
SOMETIMES 2. 13 54,2 6.5
DON'T KNOW T 9 37.5 39.1
9, 1 u,? MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.739 STD ERR 0.220 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 1.054 VARIANCE
KURTOSTS -1.725 SKEWNESS 0.320 RANGE
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 4,000
VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES 1

cun
FREQ
(PCT)

60.9
100.0

106.0

2.308
1,111
3.000
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FEREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATICN DATE = 05,11/78) SORVEY
SUBFILE FOUR ’ 8

015 FOK REPORTERS, COMPUTEER KNCWLEDGE IS

RELATIVE ALJUSTED

~ ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)

ONNECESSARY 1. 9 37.5 39,1

HELPFUL 2, 14 58.3 60.9

9. 1 4,2 MISSING

TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0

HEAN 1.609 STD ERR 0.104 MEDIAN

MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.499 VARIANCF

K URTOSIS -1.951 SKEWNESS -0.477 RANGE

NINTMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 2.000

VALID CASFS 23 MISSING CASES 1

CcUM
FREQ
{(PCT)
39.1
100.0

100.0

1.679
0.249
1. 000
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FREQUENCTES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY

SUBFILE FOUR

Q168 HAVE YOU HAD COMPUTER TRAINING?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NO 1. 16 66.7 69.6
YES 2. 7 29,2 30.4
9. 1 4,2 MISSTING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
AEAN 1.304 STD ERR 0.098 MEDTAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.470 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS -1.291 SKEWNESS 0.911 RANGE
MININUM 1.000 MAXINUN 2.000
VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES 1

e e e e e e e —— e — e

cUM
FREQ

(PCT)
69.6
100.0

100.0

1.219
0.221
1.000
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FREQUENCIES OGN SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FI1E THESIS

SUBFILE FOUR

CATEGORY LABEL

COLLEGE-

TECH SCHOOL

PERSONAL

ON JOB

MEAN
MODE
KORTOSIS
MININONM

(CREATION DATE =

0 16B WHAT KIND OF TRAINING?
CODE

2.

3.

4.

5.

9.

TOTAL

3.875 STD ERR
5.000 STD DEV
-1.686 SKEWNESS
2.000 MAXINUY
8 M1SSING

VALID CASES

05/11/78)

SUEVEY

RELATIVE ADJOSTED

ABSCLUTE
FREQ

2

1

0.479
1.35¢
-0.623
5.000

CASES 16

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 25.0
4,2 12.5
4,2 12.5
16.7 50.0
66.7 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

cux
FREQ

(PCT)
25.0
37.5
50.0
100.0

100.0

4,500
1.839
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
PREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSFAPER

FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE = 0S5/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR
017 YOURE LEVEL CF CONPUTEPR KNCWLEDGE 1S
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE FREQ FRFQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
NONE 1. 5 20.8 21.7
LOW 2. 16 66.7 69.6
MODERATE 3. 2 8.3 8.7
9, 1 b,2 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1.870 ‘STD ERR 0.114 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.548 VARIANCE
KURTOSIS 0.601 SKEWNESS -0.110 RANGE
MINIMOM 1.000 MAXIMUM 3,000
VALID CRASES 23 MISSING CASES 1

cuM
FREQ
(PCT)
21.7
91,3

100.0

100.0

1.906
0.300
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

"FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)  SURVEY

SUBFILE FOUR

018 IN YOUR JOB, COMPUTER FAMILIARITY IS
o RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
IRRELEVANT 1. 9 37.5 40.9
BENEFICIAL 2. 13 54,2 59,1
9. 2 8.3  MISSING
TOTAL 24 100, 0 100.0
MEAN 1.591 STD ERR 0.107 MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.503 VARI ANCE
K URTOSIS ~2.037 SKE WNESS -0.397 RANGE
MINIMON 1,000 MAXINOM 2,000
VALID CRSES 22 MISSING CASES 2

CuoM
FREQ
(PCT)
40.9
100.0

100.0

1.654
0.253
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE  THESIS {CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SURFILE  FQUR
019 YOU WOULD PURSUE SUCH TRAINING
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
EMPLOYER OPDORTUNITY 2. 11 45,8 50.0
OTHER CIRCUMSTANCES 3, 8 33,3 36.4
NO CIRCUMSTANCES 4. 3 12,5 13.6
9, 2 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100 .0
MEAN 2.636 STD ERR 0.15% MEDIAN
MODE 2.000 STD DEV 0.727 VARIANCE
K UORTOSIS -0,682 SKEWNESS 0.704 RANGE
MINIMUM 2,000 MAXIHMUM 4.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 2

cy
FREQ
(PCT)
50.0
86 .4
100.0

100.0

2.500
0.528
2,000
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FREQUENCTES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

PTLE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11,78)  SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

020 COMPUTERIZATION OF GOVT DATA HAS MADE IT
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREC
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
LESS ACCESSIBLE 1. 2 8.3 9.1
2. 1 .2 4.5
3. 3 12.5 13.6
SAME 4. 5 20.8 22.7
5. 6 25.0 27.3
6o 4 16.7 18.2
MOKE ACCESSIBLE 7. 1 4,2 4,5
9. 2 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4.273 STD ERR 0,343 MEDIAN
MODE 5.000 STD DEV 1.609 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS -0.107 SKEWNESS -0.565 RANGE
MININDH 1.000 MAXINOHM 7.000

- VALID CASES— .- =22~ --—~MISSTING-.CASES.. _ __2__. . _

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)

9.1
13.6
27.3
50.0
77.3

95.5

1100.0

100.0

4,500

2.589
65.000
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_ _ .VALID. CASES _ _ 7.

FRFQUENCIES ON SUFVEY DATA
FREQUENCIFS EY EACH NEWSPAFER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78)

SUBFILE FOUR

e e e e e e i i ———— ————

SUFPVEY

021 WHY DO YOU THINK SO?
EELATIVE ADJUSTED
AESOLUTE FREQ FRFQ
CATFGORY LAREL CODE FEEQ (ECT) (PCT)
EFFICIENT 1. 3 12.5 17.6
FASTER 2. 2 8.3 11.8
HUMAN FACTOPR 3. 4 16.7 23.5
EXPERTISE 4, 1 4,2 5.9
SECHKECY 5, 3 12.5 17.6
8. 4 16.7 23.5
9, 7 29,2 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 4,118 STD ERR 0.624 MEDIAN
4ODE 3.000 STD DEV 2.5?1 VARIANCE
KUORTOSIS -1.072 SKFHANESS 0.503 RANGE
MINTMUM 1.000 MAXINUM 8,000

7

Cus
FREQ
(PCT)
17.6
29.4
52.9
58.8
7665
100.0

100.0

3.375
6.610
7.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS (CREARTION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR
022 FUTURE IMPORTANCE OF COMPS ON INV RESEAR
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
_ ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE = FKEQ (PCT) (PCT)
SAME 4, 5 20.8 25.0
5. 9 37.5 45,0
60 3 1205 1500
INCREASTNG 7. 3 12.5 15.0
9. 4 16,7 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 5.200 STD ERR 0.225 MEDIAN
MODF 5.000 STD DEV 1.005 VARIANCE
KURTOSTS -0.490 SKEWNESS 0.594 RANGE
MINIMUM 4,000 MAXIMUM 7.000
VALID CASES 20 MISSING CASES 4

cun
FREQ

(PCT)

25.0
70,0
85.0
100.0

100.0

5.056
1.011
3.000




LET

[

FREQUDENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FERFQUENCTES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

1 023A THIS EFFECT ON JOURNALISM WILL BE
EELATIVE ADJUSTED cuM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGCRY LABREL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT) (PCT)
DETRIMENTAL 1. 2 8.3 10.0 10.0
3. 2 8.3 10.0 20,0
NEUTRAL 4, 9 37.5 45,0 65.0
5. 5 20.8 25.0 90,0
€. 1 4,2 5.0 95,0
BENEFICIAL 7. 1 4,2 5.0 100.0
9, 4 16.7 MISSING 100.0
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0

MEAN 4.100 STD ERR 0.315 MEDIAN 4,167
MODE 4,000 STD DEV 1.410 VARIANCE 1.989
KORTOSIS 1.474 SKEWNESS -0.570 RANGF £.000

MINIMITM 1,000 MAXTMUM 7.000

_ VALID CASES . ___ _20..__ _ MISSING_CASES oy
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAFEER
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

023B WEY DO YOU THINK SO?

EELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM

ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ

CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ {°CT) {PCT) (PCT)

EFFICTENT 1. 1 4.2 7.7 7.7

FASTER 2. 1 4.2 7.7 15.4

HUMAN FACTOR 3. 2 8.3 15.4 30. 8

EXPERTISE 4. 1 4,2 7.7 38.5

SECRECY 5., 4 16.7 30.8 69.2

8. 4 16.7 30.8 100.0

9. 1 45.8 MISSING  100.0

TOTAL W 100.0 100.0

MEAN 5.000 STD ERR 0.670 MEDIAN 4.875

MODE 5,000 STD DEV 2,415 VARIANCE 5,833

KORTOSIS -1.115 SKEWNESS 0.0 RANGE 7.000
MININUM 1.000 MAXINMDM 8,000

VALID CASES 13 MISSING CASES 1
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATICN DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

024 FDUCATION LEVFL
KELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
PARTIAL COLLEGE 2. 5 20.8 21.7
COLLEGE 3. 10 41.7 43.5
POSTGRADUATE 4. 8 33.3 3u, 8
9, 1 4,2 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 3,130 STD ERR 0.158 MEDIAN
MODE 3,000 STD DEV 0.757 VARIANCE
KORTOSIS - 1. 140 SKEWNESS -0.228 RANGE
MINTHOK 2.000 MAXIMUM 4.000
VALID CASES 23 MISSING CASES 1

cun
FREQ

(PCT)
21.7
65.2
100.0

100.0

3. 150
0.573
2.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESTS (CREATION DATE =

SUBFILE FOUR-

025 ONION MEMBERSHIP

P ;x,‘.

CATEGORY LABEL

OTHER

NONE

MEAN 2.571
MODE 3.000
KURTOSIS -2.115
MININMNOM 2.000
VALID CASES 21

SURVE

Y

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

05,11/78)
ABSOLUTE
CODE FREQ
2. 9
3. 12
9. 3
TOTAL 24
STD ERR 0.111
STD DEV 0.507
SKEWNESS -0.311
MAXTHUM 3,000
MISSING CASES 3

FREQ
(PCT

37.5

50,0

FREQ
) (PCT)
42,9
57.1
MISSI NG
100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CUM
"FREQ
(PCT)
42.9
100.0

100.0

0.257
1.000

RV |
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVFEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE  FOUR

026 PROFESSIONAL OPGANIZATIONS
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSCLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LRRFL CODE  FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
SDX 1. i 16,7 19.0
PRESS CLUB 2. 1 4,2 4.8
OTHER 3. 9 33.3 38.1
NONE 4, 8 33.3 38,1
9. 3 12.5  MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 2.952 STD EPR 0.244 MEDIAN
MODE 3.000 STD DEV 1.117 VARTANCE
KURTOSIS -0.533 SKEWNESS - 0.850 RANGE
MINTMON 1.000 MAXT UM 4.000
VALID CASES 21 MISSING CASES 3

cuy
FREQ
(PCT)
19.0
23.8
61.9
100.0

100.0

3.188
1.248
3.000
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FREQUENCIFES ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS  (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78)

SUBFILE FOUR

SURVEY

RELATIVE ADJUSTED

027 POLITCIAL PARTY
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ
REPUBLICAN 1. 2
DEMOCRAT 2. 12
OTHER 3. 2
NONE 4, 5
9. 3
TOTAL 24
MEAN 2.476 STD FERR 0.214
MODE 2,000 STD DEV 0.981
KURTOSIS -0,791 SKEWNFESS 0.600
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXTIMUM 4,000
VALID CASES 21 MISSING CASES 3

FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
8.3 9,5
50.0 57.1
8.3 9.5
20.8 23.8
12.5 MISSTNG
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARTANCE
RANGE

- cuM
FREQ
{(PCT)

9.5
66.7
76 .2
100.0

100.0

2,208
0.962
3.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIFS BY EACH NEWSEAPEK

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR

028 RRGISTEEED VOTER?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED CUM
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) {PCT) {PCT)
YES 1. 18 75.0 81.8 81.8
NO 2. 4 16.7 18,2 100.0
9, 2 8.3 MISSING  100.0
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1. 182 STD ERR 0.084 MEDIAN 1.111
MODE 1.000 'STD DEV 0.395 VARIANCE 0.156
RKDRTOSIS 1.250 SKEWNESS 1.772 RANGE 1.000
MINTMUM 1,000 MAXIAUM 2.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 2
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FREQUENCIES ON SURVEY DATA

FEHEQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER _

FILE  THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05/11/78) SURVEY.
SUBFILE FOUR

029 VOTED IN 1976 ELECTION?
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE  FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE  FREQ {PCT) (PCT)
YES 1. 19 79.2 86.4
NO 2. 3 12.5 13,6
9. 2 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MEAN 1,136 STD ERR 0.075 MEDIAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.351 VARTIANCE
KURTOSIS 3.498 SKEWNESS 2,278 RANGE
MININGY 1,000 MAXIAUM 2,000
VALID CASES 22 HISSING CASES 2

cun
FREQ
(PCT)
86 .4
100.0

100.0

1. 079
0.123
1.000
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FREQUENCIES ON SUKVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR '
030 SEX
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATFGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
MALE 1. 17 70.8 77.3
FEMALE 2. 5 20.8 22,7
9, 2 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100,0 100.0
MEAN 1.227 STD ERR 0.091 MEDIRAN
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 0.429 VARIANCE
KUORTOSIS -0.057 SKEWNESS 1.399 " RANGE
MININOM 1.000 MAXIAUM 2.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 2

—_— - ———

CuUM
FREQ
(PCT)
77.3
100.0

100.0

1.147
0.184
1.000
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 FREQUENCTES ON SURVEY DATA

FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER
FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = (5,11/78) SURVEY
SUBFILE FOUR N

031 AGE
v FELATIVE ADJUSTED -
ABSOLUTE FREQ FREQ
CATEGORY LABEL CODE FREQ (PCT) (PCT)
20-30 2. 5 20.8 22,7
30- 40 3. 9 37.5 40.9
50+ 5. 4 16.7 18,2
9. 2 8.3 MISSING
TOTAL 24 100.0 100.0
MERN 3.318 STD ERR 0,222 MEDIAN
MODE 3,000 STD DEV 1.041 VARTANCE
KURTOSIS -0.890 SKE WNESS 0.397 RANGE
MININUM 2.000 MAXIMUY 5.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 2

cuM -
FREQ
(PCT)

22.7

63.6

81.8
100.0

100.0 !

3.167 i
1,088 |
3.000 N
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FREQUENCIFS ON SURVEY DATA
FREQUENCIES BY EACH NEWSPAPER

FILE THESIS (CREATION DATE = 05,/11/78)
SUBFILE FOUR
032 ETHNIC BACKGRCUND
ABSOLUTE
CATEGORY L2ABEL CODE FREQ
CAUCASIAN 1. 19
MEX -AMER 3. 1
ASI AN 4, 1
OTHER 5. 1
9, 2
TOTAL 24
MEAN 1.409 STD ERR 0.234
MODE 1.000 STD DEV 1.098
KORTOSIS 6.0u40 SKEWNESS 2.628
MINIMUM 1.000 MAXIMUM 5.000
VALID CASES 22 MISSING CASES 2

SURVEY
RELATIVE ADJUSTED
FREQ FREQ
(PCT) (PCT)
79.2 86.“
4,2 4.5
4,2 4.5
4,2 4.5
8.3 MISSING
100.0 100.0
MEDIAN
VARIANCE
RANGE

CuM
FREQ
(PCT)
B6.4
90.9
95.5
100.0

100.0

1.079
1. 206
4,000




