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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Almost everyone is aware that television has become &
very strong force in the liveas of the Ameriosn people, It
is the favorite leisurs time activity of sany segments of

our population, ltuc"liul e

seem to agree thet the average
elementery ohllé spends upwarie of twenty hourg a week watoh~-
ing television, an? the sverage high school studtent spenis
fourtaen houre o week watching telsvision. PFurthersore, the
anount of time gpent watching televigion Aoces not pasm to

be Ascrezsing ss television cecpeg To be o novelty, but re=-
ther to inoressge or atay at the same level,

Mamy teschers, parents, an’ ::miul enlentista are
alarme® st the number of lours that young people are gpend-
ing in front af the televislon get and are wonsering what
effeot thie large amount of televiewing hes on the ohilfwren
an® youth, One of thelir msj)Jor guestions is what effict Aoes
televiewing have on the stulent's claseroom work, Very few
feny that televipion g an efucttional sgency, but very fMew
feel that they know whether of not 1% 1a a good sfucational

influence, FPorente an® teechers won®er whethepr teleaviaion

=

1p, A, Witty, "ChilAren and TV, a Sixth Report®,
fehool and Scelety, vol. 83, 166-168% May 12, 1966,

2l, A, Johneen, *Touble-barreled Effects of Televi-
sdon ," Fh) Dgit: Zalpen, vol. 39, 364-368, May, 1088,



prograng inorease intersst in classroom subjeot matter and
stimulate better work or whether the sensationalism of tele~
viilon prograse makes claseroom work seem Aull an® uninter-
eoting., They are wonlering wvhether or not listening to
televielon improves or decreases proficlency in grammar.
They wonder if ohildren who watelh large amounts of televi-
sion e%1ll manage to get their school work done or if they
sacrifios their time for soheol work. Parents are asking
this type of question, "Are my chilf's poor grates relatass
to the large amount of time he epende watohing televigiont®
Very 11t%le objeotive evidenoce is avalladle with whieh te
answer these guestions,

It was bayond tha soope of this thesis ta stuly all
aspecte of thees prodlems. Hu-lrnr%*ihl study wan Aesligned
to partially investigate the possible relationship batween
televiewing and claseroom work. The purpose of this theeis
weg to compere numbers of hours spent watoling television
vit: semester grammar grafes and to eompare guallty of pro-
grams, from a grammatical point of view, with pemester gram—
mar gra‘es to try to determine whether or not the amount of
television watched and/or the types of programs watched were
related to grafeg in gremmar, It is obvious that there are
many other aspects to the gueestion df what relationship ex-
iste between televiewing anf mohool aohievement, but 1t is

not within the range of thip atudy to Aeal with those.
In orfer to carry cut the stuty approximetely



ons-hundred gtudente fro®m tha granmar classes of a emall
high eekool in South Takota ocheckef a questionnaire infioca-
ting whick televigion programe they wetchs® along with the
nuaber af hours per week. The atudents were tlen grouped
socording to total numdber of hours watched, and the respeot-
ive everage cemester grammar grafes wvere oompared to #is-
oover whether or not signifioant differences in granmar
grates existed, This was done with the subdbjeots as a whole
and separately with the girls en® with the boys to fetermine
whether or not tifferences related to sex existed,

groupingas aocorting to type of programs watohed with
regard to quality of grammar Ueed were mafe and gemester
fraamar gredes oompered.

The students were also (nu;:ﬁ svso™ing to total
errore heard per week, and grafes weres sompared in the total
group end within each sex,

In addition, stufents’ opinlons sbout the amount of
televisian wvataled and 1% effeat on thely grafes were ob=
tained,



CEAPTER 11
REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

The avallable pleces of researcl an® writing concern-
ing the relatlionahip between televiewing and grafes seea to
agree that televiewing is #Aucetional in th® droad sense of
the term,}.2 Howeveér, concerning the type of sducational
influence, authors feel that television is oapable of infors=
ing or ﬂomtﬁng," that 1t osn be good, bad, or indifferent,’
an® that 1t may be Tne compevitor of eduocation or 1ts 1.11)’."
¥hat commercinl televigion agtually Aoes Lls a matter of mueh
Alpagreement., Some feel that 1ts influence ¢ good an? gon~
structive} gpome feel that it 15 bDa® and Aestructive, and some
feel that there must be mors evidenoe before we oan reach
any oconclusionas,

Three studies report that faleviglon seems te improve

lgharles A. Siepmeann, IV and Our Scheol Orisis, Modd,
Head ! New York, 1968,

83. J. stoeam, ‘Toloﬂuon a8 a Powerfu)l Faotor in

tdfe, ¥i. W, ¥ilgon conpanyt ew ork, 9%“ m

‘n. B. Full, "Fromige and the Tangsr of Televislon®,
Nption's Sgheclz, vol. 61, 45-46, June, 1963,

B%, A. An%erson, "Fducetion ard the Nese Media®,
Sabgol Devisw go1, €2, HO7-E11, December, 1984.

L
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noadenio stisinment., “In one study &f 144 senicr-high
school stulents, 80 percent of thoss in homss with televi~
slon had higher grades than they ha® in the previsus J'“tu'.'1
Another etuly in a Texas pity ahowed higher grefes after the
a'vent of tnlninlon.a From a study of oral sempesition
grades Hrathen"' reported that a slgnificant Aifference ex-
lgted between the group which watched television and the
group whieh A not, The Alfference wae in favor of the
group whieh 414 watel televigion,

Aocording to Marx? and Mpccoby® televigion can be
used to incresse interest in claseroom work. nu.myB states
that ehilfren "have been stimulsted to 40 better work be-
ceusé of intereste engendersd by televialon,'

In reference %o the guestion of {rﬁﬂhr or not tele-
vision interferes with homework, Macochby seye, "Television

e . TR o e o 0§ 5 oww

1y, K. Bslogh, "Television Viewin Hnbito of H. 8,

Boys®, Edugetionsl Researeh Bulletin, vel. 38, 86-71, Meroh,
1987,

2p, A, Witty, “Case of TV vs the Children; Symposi~

) Se%ione) Parent Tesclergy, vol.B2, 4-7, November, 19857.

S6. P, Weothers, "IV Programs Monopolize Attention,

{aatponc Bedtime" , Nagion'g Soroclg, vol., 654, 40, December,
964,

$Marx, gp. git., p. 70,

SEleanor ¥. Meceoby, *Television, Ite Impact on
kﬁollghilﬂren’ Zublic Opinion Juerterly., veol. XV, 438,
81,

Switty , log. gi%.
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interferes very little with homework. Farents generally in=
elat on their ghildren's finishing their homework before
they look ot TV, an® virtuslly none of the children attempt
to 40 Slalr studying in the game room with the TV get when
someone g watching a pmw.'l

On the other han®, some inveatigetors report that
televieving la fetrimental to eoaflemie sttalmment. lhlo'ht
reports that excesalve viewing le often mocompanied by lower
grafes. As evidence of thias he cltes a survey made in Ro=
selle, lHew Jersey, 1n which the gredes of stuftents regularly
viewing television dropped 16 peraent. In Clifton, New Jer-
aey, the prinolpal of the public sehool blamed telsvision
for the sharp incresse in falling grodes SRQIE gtutents,
Burveye in Urleage and Hew Tork City nho:'w; that 7V is taking
its toll or sabool work.> Johngon* has aleo gonolufed that
excegsive viewing oan lower academioc attalnment. As a re=
sult of hia etu’ies he recommends that stufente watoh a les-
ser quantity ef television., In agresment with these authors
1s Isance®? who states that excesslve viewing seemsg to be

lusccoby, 19g. git.

2Belogh, go. gi%., pp. 88-71.
SMarx, gp. 9it.. P. 144,

‘Jobmon, eR. git., pp. 364~286, .

Swarren lsaace, "Home TV! Has It Lessene? Interest in
gohool A-Vi" Clespring louge, vol, 28, 227-226, Neocember,
087 .

e



'u-oohnd with lower scadenle attal ment.

Fron gome of the writing 1t appears that televislon
robs ehi Miren of their gleep, ceusing them to be Too tired
to lesrn, end robs them of thelir homework time, Johneonl
an? Marx? agree that televicion can contribute to poor stuly
habits , either begsupe they try To stufy with the televisilon
set on or begsure they negleot their studying sltogether so
that they cen watch televislon. In Stamford, Connesticut,

n survey showe” that one=thir? of the mtufents with televi-
glon sets found that television interfered with thelr home-
work freguently or onte 1a a while, sccorf®ing to Marx,

In on investigstion msde by Ecott™ it vas foun? that
s group of ohilAren watehing telavislon ar &/4 hours per
veek to 68 1/2 hours per week had llplffﬁlntlr lower lan-
guage intelligence quotients than chil®ren who viewed no
houre per week to § 7/4 hours per week, WNo puch #ifferencs
wsg found between nen-language intelligence Taoctors an® tele-
viewing. He interprets his results in thip statement, "That
a low lengusge intelligence gquotient and = low totsl intel.
ligence guotient seem to be nercclated with heavy teleylision
R

lgorngon, log. Q4%

BMarx, go. i%., B 143.

31, F. Scott, *Relationships Betweap Elementary

Sohool Children an? Television® % Edupgstional Fe~
gearsgh, vel, &2, 134-137, mecnbfor. .“

T



viewing (an inverse relstionahily) may be attributable in
in some Weapure to neglect of pome agpects of languags Ae=
velopment Aue to pre-cocupation with the television fare,®

A few of the writers gtute that theres ig no gorrela-
tion between school merks an® smount of time spent watohing
televislon, H-lo;hl reporte that when students taklng part
in a study were assked to gtate whether or not thelr school
work izmprove’ as & result of their watohing television, the
angwers glven were ingonclusive., GClightly mors than 50 per—-
cent indicatsd that television 714 hely them get better
grafes. In this same sptufy me elgnificent correlation was
found between hours fevotes to watebing televislion gn” haours
devote! to studylng. Hationgl EFerent Wz report that
their studles indloate that there is 11ttle reletlonship be-
tween amount of televiewing and grafes in sohool. 4.Hl:!;ll-l¢m'E
found ne relationehly between amount of time zpent watching
televirlon an® language grades. Conoerning the mnidAle ele-
mentary gredes, Greenctein® states that 1t is falrly Gefin-
ite that theiF grafes are not adversely affected® by

lﬁdoghm m- . Pp. 88-7]1,

2p, A, Witty, *Came er TV vo the OFildren; Symposi-
um®, HAstignal Farent Tesghers, vol. B2, 4=7, Naovember, 1067,

3Johnson, ion. ai%.
. A, Greenstein, "Effect of Tulwaclon upon Fle~

mentary Solool Gredes®, .Ln_geﬂ Hegesrch
'01. "‘.' W. 161’1”' UOV. .l‘. ﬁ“; i



television viewing. However, he saye that these find ngs
sannot be applied to the higher elementary gradeg or to etu-
dents In high sohool becsuse thay receive far grester home=
work aseignments , and thig factor ooul” rafically change the
regulte.

Very little information has been produced whiah re-
lates direetly to the lssue concerning the existence of &
relationakdp between types of programeé watolsd, grammati-
cally speaking, and grades in grempar. However, some state-
mente have been made which relate lnflreetly to the problem,

Witty' implies that language use? on television pro-
grams affects the listener's language development because
he gives the following ms oriteria for .?qﬁiln; television

-

programs i

Progru is degirable if it promotes lnnguge
developnent and employs clear, correct, and inter-
esting conversation or dloscussions. Program is un~
depirable Af it useg an unsuitsble vooabulary, one
that 1e¢ too aifficult or too easy or employs mlq
grammar, vulgarity and language of the underworld,

Eloom® also feels that boys' and girls' langusge ie af-
faoted by vhat they hear on television.
gne of televislion's supnorters, Leon x..um-,a‘ cB3

S

1p, A. Witty, "Hew to Live with TV*, National Parent
Isschers, vol. 48, '5-10, February, 1984, s

2A, §. Bloom, “Taught, NWot Gaught!
val. 43, x#..m. o;“b’r. 16-“. # W m.

OMerx, gp git, » 146



Disouselon Tirecter, sal? that television will soqualnt the
people with the American language.

In opposition to televigion Johnsonl states that
%elevision can foster poor taste. Harx® saye that with the
televislon tube has come "such an invssion against good
teste &P no other communication medium hes known." Hltt;a
afddas that meny televislon progreme have low etandarde. HNe
saye, "Sponsors, out aftsr bLigger snd bigger audiences , aim
thelr progrsus far too low,

Yeleviewing may hurt languege development by Seoreas-
ing conversation and ocomsunigatlion within the ramlly, se-
eording te Jo}maon.‘

Another author, Gewan” writes, "Upmmon (English)
errors constangly brosfcest, heard by thousends, yes, mil-
lions of people, Lhave far more effect upon the language ha-
bite of our nation than our eschooling les.” The followling
vas sald by Wr. Walter Willlams of Atlantic City Migh

Gohaoll

1jobnson G5 SlE., Pp. 364-306.

ﬂ.lrx. 2B. m-. p. M.

5!*. A, ¥Witty, *"Televiewing by Pupile, Parents, and
Tenchere 1060-83%, Sorgol and , Yok, 79, 180-152,
Hay 15, 1964.

$Johneon, gp. gi%., pp. 364306, =
Bharole E. Cowan s "Comment on "ngliish as Untaught

Over the Alr*, Jonrosl af dusinsss fAugaZien, vol. 32, 200~
260, March, 1667, T d



Commerglal ecripts are mogt faulty but seversl
maeters of ceremonies show a Alsregard for good m{
1ligh, and many of the theater "eplasodes®™ have 11liter-
ate soript writere,

Language careleszness is not confined to mis-
uee of words but includes mispronunciation, The
worset feature of migpronunclation is thaet much of it
ooccurs in children's progrsme and in most ehudr!n'u
programe misuse and migpronunclation are common,
Fazard? reports in the Sngligh Journsl that television lan-

guage 18 both lebased and abuased,
Suanary

It 1g clear thet there 18 & great Aesl of dlsagreesment
among those who have studled this problem,

Three of the stuflies geemed to show that watching
televislon improve? ssademic attaelnment. Twe other stulles
reporte] that televiewlng lowerel waﬁcm; atlelnment, Also
other authore expregsed the opinion, basea upon thelir own ex~
perience, that watching televiasion lowered academic attaln-
ment,

Some of the authors stete that televiewing ean or Aces
dncrease intersst An school work, FHowever, the viewpeoint
that televiewing can make ohildren too tired to learn and aan
contribute to poor study hablite is »lso expreseed. OUne sur-
vey showed that televialon intorfered with homework somewhat,

'1pa. -

Ep, p. ®azarA, *Behin® the Tinsel Ourtain®, English
ARUINEl, vol, 45, 13;-'15‘7, Waran, 1056, .

.Hr



Aecording ta another stuty, thoee viewing a great
Aenl of televislon hed lower langusge intelligence soores
than thoce not viewing a grect Aeal of television.

In tte opinion of mome authors apeeeh uaed on televi-
gion exhibite poor teste and poor usage, an® this influences

we language Aevelopment of people,

Severa) authore express the opinion that results thus
far obtrine” are inconclusive conceming the relationghip
betwesn televiewing an? gra’es and that more obhjlective evi-
Aence im needed.l Tvidenoe is pertioularly lecking concern=-
Ang the relstlionahip between tealeviewing anf grammar Aevel-
opment a8 revepsled by grammar grefes, Therefors the follow=

ing etufies are warranted.

lgreenstein, gu. git., pp. 161-17¢,

s



CHAPTER 11X

EXPERIMENTAL METHODE
Nethode of Gatherinz Data

A survey vas taken in the freshman, sophomore anf
senior classes st Arlington High School, Arlingten, South
Tekota, to ascertsin the amounts of television and types of
prograse watched by the stufente. These students were oho~
aen beécause they were near ths completion of a semester of
gramser at tlre time tl2 gurvey vas ma®e, snd the purpose of
the stuly was %o Aetermine the relaticnship between tale~

viewing and grammer grafes.

Questionnadres
A guestionnaire (see Appendix A) was digtributed to

18 seniors (6 males an® 10 females), 41 sophomoren (17 males
an® 25 females), an® 41 freshmen (22 malee and 18 females),
all of whom were members of the high school grammar classes
at that time, All of the members of tlhe clseses fllled out
the questlionnaires excedt five stu”ents who were absent on
the Asy when the guestionnaires were #Aistribdbutsd, The
teachers of the resgpective olagees Algtridbuted the guestion-
naires. -

The questionnaire gonzistud of 2 1iat of all of %he

telavision programs which 1% would have been poseible for a
stufent to wateoh weekly., THhis task war sgopevhat simplifies

N s SOUTH DAKOTA STATE COLLEGE LIBRARY
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becsuse there 18 only one channel available within this leo-
eality. Students were aske? ts check Sthose programs whioh
they watehed regularly. Thsy were algo asked to setimate
the average number of houre which they spend watohing tele-
vision per week. In addition some gquestions ware included
which investignted the studenta’ opinions as to the denefits
or Aetrements of televiewing towar® thelr stuldy habits and
their grammer grades. At the end of the guestionnaire space
wad provided for the stufent's name and grade placetment.

BaSinzs of Frogrems

It wvas felt that tha rating of the programs, for the
purpoge of determining the quality of programs watohed by
esah student, should be Aone by a panel ¢f experte. There-
fore a guestionnaire listing all of the programs and a rat-
ing scale to be used for sll of the programs was given ta
19 Fnglish professors et South Takota State College. How-
ever, only three of thege gquegtionnaires were rilled out,
and theee three were only partially completed. The other
tescheres sxplained that they rarely watohed televigsion, end
they therefore 414 not feel gqualified to rate the prograns.

As a result an alternate plan of rating the programs
was ueed, The author, who hap a %eaching major in English
en? who bhas taught grammar in high sclicol, rated the pre-
grems by ligtening to each program and count ing the number
of errors per half bour in each program, The 1ist of

g -
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programg snd thelr milngs are given in Appendix B, £e8
¥hat Yoy Sav,' ENalish in Eragtige ,? ane English Morkshon®
were used as authorities. It war M)t that an average of
the errore heard 1n three 1listenings would be genePa&lly re-
presentative of the grammar that was used thnnghoué the sem~
ester on that program, becesuse each program, ae & rule, has
the sams aturs week after week who oMinarily use approxi-
mately the same type of grammar esch week,

Ersies

Semester grammar grafes, which were to be compared
with televieving, were obtained frem the English granmar
teschers. Only the grammar grades for the semester wvhen the
study was sonduoted were consiferes, It wan felt that gram=
nar grates from other pemesters shoulda not be used, beoause
televiewing habits at those times coul® Las= been Alfferent,

The greding ayetem at Arlington High Beliscl e Dased
on the gquality of work done by the gtudents which s 10l
pated by five letter grades~-aA, B, ¢, N, and Fewwhich refer

0 ) 1 e ™ N S 0

loyuce A. and Tether B, Findlay
:;;xltnlc-llnl » Incorporated Englewood 'o%ﬁr% ‘g‘l!‘;.

e ‘#l*hﬂ Oray, nang Sparks, onn:l::i .::uph:;: and
ane ° agner Mae(o [« ] a8 b x Pub-
lishing Oﬂplm;i V!oma, Kanaae, !ﬂ"&:ﬁ.

SJehn £, Warriner an? Joseph C. Blumenthsl anm
Saihaneg, Farcourt, Brase and Compeny: New York, 1988,

-
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t6 proflelenoy classificaticns of superior, above average,
averags , below average, and falling, respectively. In the
prooepaing of the Aata the letter grades were sonverted to
nunbers by the following asystem! A -4, 85« 3,0 = 2,

Pel, and F=0n,

intelilgence Quotlents

The I.0. goores were tsken from the regulte of Euhl-
mamn~Anderson teste, which were made sveileble by the Arling=-
ton High School Frincipal.

Method of Fauating Intelligenee Quotilents

Asgoring to efugsrtors, grafes an® intelligence gquo=
tiente are related ] thus 1T vas negegrary ‘to keep the fagtor
of intelligence constint within whatever gfvrnnpn were belng
compared, AAjustments im the grouping for essh gompariason
were mafe go that the averegrg an' gtenler? deviations of
the 1.G."s in eaok group 412 not Alrfer more than one,

Stetinticnl ProosAures

All Aata in thipg stu'y were analyred by means of &p=
propriste gtatistical methofs. For dAifferences involving
two groupe the mtandard *t® wig used, In all snelyses ota-
tisticxlly signifiocsnt Al ffersncoes wers u“ﬁtﬂ at five
perroent ms the lower level of pignificances. The ohl-pqguare
‘gooAnese of Tit" test was uped To gompare pérpentages of
the answered quectiéns of the questionnalre,
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CRAPTER IV
RESULTS
Intrefvation

The relationghipy between amount of televiewing and
grammer grafes wie ctudled® with the group as a whole to fAe=
termine whether or mot & A4frercnce exiete? between the mean
grammer grade averages of the group watohing the moet tele-
vieslon an? the group vetohing the least. Thie prodles wae
algo inveptigzte” with esoh sex %o sscertsin whether or not
Alrferences exioted in one gex, both gexem, or neither sex.

The same proce®ure was used in Anvestigating the re-
lationstip between asverape number of errdrs per half hour
of television watched an?! grammar gredes,

It wee aloo used in studying the relationshiy between
tot"l number of errore (average number of errorg per hour
times houre watahed) per week an!! grommar grodeg,

To add to the informstion concerning the relatiotiship
of televiewing and grammar grafer, stufents' opinions sbout
the amount of televigion watohe? end 1Ep effect om their

grifes were obtalned.

Amount of Televiewing s Felated to Grammer Orades

Iots) Group
The sub)ects were #ivifded into Twe groups sscording

4
N



te the number of hours apent watching televiglion per week as
egtimate® by the pubjlecte on the questionnairse, The firet
group wee ma‘e up of etufente watohing television 0 teo 14}
hours per week and averaging P23 hours per week (see Table
I). The secon? group was mafe up of ptutents watohlng tele~
vision 13 %to 4R hours per week with an overnge of 22,8,
Because most e uostore believe that intelligence an? &chool
grades ere highly related, the groups were afjusted po that
the average intelligence for the two groups 414 not Airffer
more than 7,2 unlite and tre stanfard fAeviations of the in-
telligence cuotients in thée btwo growa A14 not ALffer more
than 0t ,4. The aversge 1.0, for the low group was 110.1, and
the stander® dAeviation wae 12.2. For the high group the
averapge 1.0, wes 100.9, an® the et:undard Reviation wes 11.8,
The megn I,.0. of the totml group was 110, sm® the stindard
Aeviation wae 12, The mean hours of televiewing wea 16,21
per week an® the mean grede cversge was £2,.28.

There were 84 stu”ente within the total group. Fer-
ty~three of thege (forty-six percent) were in the low group,
an® fifty=gne (fifty~four percent) were in the high group,

In both groups the ronge of the grade point aversges
wae [ to 4. The mean gra'e puint sversge for the low group,
whioh wae £.62, wes significently Righer (sne percent level)
than the mean grefe point average for the Q&gb group, whioh
wag 1,88, Thus rtutents wataling & low amount of telawiaslen

obtuined higher grafes then A14 s%utents aqumrmbln in



TABLE 1. OPRAPE PCIRT AVERAGES OF STUPENTS GROUPIT ACCORDIEG TO ANMOUNT OF

TELEVIEWING
B 2
%esn Fours Hean ﬁrg Or-Ae Humber Standard
Group Televiewing GCrade of Tele- Foint in Merm 1.0, Teviation
Per Week Aversge viewing Averages Group ef 1.0,
Low 8.63 2.62 O - 144 D~ 4 %) 110.1 12.2
Figh 2.8 1,96 18 - 48 0 - 4 51 108 .9 11.8
Total s.21 2.28 0 - 48 0 -4 D4 110 12

The *“t* between the grafe point averages of %thks low and high groops equsls
2.65 ("t equels 2,626),

-
. ¢
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intelligence whoae television viewing wés at a higher inold-
enoe,

Eenmaleg

To determine whether or not a significent ALiffarence
would also be found between female high and low watohsd
groupe , the females were Alvided into two groups in the same
menner s¢ the %totsl group with the ranges of houre wntobhed
for the low anA high groups O to lil snd 15 %o 40 reepec~
tively (Tadble II1).

In the undivided female group the aversge houra Tele-
viewing per week were 15,08, the rang® waa O « 40, the aver~
age I.0. was 112 witk a gtaneart Aeviation of 12,8, and the
mean grafe avernge was 2,70,

The average televiewing hours #r week were B .37 for
the low group and 21.3 for the high groun, There were 04
ptutents (48 percent of totul) in the low group an® 28 (82
percent) in the high group. The 1.Q.'s for bOth groups wepe
afjueted po that they wers approximately equal, The average
1., for the low grou; was ll2.3 with & ptandsrv! deviation
of 14,2, an® for the high group, 111.7 with & stonfard de-
viation af 135.4.

In both groups the range of the grafe point averspes
wee 1 to 4, The mean gre”e polnt aversge for the low group
wai 3.2 anA 2.42 for the high, The "t between the grade

averay*a af the group watching & low amount of television

g -
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anA the group watching » greaster amount of televialon was
1,98 ('t'Du 2.008), Fven though the Alfference A14 not

prove to be = statisticslly eipgnificsnt Alfference, At

shoul® be noted thet 1t ten's towar® ghowing the same pate
tern of Alfference ar that shown by the totsl group. The
fant thet 1T wae not proven %o be significantly ALfferent may
be attribiiAble to the amall sine of the groups.

deleg

The male group 418 not ALffer appréeciadbly from the
orlginal total grouy. The mean hours of televieving were
16 .44 per week und the renge wag 8 - 48, The average 1.4,
vag 100,45 with s standar® deviation of 11,9,

The moles wers algo “ivided into tho grou® agoorting
%0 the numbar of hours spent watching television per week,
Pats for these grouys srs pregented in Tadble I1I. Those
watohing € -~ 18 houre per week and having em average of
£.68 hours ma®e up the low group. The high group inoluded
those whe watched 1Bk = 4B hours an® haf an average of 28.0
hours per week, The sverage I1.0. for the low group was
108 .4 witk a stenfar® Aeviation of 11.4. That for the high
group wes 108,85 with a gtantard devistion of 1l2.4. There
were 48 etufents in the totsl greup of which 28 (48 psroent)
ware in the low group and 28 (81 peroent) were in the high
group, -

In both grouye the range of grade polnt averages wae

-
i A,”



TABLE 1II, ORADE POINT AVERAGES OF MALE STUDENTS GROUPED ACCORDING TO ANCUNT
OF TELEVIEWING

! 3
Mesn Fours  Mesn igurn Gra®e  Number In Stanard
Group Televiewing Grafe of Tele- Point Group Hean Yevistion
Fer Week Average viewing Aversges I.q. ef 1.8.
Low .08 1.9 2 =18 0 - 4 g2 106 ,.4 11.4
Kigh 22.9 1.B3 180 - 48 0 - 4 2 108.5 1l2.4
Totsl 1E.44 1.87 2 - 4B 0 -4 4B 1I0R.48 11.8

The *t* petween the mean grafe polntl averages of the hlgh and low groups
equale .28 (‘tvaa.tquale 2.017).



.

1 o 4 Wth & mesn grede pd nt sversge for the lo'w group of
1, B whieh was not significantly Aifrerent (*t* squd o .28)
from the grefe point sverage for the high group of 1.83 It
woul appear that males who wateh a low amount of téel evsglan
flo not recelve gredes wioh are mard kisbe~ that thige of
me)¢s who watolh & greater amount.

It 33 interesting to note that the average grade fOy
the totel group of males wap 1,87 an? thet for the total
group of females, 2,79 (Teble I1), almost BO percent higher,
while the avercge of televiewing time per week for the males
woi 18,44, only nine peroent higher than the sVersge time
for femsles of 18,00 hours per week., Thus there geemg to be
so™e inverse relationship between mmount ?f telavieving time
apd gra”eg, but there is apperently some é;vher foroe OF
foroes operating to keep male grafes lower than feps)e

Erafes,
Average Orammar Frrore ap Felated to English Grasmmar Grades

It was felt that televigion to some people hag the
rifig of suthority an® that the type of languege whioh ptu~
@ents hear on television may influence their attitute %o~
:ar:! grammar asn® thelr grades in grammar, YTherefore the
sub jects wers A1vided into twe groups acsording to the
aversge number of errors heard per half houx in programs
regularly watohed . Tha error rating for esach progrem was
Aeterm snedt hy the prooeer ®xplalned in llh.g_j’r IXl1. The



reting for =ach program ig given in Appendix B,

Total Group

The total group sonsizted of B? students, who had a
mean 1.0, of 106 .F with a standard deviation of 13.2, whe
heerd from O to 18.2 errors per hour, an' whose mean grale
point eversge was 2.3 with a range of O to 4. This and the
following information ie given im Teble IV,

This total group wes Alvided into two groupe, a low
group whick conasleted of 48 stufents (54 percent of total
group) whose range of average number of errors heard per
half hour wae & ~ 6,76 (mean of 5,3%) and a high group
whioh consiste® of 41 students (46 percent of total) whose
ranre of average Number of errors heard® per half hour was
G.84 -~ 168.2. The aversge I1.0. for the low greup wee 110.4
withk & stantard fAeviation of 13,5, This was approximately
equal 0 the average I.Q. for the high group whiock was 109 .4
with a standare® deviation of 1l2.9.

Both the low an? ths high groups had a greade point
aversge range of 1 to 4. The mesn grafe peint average for
the lov error group war 2.0 which was not signifioantly
higher than the mean grafe point avernge for ths high error
group, vhich was 2,07, The *t* between the.grade point av-
erages equaled 1,706 (“t"“ 1.089), Thus stwients hearing
a lo¥ number of errors psr hour #A1d4 not hav.; eignifiesntly
higher grommar grades than stufente hearing a high number

3l
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% errors per hour, although a trer ; that Alrestion

sdaourred,

Lsmales

It was thought that the aversge number of errors
hears® an TV programs might have influenced boys more than
girls ar vice versa} there fore both boys' and girls' grammar
gredee were enslyzed in the gome msnner as that of the total
g %p.

The avercsge errors par half hour for the total female
groYp were 7.20 which war slightly higher than far the orig-
inal total average error group, The range, O - 18,2, was
the games The mean I.4. of the females wae 100.9 with a
etanfard Aeviation of 14.5. Oee Table ¥V for this and the
following Anfor=etign,

There were 26 gtufents (58 peroent of tagal pama)e
group) 1n the low error female group. Average errars hegrd
per half hour Tor this group were 5.27 with a renge of 0 -
£.53. In orfer thst tha intelligence fap top would be gyn=
stant these groups, like sl 1l of the other pairs of groups
used in the 8t.4¥, were sijuate? go that the lg, aversges
an® stanar? deviations A14 not Al er more ¢t han one unid
The mean I.G. of this groupw as 108,68 anc the stencarae devi-
atiop le o whil ¢ the mean L G for the high error average
group was 110.1 with a etandard Asvietion o; 14. Aversge
errore per haX¥ hour we® hed fo r the high error female group

:I*
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were 10.08 and the range was . €1 - 16. 2. In both groupe
the grede average range war 1 to &

Tre mean grafe Loint aversge for the low srror female
group was £,88 whioh was not significsntly #ifferent f rom
the mean grafe polnt aversge of the high error female group
whioh wius 2,85, Therefors 1t peems that there is ne appre=
clable Aiffersnce batwaen mesn grade point averagep of high
school girls hearing s high smount of errors in each half
hour of televigion an® high sohool Eirls hearing 8 lower

reount of errors prr half hour of televipilon watohed,

Heles

A no Meglnite Mt‘faremn wag found betwsen the grade
avernges of the femanleg, 1% “‘h thought that perbaps a alg”
nifisant Alfference would exigt between the male groups
as there weo a trent townr® a aignificent Aifference in the
totel group.

Aversge errore for the totel mele group renge® from
2.8 to 16, an® average? 6,08, whieh 1a alightly lower then
that of the total aversge error group. Tre total male group
gonzieted of 42 studente whoee mverage IL.Q. wes 1000 with
& gtondard deviation of 13,4, Zero to four war the range
of graefte point gvernges , an® the mean of the grafe point
aversgeg wag 1,83, (Bee Table _]Ixﬂ o

The manleg were Alvidted in the game manner as the ras=

ales an® the totsl group, 'rrn_,‘l’uw error male group »
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@ontalining 19 etudents, ha? an average of 5.49 errors per
half hour with a range of 2.5 to 7.19 errora. The high
orror male group hadl an everage of 7,52 errors per half hour
with a range of 7.34 to 18, Average I.G. in the low error
graup wes 110.4 with a stanard deviation of 12.9, and aver-
age 1.0. An She high error group was 108.06 with a etanfard
feviation of 12,8, For the low #rror male group the rangs
of grade point averages was L %o 4; for the high error male
group it was O %o 4.

The mean of the grede paint averages for ihe low sr-
rer group, 2.5, was not significantly 4ifferent froa thes
mean for the high error group, 2,07, The "t* betwveen the
grafde point averages of the Mgh an® low groups equaled 1,27
("% 2.080), Thus thers was not a significsnt Alfference
between grade point averages of males with a low average
number of errors and the males with a higher aversge numder
of srrore. lowever, there doces appear to be a trend in thal
Mirection. If a relationship does exist beSween sverage
aumber of errors and grsde point aversges, one would mot ex-
peot to fimd a great deal of difference in the grefdes be~
ocause ths average number of errors 414 not Alffer greatly--
lov, 8.49, sand high, ?7.82.

Totel Errore Heaord ss Relpted to Grammar Grades

The relationship between total hours watohed pear wask
and grammar grafeg and the relstionship detween average



number of errors per helf hour watched and grezmar grades
bave been investiguted. It was postulated that parhaps a
@roupling aoccoriing to beth totsl hours watohed and average
nunber of errore wauld yileld s grester Aifference in grade

point gveragee.

Iotal Group
In the total group the average product of errors

timep hours watched was 224.8 with a range of C to 782; the
mean grede gverage was 2.37 with a renge of 0 to 4, and the
mean I.4. for the group, whigh hed $€ students, was 110.1
with s standar? deviation of 1X.1l. Thege fata are glven in
Table VII,

The total group was dividea inte two groups--those
whose total errcrs (average number of errors per hour times
hours watolad) ranged from 0 to EL12,16 with an average of
£1.22 and those whose total errors ranged from 214.4 to
758 with an aversge of 364.4. The mean I.Q. of the lov
Sotal~error group, whioh consisted of 47 gtulents (4F per-
eent of total group), was 110.5 with a standard Aeviaticon
of 185.6. The mesn I.%. of the high total-errer group, which
consisted of 40 students (51 peroent of total group), was
108.7 with a standard? Adeviation of 12.6, The grale point
average renge for each group was.0 - 4.

The mean grede sverage of the lov total-error group,
whigh wes 2.7, was s inifioantdy higher than the mean grede
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average of the high totel-error group, which wae 2.10, at
She five peroent level of signifiosnce. The *t* hetween
the mean grede paint sverages of the high and low groupe was
2,000 (*t",. equale 1.984). Thus 1t would seem that those
who hesr a emaller number of errors per week bave signi-
floantly higher grade point averages than those whe hear

& larger number of errors p*r week. However, this Aiffer-
ence 1s lase apparent than the Alfference in sean grafe
point averages of those who spendl g small quantity of Sise
watohing telsvision an® those who spend & larger amount of

time watahing televislon,

Iamsles

Again the Alffersnces in gramuer grede averages vere
Anvestigate® within each sex to Aetermine whether or not
differences existed within one eex, both sexes, or neither
sex when groupings were made apcor’ing to total nuaber ef
errors heard per week, Information in this seotion 1is
1iste? in Teble VIII,

For the total group She aversge produst wag £1£.01
wish & range of 0 ~ 752; its mesn grsde averege was 2.70
with a greds poins average range of 1 -~ 4] average 1.0. was
oaloulated to de 1l1.2 with a stansar® deviation of 14.2,

The G1 femal®s were Alvifed intc & low total-error
group of 28 inflivifuals in vh.t.c;h the total arrors renged
from O to 192 (averajge of £3.9) an® a high total-error
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group of 26 in whioh the totsl errore ranged from 198 to 782
(average of 335,2). The mean I.G. of the low total-error
gEroup was 111.5 (standar? #eviation, 14.7), which vas ap~
proximately squal %o the I.4, of 111.2 (standard deviation,
13.7) for the high group, CGrade point averages renged from
1l to 4 in each group.

A signifiocant Aifference was obtained detween the
Bean grafe average of the low total-error group, vhioh was
3.08, end the mean grate averags of the high group, whioch
was 2.42, The ‘t" between the averages was 2,212 (*t',,
2.,007). TFrom thias 1t waas oconclufied that females who hsar
e low gquanzity of 2rrors on television sach week have signi-
ficantly higher grammar gra‘es than females who hear a high

quantity of errors,

laleg
In the total group the average produst (average

errors per hour times hours watohed) wag 226.9 with the pro-
fucts ranging from O to 87TR; the mean grade point average
was 1.82 with a range of O o 4, an® the mean I.0. was 107.7
with e stendard Aeviation of 10.8. (fSes Tadle IX),

The 44 mele students wers Aivided into a low total-
error group with 23 stutents and a high total-errar group
with 21 stuients, The range ?f the total errors heard per
week for the low group was C —.231.1 and the average was
119.8; for the high graeup thc',i-ngo vas 234 - 672 and the



TABLE IX. ORATE AVERAGES OF KALED GROUPED ACCORIING TO PRODUCT OF AVERAGE
ERRORS REARD PER EOUR TIMES AVERAGE HOURS WATCFED PER WEEK

Renge:
Fean “rade  Humber Stendara
Group Averagse 6rade Froducte Point in Mean Deviation
frofuet Average Averages  Group I.Q., of I.%.
Low 116.6 1.87 0 -251.4 O0-4 23 107.4 11.5
Figh 44 .4 1.7 23 - 872 0 -4 21 08,1 10,6
- ): L

—

The *t* Detween the mesn grade point averages of the low and high groupe



avérsge, 344.4, In both groupe the grade polnt averages
ranged from O %o 4. A mean I,0%. of 107.4 with a standard
deviation of 11.7 and a mean 1.4, of 10,1 with & gtandard
Seviation of 10,5 were cbtained for the low anA high groups,
regpectively,

No significant Alfference occurred betwsen the mean
grode point aversges which were 1,87 for the low group and
1.76 for the high (*t* ,38; "t '0‘ 2.021). Therefore males
who hear & lovwer total number of grammar errors on telsvi-
slon %o met havs elgnificantly Alifferent greemar gredes than
Rales who henr a highsr to%al nuader of errors. [Fowever,
there Aoes apprar to bes a slight trend Sfowvard bighsr gredes

Ain the low error group.
Stufent Opiniong Towar! Televiewing

To further investigate the relationship between gram-
may grades end televiswing, stid'ents were ankef to glve
their opinions sbout the relationehip im a group af gues-
fions on the last page of the guestionnaire (ses Appendix
A)., Thege Aata are shown in Tables X enf XI,

Effzet of Ielewhewing on urasmar Grades
Hinety-si» studente were asked the gollowing ques-

tions. Deta ocomoerning these ¢an be found in Table X,

Question A = De you feel that wvatohing television has @
ba® #ffect on your English grazmar gra!est



TABLE X. STUDENT CPIKIONS CCORCERNING EFFECT OF TELEVIOION ON GRAMMAR GRALES

dyestlosn Fercent Ansvering®

A. Lo you feel that watohing television has a ba!
effect on your English grammar grafes?

Yean 4]
o 21
Fo anever

B. To you feel that watchbing those televieion prograas
wkich use bald grammer bas s bad effect on your
« Engliesl grasmar gredest

At

Yes 28
Mo 74
lo ansver o

The chi-squsre value was 85 (CSqy, 6.84) for gquestion A and 22 (GSq,, 6.84)
for question B,

T . ———
*Thie refers to the percent of the BE students who filled out the question-
naire.



A large majority of the stutents (91 percent) an-
swered yes to this question; only nine peroent answered no
The ohi-square value , 86, falls far above the op# peroent
level of significance, whioh 1s 6.64.

Suegsion B - Po you feel that watohing those television pro-
grams which use ba? grammar has a bad efrfeet on your Fnglish
grammar grades?

In answer to this question 26 peroent sald yes while
the majority, 74 percent, said The ohi-square Vvalue
was 22 Bqgy 6.84).

Amount of Time Spent Ieleviewing
The opinions of the group as & whols (P4 gtudents),

thes opinions of the 51 watohing e high amount ef tslevielon,
and of the 4% watohing a lowsr amount of televislion were
obtained as answers to the follewing questions, (The per-
eentages for the Aifferent answers are given in Table XI),

Question A - Do you fael that you spend too much time watoh-
ing televisiont the right amount of time? too little time?

The majority of the total group, 61 perment, felt
that they watched the right amount while 22 percent thoughg
they watoched %0c much and 10 percent thought they watched
too 1ittle, The oli-pquare velus vas 44, wvhich 1ewell de-
yond the ons peromnt lavel af ;lull.ﬂﬂﬂli (s.20).

When tha totsl group wgtauum info two groups
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Sgcor’lng To amount watohed sa in Table I, At wam found
that a smaller majority, 61 percent, of the students who
watohed & high amount of televielon (an® had signifisantly
lower gradee) thought that they were watching the right
amount of television while a higher majlority (74 peroent)
of the group of students wetching less telsvision and hav-
ing significantly higler grsdes thought they were watohing
the right amount of television., In the high group 37 per-
cent thought they aspent tooc mush time watching televiglion;
53 percent, the right gmount, an® € persent, top little,
faloulation uf ohi-gquare yleldea 18.78 (USgn ?.81). In
the low group & peroent thought they were watching too much
televigion; 74 pergent, the pight amount} and 18 peraent,
too litile, Chi~gguare wos a:i.v {C8qqy, 9.21).

Quegtion B - Do you think that watghling televigion has lim-
1te” the number of hours you spend studying?

In the total group opinion wes Alvided among the stu-
Aents, as 56 percent thought th=t it limited thelr studying
khoure while 44 parcent thought thst it 414 not, Ohl-sguars
was found top be 1.04 (C«iiqos 3.84) iAndloating that there
wan no significmnt majority of opinien,

However, in the group whkiok watched the klgher amount
af televigion 68 percent thou!;ht that thelr televiewing
1imited their etulying time wh;.ln & Winority of 31 percent
AlA mot think 1t haf, In thie¢ cvme cli-pquare waas 7.0C6

>
Uit



th)

(0%qy, 6.64),

A signifioant majority of opinion was mot foun? for
eitler yep or no in the snawers of the low group, Forty-
twvo percent grld yes and rifty-elight percent sald no whigh
causes the chi-square %o lle at 1.08 (0S¢y, 3.84).

Summary

1. In etudying the relationship between agmount of
televiewing an? grammar grades with the group ag a whole it
was found that s significsnt Aifference existed between the
mean grade point averages of the group watching a high
smoun?t of television mnd the group watehing & lower amount,
Significant Alfferences were fot found® when the problem
was investigeted with each mn;.

2. Mean grade averages were not found fo be appme~
olably Alifre-ent detween groups whose average program error
rating wag high an? comparable groups whose rating was low.

3. Investigation of the relationship between total
errors hear” in a week and grammar grades showed signifi-~
esntly higher grafas Tor thoas of the totel growp who had
the lower of the error rating esverages. This wae alee true
within the female group, but ngt in the =males group.

4. A eipgnificant Il.lﬂl:‘l:‘l.’f of student opinions in-
Algeted that watohing telsvielom in genersl and watching
progrsmg which use bad grammar Ao net have & bad effect on

g
L



44

Englieh grommar graden, and that they feel thay are watoh-
ing the right amount of television. This majority wae
greater smonpg thoere who wateh a lower amount of television
an® smnller among those who watoh a higher amount of tele-
vielion. Opinion was Alvided sonecerning television limiting
study time, except in the high amount watoched group in whioch
e majority indioated that televielon 414 limit thelr study
time,



CHAPTER V
BUMMARY , CONCLUBIGNS , ANT PFECOMMENTATIONS
Summary and Conclusions

The purpeee of this study was to investigate the re-
lationship between televiewing and® English grammer grafes,
The moat apparent reletionship was foun’ when students were
grouped agcoriing to average amount of time per week spent
televiewing; this grouping showed that etudents who spent
s lov amount of time talaviewing (0 - 14§ hours per week)
had signifieanily higher mean gramssar grafe averages than
stufents of comparable intelligence who spent a higher
smount of time televiewving (1P - 48 hours per week). A
possible explanation of this Alfference is that stufenta
who wateh a large asgunt of televislon neglect thelr home-
work, and perhaps are tos tired in sehos) from late tele-
viewing to #o work that is se goof as the work of those whe
are not kept up late by tslevision, As will be pointed
out later, a elgnificant majority of the stufente watohing
a lorge amount of televigion thought That televiewing in-
tarfered with thelr stufyilng.

When the females were groupsd gocoring to amount
of telavision watched, the Alfference 1n grete int aver-
ages 414 not prove to be etatistically significant, but
1t MA tend? Towerd showing the same pattern of Alfrference

¥ -



a8 that shown by the total group. The faet that 1t weps
not preven to te a slgnificent ALfference may be attPribute
able to the small eize of the groups. It might aleo be
attributable to the rmet that the range an® aversge of ths
hours ef televiewing in this group were somewhat smaller
then in the total group; Sherefore, Af grammar grades am
related to emount of televiewing, one would expect to finA
less field of Alfference between the aversge gractes of the
top half sn? of the bottom half of the female group than in
groups which showed more variabllity in amguntg of felevi-
#lan watohed,

In comparing the mesn grafe sverages of the male
group watehing a low amount of. televieion am/ the male
group wetohing a high amount of television, lese AAfferense
vai founA although the sameé pattern of Alfference was pre=—
sent, From this it may be oconoluded that amount of televi-
sdon watched isg more closely relatedl to the grammar grades
of girle than of boys®.

It shoul? aleo be noted that the mesn grede average
for the total group of males was 1,87 an® that for the total
group of females, 2.7, almont B0 peresnt higher, while the
average amount of time per week televiewing for males vas
16 .44 hours, only nine percent "mhnr than the smount of

time for the females, 15.00 hewre. Thus some 1Averse re=
lationship between amount of televiewing and gramear grades
stemg to sxist, but there is apperently some other foree or



4%

foroe 8 operating ts Meep male grafies lower than female
grades.

Investigatlon of the relationehip between average
nunber of errors hear per half four on talavision and
grammar grades seemed to ghow a trend toward 8 higher mean
grammar graje average for thofe willh the smaller aversge
Dumber of errors within the total group and the male group,
even though no statistically significant A4 ffireniced were
found. Among the female group thers was = lesk of apjretla-
ble Alfference between mean grade point aversies of girls
having a high number of errors and girls having a lover num-
ber of errors, nor A14 the male groups show a signmificsnt
difference in grafe polnt averages. Fossibly thie Aiffer-
ence would have been -1ia1ﬂnmit had groups been gelected be-
tween wyhioh a greatsr ALrference in aversge number of frrofrs
haf @xigted. The lsok of significant Alfference might alse
be explaine® on the dasis of the lack of sonsiferation of
quantity, It was theoriged previcus te the study that the
average number of srrors hearf in programs vatohed, regaréd-
lees of the number of programs, would be preleted %o grammar
grades beocsuse of the prestlge vislue of Telsvialon over
English clasees. FHowever, the atudy would geem to show that
thig 1s mot Crue, at least to a very high degree, partiocular-
ly with ths remales. * 2

The next part of the study took into aceourt both
average number of errers an? aGentity watched, ar, in



other worda, it investigsted the relationship between total
number of errors heard per week and grammar greades, Taking
the group =s a whole, the mean grade average of the low
totel-error group, whioh wee 2,5%, was significantly higher
then the mean grade average of the high total-error group,
2,10, Thus 1t woul® appesr that those who hear a smaller
number of errors per week have signifiosntly higher gramsar
gr="es than thoee who hear a larger nimbéer of errors per
week, This would seem logleal in view of the bellef of
many grammarians that we tend to learn the grammar that we
heer spoken,

A slgnificant Alfference in the same Alreotion was
found betwesn the two femsle groups and a slight tyrend in
that Airection wvas found uor;; the male groupa. As with
the total quantity of television watched , it would appear
that total number af errcrs keerd per week has & greater
influence on the grafes of femalesthan upon the grades of
males,

In investigating student opinione toward the rela-
tionship between televiewing and grammar grades, 1t was
found that the large majority of the stufents 414 not think
that televiewing ha' an effect on thelr grammar gredes.
However, the regults of the niﬁ&y seen to show that tele-
viowing 1s related to grammar:grades, sns® it geems to Ap~

peer that exceseive televiawing or large amount of arrors

has sn adverse effect on grammar grades.
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A majority of all the students thought that they were
watohing the right amount of television. MNowever, this
ma jorlty was smalleet in the group watoching the larger
azount of televiglon an® having the poorer grates. Conaild-
ering the group as a whole, opiniong were Alvided as to
whether or not watohing televimion l1imiteA the number of
koure spent stulying, but a majority of the group whieh
apent tha larger amount of time televiewing oxpressed the
opinion that 1t A41A limit thely stu’ying time, which would
seem to explein the faat that they hed aignificantly lower
grafea, This epinion woulé seem to L& a contrafiction of
the students' sarlier opinion that televiswing #oes not
affect grammar grodes. Bowo'fgr, it may be that the students
40 not fesl that there is » Felationship betwesn studying
after sochool hours and English gremaar grsdes,

Regommensigtiona

Assuming that it 1s “esirable to havie high grammar
grafies, the sauthor recommends that stufentes have thelr
telaviewing time limited, To what fegree 1t ghould be linm~
1ted g hard to say an? further studjiea should be #Aone %o
inflcate At what paint the smount of S8leVieWIRg #Tarts To
have an edverse effect on grammar grafdes. Fowever, to give
some infilgatlon of where the 1limitation should be imposed,

1t ip noted that the mesn number of viewing hours for ths
group with the higher grsfes was sbout Bj hours per wveek

-
rﬁﬁ"



while that for the group with the lower grades was about
EE$ bhours.

Again assuming that 1%t is Aesiradble %0 have high
grammar grades, it is recommended that students 4o not lis-
ten %o programs having # large number of grammar errors, a8
an inverse relatlonshiy wes fouad detween total number of
erroreg heard an? grammar grafes for the total group and the
females. The pame trond waz obgerved for the males, but
significsnce oould not be established.

It 1g realized that televislon 18 related to many
things other than grammar grades, an® it is adviged that
these relatonshice be stuied, It s partioularly recom-
men®ed that the relationship between televiswing and grafdes
in other subjects be mvesug-z;ted.

The suggestion is also made that further investiga-
tion of the relntionahip between televiewing and grammar
gredes be done, partioularly in studying the separate ssxss
where larger groupa than thoee in this study should be
used,
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APPENDIX A

STUDERT QUESTIONKRAIRE

At South Takota State College a study is being made
of the effecte of watohing televiaion on English grammar
grefes, You are boing asked to co-operste in meking this
etudy possible by rilling out thie gheet, All information
will be used for regeerch purposes only an? will be consif-
ered astriotly confidentinl, While your name ieg reguired on
the quegtionnaire, 1t will lose its identity Aduring the pro-
cessing of the Aata, |

7lesse put a oheok in the space within the parenthesas
follawing each program that you watech regularly.

cesreh for Tomorrow
Captain "11°

Lone Ranger
Cartoong (5:20)
Hews~=Doug Edwards
News (6:00)

Neme Thaet Tune
Union Faelfio

Rou Rifers
Highway Patrol

U, 8, Border Patrol
Feople Are Funny
Alfred Hitchecock
Teslgn for Living
8ky King

Treasure Chest
Zorro

Real McCoys

Pet Boone

¥yatt Earp

Garry Moore

News (10:00 p. m.)
Colt .46

S8tar Performsnoe
Murray Stewart
Lawrence Welk
State Trooper
Millionalire

I've Got & Becret
U, 5. 8teel Four
Armstrong Cirole Theater

E
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Erograss (econtinues)

Target

Thig Is Your Life
Club Fighlightes
Puckleberry Found
Yorl® of DBusineses
Tecember bride
Yancy Derringer
Zane Grey
Track®own

Aleca Presente
Lawman

Ermie Fora

Cieco Ki&

Your Hit Parade
Rawhide

Bileo

Playhouse

Bozing

Jackpot Bowling
Amoe 'R' Andy
Maveriok

8tate College Digeet
Through the Forthole
Howdly Toody

Ruff and Reddy

Fury
Robin Hood
g

ogers
Spotlight on Hports
Amerioang at Work
All~-B8ter Golf
Annie Oakley
¥Welt Digney
Twentieth Century
Perry Magon
¥anted--Nead or Allve
Lineup
Gunemoke
v. €. Marshal
¥Yhirlybirde
Tancing Party--wuelk
Bowl=A~Thon
wrat'se in the Book?
Thie ia the Answer
Tactio
Faith for Tofay
Oral Roberta

E

-

N, S, S, FVN, SN, SN, N, S, SN, SN, PR TN, SN, I, FELIT, ST, N, N PV, ST, SN, LN, S, SN, i, STV g, PN BN g, Y, P ey N, PR PN, ST, P P, SN, S SN S, PN, PN, S P
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Ergersmg (oontinued)

Christien fOalence
Senetor'e Feport
€hirley Temple's Storybook
fin Tin Tin
Jubllee U.Cl, i,
Sgeall World
Lasele

Juock EBenny

E® Sullivan

Tenny Thomas

Jea Funt

Richard Tliemond
Honeymooners

E

SN, P, PN, PN, ST, s, Ry, G, GG vy, SN, Y PN
e g T S et Vgl Wi Wit o Ut Nl el St

Will you plense anmver the following guestionas.

Cn the sverage , how many hours #o you wetch talevisien in
a weesk?

Unferline the oorrect answver.

Po you feel that watchl telavielon hae o Laf effect on
your English grammar gradee? yes no

Do you feel that watohing those television programe which
use baf? grammar hag & bad effect on your English grammar
grafesi yea no

Do you fe#l that you spen® too much time watohing tele-
visiont yes no

To you feél that you apenAd the right amount of time watahing
televisioni yes no

Do you feel that you spens too 1little time watching tele-
vieiont yes no

To you think watohing teievision has limited the number of
kours you spenf stufylng? Yyes no

Nome Grafe S H




APPENDIX B

RATIRGS OF FROGPAME
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