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Ghaptér-One

Introdﬁotion

Programming to a mass audience ig at the least a very
confusing and difficult job, that is if the object of the
communication is that the right people are td be reached with
the right material. This alone jﬁsﬁifies the use of research
in the field of mass oommnnicationsi-'To understand the audience
one must study it..... a vefy simple rﬁle;‘put one @ifficultibo
pursue. | ‘ |

Television is the newest form of mass media, and being 80,
it is the field in which the least research has been done.

»v Surveys of the type.that Nielson, A.R.B,, Hooper and others
cohduct do not contrivute ahything significant to our undepr-
standing of the mass audlence as far as television is concermed,
All they tell us is4that 80 ﬁany people listen to a certain
program at a certain time, They do not teli usg who the people
are, why they listen, how théy»react, or even if they 1like

what they are watching.

“Previous research has established ﬁhat.a person'’s status
will affect the manner in which he perceives and reacts to
different stimuli, Largarsfeml showed that those persons who
were economically more cbmfortaﬁle also had a tendency to be

more satisfied with‘existing‘political conditions. Gardner

1 Lazarsfeld, Paul F., "Soclal Factors in Voting", in Readings
in Social Psycholq§1,~edited by Swanson, Newcomb and others,
New York, 1952,




Murphy experimented With the retention of controversial
material and found that "an individual notes and remembers
material which,suppomts ﬁis soclal attitudes better than
material which conflicts with these attitudes." Stagner
in his book discusses this gubject in relation to the per-
sonality ag & whole and says f£dr, instaness
"Phere is reason to suspect that 1life in the middle-
¢lass atmosphere of many academic communities, with
emphagls upon formality in personal relations and a
prescribed ritual for seeking new friends, molds
personalities which are more rigld and less permeable
-to outside stimuli than the relatively free and easy
' patterns of working class and wealthy groups.f
It'might be expected then, that status might also be an in-
fluence in the viéwing,habits and reactlons of individuals
as far as television is concerned.
It 1s in this latter area that the writer proposed to
do his study.. Others have made investigations of a similar
nature into this area, For example in 1951 Eleanor E. Maccoby
concluded that at that time there were more people in the high
income group who tended to criticize television programs, be
concerned about the effectg of T V on family life and school
work, and in general_disapprove'of television, In 1949 Frank

2 Murphy, Gardner, Levine, Jerome M., "The Learning and For-
getting of Controversial Material 'y loc. cit,

3 PStagner, Ross, Pszdhologz of Personality, New Y ork, 1948:

Maccoby,, Eleanor E., "Television:Its Impact on School
Children" |, in public. Opinion querterly, 1951, 15: 421441 ;
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Cantwell5 found that an immediately apparent effect of TV
upon families is to reduce the number of hours devoted to
other lelsure time, Boston University conducted a study
into the effects of television and family 1ife and found
for instance that "the ﬁelevision owners of higher education
view less and read more than the television owners of lower
educationf"6 Hal Evry7 in a case study of 2000 six year olds
found that more than half of the children were accustomed to
having dreams about the televislon programs tﬂey watched.
These studies all 1nvéstigated the effects of teleévision from
both a social end personal aspect. |
Although some of these studies did deal in part with the
effects of television as they differ between -different
soclo-economic groups they did not devote themselves to 1t
entirely, It is the purpose of this study to determine as
far as possible what differences there are in television
hablts and attitudes 6f individuals in different status
. positions., BSince there has been what one might call Ha great

His and cry" in the past yedr or 8o about children's piograms

5 Cantwell, Frank Vi, R@ley,John,W., Ruttiger,Katherine F.,
"Soité: Observation on the Soelal Effects of Television", in
Public Opinion Quarterly, 1949, 13:223-34.,

6 Fine, Bérnard ‘Pelevision and Familz Life, study completed
+ at Boston University School of Public "Relatlions and
Commuinlcations, 1952

7T Ewry, Hal, "TV Murder Causes Bad Dreams", in Film World,
1952, 8 247.._ -




the writer felt that he'would'like to éttack this project
using children as his main consideration,

By taking two groups of ohildren from definitely 4lf-
Terent socio—econbmic 1eveis'and by questioning both them
and their parehts we hope to be able to find out if there
are any differences between the two groups which we can con-
tribute to their status levels. Other factors which help
make this study more valid are the equal age, educational
and I.Q. levels of the children, and the almost equal dis-
distribution of males and females,in'both groups. In regards
to the latter the data collected will also be exaﬁined‘to
gsee 1f there are any reéults we can attribute #ho sex Axf-
férences; By questioning the parents we can also discover

any differences between them in regards to such subjects as

programs preference, viewing time, use of television as re-

‘ward and punishment ete., The following is a list of the

areas in which the gubjects will be questioﬁed;

1, Viewing Habits .
' How much time 1s spent watching,; who is viewing
- done wlth, are same programs always watched, ars
’ Xigging hours controlled, does viewing affect eating
abits?

2. Choice of Programs
What are favorite programs of mother, father,
child, whole family together, what programs are ap-
proved of by parents, forbidden, what does child like
about programs, not like? :




3. How does television affect the family?

Is 1t used for punishment or reward, are pro-
grams . ever suggested to the child by parent or teacher,
does he follow or is he aware of suggestions, how are
choice of program onnflicts settled,

4, Opinions :

What do parents think of children's programs, of
controlling viewing time and program cholcé of chlld?

Using these areas as a framework we can make many comparlsons
within it and find out if there is anything to be discovered
of any significant ilmportance.

Needless to say, a study sueh as this can not be con-
sidered definitive., It will take many similar studies with
correlating evidencs ﬁo establish anything completely definite.
This study cen only be considered as & part of a broad plan to
establish a valid body of research in this field. Of course
there 1ls always the question of what uSe‘thia type of data can
be put to after it has been collected. It seems that research
of this type should have a threefold purpose., PFirst it should
be an ald and guide to those in the business of programming
television, in our case, mainly to children. Secondly, it
should be an aid to the schools, And finally it should be an
ald to the parents. By finding out what 'is', and comparing
it with what 'should be', these three groﬁps will be able to

discover what has to be done.




Chapter Two
Method

After contacting the proper authorities andlreoeiving
permission to work in both schools, the teacher of each
class was ésked to set a convenient date for the éurVeyf
Each teacher wag asked not to méntion to the class that they
would be taking the questionaire,

The wyrilter brought the questionaires into the clasgs-
rooms personailyf The children filled out the questionaire
questlon by questlion with the writer explalining each questlon
as they went along, but not glving any hiﬁts or examples that

would encourage the children to all give the same answer.

The questionalre was gliven to both gchools within a period of

two ﬁeeks at the end of Decembeyr, 1955, and at the beglnning
of January, 1956, ’
A few days after the questionaire was given to each
class an explanatory letter, a questionaire (see appendix),
and a retum enveiope was sent to each parenﬁ addressed té the
mother, Both schools were co-opsrative in giving any}nécgssary |
information including the I,Q.'s of the childrem, A1l in-
telligence scores had been determined within the past two years.
After collecting the questionaires, results were tabu-
lated and studied by the writer. These data constitute the
material in this thesis, As a convenlent method of presenta-
tion each dquestion and all the results pertaining to it will

be discussed one at a time.
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| The Sample

Two groups of children of differing sooio;economic'
status were utlilized in thlis project. For easlier identifica-
tion we will henceforth refer to them as the ‘uppers' and
Tlowers', |
THE UPPER GROUP

Subjects in this group come from a well known residen-
tial town outslde of Boston. They all live in a well-to-do
gsection of town in practically new houses. All but one of
the familles has television in the home, The school which
the children &ttend is quite new, and may be labelled a
'progressive school'. The chiidféh are members of the éame
fifth grade class. There are 29 in this group, 14 males and
15 females. kThe average I1.Q. of the children is 108. However,
this figure includes two children who are well above the rest
of the group, having‘I.Q,’é of lBlyand 145, If we take out
these two scores then-the.average is 104,

.18 of the 29 parents (62%) responded to the mailed
questionaire., Occupationally they were divided as follows:
17 of the wives are at home, 1 is a tennis professional.
Among the fathers, 11 had reSponsible positlions (either
ownership or managerial) in the menufacturing, merchandising
and sales field, 5 were"professional men, and 2 worked in

other jobs,
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The parents were asked to state the highest grade attained
by each and wepe given thése foﬁr cholces: Grammer School,
High School, some Gollege, finished College. Assigning the
numbers 1 through 4 to these.wevfind‘ﬁhat the average education
of the fathers was'3;33, or éomewhere between some college
and finishing college. The average sducation of the mothers
was 3.22, or slightly less than the above. Since this section
of the town is settled by predominantly Jewlsh peoﬁle it is
no surprise té find that in the matter of church attendance
14 attended services of the Hebrew faith, 1 Presbyterian,
and 3, none,

The parents' questionaire had the following question.
"Besides regular schooling, what type of instruction or educa-
tion has the child had (such as plano lessons, elocution, arts
and crafts, dance etc.)?" Of the 8 female and 10 male children
of the responding pareﬁfé all had recelved at least one type
of extra instruction and most had received more than one. The

results of this question can easily be seen in the following

table,
Table I
Female . ' Male
7 dancing = 12 plano and other music
6 plano ' 3 religious
5 religlous ; 3 sports
1 arts and crafts | 4 arts and crafts

1l elocution



THE LOWER GROUP |

THis grdﬁp;comes frdm'a mixed.business;,industrial city
north of Boéton;_ A1l the families have-ﬁelevision sets.
They 1ive_in whgt 1s recognized as ome of the poorest sections
of the city. The school is an 01d s¢hoo1'ahd the children are
ali in the same Fifth grade clagss. There are 27 subjects in |
this group, 16 females and 11 males. The average I.Q. of the
group is 103. The méjob‘difference between this group and the
lippers, as far as 1.Q.'s are concerned, is that the lowers
have more scores belo&TQO‘énd above 110 than the uppers, the
majority of Whom’Weré between these flgures. t

15 of the 27 parents (55%) retﬁrned questionaires, 13 of
the mothers were housewives, 2 were bookkeepers. Among the
fathers 10 worked for othérs as clerks in shops or offices, or
as laborers in comstruction etc., 2 were in buying and selling
and 2 in other jobs;' 1 wife was divorced and there Was 1o
father in the house. ) 7 .

' In this group the average education of the'fatherS'wgé
1.93, or a little less then high school, for the mothers it
was 1,84, We see in ﬁhe fo11oWing table that the averagse educa—
tion of the lower parents is almost half that of the upper
'parénts, and that the mothers in}each group were only slightly
less than the fatheréi
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Table II
AVERAGE EDUCATION

_ Upper B Lowex _
Mother 3.22 1.84
Father 3.33 1,93

(explanaﬁioﬁ of numbers on pages 1 and 2) : |
Inrthe 1ower group'chnrch attendaﬁée was’grouped as
follows: T Hebrew, 5 Catholic, 2 Methodist 1 none. The
following 1ist shows the distribution of extra education and
instruction in this group among the 6 male and 9 female

children of the respanding parents.

v““Tablé“III_’ | |
Male- | SR . Feémale -
',é’musi¢ L N *‘S"mﬁsic“
4 none - 5 dance

2 réligious
>‘>1.elocution

1 none

In comparing the above information with that in Table I we.
find that fhe feméles‘in each group compare favorably with
éadh other, but that ﬂhere~seems to exist a great deal more
i@terest in giving the upper males this extra instructioﬁ and
education than the lower, 6ne possible reason for thié result
’is the fact that the upper group parents are probéblj much
mdéévlikely to send their boys to summer camp than the lowers,

where they do pilck up much of this extra training.,




.

lessons.

Chapter Three

Viewling Habits

Question:: "Do you have"TV'inAyour‘own home?"

Table IV
Upper | Lower
Yes 28 ' e

No 1 o

In the one family that did not have televislon the father
: completed gra&uate sdhool and the mother some college.,
aughter haed an I.Q. of 96 and took danclng, pleno and Kebrew

child seemed well adjusted and not disturbed about the 1ack

of television.v

Question: ~“How long have you had 12" (IV)

- LIPS

TEble V7

Responding Parents

__Upper ' TLower
6 months o - o OV
1-2 years 0. 0
% years = 1. | 0

over 3 years' 16 15

Upon questioning the teacher she replled that the B
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Question: Gircle the channels which you receive.

Table VI
Channel Parents
Educational Upper Lower
. s B _
Commercial-VHF
4 o1t 15
7 1 A 15
10 9 3
9 9
Gommerciai-UHF
56 e

Channels 4 and 7 in Boston have been operating for =a
numbey of yearé now and for most of that time have been the
only channels invthe area, EVeryone in each group sald that
they received them, Channel 2 is a new educational chanmel
in Boston, 15 of the uppers but 6n1y 3 of the lowers sald -
that they could receive the station. Although it is possible
that reception is poor in the latter's city the writer does
not believe that this is the entire feason for the difference,
Throughout the queétionaire there is evidence to show that
the upper group has a much greater interest in education and
in Channel 2 than the lower group. It 1s probable that the
lower group does not bother trying to watch this station's

-

programs.
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W S '/
Questlon: Circle those channels you watch./

Table VII

Children
Channel  Upper ~ Lower
N e

T 29 ey

2 20 6

10 o2 5

Again in the discussion about Channel 2 viewing we see
that the upper children wafoh ﬁhis:station much more than the
lowers. The probable reason is interest, as shall be shown
further on! - -

Question: "How much do you watch TV during one day?"

-

Table VIIT

thour lhour 1fhours Zhours 2khours 3hours more

Upper 1 o o 3 1 4 20
Lower 1 0 | o 1 3 13 ‘9

‘The overali_majority'of the children in both groups felt.
that they watched television three or mbre hours per day.
The upper group answered that they watched more than three.
hours, somewhat mdre than the lower group.

The parent was asked to 1ist the total hours per day that

each 6f the following Watched:» mother, father, child, %nd’the
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whole family together. In the upper group - of those mothers
who watch every day (13) most of them say that they watch be-
tween 1 and 2 hours; 3 sald it depends on vaplous things,
and 1 does not watch, 12 of the fathers watched daily and
the average was about 1 hour, 3 saild it depended, and 2 4id
not watch at all,

In the lower group 14 mothers watch daily, averaging
about 3% hours a day, 1 watches very little, 12 fathers
watched every day averaging almost 3 hours a day, 2 didn't
watch and 1 watched very little. | .

In the matter of the whole family (mother, father and
child) watching together we find that in the lower group 10
families watched together every day averaging about 2 to 2%
hours, 5 watch together very little, In the upper group only
7 families watched together every day only averaging about an
hour;rﬁvdidn't ﬁatdh together and 5 watched together very in-
ffequently. ‘Bélow 1s a table cdmparing the three catagorles

‘Just discussed in each group.

Table IX

Average amount of IV watched per
day by those who watched every day.

i '~ Upper ’ Lower
hours

Mother 1-2 3%

Father 1 | - 3

Whole family 1 : 2-2%
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We see that in each case the lower group parents watched
about thres times as much per day than the upper parents, and
that in the matter of famil& viewing the lower group had mofe
families, watch more hours per day. |

As previously stated the parent was also asked to estimate
the amount of hours their own child watched during one day,
Here are the comparisons between child and parent in each
group;l 'm'stands for “mopé than 3 hours”, 'i' for "irregular".

Tabiélx

child m m m m mmm 23 n o 3@ 2 @m 3 n '

Upper .
parent 1 m 283 3 2t 2 2 3 i 1 1 2 2 2 3 2

child 3 m 243 m 23 3 mw m om 3 3 3 2%
Lower

parent 2 2% 1 4 3 4 4 4 3 3 3 4 2 1 2%

Looking at these figures we can see that very few parents
and children agreed on the amount of time spent by the child
at the televigion set. The Qpper group children seemed to
oyerestimate thelr viewing time somewhat more than the'loweré;
On the whole, the lower group parents were slightly cmogér in
their estimates with an average of 3 hours against theilr
childrens' average of sllightly more than 3 hours. The upper
1. This comparison as weli as all other parent-child comparisons

in this paper are done between the responding parents and
thelr children, v
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parents avaragad an estimate of 2.3 hours againgt their
childreng' average estimate of more than 3 hours.
Question: "How often does the child watch the same show

or shows?“ A cofresponﬁing question was askedthe child.

Ta’ble. XI |
| Ghildren o
All time Most of time Sometime Jump about
Lower 15 9 - 0o 3
Upper 11 14 4 0

We can see from this table that 21l pareﬁts feel that their
children are mostly inolinedtto:stiak with the same programs
every day. | '

Comparing each pareﬁt,and7child we'find that only 8
parents in the upper group and 4 in the lower completely
agresd with their children on.ﬁhe answer to this question,
Practically éllrof'the disafreeing answers in botﬁ.groﬁps were
alquestion of‘thevéhild sayingfthat he wétdhed the same pro-
grams to a greater degree then the perent thought (ie. child
says 'all the time!, parent says ‘'most of time'), | |

‘ Question: Both parents and children were asked if there
were just certain houré when the child was allowed to watch TV.
The follbwing results apply oﬁmy to restrictions or non-re-

strictions outside of the bedtime hour:
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‘ - Table XII
_ Children
Upper Lower
yes no _yes no
Male 5 9 - 5 6
Female 5 9 6 10
. .. 10 18" 11 16
S , Parents |
L : yes 1o
. Upper 4 13
Lower 3 .12
T 25

| x%= 10012; af = 1; P =-better than (Ol |
’Iﬁ cpmparing the'parenteain each group with thelr children
. we find that ,aLll‘_ but 20f vthe, 9 di.sagreeing answers vere a
matbter of the child saying'théfe were restrictions and the
parent saying’that there were nqt;. From the evidence 1t is
most likely that we should conclude that most parents in both
groups do not impose méhy}restrictioﬁs on the 'child's
viewlng hours outside of the fact that he must keep a certain '
bedtime. Although many»of the children did. answer that there
were certaln hours impoaed on them it is likely that these
'yes' answers can be.attributed to considering the bedtlme hour
g8 a restrictioni(alﬁhoughjthey were asked not to), or to a- -
v hormal recognitioﬁ'df authority by the dhiidiA Of course one
cannot ccmpletely’disregafd the possibility that the parénts

- actually dld impose restrictions but gave negative answers....
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According to the results of the questionaires television
viewling by the child is not a solitary situation, but is |
carried on most of the time with at least one other person.,

Question: Do you generally watch with another person

your agse?
Table XIIT
Children
Never Sometime Often
Upper 2 16 11
Lowey 1 12 14

(these answers included any brother or sister)

The parents were asked 3> qﬁestione which elaborated Qn-this
topic to a greater extent, |

Questiong: How often does &Sur child watch TV alone?A
How often doeé'your child watch TV with bfothers and sisters,
if any? How often does your child watch TV with friends?

Table XIV

Watch alone - _ o
Never Sometime Most of time All the time

Upper 0 15 2 | 0
Lower 0 12 . 2 0

Table XV

" Wateh with brother or sistepr
’Naver Sometime "Most of time All the time

Upper 0 7 § 0
Lower D 5 o7 1
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| ?hble XVI |
Watdh with friendsr-

A Never Sometimes -_Most of time A1l the time
- Upper s om0 o
| " We seeitﬁenvﬂhaﬁ”theechildffery seldomvwatohes}televisionv
alome; Although he might occasionally do this, it is not the
E rule; AlthoughAthe”chiidodoeSn’t*wetch alone too often, when |
he watches with someone else it seems to be most often With
i some member of the family, not many seem to make it a practicev,
of watching with friends. Thoee who have brothers and sisters |
‘f do seem to do a fair amount of v1ewing with them. This seems |
e}to re~aff1rm the results fdund by Maccoby,2 who showed that
most of’ the children interv1ewed in her study usually went to
‘3the1r own homes to watch television despite ‘the fact that mostx
_ of their friends also had televisionl B |
Question? Since some ohildren 8 programs are on during _
B the supper hours (5-7) What has been your policy toward this,
~do you' Serve supper earlier, Serve supper later, Eat at the
e regular time and not let childewatch TV, Let dhild eat near
" fhe TV set so he can watch. Some respondents dhecked more

"than one . answer.v'”

2, MacoobyQ'Eleanpr“ﬁ.soOPchitf :_'
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Table XVII
_ Parents B
early late regular Wwabch
Upper 1 2 9 . T
Lower 4 2 T 5

The parents in both groups show an unwillingnesé to change
the hour that they serve supper. Most of them serve supper
at the same time, elther letting the child eat where he can

see the set, or making him leave the set‘and‘havelsuppér.

Table XVIII

: © Children C
early - late regular wateh.
Upper 6 6 17 16

Lower 9 7 Co13 17

Again, from the children's answers, we see the trend eilther
to eat at the regular time or iﬁ,front of the set. Most of
the children gave at least two answers to the question in-

dicating that they did-not follow one procedure all the time,

v Tgable XIX _
Children - Have to leave set
Always Sometimes
Upper 7 10

Lower 1 ‘ 12
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'Jﬁdging from the-above‘results the upper group families make
their children leave the TV set to eat somewhat more thanm the
lower group'families._ There was‘mobé égreement between pafenﬁ
and child answers in the upper éroup with prgotically’gompléte
‘agreement in the 'watch' and 'leave’ catagories. In the lower
group there was aiso.high agreement in these catagories, but
there were more childreh‘th gaﬁe other choices begides,
Again',, this might go to show that the uppér group ls more .s'ej;
' 1ﬁ their<pfocedures, foliéwiné'the same one more of the time
than the lower‘gfdup which has a tendency to follow one method

one time and another an other time.



Chapter Four

Téievision‘and the Family
Question:'  Dcesfyour motherxor~father ever punish you

by not letting you watch TV?

Table~xx;.

' Upper Children |
Never - Sometimes Often
Male 6 : 7 1
Female 11 3 0
: 17T : - 10 . 1
Lower Children
; i Never - Bometimes _ Often
Mele 4 7 .o
?émale 7 IR g R o
: 11 . 16 , 0

Some interesting oﬁservaﬁions can be made from these
‘tables, First we sée}that according‘td the children viewing
it 1is not used as a punishment very often by the parents, but
about half of all the parents use it sometimes, Secondly, inm |
the upper gfoup-the punishment was used significantly more
- with the males (x2 = 3272;"df = 1, P = about .05), however
* this did not holdrtrué5With the lower groupi Finally, we can
sée that the lower group says television is used'és-a ﬁuniah—
mént somewhat more than the upper group (X2 = 2,88, 4f = 1, -
P = about .09){ According to the above information 17 in the

v uﬁper group séid television was never used for punishment and
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- . never .
11 4id, for the lower group the figures are ll7used it, while

16 reported television was used as a fpwm of punishment.

Questiont Do you ever get extra TV’ for being good?

Table XXI
Upper Children ]
Never Sometimes Often
Male 2 9 3
Feémals 3 6 . 4
Lower Children
Never . Sometimes Often
Male 1 8 2
Female 3 9 4
o K3 7 S

There is substantially little difference in the above

results, either between male end female within each group,

or between groups. However, according to all the children

televigsion is used as a préeward much more than as an instru-

ment of punishment.

Punish

Table XXII™
Reward
Upper - 22
Lower - 23
45

16

2 _ | .
X~ = 4,50, &f = 1, P = about .04
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The preceding results were of course all taken from the
answers of the children to questiols, We now present the

same questions as given to the parents.

Question: Do you ever forbid child to watch TV as a form
of punishment?

Table XXIII

Never Rarely Sometlimes Frequently
Upper 3 6 . 8 R 0
‘Lower 4 = - 4 7T 0

Question: Do you ever give child extra TV privileges as

‘a Torm of reward?

Table XXIV-

Never QRarely Sometimes - Frequently

Upper 6 5 6 | -0
Lower 4 3 8 0

The data in the preceding queétions éhows that there is
an overall difference between the reports of parents and children,
this difference béing that the.children had more of an in- |
clination to &ay that they were never punished and thai they

were rewarded more through use of television, This tendency

[

was also borne out when comparing each parent with hef,child.

on the punishment question we find that in the upper
group 8 out of»lO‘@areﬁt—child disagreeing anSWeré were & .

matter of the child'é saying he was never punished this way

g
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and the parent's saying he was, on occaslon, This waé also
true for 4 out of 6'disaéreeing answers in the lower group.

On the reward gquestion, 8 in the upper and 4 in the lower
children gave a higher estimatlion of the reward use than their
parents, It is difficuli to say if the children are dis-
playing a probably natural tendency to forget their punish-
ments; and remember or exagerate their rewards (with the upper
group doing this more than the lower group), or if there are
other factors present.

Nevertheless, in summing up the question of the use of
television viewing as a reward or a punishment we could say
that the majority of parents ssem to use it'both ways at one ’
time or another. Hardly any use it with any great degree of
frequency and about’35% never use it at all. There seems to
be some tendency to use television as a punishment with boys
to a greater degree than with glrls by their parents, but there
were no'significant results to this effect. There doesn't seem
to be any great difference vetween the upper and lower groups
‘in respect to these used of television except that the lower -
children feel more use of television as a punishment than the
upperslr |

v Question: If you ever argue with a friend of yoursvover
what program to watch, how do yéu decide what to do? ( This in-
cluded brothers and sisters.) Since there was no observable

difference between the two status groups the following figures
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are for all the children who answered the question.
Solutions Proposed by Subjects
Table XXIV .
, o No.
Take turns in some manner, either weekly, daily or
by programs . 15
Flip coins, draw 1ots, "puck up" etec. 8
Glve in to guest's wishes ) 5
Have parent decide or helb 4
Turn set off 3

The parent was asked the following similar question: If
chlild is watching with another child and some conflict arises
ag to what program to watch, what do you do? Again, since
there was not any substantial difference betﬁeen ﬁhe two
groups of parents the following figures are for gll the paremts

who answered the questlion.

Table XXV
Solution No.
Parents helped settlse the
problem somehow ; 15
No problem ‘ 9
Children always took turns 5
| Left children alone ‘3

We can gee that consgiderably more parents felt they

helped settle the problem than the children did; only 4
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children mentioned the parent at all in theilr answers.

-However, of those parents who sald they did help settle the

problem, the majority sald they dld 1t by having the children
také turms, It Is probably trus that this routine of taking |
turns was originally set up by the parent and then'adhéred'
to from then on'by the children so that the children could
carry on the technique themselves and forget the parents part
in it., Takling turns then, is the most common way of settling
any conflicts, and ali facts seem to show that the method of
taking turns is usually an established one in the house,Aand
followed as a matter of course by the children. An interesting
note is that of the 9 upper parents reporting no difficultles,
3 gave the reason as being due to tﬁe fact that they had 2TV
gsets. This was not found in the lower group. '
Question: Are there any programs that you forbid your
child to watch? | |

Table XXVI
Upper Group Parents
No . Yes

12 5

2 parents mentioned specifically that they forbid Medie,
the others that sald they forbld some shows mentioned general .

types; murder, violence and "very adult treatments".

\
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Lower Group Parehts K
No Yes
s 6
One parent'specifiCally forbid Medic, the others men-
tioned in general murder, crime and “very adult treatments".
It is obvious that there is no partiéulaf difference between
the two groups in regards to tﬁis question.
When the question ﬁas'asked,of the children the following

results occurred.

Question: Are there any programs your parents won't let

you watch?
Table XXVII
Yes | No
Upper : 8 21

Lower 4 23

In the ubper group tﬁé ehildren gaild that their parents
forbid them to watch such programs as: I Led Three Lives,
Dragnet, Westerns, Medic, Crusader. The lower group children
named Medic three times; andbAﬁos and Andy.

_ In comparing the parentS'with_their‘bhildren we find the
following tfue in the uppéf'grgup: in only 1 case did parent
and child agree bqthkﬁhat'a show was forbidden, and on the
name of the show (Medic); There were 8 disagreeing answers
in the group,,#,parenté said 'no’ while children said ‘yes’

and vice versa.
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- In the lower group we find that one parent and child
agreed on "Medic" being forbidden. There were four disagree-
ments; 4 éhildrén‘said 'no' to parent's ‘yes’'. \

It seems that the‘majofity of\parénté aré not so set

against any particular programs‘that they actually forbid the
child to watch them. There are many programs that the parents
disgpprove of, but st111 let the child watch, as we shall see
later, " Medic" seems to be the one program which parents do
not like their children to watch; the rest, in general, are
murder, crime, violence and sex stories, Most 6f these pro-
. grams go on after the children,at this age are in bed so it
is 1ikeiy that even those parents who ansﬁerea that they for-
bid the child to watch them probably meent that if the situa-
tion did arise where they were‘watchiﬁg;'they‘(the parents)
would not want them to, rather than actually forbidding théir
child to wateh these programs.

Question: Do your parents ever suggest that you do watch

certain programs?

Table XXVIII

Yes . No
Upper 19 10
Lower 8 s 19

= 7,44, df =1, P = better than 501
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We see here a substantial dlfference between the two

groups. The following is a list

group as having been suggested by thelr parents;

of programs given by each

the num-

bers show how msny times a program was named, if more than

once,

Table XXIX|

Upper Group Chlldren

Sleeping Beauty 2
Chemnel IT 2
Science Fiction Theatré  2
Christmas Carol
Alice in Wonderlend
Jerry Mahoney
Miékey ﬂouse :
Producérs’ Showcase
~ Fireside Theatfe
Disneyland
'Myétéfy'Shows> 
Thé §aren£é:wéré ésked;rlAre
actuall&;;ﬁégést to tﬁe{childvtha
Table XXX

Yes \
Upper 13

Lcwer | 7"

Lower Group Children

News

Colgate Gomedy Hour
Milton Berle
Bishop Sheen

Queen for a Day

Mama

there any programs that you

t he watches?
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Question: How often does he accept the suggestidﬁ?l

: Tébie XXXI

‘ Never Barely Sometimes Frequently
Upper 0 1 3 9
Lower 0] ‘ 0 ' 2| - 5

In the upper group the progrems that the parents said
they suggested were mainly spectdculars, such as " Peter Pan"
(5) and the ballet (5); others yere Channel 2, Néws; "Disne&~
land" and in genefal good p%ays end educatiénal prograﬁs. Most
of tﬁe @arents sald that'they tried to recommend educational
and inoffensivevshows.

In the lower group the parents mentioned spegtaculars'or
childrens' shows 4 times, 2 educational shows and 2 others.
-However, 6n1y 2 parents mentioned education as being the

H

reason for the .suggestion. Most |named "clean entertainment™

as the reéson. We can‘eaSily gseg thaf ﬁhé upper parents do‘
suggest, prbgrams to their:Childrén}considerably more than do
the lower parents. This is borne out by the responses of both
children and parents. We alsQ s¢e that as far as the parents
who do make_suggestions are concerned, their children take
 the suggestibnﬂmdst'of tﬁe;time; - |
 We are interes.ted neye not ¢nly in the fact that the
parent might or might:noﬁ make @ |suggestion to the éhild; but
in the acceptanoe of the suggestioh,by the‘child. As stated




above, most of the parents that

they were accepted quite frequent
at the 6omparison between the pal

answering this question of the p

Table FXKII
Upper Group

No. Children Parent

6 no yes | ‘}
3 yes no

7 ~ yes yes

1 no no | ‘}

So we see that in this group of

T childron agreed with them, the

that said 'no' only 1 child agrs
that of the 7 agreelng answers (
a program agreeing with one his
suggested; the rest elther ﬁaﬁe
name any atféll.

The same trend holds true
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gave suggestions felt that

ly. Let us look for a moment
hents and their children in

,rent’ suggesting shows.

N6. of No. of
rDisagreemenis Agreements
9
8

the 13 parents that said 'yes',
| other 6 did mot. OF the 4
Lod. Tt should also be added,

nly one child'was able to name

parent named as‘having'been

1 different programs of couldn't

in the lower group.

TT

Table XXXT
i : No, of No. of
No. Children Parent Disagreements Agreemenis
5 no yes ,%
2 yes no - 7
6 no ' no ig
2 yes yes 8




Out of the 7 children whose
agreed and neither could name &
seems to be some lack of underst
and the child, The figures seem
of suggesting done by the parent
half as much in the lower group.
parent-child comparisons we see
agreement, with over half the to
parents sald 'yes' answering 'no
only 1 child nemed & program whi
named. Although the uppér paren
do not seem to be any more SUCCH
than thé 1ower'parents.“

These results seem to indicg
supposed_guggestions are not as

Indeed, they show a definite lag

parent and child as far as televy

of communication is corroborated

in another chapter.
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parents gaid 'yes', only 2
show, We see that there
zﬁding between the parent
to indicate a great deal
5 in the upper group and about
However, when we examine the
that thefe is a great lack of
tal number of children whose
', and of the rest who agreed,
ch agreed with one hls parent
8 sﬁggest more programs, they

sgfllowlth thélr suggestions

ate that in both groups the
effective as the parents think.
k of ‘communication between
ision is concermed. This lack

by further evidencé presented

Quegtion: Does your teach%r ever suggest that you watch

certaln programs?

‘Table m+
) Children
Les No
Upper 27 2
Lower 1 25




TBble XXXV

.?fogram

Christmas Carol

8leeping Beauty Ballet

Educatlonal programs in gen

Peter Pan | |

Ghahnel 2

4 R' g

In questioning the 2 teache
the upper group tegchebvhad inde
guggest programé to the chiidren
upper teacher had recommended, a
the programs mentioned aﬁové:by
much more reliably the children
the teacher than of the parents.
age the teacher has more of an i
-certain areas. -Gertainly the al
the téadher‘had, or had not, sug
dication of this, The fact thad
also suggested watching Channel
’the greater acquaintance this‘gu
evidenced by the figures in tab]
doubt that the upper group chilg
much more guidance frbm'bothtpax

lower group, especially the lati
viewing. | '

o

Ler,
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Programs suggested by teachdr . according to upper children.

No, of
Tlmes Named

eral

(AP ¢ T O ) SRR B B Yo )

ré, the writer iearned that
ed madé if a practice‘to
and the lower had noti The
t one time or another, all
the children, Notice how
reflected the sugéestions’of'
It is possible that at this
nfluénée over the children in
most‘unanimous.agpeement that
gaested programs is an in-

the upper group teacher had

2, explains in a large measure

oup had with the station as

e 7. There certainly is no

Iren in this study had received
rent and teacheyr than had theb

in selective television




Chapter Five
Choice of Progyrams
All the children were gsked|to list thelr favorité

programs, There was space for 4| choices on the questionaire;‘
but they were told that théy did|not have to name 4, or that
they could neme more. Most of the children did name their 4
favqrité programs. In analyzing| the program typeé; the writer
placed the individual programs Lnté catagories. The cata-
gories are as follows: ‘Westerns;‘AdVGnture (includes mys-
teries. and other'actioﬁ type serials other than westerns),Hero
(refers to fictional hero programs such as "Buperman" and 20&@—
tain:Midnight"), Comedy-situstiop-Variety (refers to adult pro-
grams of thmsntypé), CartoonPVarietj (fOp'children), Edu-

cational, and Sports.

TAble XXXVI
Upper Male Children

Catagory o | _ Number
Adventure o _ . 14
Situation-Comedy-Variety (gdult) 12 -
Cartoon-Variety (child) 12
Hero 5
Westerns 4
Educdtionall 1
Sports | 1




For the 14 boys there were

The'favorite singlé program was

- Table XXXVI]

Upper Female Chi

Catagory

Situation-Comedy-Variety (a

Gartoon-Variety (child)
Adventure ’ v

Western'

Thepe were 30 different prg

37

30 different programs named,

-

!The Mickey Mouse Club?

T
Ldren
Number
dult) 32
11
11
: . .

grams named among the 15

glrls. ‘The favorite single program was "Mamma" ¢

Table XXXVII

I

Lower Male Children

Catagory
Gartoon~Variety (child)

Adventure

Western

g1 tuation-Comedy-Variety (

Hero

There were a variety of 25

The favorite single program Was

Number
13
10

8
‘6
3

adult)

programs named by the 11 boys.
mhe Mickey Mouse Club",




Table XIL

" Lower Female Chi]

Catagory - - ‘
Situatidn}Comedy—VaﬁiepyA(éc
Gartoganariety/(child)
Adventﬁre o
Western |

Hero

Educatlonal

. Thefa were 36 different‘pro
The favorite single.program was

‘Tables XXXVI to XIL contain
| first thing one notices is the d
and females in their choice of yo
children were of the same e&uéat
approximately the same age, it 4
display a much greater amount of
vision programs, this being seer
status groups‘the'prédominant ¢
were programs of the adult situs
females in the lower group chosg
% times as much as the males, aj
approximately twice as much, We
that females &t this age are aly

% Complete lists of the prograr
found. in Appendix II.

tlon-comedy-variety type.
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dren
Number
ey
18
11

ls)

2.

.

grams named by the 16 girls,
"The-Mickey'MdusefCluﬁ":*
isome interesting_data: Ther
ifference between the males
rograms, Although all the
ionalilevel, and all were

s falrly obvious that the girls |
maturity in choosing tele- |

. -in the fact that in both

Lbagory chosen by the fmales

The

these programs approximately

ld those in the upper group

realize from these figures

ready beginning to'pass from

18 named by sach group can be
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the stage at which pure children}s programs have the greatest

apoeal for them.

In speaking about maturity

in choosing televislion pro-

grams, it is noticeable that regpriless of sex, the upper

group in general, prefer the more adult type programs more

than the lower group., We see t

more adult programs than the lo

at the upper females chose

er females, and that the upper

males chose considerably more adult programs than thé lower

males,

Judging from the above, it

is only logilcal that the

uppér females were the most matuyre group of the 4 in choosing

TV programs,

Although the lower females did choose a con-

siderable'number of adult progr?ms, the favorite single pro-

gram was "Mickey Mouse Glub", af
males.‘.The upper females wére
adult program as its favorite,

By the same token, the low
mature of the 4 groupsﬁ They w
the adult program catagory was
- also were the only group in whi
grams were the leaderse

The results pertaining to

programs,are,somewhat surprisirn

that the females would be a 1if

s it was for the 2 groups of
the only group which chose an
this being "Mamma'.

sr males séém to be the least
sre the only group in which
not a predominant one, and

ch the 'pure' chlldren's pro-

the adventure and western type
g. One would possibly suspect

e

tle lower in these catagories




than the males, however, this was

3 not the case.
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All groups

watched approximately the same amjount of adVenture programs,

with the upper males watching a

males, however, watched less wes]

few more programs, The upper

cerns than any of the other

groups, which watched about the same amount.

‘ Thefe wag almost a complete
sports programs in all groups. |
noticeable trend away from the "
type programs, This was especiéi
gardless of status®

The precedirig results were g
: the_inflﬁenge of I.Q. scores. T¥
pattefn evident in these Ffesults

the I.Q., of the child at this agg

the programs he chose, ' There was

absence of educational and

[here was alsgo a very

Superman~Captain Midnite"

L1y true for the females: re-
sxamined for any evidence of
rere seemed to be no set

which woudd indicate that

» had any great lnfluence on

5 a tendency among the lower

males, for those who named programs in the adult catagory,

to be somewhat higher in I.Q. 8cq
not enough éases of this to say ¢
e can state that we find both hi
choosing all types of programs Wi
to the I.Q. factor.

pres, However, there were
nything conclusive, In general,
Lgh and low I.Q. children

Lth 1lttle vislible trends due |

As was méntioned before, there seems to be allack of

communication and understanding

children. This is fuprther borme

On the parents' questionalres, they were asked to name

petween the parents and the

out below.

7




- what they thought were the favorite TV programs of their
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“child. We then compared each parént‘s answer with those her

child gave. The following tables show the results of this

compaﬁison in terms of the numbeyr of agreeing and disagreeing

answers for each parent-child relationship.

Table XIi

‘Upper G?oup‘.

Total number of  Total number ¢f  Number of
programs ligted = programsg }isted - agreeing
by child, by parent,.. answers,

4 | 4 1-

4 1 1

3 4 2

4 3 0

4 2- 0

4 4 0

4 4 3

4 3 1

4 9 3

4 1 1

i 4 2 1

4 2 1

4 3 3

5 4 1

4 3 0

5 1 1

6 _ D -

70 23

-\
18;]
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Table XLI
Upper Group

The number of parents able }o hame agreeing programs.

No. of Agreeing los of Parents Scoring.
Programs : “Each Amount

0

1 7
2 2
3 4
4 , _0

Table XILII

“Lower Group|"

Total Number of T3tal Numper of Number of

Programs Listed : Programs Listed ' Agreeing
. by Child by Parent -Answers

uj . :
-ﬂl:r‘.-x:‘ I I P R O N R L
[
ﬂwwmw#w#mmw-&-n—xm#—o
iy .
\olH_HmHmPWI\)‘HO,\NHHOO
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Vf Tabie’XiJII
Lower Group
The number of parents able to name agreeling programs

No. of agreeing programs . No. of parents scoring
. : ' ' B each amount

s W H o
o N W = W

We*See'from~the above figures that very feﬁ parents;wfr
actually know what thelr children cansider to be theiy i
favorite programs‘ There was not one parent in both groups
who was able to name all the programs the ehild named, and
as a matter of fact ﬂhere,were only 6 parents ‘between both
groups who could naﬁe 3 pbOgramsf These figures help |
illustrate What was pointed out earlier,viz, that there
is a definite lack of understanding and communication between
the parents and ﬂhe child concerning the child‘s television
viewing habits and preferencesf It is possible that the
parents do not yet feel that television is an important part
of . their childs life and consequently do not interest |
:themselves in disoovering what the child likes and dislikes)
or that they just do not know. |

| The parent besides being agsked to list the favorite
programs of the child was also asked to 1ist the favorite



programs of the mother, the father, and the whole family
together, F@r complete lists of the programs nesmed for each
of these grbupslseerAppendix II. Folloﬁing is a breakdown of
the programs ,listed by catagories°
‘ ‘l‘a‘ole XILW
: Upper. Group | ’
Motherr? , - N Father

Cgtagary jf -Nofi S Catagory ¥o.
Plays 3 Plays 22
Quiz ' T , iV 'Quiz o | 5
Variéty ‘ 4 | | Educational 4
, Situatidn—(‘;‘omedy 2 Sports 3
Othexr 2» Newé 3
News , | 1 Variety 5
| Other 3 ;
Table XLV
i ;Lower'Group*
Mother § . ' f.‘ - Father .
catagory 2 | Nq;‘ | Catagroy ‘No.
Pleys - 18 5 ‘Pléys - 10

% In the upper group ﬂhe favorite programs of the mothers are
"Robert Montgomery end"8tudio One, for the fathers,"Robert

_ Montgomery" 'Kraft Theater®.In the lower group . they are

" Groucho Marx and "¢limax"for the mothers and Groucho Marx
and sports for the fathers.
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 Table XLV cont!

Gatagory ; | \ No. - i. Catagory ¥o.
vamm | 8 Variety 5
Soap Opera . 8 ' Sports 4
7, .RQuiz f | 5 ‘ Mystery 3
other = 2 Quiz | 3
éituationééomedy 4 Westenn‘ 2
Mystery é 1 f—} | Other 2
Wegtern-- T Situation~comedj 1

Examining the above two tables wWe agaln see a great deal
of difference between the upper and lower groups, Firsﬁ one
notices ﬂhaﬁ the upper group favors plays at least twice as'
much as the lower group. In the upper group plays were
1i;ted more times than all the other catagories combined....
This was.npt true of the lower group. A second major
differencégin these tables 1s the appearance of catagories

in one group that do not ‘appear in the. other,e,g., in the
lower group mothers we find listed soap operas, mysteries

and westegns, none of which appeared in the programs listed
by the moﬂhers in the upper group. Listed for the'fathers in
the 1OWer58roup were mysteries and westerns, which did not
appear ingthe 1ist for the upper group fathers. It must be
rememberei that ﬂhese‘questionaires.were almost ail answered
by the moﬁhers, 80 we might assume that the favorite prégrams
of the faé.hers that were listed were probably a result of their

judgementi
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It is to be noticed that situationrcomedy shows aid
not appear ﬁo be very popular among the. parents in both
groups. wa6ver, when it came to 1isting ﬂhe favorite '
programs of the whole famlly they did appear to some extent
in both groups.vBy the whole family we mean,of course,
programs that the moﬂher, father and child watch together.
In general, the programs listed as being favorites of the
whole family ‘were different programs than those which made
v'their appearance on the favorite program list of any one
| member of the family and tended to be on the order of the
more mundane situationpcomedy shows, | |

Question: Do you ever watch any programs your parentS-
don‘t approve of7 ’

0 ravlexm
, %A Upper Group GhiIren ‘

: Yes. . CNo
M‘al.lev : ' .' 5 .'——'—"-v 11 5
Fema.le% __4___ 1
T T2z
Tétaly'xz = 7.8;.df.:1; Pr= bette? than o1 -
: deefﬁﬁrdup'Childpen |
Yes - JEQ_ ‘
Male 3 f ' 8

‘Femaleg' 3 13
| 6. 21

‘}A Total- X2 = B4, af ~1, Pr= better than-.Ol
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Prograﬁs nemed in the above catagory by‘the upper
group children‘were "pragnet", "I Led 3 Lives", "Dear
Homemakers' ; "E&senhower s"speeches", "Ramar of the Jungle",
and "Pinky Lee Show", The lower sroup children named
“Dragnet“(a), “Death Valley Days", "Life of Riley , and
“Superman . | '
‘ We. can ges by the above figures that there are no
noticeable differences between males and females or between
the upper and lower groups. The great majority of the children
feellthat their parents do not disapprove of any of the shows
that they watchy | | | |

Question' Concerning the programs the child watches ,

are there any that you don‘t approve of?

| Table XLVII
Parents fl Yes o No |
Ueper 3 & S
Lower f 11 4

5 2K 4 N

Tothl-X2= 10,7, af =1, P = better tham ;0L

The u@per group parents that answered ‘yes' to this
question n;med Murder and Westerns 11 times in éeneral,
specific shows named in this catagory were "Science Fiction
Theater", fDragnet" "y Led 3‘Lives , and "Robin HoodM: They
also mentioned'Shows with strong loée or divorcé themés 3
times, an@ "Pinky Lee éhow“ once, The reasons given by these
parents fdr-disapproving bf'certain shows were that they were
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 too exciting, had excess violence, gave bad ideas, wasted
time, distorted the truth, and taught bad Englidh,

' In the lower group, of thoBe parenis who answered tyeg!
to this qpestion, Mnrder and Westerns were mentioned T times,
love stories once,"Howdy Doody" 2 times, Jackie Gleason and
“Dragnet" once, Reasons for disapproving of these shows
were that they gave bad ideas, set a bad example, frightened
the children, and wasted time, It is interesting to note that
two of the reasons siven by the upper group parents did not
appealr in those of ‘this group, that is, the fact that the
programs distorted the truth and taught bad English. This -
would seemAto be indieafive'of the higher e&ucational level S
of. the upper group parents. - | -
' Once again we see evidence of what we have been calling

‘a lack of communication between the children and the parents.v
In the upper group, of the 13 parents that answered'yes to
this question, only 3 of thelr children also gave the same
answer: Of the 4 parents answering ‘no‘ 2 children gave the
eame response. In the lower group 8 out of 11 children ‘said
‘no‘ to their parent'’s 'yes', and 3 out of 4 agreed on &
tno! answer. Theseq figures'ehow that in most’ cases the .’ -

éerent‘siéisapproval of any shows that the child watches is
not commmicated to the child strongly'enough; 1f at all®

It is oﬁvious thet most of the children do not recall any
disapprovel at all on thevpart of the pabents; Even where
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the child did'agm@e'witﬁ the parent and say 'yes', there was
only one dhild out of both groups who named a show his parent
named, ...’ Dragnet"°

In coqnection with this last questlion concerning |
approval Qf prog;ams;vparenté were also asked if there were

any prograﬁs the child watqhed.phat they completely approved

-of, % S
|  Table XIVIII
Parents . Yes No  Didn't Answer
Uppef 15 - 2
Lower 15 | - ' -

Practically all the paranta could name some shows thab:
their chil@ watched that they completely approved"of. Both
groups tenﬁed to name puré childran's}shows,with over half
mentioninég among others, the Disne& productions ("Mickey Mouse
Club" and ﬁﬂisneyland)i The rest of the shows fell either into
the éatagoiy of Sitﬁationfcomedy(such as "Father Knows Best"

* and"Make Room For Daddy"), or shows such as "Pter Pan", and
the “Sleeéing Beauty,Bailet“; the upper grouﬁ tending to name
programs df the latter type somewhat more than the Lower
group, In both groups the reasons given for approving of
these programs were mainly that they were educational énd
informatiie, or good clean enterasinment, or both, The upper
group wasfslighﬁly higher in mentioning education and the
lowere was slightly higher in méntioning entertaiﬁmentf
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The dﬁildren were asked to name programs that they 4did
not 1ike_aéd to tell why they did not like them: Complete
lists of t@e programs named and the reasons given can be found
in Appendi# III, In generalkwe'found that the tpper group
feméles wefe most oﬁtspoken'against young children's shows,
"Howdy Doody"and "P‘inky Lee' in particular, feeling that they
were much too "babyish". The upper group males and the lower
group females also named these shows more then any others,
- but to a 1asser degree respectively than the upper females,
It was strange to find that the lower group males only named
this type éf show once as ébmpared to 26 for the uppér;
females, 1% for‘the upper males, and 11 for the 1ower‘femalesf
The only oﬁher noticeabie trends were that of the boys to
dislike “s;ap operas", and of the girls to feel that mény~
programs were too adult for them{ These last two tremds can
probably b% attributed ih:the casé of the former to a ﬁatural
dislike of "sissy" or feminine material, and in the latter to
the more"mé%ure"tﬁinking of the females in general:

Question' How often do you watch them?(refering to the

above programs)

Table XIIX
- Never Sometimes Often :
Upper 11 B PR 0

Lower T 11 -2




' can ges by this 'ba.ble that more then half of the
children wa’cch 'bheee shows once in a while even though they
claim that =they don‘t like ‘bhem. When the subjects WhO
answered the,t they did watch the ehowa sometimes wereasked -
why they did 80.c.s most replied either that somsone else
,_ in the room. wanted to see 1t or that there was nothing else
on, It would be interesting in ‘some future study to find
~out at wha.’c. age 1eve1 t.he children do turn away from the
"Howdy Dood.y-Pinky Lee" 't;ype show..... ,for it is obvioue
’ ‘bha.t 'bhese children ha.ve alx'eady d.one so..



. Chapter Six
; Opinions -

This and the following two questions were addressed

to the the parents .
Question. In generalzhowvdo you feel about the present
selection of childrents programs? | | '
( ) Table L »
Selection of Programs- Upper group parents'

No. of parenms | S Opinion

7 5 ' Commented in some way about the
94 y lack of e&ucational material
4 Felt that the programs were: pratty

; ~ good or were 1mproving

3’ g  Said they were too busy or didn't

i Pbother to watch them and therefor
had no opinion

r 5;;: e, ~  Pelt that in general - the programs

PR j | weren't too good |
2 - Felt that there wasn‘t enough
| variety
1 ‘Commented on late hours of spectaculars

§ 1 Table LI

Selection of Programs-Lower group parents

"*Noi'of;parents , Opinion . ...

L li‘ , B Felt that in generallthe selection
= d ’ was pretty good or improving

ng 2 j‘ - Thought that there were too many
T ¥ ‘western and murders -

# The tables used in connection with these. questions are
drawn;from condensations of the answer contents.




; | 53
| ~ Table LI cont,

Nol-offparents : . Opinion
1 o : Gommented on. the need for
ﬂ educational material
1 , Felt that thsre Wasn‘t enough
. '  varlety
1 " Felt that some programs were
g c W"gilap® .

We‘c;ﬁgsee from these twO'tables'ﬁhgt ﬁhé upber group
parents are;not as shppy with the present selection of
children's brograms as are the ldwer group parents. Only
4 in the former group as compared to 1l in the latter group
- felt that the selection was particularly good¢ Again we
find a greater concern about edueation in the replies of the
'upper group.... a factor which has been prevalent: throughout
this studyg§We also notice a few parents 1n the upper group
admitting t]?la.t they didn't know much about the programs
because theﬁ just never ﬁaﬁchad them,..., this did not appear

in the lower groups In general we could probably surmise
| that the 1oWer educational and oultural level in the one group
accounts fop the greater tendency to be more satisfied with
the preséht%Selection of children's’ shows.

Questibnziﬁbw_&o_ybu feel'aﬁdﬁt the parent greatly
controlling the amount of time the child watches TV?
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é Table LII
l Gontrolling Time—Uppef group parents

No: of parents Opinion
ﬁ Felt that the parent should

definlitely have a hand in controll-
ing the chlld's viewing time

4 Felt that there was no problem

e ' because of the childs other in-

: _ terests, but if there were one
they would step in

i3 Felt that children should takse

f ~care of thelr school work and
other duties first, then they
could do ag. they pleased

1 | Felt that it was very hard to do
1 S Answered that it depended on the
§ ‘ ghdation

? Table LIII

- Gontrolling Tilme- Lower group parents

No. of parents ‘ : ‘Opinion
55 _ g Felt that the parent should take

R & hand in the matter

4 - o Felt that there was no'garticular
% " need to mix'in eXcept for bed time

4 | ' Gonstdered it the parents duty

! C to see that the child did all .
his 'duties'and indulged in other
activities .

‘2 ' - Thought that-they should’control

: : h .

, BEHE BhPRS ol vee o

We ﬂind that there 1s no particulab'diffgrenée between
the two groups. The most interesﬁing-péini nade by these
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tables 1is tﬁat the majority of parents felt that they should
control ﬁhefchild‘ s viewing time in some way. However when .
we recall b;th the parent's and the children's answers to
the question concerning the child's having certain hours
during whic£ he chould watch tele%isioh(ﬁee table XII), we
can see that the parent's obviously do not put their beliefs
into practice. -

Question. How do you feel about the parent greatly
controlling the type of shows the child watdhes?
Table LIV

Gontrolling Type- Upper group parents

No. of<parents Ogini
*58 | Felt that the parent should offer

in his selection of programs

< B Did not think that the parent
Lo ought to interfere too much

S22 Felt: that it-would be a hard

, thing to do

j 1 : Said it depends on the situation
Table LV

Controlling Type-Lower sroup parents

considerable guldence to the child

No, of parents QPM’_E
' 6 Felt that the parent should control

the child's selection of programs

6 Did not thing that the parent should
interfere to any great extent

2 Felt that it would be hard to do.
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There 1s 1little difference between the two groups, If
it is at all important for parents to offer guidance to
thelr children in the matter of programs selection, then
judging from the above results about half of them have yet
to be convinged of it. Even though the other half do feel the
need of contrel in this area,we have already seen that they
‘are not too effactive in carrying out this program' (See
tables XXVI, XXVII, and XXVIII)
Questlion: Do you think that you ever learn any new
things just from watchmg‘t‘elevision? |
Table VI ‘
Upper Grqup Children

Yes No -

Male .ii‘ )
Femaie 13 2
% 5

Total- x’-’- = 12! ‘4, df = 1, P = better than .01
Table ILVII
Lower Group Children

Yes : No

Male 7 , L
Female 10 . 6
17 10

Total- X2 = 1.80, df = 1, P = about .20
The major difference in regards to this question appears

not to be between male and female but between the upper and
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lower groups, Although the 'yes' answers were in the majority
in both groups it was much ﬁore‘significantly so 1n the upper
group., The study conciudéd with a follow'up to this last
question seeking a more indicative amver.

Question. Can you name three things you have 1earned *
frém watching TV and t&ll what program they were on?%
L Table LVII. o

Numbsy of Progrems Named

Male Female  Total
Upper Group'Childreh C1s 18 32
Lower Group Children 5 9 14

We can see that the females in both groups are just
slightly higher than the males; but that there is an ‘
overall statistically significant differencé 5etween Ehemwr
upper snd lower groups. Strictly educatlonal programs were
naﬁed 7 times by the uﬁper group and only once by the lower
group. In genersl the females gave much better answers than
the males when it came to telling what they Wad learned;
These results follow the trend we have noticed, in that
the upper group children are generally ahead of the lower
group in matters pertaining to education and television, and
that‘the females are more ﬁaturevthan the males in most
inétancesf,ln.regards to this guestlon, there were no
children in eithef group who could name three programs and

saﬁisfactorily sa&“whgt they had 1éarned from them,




Chapter Seven
Summéry and Conclusions

I+ has been our purpese in this study to discover
whether the status of certain individuals affects any of
their habits relative to television: Naturally we could nob
hope to over every status claésificaﬁion nor évery habit or
custom relative to television, In order to carry on a
feasible study we had to confine the study to certain areas:

By questioning two groups of fifth grade students, of
mixed sex, similar Ilé}ie#ei'and from and upper and a lower
soclo-econonmic level we>h0ped to be able to find whether or
not there wers any differencesvin'certain television hablts
between the two groups end between the males and females: By
questioning the parents of these children we could not only
chfck on the children' s answera, but compare them with
their parent's and slso compare the two groups of parents:

The questions were designed to aiscoverAinformatibn
about the groups in the following areas:viewing habits;
use of television as reard or punishment; cholce of
programs; amount of control parents'ekercise; opinions
about certaln matters pertaining to television. For the
exact questlons asked samples of thé questionalres used

can be found in Appendix I,
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- - The writer reelizes, as was previously mentioned,
that thils study should not be considered as definitive,
It was his purpose to carry out some research which might
be valuable when combined Wiﬂh date gathered from past and
future studies. This study was not begun with the idea in
mind of proving any perticular hypothisie.-lt is true that
the writer susPected that some differences would be found
between ﬁhe test groupe, however it was not intended that
one particular point should be proved. We might say,in
sunmary; that our purpose was to discover whether or‘not'
there was snything tofbe discofefed; feeiing that the
resulte in any case would be valuable‘

Following is a summary of the/%%%%%uaions drawa from
' the information in this study as it was presented.

1. Both the parents and the children in the upper
group are more awere of, and do more viewing of WGBH-TV,
Boston 8 educational station, than those in the lower group,

2:The 1ower group parents watch television more hours
per day than the upper group parents,boﬂh individually and
as & family(with-the child), ' o B

3 A majority of all the parents felt that they should

control the time spent by the child in viewing television,
but outeide of setting a bedtime hour practically none of

them did gg.,
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4 Television viewing by children is not a solitary
.situation and 18 carried on most of the tlme With some
member of the family, usually a brother or 51ster if there
are any, ' '

5. Most parents do not dhange the hour of eating to
accomodate the child if}y@'wants to watch television, but
will either let him watch An front: of the set or make him
leave the set to eat. The upper group parents follow this
| milatter procedure somewhat more consistently than do the :

. lower %roup parente. l | ,
| 6. The lower group children felt that television was

used as a punishment somewhat more than did the upper group -

children. A1l dhildren in general felt that it was not uged.

e e e e e

cons1derably more‘ The parents claimed the use of television‘

- as- a punishment more than did the . children, and its use as -

e reward 1ess.

| T Most families have some system of taking turns So
ﬂhat the children can aVQid conflict over choice of program,
8 While most parents felt ﬁhat they ghould exercise

isome control over the child's selectioncof programs most

fl‘of them never aotually forbid any particular programnor

' managed to communicate any disapproval to the child despite

. the fact that practically all of them disapproved of some

fprograms tha’o the child was watching.v
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9.The u?per group parents made it a practice of suggesting

programs to their dhildren considerably more than did ‘the
lower group parents, howé#er,'both groups sppeared to be fairly

unsuccessful with thelr suggestions,

10, Results show that Where the teacher had suggested
programs ﬁo the childrén (in the upper grdup) she was ve gz

successful..... considerably more 8o than were the parents,

Almost all of the upper group children were aware of and

could recall ShOWS that the teacher had suggested. In the.

- lower=group where the teacher had not suggested any programs
the children were quite aware of thie, It would seem that
these results show the importance of educating teachers to

both guide the dhildren as far as television is concermed,

“and to uge it as an aid to education.

——— — ——

11, T he female children in both groug ‘were much more

mature in the matter of cholce of programs than the males,

“resu1t3>showing that at this age they are already watching adult

type programs. The upper group children in general were more

mature in this matter than the 1ower group children. Most of

the children in general classified. the “Howdy Doody-Pinky Lee"
type show as being too babyish for them' ‘and there was & very
‘nbticeable trend away from the comic book hero shows such és
"Superman® There was little difference between male and female

children in the matter onWatching‘AdVenture and western shows ,
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12. There seems to be no indication in this study that :

the I.Q. level of a_ child at this age has much Influenoe on

his choice of programs.

13, The upper group parents favor watching plays on
television at 1eest twice as mich as do the lower group

parents. Soap operas, mysteriee and westerns were not listed

- a8 a favorite program of any of the upper group parents but

were by the lower group parante..

14, The lower group parents were mudh more satisfied

with the present selection of - children 8 shows than were thev
: upper group parents. ’ ‘
15. The upper group children were eonsiderably stronger

in feeling that they 1earned new things from watohing television. |

- The upper group ohildren‘;g general}were more aware of and

more e;posed to*eduoational'features on teie#isioni

16. In general there was a distinot lack of communication |

E between parent and child in both groups concerning many '

matters perteining to television and the child, most of
which we have mentioned abote. There was also very littla
: ewareness on the parents part of some of the childs viewing
habits sudh as how mueh time he spent viewing and what his
favorite porgrams were, o

17, The upper. olase parents were considerably more ,
aware of the educational functions of television and much.

more conoerned.with it. We naturally eanclude that thig is
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a manifestation of thei:c ovm higher ed.ucational level, This
concern was a ma.jor point of difference. between the two gr'oups

~ -throughout the entire study and was substantiated, as we have

N pointed out by a noticeably greater a.wa.r'eness of the more

educational and. better type- programs on the part of thev
children in the upper groupe . -




| APPENDIX I

Including thequestionaires used in this study the letter

whlch was sent to the parents




‘BOSTON UNIVERSITY

School of Public Relations and Communications + 84 Eweter Street * Boston 16 Massachusetts

Dear

As you might know, within the past few years there has been an
ever increasing concern over television as far as its programs for
and effect on children are concerned, As a parent we feel sure that
you are interested in the future of television programing for child-
ren.,

In order to study this problem completely, much research must
be done, We at Boston University are doing a part of this research
and-would appreciate your help. The specific project we are con—
cerned with at the moment deals with the study of television habits
of children and we have chosen fifth grade pupils to work with.

You have a child in the fifth grade, and with the schoolfs
help he (or she) has already filled out a questionnaire for us deal-
ing with his television habits. 1In order for us to complete the
study we need your cooperation in filling out this questionnaire cen-
cerning your observations on the child's television habits, We
feel that this is an important study and know that you will want
to make it a successful one,

A few notes gbout tlhie guestionnaire: the study will remain com-
pletely anonymous.!.no names will be used, we ask for your name on
the questionnaire so that we might match it with your child's; in
every instance the word M"child" refers to your child who is in the
fifth grade, and the words "mother® and *#father" refer to you, his
parents, We would appreciate it if you would fill this out as soon
as possible, and mail it back to us in the envelope prvvided for that
purpose, Thank you very much for your kind cooperation.

Division of Communications
Research Department



)

b

1,

2,

3.

k.

5.

7.

9.

10,

11.

B R

NAME ACE MALE FEMALE

DO YOU HAVE A TFLEVISION (T.V.) SET IN YOUR PFOME? Yes Ko
CIRCLE THOSE CHANMELS YOU VATCH:

Channel A4 7 2 10
HOW »UCH PO YOU WATCH T. V. DURING ONE DAY? '

% howr 1 hour 1% hours 2 houra 2'21' hours 3 hours more than 3 hri
WHAT TIVE OF I'AY DO YOU USUALLY WATCH (FOR INSTANCE, 3 to 5, and 6 to 8)
PLTASE LIST YOUR FAVORITE PROGRAMS?

1.
2
3.
k.
WHAT DO YOU LIKE BEST ABOUT FACH PROGRAM?

B,
2,
2.

ko
DO YOU GENFRALLY VATCH TIHF}* VITH ANOTHER PERSON YOUR ACE? (CIRCLE YOUR AMSTER)

Never Sometimes Often

PLEACSE PICK ONE PROGRAM THAT YOU VATCHED YFSTERDAY AMD TRITE 1OGN A FEW THINGS
THAT YOU REMNFMBER AROUT IT.

DO YOU WATCH THE SAME PROGRAMS? (CIRCLE THE ONE ANSVER THAT FITS YOU FFST)

|
|
|
|
|

A1l the time Most of the time Sometimes Jump about to different programs

DOES YOUR FOTHER OR FATHFR FVER PUNISH YOU BUY NOT LETTING YOU VATCH T.V.? (CIRCLE
ONE ANSVER)

, |

~ Never Sometimes Often !
|

|



AN

12,

.139

15,

16,

17.

18,

DO YOU EVER GET FXTRA T.V. FOR BEING G00D? (CIRCLE ONE ANSVER)
Never Sometimes Often
ARE THERE CERTAIN HOURS VHEN YOU ARE ALLOTVED TO WATCH T.V.? (CIRCLE ONE ANSWER)
‘.Ies No
DO YOU EVER wATCH ANY FROCRAMS YOUR PARENTS DON!T APPROVE OFZ Yes No
If you do, what programs are they?
NO YOUR PARFNTS FVFR SUGGEST THAT YOU DO VATCH CERTAIN PROCRAMS? Yes No

,If your answer is yes, what are they?

DOES YOUR TEACHER EVER SUGGEST THAT YQU WATCH CERTAIN PROGRAMS? Yes No

If your answer is yes, what are they?
WHAT DO YOU GENERALLY DO IF A PROGRAM YOU VANT TO WATCH IS ON DURINC SUPPER,
CHECK YOUR ANSHER,

a) You eat late

b) You eat ecarly

¢) You have to leave the T.V. set to eat,

d) You eat in front of the T.V. set
NAMF THAT PROCBRAME YOU 1O YOT LIKE

1,

2.

3.

Why don't you like them?
1.

2.
3.

'How often do you watch them? (Circle your answer)
Never Sometimes Often

If you do watch, why do you?



19.

20,

21,

22,

IF YOU ¥VER ARCUF TITH A FRIFND OF YOURS OVER VPAT PROCRAM TO VATCH, IOW DO
YOU PECIDE VHAT TO T0? (WRITE OUT ANSUER PLTASF)

ARE THFRE AVY PROCRAMS YOUR PARENTS VON'T LFT YOU VATCH?  Yes No

If there are, please name them. (1)
(2)
(3)
DO YOU THINK THAT YOU EVER LEARN ANY NEW THINGS JUST FROM VATCHING T. V. (CIRCLE)

Yes No
CAN YOU NAME THREE THINGS YOU HAVE LEARNT FROM VAATCHING T.V. AN TELI, YVHAT

PROGRAM THEY WERE ON?
1.

2.

3.



? IN THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS, WHERE THERE IS A MULTIPLE CHOICE PLEASE CIRCLE JUST ONE OF

1
2.
3.
[
Se
G

Te

8.

' 90

10.

1.

THE ANSUERS

YOUR NAME
YOUR OCCUPATION (WRITE OUT)

YOUR SPOUSE'S OCCUPATION

HIGHEST GRADE ATTENDED BY FATHER |
Grammaxr School "~ Righ School Some College Finished College
HICHEST GRADE ATTENDED BY MOTHER
Goaaumayy School High School Some College Finished College
NAME OF CHURCH YOU ATTEND, IF ANY
BESIDES RUGULAR SCHOOLING, WHAT TYPE OF INSTRUCTION OR EDUCATION HAS THE
CHILD HAD (SUCH AS PIANO LESSONS, ELOCUTION, ARTS AND CRAFTS, DiNCE ETC.)
Do '!'OU BAVE T. V. IN YOUR OUN LOME? HOW LONG HAVE YOU HAD IT?
Yos No 6 months 1=-2 yrse 3 yrs. over 3 yrs.
CIRCLE THE CHANNELS THAT YOU RECEIVE
Chanmel 2 L4 7 9 10 56
HOW MUCH DO YOU VATCH?
total hours per day Most watching is done at what tims
. or times of day {i.e. 10 asm, to 11,
2=} and 7=~10

Mather [ T XX RS AN NN NEANE RN N 2 R 9.0.00!.‘.'....0..‘..0.0"'.

Fa'bhﬁr [ AT AR AR ERN NS ENNDE N 0.‘00.960.00COQOOQO'COCODC'O

child [ XX EXXEEERENXER N XN NN ) POOAGROIPORSIOLOBEDOOBIBBNG

Whole Family TOgether BEoseRsesRsIRD CeserPeeetsescDRscetLeRODLS
WHAT ARE THE FAVORITE T.V., PROCRAMS OF (PLEASE GIVE NAMES OF SHOWS, IF POSSIBLE)

Mother
Father

Child

Whole Family Together




12,

1h,

15.

16.

i7.

18.

19.

HOW OFTER DOES YOUR CHILD VATCH THE CAVE SEOV OR SHOWG?
All the time Most of the time Some of the time He Jjumps about
DO YOUR EVER FORBID CHILD TO VATCH T.V. AS A FORM OF PUNISHMENT?
Never Raxrely Sometimes Frequently
DO YOU EVER GIVE CHILD EXTRA T,V. PRIVILEGTS AS A FURM OF REWARD?
Never Rarely © Sometimes Frequently
ARE THERE JUST CERTAIN HOURS VFEN YOU ALLOW THE CHILD TO WATCH T.V.?
Yes No
IF YES, THAT ARE T}IESE HOURSeeaecsescsscsnssecsonsnss
IN THE FOLLOWING QUFSTIONS FLEASE TRY . 79 CIVE THE MAMES OF THE SHOWS, IF THIS
IS NOT POSSIBLE, THEN OIVE THE GENERAL TYPE.e.cscse .
CONCERNING TFE PROGRAMS THE CHILD VWATCHS ARE THERE AWY THAT:
a) You completely approve of;t' Yes No
If yes, what are they? |

Why do you approve of them?

b) You don't approve of? Yes No
If yes, what are they?

Why don't you approve of them?
ARE THERE ANY PROGRAMS THAT YOU FORBID .'IDUR CHILD TO WATCH? Yes Ko

If yes, what are they?

Why do you do so?

ARE THERE ANY PROCRAMS %‘HAT YOU ACTUAILY SUGGEST TO THE CI'ILD THAT HE WATCHES?
Yes Yo

If yes, What are they?

¥hy do you do so?
HOW OFTEN DOES HE ACCEPT THE SUGGESTION?
Never Rarely Soretimes Frequently




20,

21,

22,

23,

2k,

25,

26,

27.

STI'CE SOME CHILTREN'S PROGRAMS ARE ON DURING THE SUPPER HOURS (5-7) WHAT HAS

BEEN YOUR POLICY TOWARD THIS, MO YOU:  CIRCLE ONE

Serve supper earlier? At what time?

Serve sgupper later? | , At what {time?
Eat at the regular time and not let child watch T.V. At what time?
Let child eat near the T.V. set so he can watch.

HOW OFTEN DOFS CWILD VATCH T.V. ALONE? (CIRCLE ONE ANSVWER)

Never Sometime Moat of thé time All the tims

HOW OFTEN DOES CHILD WATCH WITH BROTHERS OR SISTERS IF ANY? (CIRCLE-ONE)

Never Sometime Most of the time All the time
HOW OFTEMN DOES CHILD VATCH V/ITH FRIEMDS? (CTIRCLE ONE)
Kever Sometime Most of the time All the {time

IF CPILD IS TATCHING TITH AMOTITR CFILD AMD SOME CONFLICT ARISES AS TO VHAT
PROGRAM TO WATCH, VHAT DO YOU DO?

PLEASE COMMENT ON THE FOLLOWING QUESTIONS

IN CENFRAL HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THE PRESENT SELECTION OF CHILDREN'S PROCRAMS?
SUCH AS THE VARIFTY OF KIMDS OF PROGRAMS, THE NUMBFR OF THE, THE CONTENT OF
THEM ETC,.

HOW DO YOU FEEL ABOUT THE PARENT GRFATLY CONTROLLING THE AMOUNT OF TIME THE
CHILD WATCHES T.V.?

HOW 1O YOU FEEL ABOUT TI'E PARENT GREATLY CONTROLLING THE TYPE OF SHOWS THE CHILD
WATCHES?



APPENDIX 1T

Tnoluding the favorite programs of each group

snd how many times each was named ¢ #

% A number next to a program indicates how many times it
was named,1f more than onee.




Upper Group Male Children

Mickey Mouse 7T Stories of the Century
Laésie 4 . - Badge T14

Superman -3 ) | o . Sky King

Science Fictlon Theatre 2 Searéh for Tomorrow
Big'Surpriée -2  | © Buffalo Bill Jr.
Rin‘Tin Tin 2 o Cartoon Time
Fathér'KnoWs Best 2 5 : . Mamma

Disneyland 2 , | Truth or Conssegquences
Gapté.in Midnite 2 Life of Riley

Robin Hood 2 Grouoﬁ; Marx
Ghiidran’s-Theatre 2 People ére Funny
Footfaliv ‘ Stories of the T exas Rangers
Lone“Ranger | ~ Captain Gallant

Greét Plains Trilogy $64,000 Question

Spectaculars Navy Log



Upper Group Female Children (15)

Mamms, 6 Tales of the Texas Rangers

Disneyland 5v _ Topper

Mickey Mouse 5 : Schlitz Playhouse
Lassie 5 | Big Story

Fury 4. ~ ~ Buffalo Bill Jr.
Fafhér Kﬁoﬁs Best 4 The Brighter Day
I. one Ranger 3 ' The Milllonealre
Ouf”Miss'EidSks 2 . The Nelsons
Thé"“léeoples Choice 2 - Climax

Life With Father 2 Medic
Rahge*ﬁider 2 : Rascals
NeW'Eﬁglaﬁd“Matineeb 2 Iife of Riley
People ‘Are Funny 2 . Dragnet

The .B.’l‘:g Surprise 2 ~ Big Town

Wild Bill Hickok . Robin Hood

R




‘Lower Group Male Children (11)

Mickey Mouse 8
Navy Log 2
Range Rider 2
Lassie’.Z
Superman v2
Diénéyiéﬁd 2
Riﬁ Tin Tin 2

Carnivel 2

Stories of the Century 2

Fury -
ﬁéﬁiﬁtﬂddd
Y ou Are There

Father Knows.Best

Jackle éleason .

- Johnny MacBrown

You Asked For It
Wesﬁern.Marshals
Dangeroﬁs Assignment
Wild Bill Hicock
Milﬁon Berle

Roy Rogers

Tales of Texas Rangers

Children's Theatre

Captain Midnite

At Four on Four




Lower Group Female Children (16)

Mickey Mouse 9
Big Payoffb #‘;~
Fury 3

Lassie 3

| Robin Hood 3'.
Disneyland 2
Ghildren 8 Theatre
Buffalo Bill Jr.

Tales of the Texas Rangers

‘Mamma 2
.Superman 2
Llfegof Riley 2

carnival 2

Queen for a Day .2 -

Bob Grosby
Nayy “Log |
Ed Sullivan'-.
Milton Berle

n by

F*Wild Bill Hickock

Mr . SWeepS

-8id Geasar
- Meet Millie

Strike It Rich

. Eddie Fisher

Fathef;Knows Best
Amos and Andy

~ Perry Como

Pinky Lee

Topper

Dangerous Assignment
Little Rasgcals

House Farty

“Love Stories

News

Jackie Gleason

 Stories of the Gentury



Upper Group Mothers
Studio One 6
Robert Montgomery 6
L
GrouchO'Marx 4
4
Kraft Television Theatyre

All Plgys
Omnibus

Gllmax 3
Fat@er.Knows Best 2
$6ir’-=ooo Question 2
Hallmark Hall of Fame 2
Lux Video Theatre 2
Ed Sullivan
Philco Theatre
Upper Group Fathers

Robert Montgomery 4
Kraft Television Theatre 4
' Studio One 3

3 .

Sports 3

News

Groucho Marx 3

All Plays 2

‘ Glimax 2

Meet the Press 2

Lot oemat e

Philco Theatre 2

Omnibus '2
Late Movie

Goodyear Theatre

Talent Scouts.

Tonite

Camel News Caravan
Fireside Theatre.
United States Steel Hour
Totem Pole Matinee

Hédic

Armgtrong Circle Theatre
Producers' Showcase
Wide, Wide, World

Musicals

Channel 2

EQ Su}livan

Goodyear Theatre

Tonite

Variety Shows

Navy Log

Unlted States Steel Hour
L ux Video Theatre

'March of Medicine

What's My Line
$64,000 Question
Musicals




Lower Group Mothers

Groucho Marx 5
Glimax 5
Per?yfgemO" 3-
Hedic '~3'

Lux Video Theatre
Ed Sullivan 2

Search for Tomorrow 2

Valiant Lady 2
Guiding Light 2
Love of Life 2
Studio One 3

 Movies PO

I Love Lucy 2

Spectaculars 2

Arthur Godfrey

Gary Moore

.~ Robert Montgomery
‘Hallmark Hall of Fame

Quizzes -

jComedy
_Kraft Theatre
Death Valley Days

Matinee Theatre
Line Up B
Jack Benny

,Wide, Wide, World
' U.S, Steel Hour

8id Ceasar

lower Group Fathersv

S S

;Greucho Marx .3
Spcrts 3
Studmo One 3

I Ied Three Lives :

Glimax 2

. Spectaculars"2°e'

Sld Geasar 2
COmedy
Boxing

: Navy Log

Father Knows Best‘

Matinee Theatre

7Movies

Lone Ranger
e  ﬁange'R;derA

‘Medic ‘:

Wide, Wide, World -

Jimmy Duranﬁe

Person to Person.

' Dragnet
Lux Video Theatre



Lower Group -~ Whole Family

Groucho Marx 4

Perry Como 3

Medic 2 |
Faﬁher Kndws Best 2
Life with Riley 2
Pl;y; 2

Danny fhomas

I’ve Got a Secret

Arthur Godfrey

Camel Caravan
Warner Brothers,
Peter Pan |
Babe s in Toyland
‘Spectaculars

This ié Your L ife
Jack Béﬁny :
Sports’U |

Beat the Clock

 Upper Group - Whole Family

Peﬁérr?an”43"

Specisl Shows 3

Bailet 2

Ma@aa'va |
Sﬁﬁaay.Afternoon Shows 2
Disneyland -

Ghéhﬁeltz

Variety Shows

Mu;iéals o
MakéjRéom'for Daddy

Producers! Showcase

Navy Log g
Tépper’

Life with Father
I Rémember Mamma,

Amehl and the Night Visitors

.Millionaire

Life of Riley
Badge 714

I Led Three'Lives
Plays

Ed Sulliven

ce The Big Surprise




© APPENDIX IIT

Containing 1lists of the programs the children disliked

and where they were given, the reasons why.

& A number next to a program indicates Jjow many times the
program was named if more than once.,



Uppeb Group Males

Program
Howdy Doody 9

Pinky Lee 4
Modern Romance 2
Peggy lee
Arthur Godfrey
Play House
News

Range Rider
Mickey Mouse
Big Brother
Dear Homemaker
Some Plays
Love of Life
Brighter Day
Dragnet

Church programs

Murder and GCowboy

Reason ,
Babyish - "Stupid"
Babyish ‘
"Mushy"

Talks too much
Boring

“Stupid®
3tupiqd”

éoring

Mpo0 o01d"

éoo sad
Too sad
Bad influence
"I'm Jewish"

"T4's not civilized
watching people get shot,"




Upper Group'Fémales

'?roggam ,
Howdy Doody 14
Pinky Lee T |
News 4

Science Fiction Theatre 2

Modern Romance 2

Ding Dong School 2 _'b

Big Brother

Kukla, Frén and Ollile
Mr. Sweeps

Mickey Mouse Glub.
Jack Benuy

Wheel of Fortune
Sporté%News

CGircus

You Asked For It

| Medic |
Gapt?in.Gallant'

Lady of the Bookshelf

Swan Boat

Reason
Babyilsh
Babyish

Don't undeprstend -
boring

"gtupid" - boring
For adults ’
Babyish

Babyish

Babylsh

Babyish

Babyish

"Too old"

Doesn't like sports

Doesnit 1ike the circus

"Sickening"

Boring

Boring

For adults




 Lower Group Malés

Progran
Arthur Godfrey 3

Perry Como 3
Brighter Day 2
Howdy Doody
Dragnet
Gahgbusters

Search for‘Tomorroﬁ
Love of lLife

News |
Football

' Baseball »
Hollywood Playhouse
Medic -

" Eddie Fisher
‘Milton Berle

My, Sﬁeeps

Queen for a Day
Howdy Doody,

Pinky Lee

CGarnival

Reason

Talks too much - .
don't like singing

Don't like singing

Babyish
"Grime"

"Grime"

-

. For adults

Parent forbids it
Doesn't like singing

"Gorny"

~Babylsh

Babyish
B?byish



Lower Group Females

Program
Howdy Doody 5

Pinky Lee 4
Michey Mouse - 2

Robert Q. Lewls 2

Gene Autby 2

True Love 2

‘Modern Romances.

Carnival

T opper

L ife Begins at 80
Love stories
Our_Miss Brooks -
Dear Homemaker
Jackle Gleason

Two for the Money

News

Eastern Kodak Hour
Baseball

Medic

Reason

Babyish

- Babyish

Babyish

: "Silly"-"crazy"

Doesn't like céwboys

~Doemn't like singing

Stories not for children

Stories not for children

It's not true

For adults

Boring

"Crazy"

ﬁor adults

"He hollaps 0o much"

-

There are too¢ nmany
"money" shows

For adults
For boys
"3ickening"




