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PREFACE 

This study is concerned with the perceived functions of the high 

school press by various publics within the high school social system. 

Widely varying_assessments of these functions have been reported by 

different groups. 

In many previous reports, "models" of high school newspaper func­

tions have been outlined; but, they have been limited in the depth of 

survey coverage. Seldom have more than two publics been surveyed with 

references to functions. Often "models" are not accompanied with 

statistical information to support contentions. 

This exploratory study of the high school press pulls all major 

functions together for inspection of three publics within the high 

school population. Faculty, students and publication staff members 

were given opportunity to express opinions on the public relations, 

student voice, learning device and professional training functions of 

the campus newspaper. 

These three publics were asked to express their level of agreement 

with statements of scholastic press operation designed with the help 

of competent judges from the several high school press associations 

and advisers to "Pacemaker" award winning newspapers. 

I would like to express my appreciation to those judges as well as 

the twenty publication advisers of the high schools where the study was 

conducted. 
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CHAPrER I 

DEFINITION OF PROBLEM 

This study was undertaken to determine, within limitations, the 

degree to which membership in a particular level of the high school 

social system determines an individual's perception of the various 

functions of the scholastic press. 

From personal experience the researcher was aware that the high 

school newspaper, generally published weekly or bi-weekly, meets mixed 

reception with every distributed issue. What may be interesting and 

vital to all the high school student may not be received quite so en­

thusiastically by other readers. 

Printing the school's operational problems will almost always be 

frowned upon by the administration: a black disturbance during the 

first year of the school's integration plan will likely bring the prin­

cipal or superintendent "front and center" in their opposition to fur­

ther reports of this nature. 

Social problems are avoided. The draft and Vietnam have long been 

shunned in many schools because "it does not apply to the local school 

or its students" or "students are not involved in the issue". 

When papers glossed over Vietnam, integration, bond elections or 

other "meaty" stories, high school students have questioned the accuracy 

and sincerity of the newspaper staff in printing a newspaper about 

"their school". 
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Many students have reported that it was a lack of coverage of 

"vital" information that caused the establishment of an underground 

press for high schools. 

Journalis~ advisers have indicated that in presenting a good news-

paper to the high school readers they felt as if they were "searching 

for stepping stones in a surging stream". They questioned the role of 

their newspapers. 

Administrators, publication advisers and students have shown grow-

ing concern of the role of the high school publication within the con-

fines of the school system. This concern has lead to discussion, often 

heated, by the various levels of the school social system as well as 

the outside community. 

To clear the air, many schools are beginning to detail what the 

role of their high school's newspaper will be •. Many of these guide-

lines are very exact but most of them are similar to the policy of the 

East High School of Kansas City, Missouri. 

In part, the State~ent of Policy for East High School Echo out-

lines that: 

The Echo will attempt to live up to the highest 
standards of professional journalis~. Therefore, pre­
judiced state1111.ents, profanity and obscenity will not be 
published. 

The Echo will try to make every effort to provide 
unbiased reporting, interesting features and thorough 
and action provoking editorials. 

The Echo will provide a platform for the expres­
sion.of student opinion through signed, not anonymous, 
letters tQ the editor. 

The Echo will atte•pt to include news and commen­
tary on subjects that affect and/or interest students. 

From tiMe to tiMe the Echo will stage an editorial 



Cal!paign on an issue to bring about change or action 
by the administration or student body that the Echo's 
editorial board deeas nec~ssary.l 
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This statement, adopted in 1971, briefly spells out a policy that 

the paper will abide with as a ~eans of attaining goals while obtaining 

cooperation from acl!llinistrative levels. But, it should not be assumed 

that every school has such a policy or, in fact, the newspaper's read-

ers actually realize the functions of student publications. 

An unpublished master's thesis from Brigham Young University in-

dicates that the number of studies of high school publications in the 

past several years is quite extensive. 2 

However, the author is quick to· point out that most of this work 

has dealt with the number of publications, how many students have 

served on publication staffs, facilities available for the publication 

activity, how the publications were financed, or to what degree the 
' 

teacher/adviser academically was prepared. 

This should not indicate a lack of interest in determining the 

newspaper's function within the high school. 

On the college level, journalism educators have begun to study 

effects of conflicting functions on the performance of the college 

press. But, t'o,r the scholastic press, few studies now seem available 

that allow the faculty, publication adviser, student staff, school ad-

ministrators and student body an opportunity to express their views on 

the functions of the student newspaper. 

Dr. Laurence R. Campbell, director of Quill and Scroll Studies, 

has been the most frequent researcher into functions of the high school 

newspaper. His studies of 1970, 1971 and 1972 are the ffiost current 

evaluations of high school publications. 
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Even though specific naaes assigned to functions often may differ 

in the individual studies, there seem to be four comMon prescriptions 

of student newspaper functions: student voice for the school, learning 

device for journalisM classes, public relations for the school, and 

professional training for use with the commercial press. 

Evidence also is available to suggest that these functions vary in 

degree depending on the level of association within the high school 

population being surveyed: faculty, student body or publication staff. 

This study includes all four functions as viewed by three general 

publics in the high school social system. In addition, the researcher 

also introduces two additional variables: size of school and locality 

by state. 

Function, publics, school size and locality, are the independent 

variables. The dependent variable is the mean agreement scores measur­

ing the four functions of the high school newspaper. 

Discussion of this design is More fully explained in the method­

ology section, Chapter III. 



FOOTNOTES 

1stateaent E!. Policy, East High School (Kansas Cit;y, 1971), p~ 1. 

2Tho111as Clyde Th~111;stm, "Publication Guidelines of Secondary 
Schools" (unpub. Master' ei thesis, Universi t;y of Arizona, 1972). 

I . ,. ,~. 
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CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE 

Many publication advisers and newspaper staffs in high schools are 

beginning to grappel with the question "What is the function of the 

high school newspaper?" Many are unsure at best. 

It should come as no surprise that advisers often ask for discus­

sion of this issue at their meetings. Even if it is not an agenda item, 

it is common to see "roundtable coffee chatter" with each niel!lber ex­

pressing a viewpoint. 

At the spring 1973 meeting of the Arkansas Journalism Adviser's 

Association, Mrs. Josephine Feiock, supervisor of English and social 

studies for the Little Rock (Arkansas) School·District, summarized the 

current attitudes of local administrators. Her comments often mirror 

much of the material in this chapter. However, her stress of chang­

ability of functions was unusual. 

Mrs. Feiock cautioned advisers not to accept hard line functional 

models but to look toward changing functions which can cause change in 

operation of the high school newspaper. 

A search through literature concerning the high school press re­

sulted in a vast amount of material pertaining to the assessment of 

functions of the campus press. This section comprises references sa­

lient to the various functions and publics studied in this research. 

A multifaceted review of the high school press would not be 
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complete without reference to Dr. Lawrence R. Campbell, Professor or 

English Education, Florida State University. His cofflments are typical 

of those questions asked by ad.fllinistrators, advisers and students--

"What is a high school newspaper? What are its functions?" 

What is the role of the high school newspaper? Too 
many principals have no answer, set no policy guidelines. 
Some ignore the newspaper until trouble com.es; then too 
often they panic, resorting to academic violence. 

$ 

The.school newspaper ~ay be a plaything for the 
staff, the house organ for the student council, a news­
letter for the parents and alumni for the principal, a 
public relations medium to make the·school's image 
gleam and glow. And sometimes1it becomes the adversary 
of the academic establishJlllent. 

Models of High School Press Functions 

The role of the cal'lllpus newspaper.as described in~ Newspaper 

Adviser's Handbook indicates that newspaper functions may vary from one 

school to another depending on the iniividual school's educational phi-

losophy. But in general a student newspaper ma.r be: 

l. The product of a laboratory for the training 
of students in journalism; 

2. A public relations venture for the school; 

3. A combination student organ, faculty bulletin, 
'91 and alumni newsletter; 

4. An o:rg~n of student expression. 

It may also be a combination of any number of2 
these or may serve all functions at the same time. 

Edmund C. Arnold of Syracuse University notes that the printed 

word carries news of the high school to a special audience of students, 
\~' 

teachers, and parents. 

The successful staff knows both its job and its 
audience. Eadf successful publication is a happy 



marriage; of its main functions, as its staff conceives 
them, and the desires of its audi~nce--i~s readers and 
subscribers. 

Although each publication's staff may see its job 
as somewhat different from all the others, soffle gen­
eralizations are possible. · 

The functions of a periodical are: 

1. To inform the readers. 
2. To influence ·them. 
3. To a.111use them. 
4. To serve,the readers and the community. 3 

The editors of Modern Journalism see the student newspaper as 

functioning in three basic areas or vantage· points: 

1. Operational~the chief concern of the students, 
especially the goals· and objectives set bY, the student 
newspaper staff members. · 

2. ,Public relations, especially in the broader 
sense of human relations--the prime·concern of school 
administrators. 

3. Educational--the major concern of educators. 4 
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.It seems of special interest that these editors of Modern Jour-

nalism used a rather unusual approach to the definition of stud~nt pub-

lications, one that was not observed by man;y other sources. 

Today•·s school newspaper is a stimulant for young 
persons generally considering a career in the communi­
cations media and is a training ground especially for 
future journalists. A school newspaper, for our pur­
pose, is· synonymous with a student newspaper. 'we de­
fine it as an;y school-sponsored, sc.hool-centered, and 
student-edited publication~ Grade school, high school, 
and college publicat~ons ar~ included; :pewspapet's spon­
sored by schools of journalisN are not.' 

William L. Rivers in his book, Mass Media, stated that a high 
.. 

school or student publication is in many ways working under the same 

functional goals as the professional newspaper but, the high school 

newspaper is given a major advantage. 



The worst ~istake a student editor can make is to 
consider his own goals as somehow different from those 
of the professional. His materials are different because 
he is writing and editing for a sMall, homogeneous com­
munity;...-a fact that should enable him to speak.More mean­
ingfully to the majority of his audience. 

It follows that any student publications--newspaper, 
magazine or yearbook--must be approached as a serious 
work of journalism. It should report and explain news­
worthy" events in the life of the institution and provide 
a mediu• for student expression. It should make itself 
indi•spensable to the school community. It cannot be a 
clique operation--a toy for the a•usement of a small 
group--and serve the purposes of •ass co••unications. 
It __ cannot be an announcem~nt bulletin or _'a collgction of 
stilted photographs and win a place for itself. . 

In Newspapering by Bill Ward, staff members are told that they 

must make very basic decisions about the functions that their paper 

will serve in order to establish a strong reputation. 

What decisions must be made? 

1. To what degree will we report the news needed by 
our students to understand the school community? 

2. To what degree Must we be a matter of record? 

3. To what degree shall we go behind the news to 
interpret the meaning and the significance of events? 

4. To what degree shall we provide leadership? 

5. To what degree shall we entertain the readers? 

6. To what degree 111ust we be responsible for build-
ing school morale and spirit (call it internal public 
relations)? 

7. To what degree •ust we seek to improve our 
school's image in the communit7 (call it external public 
relations)? 

8. To what degree do we adopt professional standards 
of journalism and provide professional training? 

9. To what degree do we provide an outlet for good 
writing and art work from all students? 

10. To what degree do we provide a foI'WJII in our 

9 



school for the free interchange of ideas? 

11. To what degree do we_reflect the culture of our 
readers? 

Now here's the point. The -e_di tors 11il.st choose 
stands. On some points, the;r will be enthusiastic. 
others, they will be indifferent. ,As the decisions 
made, the image of the paper emerges.7 

their 
On 

are 
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A curriculum guide for the El Paso School System indicates that 

the importance of the student newspaper is often overlooked but, never-

theless, it still exists. 

Are high school publications a necessity or a 
luxury in the educational world? Although school pub­
lications have been in vogue for a nU11ber of years, 
certain hidden values have not been exa1111ined i"n the 
light of the many services they have to offer the 
special reading public over which their influence may 
chance to fall. 

Primarily, the school newspaper should act as an 
educator, not only by presenting adequate news coverage, 
but also by emphasizing the work of the various depart­
ments in the sc)10ol. 

Second, it can be classed as a promoter, especially 
of good coJRmuni ty spirit. It should stiniulate pri·de in 
all activities and actually create cooperation through 
the simple propaganda "bandwagon'' device. 

Third, evaluation and interpretation of the school 
program and policies should never be underestimated. The 
chief product of this evaluation is the commendation of 
good scholarship and worth;y enterprises. 

Last, but certainly not least, the publica~ions 
should serve as •edia for reader entertainment. 

According to Samuel N. Feldman, author of~ Student Journalist 

~Legal~ Ethical Issues, regardless of the type of publication in 

the high school, the school's adllinistration has the responsibility of 

setting the standard functions of the publication. 

The right of a school district ad!llinistration to de­
fine the type of newspaper they will allow is beyond ques­
tion. The adviser's handbook published by the National 



Scholastic Press Association sets forth four entirely dif­
ferent types of high school newspapers by the function 
they are created to perform. There is little uniformity of 
purpose between districts. Very few administrators are 
really sure what the paper is supposed to do; and thus stu­
dents are vulnerable to arbitrary emotional reaction.9 
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The curriculum guide for the Los Angeles School District makes it 

very clear that the functions of the school newspaper are dependent on 

the standards set by their administration. 

Because most high school newspapers are financed and 
published by the student body, it might seem that the 
student body is the publisher and should have control of 
their content. However, the newspapers are prepared 
through journalism laboratory activities as part of the 
regular school curriculU111. The activities of the. classes 
are the responsibility of the principal and the school 
system. The journalism teacher, as staff adviser, is the 
principal's representative and is charged with maintenance 
of the standards which have been established.10 

These authors seem to indicate that the high school newspaper may 

have the functions of: public relations, journalism laboratory, house 

organ, extra curricular activit1, student opinion, and faculty bulle-

tin. These functions are evaluated by five basic audiences within the 

school system: administration, faculty, journalism adviser, students 

and student newspaper staff members. 

Because of this quandary over function, Clarence Hach sees the de-

cay of the high school newspaper: 

For too long too man;y of our school papers have not 
been worth the paper they've been printed on, not because 
they have not been well edited, but because they have not 
been vital to their readers. Too many of our school 
papers, in the past and now too, could cease publication 
with no hue nor cry from readers demanding reinstatement. 
Some might cease publication with a whimper aMong some 
readers, but very few would be missed by very man;r for 
very long.11 

In an unpublished master's thesis, Audrey Pennington noted the 

problems that face the student editor because of the functions of the 
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student press as perceived by the various publics in the school. 

Walter Wilcox, professor of journalism at the University of Cali-

fornia, Los Angeles, details the problem originally in an article for 

~ College Press Review. Wilcox said: 

••• the editor has a tougher job, a far tougher job than 
his big brother on the normal press. How does he assign 
the usual news value measuring stick to his material? 
His various publics have varied concepts of news values, 
each created within his own frame of reference. To cer­
tain members of the faculty, for instance, sports are an 
anathema. To the irreverent student, the esoteric paper 
written by the professor of classics couldn't be more 
"square." Even interpublic preferences create problems. 

Who gets front page, upper right? Does the official 
pronouncement from the president's office [superintendent 
could just as easily be substituted here] outweigh the 
official prono.uncement from the student council? 

If the student editor can evolve a pattern of news 
values from the conflicting complex of functions he prob­
ably is more than read.J" to enter the world as a top-flight 
newspaperman. Obviously he can•t. Therefore, each stu­
dent editor assumes a role; he identifies himself with one 
or another of his publics and weighs his news values accord­
ingly. Per~aps the faculty adviser resists, and manages 
to re-deploy the coverage and play according to his view 
of the newspaper's function. Or perhaps the faculty com­
plains that it is not represented adequately; or perhaps 
the journalism instructor feels the need to broaden the 
news coverage basis in order to assure his students better­
rounded training; and so it goes. 

Thus·, the news package itself is subject to the 
stre.sses and strains which the multiple function brings 
to-bear.12 

Learning Device 

The high school newspaper was established following reports by 

John Dewey and other educational innovators that the classrooms were 

not as stimulating to students as they could be. Dewey suggested that 

a group of "purposeful activities" be used as an additional school 



activity in the more disciplined programs • 

••• the school newspaper does have an older and per­
haps more funda.Illental reason for being: to promote the 
educational advancement of all students. Historically, 
the school newspaper is the child of an educational rev­
olution. About 1900, a group of partisans led by John 
Dewey and others sought to erect what amounted to a new 
order in the classroom. Essentially, they had two objec­
tives: to relax the old, formal, hickory-stick discipline, 
immortalized in such classics as Mark Twain's !2! Sawyer; 
and to replace it with "purposeful acti vi t;y, '.' impleMented13 
by such educational stimulating devices as the newspaper. 
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This concept of the high school newspaper as a learning device has 

been fostered by the man;r organizations (i.e. Quill and Scroll Society, 

National Scholastic Press Association and ColU.lftbia Scholastic Press 

Association) that promote and work with the ca11pus press. An excerpt 

from !h2. Newspaper Adviser's Handbook reflects this attitude. 

The high school newspaper is an important activity in 
any school. It is an activity ideally adapted to functional 
learning situations. It becomes a natural interest project 
where students can see composition and rhetoric as some­
thing meaningful in their own lif~ interest and purposes. 

But the school newspaper is not only of interest and 
importance to the students who participate·as a. member of 
the staff. It is equally important to the school as a whole, 
and to the comm.unity at large. 

, Real and lasting benefits accrue to the student who 
works as a member of the school newspaper staff. School 
journalis~ achieves many of the major objectives of second­
ary education. It meets the basic.aims of instruction in 
English and the social sciences.14 

Principals and other ad1'11inistrative officials of public .schools 

have recognized this functional activity for the high school newspaper 

and have encouraged viewing the scholastic newspaper as an extension of 

the classroom. As classwork, much of the problem of "gossip column" 

scholastic press should be avoided. 

Robert A. Reichley in an article for the Bulletin.!£!:~ National 



Association of Secondary School Principals says: 

That school newspapers, secondary and college, exist 
to publish the news and events of the student and school 
life is obvious. 

Where good publications exist in a secondary school, 
they are, to a varying degree, an extension of the cur­
riculum--laboratories where what one 'student learns from 
one teacher in one classroom can be tried out on a mass 
audience.15 
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Reichley does recognize difficulties with this concept and voices 

the idea that in being a curricular activity it maJ" not be a really ac-

curate account of what occurred in one particular school during one 

particular year. 

Doe.s the stranger who casually picks up the school 
newspaper gain an accurate account of what students are 
thinking about? At a time when our schools are allegedly 
graduating the.brightest children in history, do many of 
our school publications reflect giddy gadflies whose sole 
interest in working on the newspaper, yearbook or literary 
magazines is the transmission of outdated news and private 
jokes, glorification of all the campus heroes, arg a long 
biography in the yearbook for the staff members? 

How then, can publications, particularly newspapers, 
be a meaningful experience for the student, an extension 
of the curriculU111 to satisfy the criticism that they re­
quire too much tirme, safe and accurate enough to steady 
jittery administrators, and yet be interesting to their 
prime area of influence--the teenagers?l7 

The American Civil Liberties Union view has outlined the publica-

tion as a learning device in its discussion of the freedom of the 

press issue and the legality of the recognized and the underground 

publications for high schools. The essence of their view is: 

Generally speaking, students should be permitted and 
encouraged to join together to produce such publications as 
they wish. Faculty advisers should serve as consultants on 
style, grammar, format, and suitability of materials. Nei­
ther the faculty advisers nor the principals should prohibit 
the publication or distribution of material except when such 
publications or distribution would clearly endanger the 
health or safety of the students, or clearly and iminently 



threaten to disrupt the educational process, or ~ight be 
of libelous nature •••• 

The student press should be considered a learning 
device. Its pages should not be looked upon as an offi­
cial image of the school alwa3s required to present the 
polished appearance to the extra.mural world. Learning 
effectively proceeds through trial and error, and a poor 
article or a tasteless publication as from the tradi~ional 
pieces, groomed carefully for internal publication.l 

Carlos de Zafra, Jr., coordinator of general education for the 
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Charlotte Junior~Senior High School in Rochester, New York, agrees with 

the policy of the ACLU. He indicates that the most difficult problem 

in producing a school newspaper as an educational experience is in the 

selection of the editor to head the effort: 

The single most crucial decision a faculty adviser 
has to make-since a school paper should be published "by 
and for the students" of his school as an educational ex­
perience for the111--is the selection of his student editor­
in-chief .19 

From an ad.l!!inistrative position Lilburn E. Wesche, a faculty me•-

ber of Northwestern Nazarene College, reveals in a survey that a sig-

nificant percentage of principals surveyed recognized the newspaper as 

an extension of a class: 

In 75 per cent of the schools studied the journalism 
class was responsible for the publication of the news­
paper. Interestingly enough, this would indicate that the 
newspaper is recognized as a valuable laboratory experi­
ence for the journalis• class •••• 20 

Ben Brock, assistant principal of NeW11an High School of Sweet-

water, Texas, indicates that school administrators are becoMing in-

creasingly aware of the educational benefits of the scholastic press: 

Alert adainistrators are becoaing ~ore cognizant of 
the i•portance of the two Most coamon school publications-­
the newspaper and the yearbook--and are recognizing .the 
value of journalisM and acoo111panying publications in the 
curriculu.11. 



Although aarzy superintendents and principals have 
long recognized the worth o! journalis• and aoooapan;ring 
publication work, nllllerous ad.Jlinistrators still consider 
journalis11 a "frill" subject and think of the newspa~er 
and yearbook as "•ere gadgets or educational to;rs. 11 2 
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In another article froa the Bulletin of the National Association 

of Secondary School Principals, George Reqron, for11er president of the 

Journalism Advisers of Minnesota, sU1111arizes the impact of the high 

school newspaper as an educational device: 

Student aedia rank among the most effective of edu­
cational tools. For those who produce the•, the:, offer 
experiences unsurpassed in the school progra.11 in such 
things as developing social conscience, working effec­
tively in group situations, sharpening critical thinking 
and expression, relating to other hwaan beings, 11aking 
decisions which •aJ affect others as well as themselves, 
analyzing institutions and social pheno11ena, gathering 
infoniation and investigating conditions, and, perhaps 
more importantly, dealing with the problems and challenges 
of Mass communication over a sustained period of time.22 

We have seen that, as first conceived, the high school newspaper 

was like an::, other educational device but it has gone further than the 

initial design of stiaulating student interest in the four basic 0011.-

munication skills: listening, speaking, reading and writing. How well 

the student newspaper has fulfilled that purpose causes a review of at 

least three unanticipated purposes of the high school press. 

Professional Training 

The authors of Modern Journalism indioat~ that the 11an::, technical 

aspects of the operation of a student newspaper in •an;r wa:;rs give stu-

dents an insight into positions they •a:;r f~ll as professional journalist. 
I 

To most people, the fact that tlie student staff learns 
about the technical aspects of runniing a newspaper •SJ" seem 
relatively uni11portant,· especially at the grade school and 
high school level. Ne~paper people know, however, that the 
majority of those who will one da:;r write, edit, and publish 



the news in Araerica are at this •o•ent getting their first 
taste of this work at school. This staff work on the school 
newspaper provides a sort of proving ground on which ;young 2 
people discover and teat their various skills and interests. 3 

.. 
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In a sample, editorial policy for student publications issued from 

the offices of the Executive Secretary of the Arkansas High School 

Preas Association, we read: 

In the school com•unit;y, the student publication shall 
convey ipfonaation with accuracy and insight and in such a 
manner that truth shall remain predominant. 

Scholastic publications here shall serve as a training 
ground not only for students to progress into the fields of 
journalism, but also as a means to teach them to function 
in a democracy where they can see and understand the·impor-
tance of the press in a free sooiety.24 · 

Mitchell V. Charnley, professor at the University of Minnesota, 

challenges this viewpoint: 

That courses in •ass co•aunication have a vital place 
in the secondary school currictillllll ••• but that they are 
pretty sure to !all distressingly short of their useful 
potentials if they"serve only to see the school paper 
gets published • 

••• high school journalism [course producing the high 
school newspaper] should not be con~iciered career training. 
I think it is, rarely .. so conl!\lidered~: .. 5 

Reqron, in his article for the Bulletin, supports Charnley's 

contention: 

Student medi~ are not a sandbox exercise in what it's 
really like "out there" although 11an;y high school journal­
ism texts night have you believe that it is so. They serve 
a vital and immediate need for co•munic~tion and understand­
ing in a d;y::nuic, real-life situation.2 .. · 

Several authors disagree with Charnley and Reqron's position. 

They indicate that even if the avowed purpose of the newspaper is not 

professional in nature, certainly a significant by-product of the news-

paper wot1.ld be in professional training. Reichley, .who has been quoted 
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as pro~oting the use of the high school newspaper as a learning device, 

sa;rs: 

The main purpose of newspapers ••• is to inform. But 
there is a very tangible by-product in the scholastic 
~ress. From the student newspaper c·ome many of the pro­
fessional'· journalists of to11orrow. The yo-qng editor who 
has been challenged to handle an important subject in 
depth and within the scope of his capabilities and those 
of his staff, is that much farther ahead of the one whose 
pen suffocates in a vacuum.27 

An article in Saturday Review b;y Hillier Krieghbaum supports the 

growing contention that through the newspaper on a high school campus 

the staff act out real training roles for future jobs on the profes-

sional publications: 

In many ways, too, high school journalism is remark­
ably like the adult co•munications world. Some enthusiasts 
could--and a few do--claim that it is not just a microcosm 
but it is actually equal to or even better than the wa::, 
things are done by ~ge students' older conferee in coM­
mercial journalism. 

Although this seems to be a rather common opinion among educators, 

Dal ·Martin Herring goes a step further in his case for professional 

training through the high school press: 

High school is an excellent place for students to 
learn the basic precepts of the journalism art •••• 

And lastly, while the school paper maJ not culti­
vate an appreciation of the arts, it can p;-ovide valuable 
training in such vocational areas as photography, print­
ing, and advertising • 

••• schools also neglect the potential ••• which 
offers raultiple avenues for professional and vocational 
training • ... 

Certainly, the place to start training and educat­
ing the learned journalist of tomorrow is in the public· 
schools.29 

Even students express this similar opinion. A forum topic appear-

ing in the Senior Scholastic discussed the issue of training and 
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guidance of ~tudent writers before they become professionals indicating 

the high school newspaper is an avenue for experience: 

No one is born a full-fledged ,journali.st or .writer. 
Skills, ability, and judgment must be developed. Faculty 
advisers are there to help students become good journalists. 

Learning how to work·within the existing sistem could 
have great practical advantages in later life.3 

The authors of Modern Journalism further indicate areas in which 

student journalists BaJ' obtain training for professional fields: 

As regards production work, students learn about lay­
outs, proofreading, prin~ing, and reproduction processes; 

.. for example, letterpress, offset lithography, and duplicat­
ing processes like 11i11eographing. · While the ataf! members 
may not be required to know all the principles behind such 
operations, they raust understand the printing processes 
well enough to appreciate the possibilities or to.realize 
the limitations in any particuiar situation, especially 
where illustrations are involved. The staff also learns 
some of the business aspects' of newspaper work. 

If the commercial press is the poor man's university 
the school press is certainly the student's best teacher. 
Fro• it he learns what is currently happening in h:i:'s school 
and also what has happened there in the past. Furthermore, 
because the.student can check the accuracy of what he reads, 
he learns one important negative lesson, namely that seeing 
so1t1ething in print does not necessarily prove that it is 
true.31 

In general it would be safe to accept the view of Lester Benz in 

The Newspaper Adviser's Handbook: 

Student journalism provides the student with an oppor­
tunity to gain understanding of the role of the press in a 
democracy; the value of the press to the consUMer of news; 
the processes necessary in the production of a newspaper; 
and the interdependence of the various departments within 
the newspaper organization.32 

Looking at the newspaper from a more critical viewpoint a student 

writirltS in !!.2:?! .Q19; !llll !.21! ~,!!!~?sees the high school newspaper 

as an aid in practical experience ~uch like any other vocational 

training: 



The high school newspaper is like Power Mechanics I. 
It gives young people practical experience for use in 
their later lives •••• It is not and never will be a forum 
for ideas and a showcase for creations •••• There is no 
hara done by school newspapers, so to advocate their elim­
ination is destructive criticism. But the idea that these 
newspapers have no greater ~urpose [practical experience] 
is constructive criticisM.3 

20 

Many authors would have us believe that the rather logical exten-

sion of the learning device function is that of training for placement 

in the professional world. 

If it is correct that "writers are not born" then surely each 

additional assiglllflent for the high school newspaper is aiding in the 

development of professional ability. 

It seems accurate, as previously Mentioned, that students will 

gain experiences in working for the newspaper that will be marketable 

outside of the high school. In this light, the high school newspaper 

is rather like a practice field on which to scrimmage. 

Students working on the business side of the publication should be 

able to gain just as those who receive editorial or photographic assign-

•ents~ This business experience is often used by publication advisers 

as a reason for allowing advertising to appear in student publications. 

There is a point that should be Made concerning professional train-

ing as a function of the high school newspaper. Few educators or pro-

fessional journalist would agree that one-year of experience, or at 

,-r..best two-years, with a high school newspaper will qualify an ex-student 

staff member for work in the "real world".. Several of the author's 

students have indicated, however, they were hired for work on a commer-

cial publication because of their high school publication background. 
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Student Voice 

In many schools the paper's staff and the adviser may have worked 

out the functions of the paper themselves. In almost any statement of 

this kind, one definite function will be that of student voice. Al-

though it may be called other names, student voice is generally taken 

to mean a publication exposing student directed copy. It is very ade-

quately defined by Harold Spears: 

••• some expression of the idea that the paper should 
be effective in expressing and directing student opinions, 
and at times even co11J1aunity opinion. It may be a medium 
through which the students speak and it fflaJ" also be a 
medium through which the opinion of the student body is 
directed and crystallized.J4 

Because student newspapers do not always attain the level of 

speaking for the student public of the high school, many students have 

turned away from the authorized school publication in favor of a more 

liberal student effort. 

In directing and speaking for the student group, the newspaper 

must adequately reflect the school. It must be, according to Darner 

and Cordell, the setting down into words and pictures the actual spirit 

of the school year: 

The function of the school newspaper is to reflect 
the events at school at the time when these events are of 
concern to the school population. It provides reminders 
for the students of events to come and tells them how they 
can take part in them. It chronicles past events, telling 
what took place and who took part. It gives recognition 
for accomplishments and achievements. It leaves a regular 
record for anyone who would want to look back upon the 
history of the schoo1.35 

But in attaining this coverage, Frances Bixler believes that the 

publication can still miss the good newspaper list and be ineffective 

in the high school: 



A good newspaper is influential. It is the paper of 
the school, not just the paper in the school. It not only 
reflects student thinking, but also leads it. Today's 
high schoolers seek in-depth coverage of international, 
national, state, and school issues •••• These papers are 
alive! 

In discussing a good school newspaper our senior edi­
tor indicates what high schoolers yearn for: "It must 
provide stimulus for others to express themselves; it must 
be a free and open institution for all students to speak 
their minds, and a Manufacturer of interest in the problems 
which confront us today. 11 36 
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Diane Divosk;y, in an article !or Saturda.y Review, points to pres-

sures from teachers and parents on students. This pressure leads to 

student demands for more relevant action b;y the high school newspaper: 

Fed by the mass media urged by parents and teachers 
to inquire, the students are sensitive to the larger world-­
and their limited role in it--as no generation before. For 
the~, the student council that fulfills itself by planning 
dances, academic work that leads only to high College Board 
scores, and school newspapers that highlight class elections 
and football games are not only artificial but inappropriate.37 

In !!2!'.! .Ql£ filll !2£ ~ .!!! 1984? a student seems to verify Ms. 

Divosk;y's contention: 

As the day starts off, I read another informative 
issue of our school newspaper. Wow! It's almost as good 
as the last one. The issue in which Dr. Brauer appr()'ves 
the plan for a new addition to the school. Now for the 
groovy articles in the new edition, they really turn me 
on. It has an All-Star cast of articles, such as "Student 
Council List Representatives," which was a very true arti­
cle as told by the title. 

What could I expect frQm a school paper is probably 
the question in your mind?3~ 

Former adviser to the student newspaper at South Shore High School 

in Chicago, Illinois, Thomas F. Connelly, suggests that the paper be-

longs not only to the staff but to the student readers of the school: 

••• The newspaper must contain news of interest to 
all groups in the school com~unity •••• There must always 
be a balance a.lllllOng all phases of school life so that there 



23 

is a true picture of the entire school.?9 

An unpublished thesis by Tho•as Clyde Thompson reveals that one of 

the current trends in high schools today is the change in the interest 

of students. A school publication is often the topic of a heated 

discussion: 

No longer are they [students] concerned only with 
their classwork and a social life revolving around the 
Saturday night dance and other traditional school activi­
ties. The interests of today's high school student covers 
the entire social scene •••• 

One of the obvious forms of communication within the 
high school is the school publication •••• But, in m~n;y cases, 
they too have been slow to change their style and content 
to keep up with ~he interests of their readers. 

The future of school publications as an;ything but a 
bulletin board rests largely on their ability and willing­
ness to be flexible enough to keep the support of the stu­
dent body. Many of the school publications have changed 
from the traditional activity and totally ~8hool oriented 
content to new ideas in content and style. 

There is need for caution in trying to duplicate coverage of the 

many topics of interest of the high school readers. William L. Rivers 

suggests that most high school publications that attempt to cover this 

wide variety of subjects often fail miserably: 

Small student newspapers that attempt to duplicate pro­
fessional dailies by providing news of the city, the state, 
the nation, and the world inevitably fail to cover an;ything 
very well. But a student newspaper editor who overlooks the 
student angles of news that develops elsewhere is ignoring 
an important responsibility. The campus does not exist in 
isolation. Congressional action on federal aid to higher edu­
cation is only the ~ost obvious national issue that is di­
rectly linked to the campus. Polls of students' prefer-
ences in gubernatorial and Presidential.elections are widely 
read in student newspapers that have recognized the natural 
interest in them.41 

Administrators have noticed the need for the student voice to be 

heard and have passed resolutions in support of the concept. A typical 
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statement of rights and responsibilities for the student newspaper was 

formulated by the Board of Education for the New York City Schools in 

1970: 

3. Official school publications shall reflect the 
policy and judgment of the student editors. This entails 
the obligation to be governed by the standards of repon­
sible journalism, such as avoidance of libel, obscenity 
and defamation. Student publications shall provide as 
much opportunity as possible for the sincere expression 
of all shades of student opinion. 

4 ••••• it is clearly the intention of the Board of 
Education to promote the dissemination of diverse view­
points and to foster discussion of all political and 
social issues.42 

Another such policy was approved in Davenport, Iowa: 

••• The student journalists must recognize their re­
sponsibility to provide a foI'Wll for all diverse opinions, 
to serve the interests and needs of the reading public, 
and to provide news and commentary that is accurate, 
fair, objective and honest.43 

Not only are administrative units of the school systems becoming 

a.ware of the student voice concept. Federal court decisions have up-

held the student newspaper's right to carry such material: 

This means that student journalists have a legal right 
to discuss matters in their newspapers, both school spon­
sored and underground papers, that were previously forbidden 
to them. They can report responsible criticis~ of school 
officials; run stories involving the draft, the Vietnam war, 
and drugs; report problems students are having in school and 
in the community; in general, they are free to responsibly 
report anything that interests and concerns their reaaers.44 

To achieve this goal or function of being the student voice, it is 

obvious that there must be some change in the high school press. Dr. 

Laurence R. Campbell urges the develop11ent of the "truth shop": 

The truth shop concept presupposes presenting a 
truthful, comprehensive, and intelligent account of school 
events in a context and with a frequency that gives them 
~eaning. Thus a representative picture of the school com­
munity may be projected. 



To achieve this goal, obviously the staff should have 
full access to current and relevant information about the 
school. It should also be able to publish any news about 
the school, its students, its faculty, and its other per­
sonnel that may be presented in local news media.45 
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Until this concept is established firmly there will be a need for 

the underground high school newspaper. Clarence Hughes comes to this 

conclusion after talking with underground editors: 

••• the paper should be an outlet for student crea­
tivity in the form of short stories and poetry. 

Those who write the papers imply that in a majority 
of the cases the papers are started because of dissatisfac­
tion with the school's regular paper. Students state that 
the regular paper, "offered no opportunity for commentary 
on various issues and did not devote enough space to the 
arts." Another student stated, "We wanted a 111agazine for 
our own thoughts independent of the lifeless school spon­
sored activities." Some students reported that they hoped 
their papers would lead to iMprovement of the regular 
paper and the school itself. The writers' comments almost 
overwhelmingly support the idea that the papers are in­
itially stated so that the students may have a6forum and a 
means to voice cofflplaints against the school.4 

An article taken from the NASSP Bulletin suggests that the high 

school publication should not face undue hazards of restriction: 

••• Robert L. Ackerly, chief counsel for the NASSP 
wrote, "School sponsored publications should be free from 
policy restrictions outside of the normal rules for re­
sponsible journalism. These publications should be as 
free as other newspapers i~ the community to report the 
news and to editoralize. 114 

Administrators and journalisM educators are becoMing increasingly 

aware of student publications failure in reaching their audience and 
I 

holding their attention. Many of the educators report that the problem 

steffls froM the student newspaper being assembled with outdated concepts 

of student interest. 

Too often the student newspaper expresses the adult viewpoint of' 

what students are expected to be interested in knowing. For that 
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reason, there is little wonder that high school newspapers often sit 

for da_ys in distribution racks. 

If the student newspaper has the freedoa to cover all areas of 

news (school, local, state, national) pertinent to the school and with­

in bounds of good taste by direct reporting, or editorial colllllAent it 

has come the first full step towards being the student voice it should 

be. 

Being informative does not require the publication carry extensive 

national or state issues. But it should be able to present an;r infor­

mation to its audience that the audience will request and read. 

In a nation which allows 18-year olds the right to vote,- there is 

little excuse for the trivia that man;r student newspapers coMpile. The 

student audience needs to be fully infor11ed of the operation and poli­

cies of the school system. And in informing the student reader, the 

high school newspaper should have the freedom to aim constructive criti­

cism at student organizations, procedures and policies as well as aan;y 

administrative actions that will affect students. 

The coAument "l read another informative school paper toda_y" needs 

to be correct--not a joke as it too often has become. 

Public Relations 

In striking this pose of the high school newspaper· as a medium for 

student voice or student expression, we find that several authors sug­

gest yet another function--public relations. The problem often becomes 

one of how is it possible to let the students have the ability to speak 

out on any issue and still maintain proper educational support from the 

older citizens of the community. 



Reichley sui,imarizes the problem: 

" ••• by the apprehension that they ( the student writ­
ers) will flutter the nerves and agitate the scruples of 
adult readers •••• Freedom of speech and expression must 
sometimes be modified, to be sure, in the interests of the 
reputation of the school, for the cultivation of sound 
taste cannot be achieved in the absence of an awaregess 
that it has limits and involves responsibilities. 114 

It is clear from the available literature that the high school 

press can do much to act as a public relations tool for the alert 

administrator: 

Good student publications help the ad.ministration in 
educating the community as to the work of the school and 
in molding public opinion. The school newspaper seeffls to 
be recognized best as an excellent public information 
medium, and a school administrator who is interested in 
making his work easier will use the student publications 
as an effective device.49 
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George Reqron recognizes the value of this same tool and urges 

that it be used in assWi!ling Much of the public relations function of 

the school: 

The need for persons within the school community to 
be well informed and to share ideas and opinions is enor­
mous and must be served. The student media can and should 
be assuming much of the responsibility.50 

In the Illinois Educator, Mary L. Musselman suggests that from her 

viewpoint the ad.Jlilinistrators of Illinois have. the potential for instant 

public relations: 

Instant coffee? Instant tea? Well, for sofflething 
new, how about a little instant public relations? 

•••• Every high school in the state of Illinois has 
the potential; the high school newspaper • 

••• printing costs ••• have risen each year, and they 
could soon reach the point of destroying arr:, student 
paper which Must be a dual use of the high-school news­
paper--a vehicle to inform parents of act~vities at 
school and as entertainment ·for students. 



Most communities are interested in their young people. 
Unfortunately, publicity generally focuses on the wrong 
kind of teen-a.gers--the on~ who is in scrapes, the one who 
is loud and rude. Al though parents ma.;y· feel tha.t their 
offsprings are all right, too many m~ have vague suspicions 
that the school harbors roting hoodlums who might'harm or in-
fluence their children.5 ' 
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An article in the Catholic Educational Review, authored by Sister 

Mary Hortense Herbert, emphasizes the contention that high school news-

papers may do much to quiet parental fears: 

Administrators are becoming aware of the public re­
lations value of the school newspaper that makes use of 
the new journalisa. Such a news organ puts top emphasis 
on news that qualifies the school and its place in the 
community; that so stresses news interpretation that stu­
dents and classwork,· teachers and parents, problems and 
policies are foc~sed in the public eye. 

Truth establishes confidence ·in the school; maintains 
school spirit; rallies support for the educational progra.1'11; 
and u.nites parents, teachers, and comm.unity in meeting ·the 
educational problems and needs of the students. It cor­
rects misunderstandings, and maintains public interest and 
respect.52 · 

Although administrators MEIJ'" not view the high school newspaper as 

the only public relations vehicle available, they certainly do consider 

it a logical choice in promoting the interests of the school. A typical 

example of this attitude is taken from the Oklahoma School~ 

Handbook: 

School-co•munity relations fflaJ'" be described as .an:/ 
and all efforts intended to win.and keep friends and sup­
porters of the public schools. 

To accomplish this, there are nUR1erous media. All 
are important, and each fflaJ'" be used effectively in its 
place. Listed below are a few that recommend themselves 
for the convenient use of~ school board: 

SCHOOL PUBLICATIONS. School newspapers have their 
own vital audience. This audience is at the doorstep of 
the school board. It is tailored to measure. Even 
though the school publication is only a mimeographed bul­
letin, it can be valuable to the board without an:, thought 
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of doMination on the part of the board.53 

As the Handbook suggests, it really does not matter what t;r.pe of 

publication the high school .is publishing. J. K. Hvistendahl, in a 

pa1111phlet on the duplicated press, agrees: 

Aside frolll the •ethod of printing, the differences 
between duplicated papers a:(l.d printed papers is slight. 
The functions of inforainl, entertaining, and serving as 
a public relations instrUJ111ent for the school are the 
same ••• 54 

All school newspapers exist basically to inform all those people 

interested in the happenings of the school. The public relations func-

tion need not be a consciousl;r carried out project: 

Suffice it to point out at this tiffle that if properly 
run, the student press, without the least hint of subser­
viency, can be the right hand of the administration; and 
it is in such a gapacity that its "proper functions" are 
described here.5 · 

The authors of Modern Journalism suggest that although ad~inistra-

tors claim to pay most attention to the operational and educational 

functions of the school paper, in reality it is with the public rela-

tions potential that ~ost school officials are primarily concerned~ 

This point was stressed in a surve;r of some 400 high 
school principals in Missouri in a 1958-59 by Glen Kleine, 
a graduate student at the University of Missouri School of 
JournalisM. In statelllllents by the principals relating to 
the usefulness of the school newspaper, Kleine reported in 
his master's thesis that 24.3 per cent of those repl~ing 
checked the publicity value of school publications. Fol­
lowing1 in order of rank, were these factors: 56general 
education ••• specific education, curriculum ••• 

Donnelly Le Roy Harris in an unpublished ~aster's thesis of 1970 

discovered much the same attitude when he surveyed administrators, ad-

visers and student editors in Idaho high schools: 

••• 18 per cent said the school press was a public re­
lations instrWt1ent ••• 11 to give students a public relations 
and publicity instrUJ!llent. 11 57 
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Harold Van Winkle, associate professor in the School of Journalism 

at Kent State University, suggests that scholastic newspapers review 

their purpose in light of co11111lents of professional journalists. He 

quotes Jenkin Lloyd Jones, editor of the Tulsa Tribune. 

Jones had suggested that because of a "growing thirst" for solid 

information, the newspapers should begin to supply more information or 

face difficulties in circulation and readership. This can be directly 

applied to the high school newspaper that does not supply inforMation 

to part of its audience--the parents and business community.58 

It would seem that continued financial support for the student 

newspaper is dependent on presenting a "good image" of what the school 

is accomplishing. 

The importance for good school public relations is discussed by 

Don L. Hich!l!lan: 

Only a correctly informed public will support the 
schools. The taxpayer is becoMing More and More con­
scious of how his tax dollar is spent. He will be more 
sympathetic toward directing tax oooney into public schools 
if he is kept inforMed about what is going on inside the 
classroollil. 

Because the school paper is a rather complete and 
infor~al picture of school life, it also 9akes a valu­
able message to the parents who read it.5 

In those areas where the school newspaper is not now being used 

for a public relations potential, it is being carefully scrutinized for 

such use. Maurice R. Cullen, Jr., in High School Journal urges adll!ini-

strators with public relations problems not to overlook a possible link 

to the local citizens: 

But what is overlooked by most adl'llinistrators is a 
readily available instrU!ftent which could be forced into 
a major mediUJR of coMmunication between our schools and 
our comMunities--the school newspaper. 



The aain difficulty Jn a school syste11 1 s dependence 
upon the co,1111,ercial pres!:!:, for the disse11i:q.ation of infor­
mation to the public is that space.for sch~ol news is nec­
essarily li11i ted. It Must co11pete ·with international, na­
tional, regional, and local news, with advertising, comics, 
and publicity material from other sources. 

Keeping these considerations in mind, therefore, the 
potential role o~ the sch~ol newspaper as 1:1n instI'11Rlent60 
of school-cowaunity relations 1becoaes readily apparent. 
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In providing this good i11.age and strengthening- school-co11.aunity 

relations there is a danger that the school newspaper •BJ beco11.e little 

more than a news release for the ad.Jlllinistration. The Newspaper Guide-

~ by the National Scholastic Press Association cautions those who 

would use the high school newspaper as a public relations gi11.11ick: 

And while the public image of the school properly is 
a continuing concern of school publications, it must never 
take over what the staff feels is best for the school •. 
School papers which are "cheerleaders in print" maJ make 
the jobs of ad.Jlllinistrators and teachers easier, but they 
do not contribute to honest co11J111unication between school 
and comaunity •••• It can lead students to expect and tol­
erate selection of newspaper content according to what thg 
co11111unity wants to hear, rather than what it should hear. 1 

Mary L. Mussel1111an has ter11.ed the student newspaper directed ex-

tensively toward the public relations function as l~ttle more than a 

· propaganda sheet designed to give a basically untrue picture of the 

school. If the st~dent newspaper aust be used for this function, she 

urges that caution be paraaaount in its application: 

It should be e11.phasized that a publication should 
never become a 11ere propaganda sheet to give a smug, un­
true picture of school life. If the tone of the paper 
is insincere, neither student nor adult will be satisfied. 
If the news is stereotyped, the issues lose the color 
which indicates authenticity. Your school paper should 
strive to give a coaplete, honest, ~d interesting pic­
ture of what is going on in schoo1. 02 

It would be an unusual school systea which did not realize the vast 

potential of the high school newspaper as a public-relations ll!ledium. 
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Ad.Ri.inistrators are cognizant of its potential for reaching large com-

munity audiences. Many authorities would assure us that each student 

newspaper is read by at least three persons outside of the high school. 

Civic clubs and professional organizations are often provided com-

plementary copies of each issue as a means of informing influential 

citizens of the coM~unity. Stories that might reflect unfavorably are 

often stifled in favor of more bland issues. 

Although the staff should be made aware of the potential damaging 

nature of some stories subMitted for the high school newspaper, they 

should not be asked to gloss-over i~portant campus news for fear of 

damaging school support. This should be a point of emphasis for each 

newspaper adviser. 

But, whether you consider the high school newspaper as a public 

relations mediUll!l or not may perhaps depend on your place in the high 

school social syste~. 

Audiences 

Are high school publications a necessity or in fact a luxury in 

the high school educational area? Although school publications have 

been in vogue for at least 50-years, certain hidden values have been 

examined in light of the many services that the high school newspaper 

may have to offer: 

The values of most school publications can best be 
su.~arized by listing a few of their predominant services. 
Primarily, the school newspaper should act as an educator, 
not only by presenting adequate news coverage, but also by 
en,phasizing the work of the various departments in the 
school. 

Second, it can be classed as a pro»oter, especially 
of good co111U1J1unity spirit. It should stimulate pride in 



all activities and actually create ooope.ration through the 
.simple propaganda "band-wagon" device •••• 

Third, evaluation and interpretation of the school 
program and policies should never be underestimated. 

Last, but certainly not least, the ~ublications should 
serve as media for reader entertainment. 3 
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The point that should not be overlooked is that people come to the 

high school newspaper expecting different role performance. Jack Lyle 

suggests this idea in his~ News 1E: Megalopolis: 

The point of these findings is that how a person uses 
the mass media, including the news media, is not exclusive~ 
ly a "rational" matter, but'reflects social and psychologi­
cal needs as well. The aut~ors do not suggest that-these 
groupings of "fantasy-oriented" and "reality oriented" 
users are anything more than rather crude typologies. But 
the groupings are useful in helping to understand differences 
in the media, usage of individuals and to determine varia­
tions in the ways a particular individual uses !he media at· 
different times and under different conditions. 4 

Robert Holder further points out that each group in the high school 

travels in specific orbits that are not always compatible. He indicates 

that the principal, faculty and students are all on different routes and 

that these routes move only in "crisscross swings"throughout the 

school. 65 

;Holderte,separation is not essentially different from that of Reqron 

who delineates the divisions into administrators,· advisers and students: 

We start with a manifestation of understanding and 
trust, which means we start together--administrators, ad­
visers, students. The administrators seek to understand 
the kinds of support the publications need to function 
effectively. The adviser and the publication staff mem­
bers seek to understand the role in which the administra­
tor sees himself. 

Trust among admin.istrators, studentg, and teachers is 
essential if they are to work together.6 

This trust does not always exist and the various levels of the 
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high school social system debate the need for and operation of the high 

school newspaper: 

When high school principals gather, few problems areas 
are mentioned more often than student publications. 

In extreme cases, principals may actually dread the 
appearance of student publications because of the embarras­
sing problems that may arise from them. Yet these same 
publications are potentially strong factors for good as 
well as evil in the life of a school, depending upon how 
they are treated.67 

Administrators do have the right to establish the type of student 

publication that the high school will have. According to a Quill arti-

cle by Samuel Feldman: 

·The right of a school district administration to de­
fine the type of newspaper they will allow is beyond ques­
tion. The adviser's handbook published by the National 
Scholastic Press Association sets forth four entirely dif­
ferent types of high school· newspapers by the functions 
they are created to perform. There is little uniformity 
of purpose between districts. Indeed, there is little 
uniformity within districts. Very few administrators are 
really sure what ·t.he paper is supposed to do; and thus 68 
students are vulnerable to arbitrary emotional reaction. 

In a recently made presentation to the Missouri Scholastic Press 

Association, Clarence Hach described the scholastic press as being in 

the middle of the age of dissent: 

••• For too long many of our school papers have been 
controlled by autocratic school administrators, insecure 
men and women more interested in displaying to the public 
an image of "all's right with the schools and the world" 
than they have been. of training you young people in citi­
zenship or developing your good minds for leadership 
roles in adult society. 

Because there are school administrators like this one, 
students in a good many high schools, as you know, have 
started underground newspapers. But let's not blame all g9 
the woes of the school press on school administrators •••• 

From the student staff's point of view the high school newspaper 

is often hindered in its attempt to present relevant information. 



Often·the problem lies with an apathetic student body: 

Students often complain that too many of their class­
mates are apathetic about many of the things that ought to 
concern them--particularly the academic, political, arid 
social issues crucial to their school or college, in par­
'ticular, and to young people in general. 

The proper answer to these complaints is usually that 
the student newspaper is not doing its job as .well as it 
should •••• If the papers appear bland and deficient in ex­
citing, hard-hitting, and even controversial news, either 
the imagination or the courage of the newspaper's staff is 
at fault.70 
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In those schools where student staffs do push for leadership as 

the student voice as.Hach suggests, they often face difficulties when 

confronted by the administration which believes t4at the high school 

newspaper must present a "good" image of the school: 

••• Before then I could alWaJ'S see things were wrong, 
but just took for granted that what the administration 
SaJ'S goes. I never realized that I could, or anyone else, 
could have a voice in what goes on and try and better it ••• 

Well--! came back home (from a summer workshop), 
called up the adviser and told her all the great ideas 
about creative writing, freedom,of the school press, and 
printing what the kids want to read. All went fine. I 
had a staff of 10 kids who were really behind me. Espe­
cially my assistant editor. We really worked on a great 
paper. We got great ads, wrote them all up pertaining to 
the kids. Worked on layout. Tried to really make it look 
good, horizontal, kicker headlines and all. And we dug up, 
good stories. Got new news. Dug up problems and presented 
them positively. In the meantime I was talking to the ad­
viser about how great it'll be to print ·interesting things, 
try and solve problems. 

Well the adviser, kind of old, got all scared and 
figured out that we were just going to print a big scandal 
sheet •••• Then she sent me down to the office. The whole 
time I wasn't scared •••• so, I went down to the office and 
was there for two hours. The principal was telling me how 
"0h 1 you failed us" and all that • 

••• so, we really thought it over and figured she's 
just an old lady and won't change, and the administration 
completely backed her so we just couldn't do anything •••• 
so. I and half my staff quit the paper.71 
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In the Thompson thesis, the author asked administrators, advisers, 

and publication editors to respond to the notion that "The school news-

paper should serve as a learning experience or laboratory exercise for 

journalism students" and got mixed reactions from these three groups: 

Adm. Adv. Eds. 
Strongly Agree 28 41 25 

Agree 13 13: 24 
Disagree 0 0 1 

Strongly Disagree 0 0 072 

From this cursory observation it would appear that, in discussing 

the newspaper as an educational activity, a learning experience, the 
,, . 

view is held much more prevalently by the adviser group and more so by 

both student editors and advisers than by school administrators. 

Similar results were obtained on the notion that "The school pub-

lication should serve primarily the interests of the students." Thomp-

son reported: 

Adm. Adv. Eds. 
Strongly Agree 14 23 21 

Agree 24 26 24 
Disagree 3 2 5 
Strongly Disagree l 0 073 

These figures seem to indicate that editors and advisers have a 

closer contact with the student population are thus more apt to support 

the student voice viewpoint. However, it is necessary to point out that 

probability estimates were not made on these data and differences may 

not be as great as first imagined by cursory examination. 

Holder suggests in his! Complete Guide..!£ Successful School Pub­

lications that in fact the publication needs to be a reflection of the 

student and his viewpoint, rather than that of the adviser, faculty 



member, administrator or publication staff: 

To please your student body the contents of your 
school paper should reflect the students more than the ad­
ministration, it should talk more about student affairs 
than about administrative directives, it should mirror the 
young mentality rather than picture the attitude of the 
"we-know-it-all-answers" older people in society.74 

It is because of the current reevaluation that faces the high 
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school newspaper that a study should be conducted which will allow fac-

ulty, students, and publication staff members to examine the role of 

their school newspaper and act as a potential guide to student news-

papers in other states. 

Dr. Campbell, in the introduction to the 1972 Quill and Scroll 

Study, asks: 

What is the role of the student publications in high 
schools? The question has been answered many times in the 
past six decades in articles and theses, textbooks and 
critical service scorebooks. Even so as we near the 1980 1 s 
there appear to be some principals and some advisers who 
are undecided and hesitate to commit themselves.75 

It is through the measuring of functions from statements of func-

tions by various audiences within the high school social system that 

valid predictions can be made to other high school social systems--

what this study proposes to do. 

The completed review of available literature served as a guide in 

the selection of functional statements which were a part of the survey 

questionnaire submitted to selected high schools in Arkansas and 

Oklahoma. 

From the literature the author was made aware of the vast number 

of conf1icting viewpoints concerning the high school press functions. 

There are clear indications that a single purpose does not exist at 

present and that those schools that restrict the high school newspaper 



to a formalized model are not fully cognizant of the potential of the 

student publication •. 

Chapter III details the methods used in conducting the research of 

functions of the high school press. 
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CHAPTER III 

DESIGN, MErHODOLOGY AND ANALYSIS 

Design 

In an attempt to arrive at More detailed inforMation than is avail-

able through separate studies of variables related to the high school 

press, a factorial design was used in this study. 

Factorial design is the structure of research where 
two or more independent variables are juxtaposed in order 
to study their independent and interactive effects on a 
dependent variable.l 

From a review of Chapter I, the introductory chapter, statements 

of the functions of the high school press, levels within the high school 

social system, school population, and state location comprise the inde-

pendent variables of this research problem. The dependent variable was 

said to be the mean agreement with statements by the various levels of 

the social system within the high school. 

Kerlinger says the first step in any analysis must be categoriza-

tion. Categorization actually allows assigning of variables to proper 

groups or partitions to facilitate ·analysis. Using Kerlinger's five 

steps, justification for these categories of the independent variables 

2 was upheld. 

Categories are set up according to the research problem and pur­

pose.3 Through a review of the literature the categories for "levels 

within the high school social system" and "functions of the high school 

43 
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press" were derived. The research design incorporated these partitions 

or categories as well as school size and state locality as the basis 

for the problem testing. 

State of School Location--A 

Al Arkansas (Ark.) 

A2 OklahoMa (Ok.) 

Functions of the High School Press--B 

Bl Public Relations (~R) 

B2 Student Voice (SV) 

B3 Professional Training (PT) 

B4 Learning Device (LD) 

Size of Schools--C 

cl Small (s) 

c2 Medium (M) 

C3 Large (L) 

Levels of the High School Social Syste•--D 

Dl Faculty (Fae.) 

a. Superintendent (Supt.) 

b. Principal (Prin.) 

c. Faculty Instructor (F •I.) 

d. Publication Adviser (Adv.) 

D2 Student Body (Stu.) 

D3 Publication Staff (Staff) 
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These categories were established fro• the following operational 

definitions: 

Operational definitions for the independent variables are provided 

to give the reader a more complete frame of reference for review of the 

literature. 

Faculty. Arr:! of several persons ~ving duties as instructor or as 

supervisor of teacher activities: 

, A.· superintendent. The, director 6f1 total school s;rstem ac~ 

· ti vi ties, in. _management or curriculum. 

B. Principal. The adMinistrative official who holds campus­

wide responsibility for a school's Management and curriculum. 

C. Faculty Instructor. A person e~ployed by a school system 

to instruct courses established for the curriculWR (i.e. English, 

band, business) but not to include publication advisers. 

D. Publication Adviser. Any persons who is employed by a 

school system to teach a journalisM course in a high school or 

who is responsible for the production of the high school newspaper. 

Student. Any person enrolled in a high school who is following a 

course of stud;y toward a high school diplo~a, but not taking or having 

taken any course. in journalis111 or has been a member of a publication's 

staff. 

Publication Staff. An;f person who has been listed as a staff mem­

ber of the high school newspaper, eith~r this semester or in previous 

semesters, or who is enrolled in a course in journalism with the pro­

duction of the high school newspaper as part of that course activity. 

Public Relations. A high school newspaper is used for public re­

lations when the newspaper is used as a device to bolster the image of 
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the school (i.e. presenting a positive pi~ture of high school policies 

. and activities regardl~ss of accuracy of the image). 

Student Voice. A high school newspaper that conveys a record of 

the school year through editorial and news decisions based on student 

opinion (Le. should be designed to express issues of student interest). 

Professional Training. A high school newspaper that_ operates ac­

cording to the standards and goals of the ''normal" press (i.e. the high 

school newspaper should prepare students to enter a professional/voca-

tional aspect of journalis•). 

Learning Device. A high school newspaper on which students can 

gain experience in editing, reporting, and all phases of newspaper 

journalism as part of the curriculUJ111 (i.e. the high school newspaper 

is an aid working in conjunction with other activities in the journal~-· 

is11 classroom). 

Small School. Those schools having a total student population of 
. ' 

499 or less in their senior, junior and sophomore classes. 

Mediuna Schools. Schools with a total student population of' .. 500 

but not more than 999 students in their co•bined senior, junior and 

sophoaore classes. 

Large Schools. All schools surveyed that have a total school pop-

ulation with at least 1,000 students in their total senior, junior and 

Arkansas Schools. Schools whose publications were listed as being 

members of the Arkansas High School Press Association by the organiza-

tion·'s executive secretary. 

Oklahoma Schools. Those schools whose publications were listed as 

members of the Oklahoma Interscholastic Press Association by the 
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organization's executive secretary. 

Following Kerlinger' s specifications, these categories are exhaus­

tive. All objects from the universe sampled must be capable of being 

assigned to the cells of the analytic paradigm.4 

One area of difficulty is with the third rule for categorization: 

the categories are mutually exclusive and independent.5 The operational 

definitions determine the exclusiveness and independence of the inde­

pendent variable levels. If definitions are clear and unambiguous, it 

is likely that there will be no confusion. Definitions for this study 

are very close to those established in previous research projects and 

those detailed by journalism educators. 

Rule four, each category for the independent variable levels was 

derived from one classification principle. 6 Thus each of the functions 

and the levels of the social system, as well as the school size and lo­

cation, must be derived from only that particular independent variable. 

For example, categorizing on the basis of sex, along with student 

classif-ication, would not actually help the research problem as pre­

sented. The six partitions relevant to answering the problem were set 

up from the "levels of the high school social system" category. This 

also is true of the "functions", "school size" and "state location" 

categories. 

The last rule in categorizing independent variables indicates that 

any categorization scheme must be on one level of discourse. 7 This 

universe of discourse is the set of dependent variable measures obtained 

through the problem. In this research, the levels, functions, school 

size, and state location are the independent variables, while the mean 

agreement by the levels of the social system on statements of functions 



of the high school press is the dependent variable. 

Kerlinger has suggested that independent variables and their sub-

sequent categories are actually used to structure the dependent vari-

able measures. The universe of discourse is the set of dependent vari-

able measures. The independent variables can be conceived as parti-

tioning principles that are used to break down or partition the depen-

dent variable measures. If in the analysis, we switch to another de-

pendent variable, we are not actually consistent with the original 

level of discourse as it was conceived. 

To set up the factorial design, a crossbreak, a numerical tabular 
f 

presentation of data in which variables are juxtaposed in order to 

study the relation between the•, was used. 

The result, a four-dimensional crossbreak. The nUMber of dimen-

sions of a table is deter111ined by the number of variables. It Makes 

no difference how •an;r categories an;y single variable has; the dimen-

sions of a table are always fixed by the number of varic!,b1es. In this 

particular case it will be noted that there are four independent vari-

ables set against each other: states, functions, school size and 

public. Figure 1 1 page 50, indicates the form of the crossbreak. 

NU1111erical data for the study was found in the dependent variable 

measure of mean agreement of statements measuring functions of the 

high school press. 

Survey and Testing Procedures 

This study was designed as a quasi-field experi~ent aiMed at the 

exploratory levels of hypothesis testing. Because no comprehensive 

stud;y of the high school newspaper's function could be found that 
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evaluated all four ~ajar functions by !1J. major points of view of those 

who comprise the high school social system, this study attempts to dis-

cover relationships of opinions of the functions of the high school 

press. 

Measure~ent of Dependent Variable 

A 25-statement scale using a seven-point summated rating was used 

to Measure agreeMent with state•ents of high school press functions. 

The summated rating scale allows respondents to express intensity 

of attitudes. Responses tend to be independent in nature. The respon-

dent can respond to each item freely with a range of more than two 

possible response choices. 

It is important to note that each item has an equal "attitude 

value". This means that one item is the same as any other attitudinal 

dimension. There is no hierarch;r involved. 

For example, take the statement: 

The student newspaper should carry reports of fed­
eral goverruraent action on national student events. 

Respondents were asked to place an "X" in the space which most 

strongly represented their attitude toward the issue. 

By placing the "X" in the third blank the subject simply agreed 

with the stateMent--not strongly, but yet, he was not neutral about the 

statement. If the subject had agreed very strongly, he would have 

placed an "X" in the first blank. If he disagreed very strongly, he 

would have 111arked an "X" in the last blank. 

Any 11X11 placed between Strongly Agree and Strongly Disagree ex-

tremes indicates a level of the subject's agreement or disagreement 
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with the statement. 

A completed scale showing the various levels of agreement or dis-

agreement is provided below. 

Very Very 
Strongly Strongly Strongly Strongly 
Agree Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Disagree Disagree 

(7) (6) (5) (4) (3) (2) (1) 

Figure 2. Sllfflmated Rating Scale of Questionnaire 
Showing NUDlerical Values of Levels 

of Agreement or Disagreement 

Each stateMent was accoMpanied by the above scale and was rated by 

each respondent. PlaceMent of the subject's "X", then, designated a 

numerical value which indicated each subject's level of agreement with 

that statement of function. The dependent variable, '.fflean agreement on 

statements of function, was the average nW11erical value of agreement 

for each state~ent of function. 

Each of the four functions was represented by seven statements in 

the questionnaire with the exception of the learning device activity 

function, which was represented by four statements. (see Appendix) 

Statements of Functions 

Statements measuring functions of the high school press comprised 

statements gathered fro1111the review of the literature plus personal in-

terviews with publication advisers, and former student staff members. 

After duplicate stateMents were removed, these stateMents were subMitted 
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to the executive directors of the several state high school press as-

sociations and to the.advisers to the "Pace•aker" award newspaper win-

ners since 1970. 

A total of 42 persons, 27 advisers to state high school press as-

sociations and 15 advisers to high school 11Pace11aker" newspapers, aided 

in classifying 70 original stateaents by functions. They were given 

operational definitions of functions and were asked to place each of 

the stateMents into a category of function best epitomized by the 

state•ent. 

No schools in Arkansas and Oklaholllla having "Pacermaker" citation 

winners were included in the judging of the final 25-statement scale. 

This was to prevent any possibility of bias by a judge who might act as 

a respondent later. 

Final ite•s were fashioned from the 70 categorized statements. Al-

though several state11.ents received unanimous agreel'l!lent on function, the 

state•ents with the highest aajority of agreement votes were used for 

the survey. It should be noted that the judges had little agree•ent as 

' to the learning device function. For that reason it has fewer actual 
-· 

statements on the final scale. 

Scale items were arranged so that iteffls lllleasuring different func-

tions fell in fairly rando• order.· This was to help discourage any 

tendency toward response bias. 

Sa111pling 

Because a survey of the total nu.1111ber of persons comprising the 

groups or levels of social system meMbership in high schools would have 

been prohibitive for a total population as large as that of Arkansas 
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and Oklahoma, random samples were drawn. 

A random sample of 10 schools that held state high school press 

association ffle•berships in Arkansas and Oklahoma was drawn via a random 

number table. A total of twenty six schools was chosen to provide re­

serve units. 

In each school a stratified random saMple was drawn of the school's 

population. Populations are stratified when it is felt that persons 

within each stratua think •ore alike than do people across different 

strata. In other words, the researcher suspected there would be large 

differences a•ong, say, facult;r and students' agreement on functions of 

the high school press. 

In so~e stratified samples, the nWllber of persons pulled fro~ each 

stratu. is in proportion to the nUMber in the population. Proportion, 

however, is not as important as Might be suspected. This was the re­

searcher's conclusion for establishing the study population. 

The population was divided into three general groups: faculty, 

students and publication staff. From these three groups, the superin­

tendent and principal were chosen to represent the administrative level 

as defined operationally. Ten faculty members from various curricula 

were chosen randomly from each of the school's populations, with the 

exception of the adviser to the campus newspaper who was automatically 

included in the study. 

Fro~ each school's student population, 10 general student body 

meMbers and 10 publication staff members were chosen by random selec­

tion for testing. On three occasions the researcher was not permitted 

to use rando• selection but atteMpted to select groups that would ap­

proxi•ate the results of random selection (i.e. even distribution of 
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grade levels represented in the school). 

In most cases, the 10 publication staff me•bers were chosen through 

rando• selection of the publication's staff e~cept where the total pop-
'· 

ulation of the high school's publication staff was used. This actually 

occurred on four occasions, in each instance the staff was from very 

s1ttall schools. 

These 10 publication staff meMbers and 10 general students were 

brought together in one testing group for the researcher to give in-

strwRent directions and administer the scale. 

This was .not the case for the ten teachers or for the principal 

and superintendent of the schools. In each of the cooperating schools, 

the scale arrived the da.J" before it was to be administered with the stu-

dents and publication staff. T.his allowed the faculty at least one dc!J' 

to complete their scale and, thus, not interfere with their regular 

teaching schedules. 

Superintendents were •ailed their individual copies of the survey 

form. and asked to return it by aail within a three-da;r time limit. In 

all but four instances, superintendents were able to comply. 

The researcher was aware that faculty could not be pulled together 

before the study began. Schools would have almost unanimously refused 

to allow the survey had the teachers been asked to meet at one central 

location at a specified ti•e. 

Analysis 

Analysis is the breaking down of studJ'" data into constituent parts 

in order for the researcher to obtain answers for the research question 

being posed. 



Kerlinger indicates that factorial analysis yields significant 

possibilities because of the interaction: 

Factorial analysis of variance is the statistical meth­
od that analyzes the independent and interactive effects of 
two or more inde~endent variables on a dependent variable.9 
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A four-dimensional factorial analysis of variance was used to ana-

lyze the difference between, and interaction among, high school news-

paper functions, publics, size of school 'and location. Although there 

were no manipulated independent variables in this study, the factorial 

approach allowed the non-manipulative, or assigned variables in this 

study to be controlled. The variables suspected of influencing agree-

ment on statements of high school press functions were categorized and 

juxtaposed for the analysis, as shown in Figure 3, page 56. 

As has been indicated, numerical data for the study was found in 

the dependent variable measure of mean agreement of statements measur-

ing functions of the high school press. Each mean agreement score was 

the average of all respondents within one public's mean agreement score. 

From this data an analysis of variance was completed. This infor-

mation forms·the basis for a relative order of functions by publics, 

functions, school size and states. 

Analysis of variance essentially tells the researcher the causes 

of fluctuation or variance in his statistics. It tests the probability 

that the observed differences between his mean group scores could have 

occurred by chance or error and at the same time extracts the variance 

to be analyzed. In identifying the sources of variance we are able· to 

tell if our information is significant or is above chance expectations. 

This is accomplished through the use of the accompanying F-ratios. 

F-ratios are obtained by dividing the identified error variance 
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into the experimental variances. This calculated F-ratio is checked 

against an F-table to reveal various levels of probability. If the ob­

tained F-ratio is as great or greater than the appropriate tabled entry, 

the differences observed in the research are considered to be statisti­

cally significant and above chance expectations. 

With a high level of significance, p.~.05, the results can be 

considered to be due to definite differences between the levels of the 

independent variables. If the research procedure was conducted 100 

times, only five (5) of those trials' results could occur with as large 

differences. 

The most important aspect of the researchers use of the factorial 

analysis of variance is that, while independent influences are revealed, 

interactive effects of the independent variables--levels of the school 

social system, size of school, location of school, and functions--on 

the dependent variable, agreement are also possible. In this manner we 

are able to begin to demonstrate the interactivity of variables upon 

each other. 

Kerlinger also suggests that one of the most important advantages 

of the use of factorial analysis is in the use of hypotheses--man;y of 

which can be tested si~ultaneously. 10 

Hypotheses 

Following an extensive review of the literature, the researcher 

discovered that conflicting inforMation of the functions of the high 

school press have been expressed by ~an;y publics that comprise the high 

school social system. It. is clear that none of these functions has com­

plete support nor have they been adequately tested from more than one 
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point of view, if indeed they have been statistically analyzed. 

For that reason, high school newspapers have expresseddifficulties 

in operating according to the desired scope of functions for their 

reading publics. Many have expressed dismay at the lack of support 

froM students, faculty and ad.Ministration. 

Recall that the original problem set forth in this study is: Does 

membership in a particular level of the high school social system de-

termine or affect an individual's perception of the various functions 

of the scholastic press? Are these perceptions colored by size of 

school and school district location? 

Through a few other exploratory studies in the field of college 

newspaper functions and from the review of the literature the researcher 

hypothesizes that: 

Relative .Agreement of Functions by Publics. 

Faculty. A ranking of functions by mean agreement will yield: 

1. Learning Device 
2. Public Relations 
3. Student Voice 
4. Professional Traini~ 

X LD ~,, X PR ,, X SV :> X PT 

Students. A ranking of functions by mean agreement will yield: 

1. Student Voice 
2. Professional Training 
3. Learning Device 
4. Public Relations 

X SV :;., X PT ;,,, X LD -::,, X PR 

Student Staff. A ranking of functions by mean' agreement will 

yield: 

1. Professional Training 
2. Student Voice 
3. Learning Device 
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4. Public Relations 

x Pl1 >X sv ?X LD?X PR 

Ranking of Mean .Agreement of Publics for Functions. 

Public Relations. The relative order for the mean a&reement by 

levels is: 

1. Faculty 
2. Students 
3. Student Staff 

X FAC. ""::> X STU. :.i-i STAFF 

Learning Device. The relative order for the mean agreement by 

levels is: 

1. Faculty 
2. Student Staff 
3. Students 

X FAC. > X STAFF ':.?X STU. 

Professional Training. The.relative order for the mean agreement 

by levels is: 

1. Student Staff 
2. Students 
3. Faculty 

X STAFF >X STU. rX FAC. 

Rankings of Mean .Agreement for Functions by the Size of School 

Large Schools. The relative order for the mean agreement of pub-

lication function by levels by school size is: 

1. Student Voice 
2. Learning Device 
3. Professional Training 
4. Public Relations 

- -X SV '7X LD ,X Pl1 7 X PR 

Medium Schools. The relative order for the mean agreement of pub-

lication function by levels by school size is: 
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1. Learning Device 
2. Public Relations 
3. Student Voice 
4. Professional Trainipg 

x Ln >i PR :;::,x sv?i PT 

Small Schools. The relative order for the mean agreement of pub-

lication function by levels by school size is: 

l. Public Relations 
2. Professional Training 
3. Learning Device 
4. Student Voice 

x PR -;:::,,i PT :>X LD '?X sv 

Ranking of Mean Agreement for Functions by Levels by Schools Size by 

State 

Arkansas. The relative order for the mean agreement of publication 

functions by levels by school size by states is: 

l. Learning Device 
2. Student Voice 
3. Public Relations 
4. Professional Training 

X LD"7 X sv ?X PR 7X PT 

Oklahoma. The relative order for the mean agreement of publication 

functions by levels by scho~l size by states is: 

1. Learning Device 
2. Public Relations 
3. Student Voice 
4. Professional Training 

X LD >X PR 7X SV7X PT 

Before detailing specific results, it is appropriate that an over-

view of the data collected and their potential be discussed. 

Through the use of 660 questionnaires completed by respondents 

chosen from the two-state area, Arkansas and Oklahoma, the res~archer 

was able to gain information to form statistical tests for differences 
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in perceived functions by publics, school size and state locality and 

test for significance of interaction of these four variables. 

Chapter IV explains statistical tests used and results obtained. 



FOOTNOTES 

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

2Ibid., p. 606. 

3Ibid. 

4Ibid., p. 608. 

5Ibid., p. 609. 

6Ibid. 

7 Ibid., p. 606. 

8Ibid., p. 625. 

9Ibid., p. 213. 

lOibid., p. 215. 
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CHAPl'ER IV 

FINDINGS: HIGH SCHOOL PRESS FUNCTIONS 

AS ASSESSED BY VARIOUS PUBLICS 

IN THE SOCIAL SYSTEM 

This study primarily sought to determine the extent membership 

within various levels of the high school social system affected perceP-

tion of the campus newspaper's function. 

For that reason, the four major functions as outlined in the lit-

erature review functioned as independent variables. Public relations, 

student voice, professional training and learning device were studied 

in relation to a.greed function by high school faculty, students and 

publication staff members. 

Because it was felt that size of school and state locality of 

school might influence this assessment, they were introduced as addi-

tional independent variables. 

Mean agreement scores from a 25-item scale were gathered from re-
,. 

spondents at 20 randomly selected high schools in Arkansas and Oklahoma. 

Mean agreement scores were compiled for each function by each public. 

Factorial analysis of variance helped identify hypothesized 

relationships. 

Each mean agreement score was the average of all respondents with-

in one public's mean agreement score. Table I, page 64, represents 

the mean agreement score for each function by each public. 



TABLE I 

AHALYSIS OF VARIAliCE PARADIGM: ME.AN AGREEMENT 
SCORES FOR STATEMENTS OF FUNCTIONS BY VARIOUS 

PUBLIC$.WITHIN THE HIGH SCHOOL 

Arka~as 
~ 

~ ~ 
Public Relations Student Voice Professional Training Learning Device Public Relations Student Voice Professional Training Leaming Device 

s M L s H L s M L s H L s M L s K L s M L s K L 

Faculty 4.57 4.39 4.19 4.70 4.87 5.11 5.90 6.02 6.23 5.80 5.90 6.05 4,86 4.78 3.73 4.51 4.59 5.31 5.87 6.23 6.23 5.86 5.82 5.65 S.28 

Students 4.12 4.86 3.84 S.42 S.55 5 0 74 6.01 5.9o 6.02 S.46 s.43 5.19 4.59 4.61 3.48 5.51 5.56 5.54 6.10 5.62 5.75 5.68 6.40 5.29 5.21 

Student 4.37 4.00 3.36 5.23 5.33 
Staff 

S.58 6.15 6.32 6.30 5.74 S.56 5.10 4.91 4.59 3.46 5,51 5.51 5.92 5,91 6.02 6.12 5,85 5.U 5.58 5.35 

---
4.35 4,42 3.80 5.11 5,32 S.48 6.02 6.09 6.18 5.66 S.63 5.91 4.83 4.59 3.46 5.18 5.22 5.59 5.96 5.94 6.03 5.ao 5.70 5.51 5.30 

4.16 5.30 6.10 5.65 4.28 S.33 5.98 5.67 

~ 



Were there significant differences in agreement on the functions 

of the high school press? Table II indicates that not only the States 

in which the schools were located but school size publics failed to 

explain any of the observed variance. 

The F-ratio for each test represents the mean variance of a par-

ticular set of means divided by the mean within variance. For example, 

the first F-ratio of .02 is obtained by dividing the mean variance of 

between states (.86) by the mean within variance (47.72). 

The author now turns to a steP-by-step discussion of the findings 

of the fifteen tests. Each test in the F-table was conducted to answer 

a specific research question. 

Tests of Research Questions 

l. Was there a significant difference in the evaluation 
of functions between states? 

As shown by the Between States F-ratio of .02, there was no sig-

nificant difference (n.s.) between the mean scores of the two states 

surveyed. The crossbreak of Arkansas scores found in Table I, Page 64, 

had a mean score of 5.35 while the crossbreak of Oklahoma scores had a 

mean score of 5.32. In essence, our F test showed that the differences 

between these mean scores was so small that they would, or could have, 

happened by chance. 

2. Was there a significant difference in the perceived 
functions of Public Relations, Student Voice, Pro­
fessional Training and Learning Device? 

The F table on page 66 shows the differences among the mean scores 

for the four kinds of functions to be significant at the .001 level, 

with an F-ratio of 36.87. This implies that differences as large as 
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TABLE II 

ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE F-RATIO TABLE 

Variance df .§§ .!!!!. F p - -
Total Variance 660 60,051.2 

Between Groups 9,910.52 

Between States l .86 .86 .02 n.s. 

Between Functions 3 5,278.68 1,759.56 36.87 .001 

Between Size of School 2 49.92 24.96 .05 n.s. 

Between Public 2 17.62 8.81 .18 n.s. 

Between Groups Error 16 4, 563. 51 285.22 

Interactions: 

States x Functions 3 2,467.62 822.54 17.24 .001 

States x School Size 2 91.49 45.75 .96 n.s • 

States x Publics 2 24.50 12.)5 • 26 n.s. 

Functions :x: Size 6 3,324.35 554.06 11.61 .001 

Functions :x: Publics 6 3,192.20 532.03 11.15 .001 

Size and Publics 4 425.54 106.39 2.23 n.s. 

States x Functions x Size 6 3,697.38 616.23 12.91 .001 

States x Functions x Publics 6 101.87 16.98 .)6 n.s. 

Functions x Size x Publics 12 4,204.13 350-34 7.34 .001 

States x Size x Publics 4 159.66 26.61 .56 n.s. 

States x Functions x 
Schools x Publics 12 4,563.51 380.29 7.97 .001 

Within 588 27 ,888.16 47. 72 
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those between the mean scores of Public Relations, 4.23; Student Voice, 

5.33; Professional Training, 6.05; and Learning Device, 5.71, could be 

expected to occur by chance less than 1 time in 1000. In other words, 

there were meaningful differences in the perceived operation of each 

function. Without running gap tests, it would be safe to say that the 

high school newspaper was viewed most often as Professional Training, 

6.05. The Learning Device function, 5.71, was perceived as more impor-

tant than Student Voice, 5.33, or Public Relations, 4.23. However, 

some of these,differences depend on the respondent's public, as will be 

shown later. 

3. Was there a significant difference in the per­
ception of high school press functions by size 
of school? 

As shown by the F-ratio of .01 on Page 66, the differences among 

the mean scores of the three school sizes was not significant. This 

indicates that the differences observed among the Large, Medium and 

Small student populations could have occurred by chance. 

The mean scores for Small Schools, 5.37; Medium Schools, 5.36; and 

Large Schools, 5.28, indicate strong similarities in opinion of per-

ceived functions for the high school press. 

4. Was there a significant difference in the per­
ception of high school press functions by specific 
levels of the high schoolsocial system? 

A review of the F table indicates an F-ratio of .18. The differ-, 

ences among mean scores for Faculty, 5.28; Students, 5.27; and Student 

Staff, 5.35; were found not to be significant. Differences this small 

could have occurred by chance. 

5. Did the combination of States and Functions have a 
differential effect on the perception of functions 
of the high school press? 
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The F-ratio obtained on Page 66 indicates that differences among 

the mean scores of the two states interacting with the four functions 

were significant at the .001 level. In other words,. the perceived func-

tion of the high school newspaper did vary by State. 

The analysis below, taken from Table I, indicates where the in-

teraction lies. If there were no interaction, the eight cell means and 

the six marginal means would be identical and would be the same as the 

grand mean of 5.30. But as they stand, some of the differences among 

mean scores are large enough to have occurred by chance less than 1 

time in 1000. 

Public Student Professional Learning 
Relations Voice Traini~ Device 

Arkansas 4.16 5.30 6.10 5.65 5-30 

Oklahoma 4.28. 5-33 5.98 5.67 5-31 

4.22 5.31 6.04 5.66 5.30 

Figure 4. Mean Agreement Scores of States and Functions 

Observation of the mean scores shown above indicate that the per-

ceived function most often associated with the high school press was 

that of Professional Training, 6.04; as compared to Learning Device, 

5.66; Student Voice, 5.31; and Public Relations, 4.22. Notice that the 

mean scores for Arkansas and Oklahoma do not differ greatly while 

viewed in the marginal means, 

A more thorough analysis reveals that the higher perceived 
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importance of Professional Training was due mostly to the higher rat-

ings given it by the Arkansas respondents~ Arkansas ranked Professional 

Training higher (6.10) while assigning less significance to Learning 

Device, 5.65. While discussing Professional Training, notice also that 

Arkansas has lower agreement on the Public Relations function (4.16) 

than on Professional Training, 6.10. This is a significant difference 

in both cases when compared to the agreement scores from Oklahoma. 

In contrast, observation of the mean agreement scores indicate 

that Oklahoma ranked the Student Voice function (5.33) higher than the 

Professional Training function (5.98) when analyzed against Arkansas 

scores • .. 
6. Did the combination of States and School Size have 

a differential effect on the perception of functions 
of the high school press? 

Interaction between States and School Size was not significant. 

This implies that the differences among the mean scores in the six 

cells below would occur by chance. 

Small Medium Lars;e 

Arkansas 5.29 5.34 5.28 5.30 

Oklahoma 5.43 5.37 5.15 5.31 

5.36 5-35 5.21 · 5.30 

Figure 5. Mean .Agreement Scores by States and School 
Size 

From the analysis of States by School Size, the mean scores 
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suggest that the opinion on functions in Arkansas was more strongly in-

fluenced by the Large Schools {5.28) than either the Medium or Small··· 

Schools. 

In Oklahoma, it can be observed that Small Schools {5.43) were 

higher in agreement than were the Large Schools {5.15). It may also 

be observe.d that the agreement of all functions was greater in Medium 

Schools (5.37) than in Large Schools (5.15). 

7. Did the combination of States and Publics have a 
differential effect on the perception of functions 
of the high school·press? 

The F-ratio for States x Publics interaction was .26, not signifi-

cant. Differences present among the six mean scores in Figure 6 would 

occur by chance. 

Faculti Students Staff 

Arkansas 5.29 5.30 5.32 5.30 

Oklahoma 5.28 5.26 5.39 5.31 

5.29· 5.28 5.36 5.30 

Figure 6. Mean Agreement Scores by States and Publics 

The means suggest that the perception of student newspaper func-

tions is rather more strongly influenced by those members of the Stu-

dent Staff (5.36) than by other categories of public within the states. 

It is interesting to note that there is little separation of per-

caption of functions among the three publics in Arkansas. In Oklahoma 

the Student Staff exerts more influence than do either Faculty or 



71 

Students. There is no difference on Faculty scores for the two states. 

Oklahoma tends to be higher on agreement because of Staff (5.39) 

and lower on Student agreement (5.26) when compared to Arkansas scores. 

8. Did the combination of Functions and School Size 
have a differential effect on the perception of 
the high school press? 

The F-ratio of 11.62 for interaction of Functions and School Size 

taken from Table II shows that differences in mean agreement among the 

four types of Functions interacting with the three School Sizes were 

significant at the .001 level. In other words, the perceived function 

depended on the size of school rating the statements of high school 

press function. 

The higher perceived importance of the Professional Training fac-

. tor (6.04) was due to a general agreement among the three sizes of 

schools although it was especially true of the Large Schools. In all 

three sizes this Professional Training function received higher levels 

of agreement than for any of the other three functions. 

Learning Device (5.65) received agreement support from all three 

school sizes but more so from Small Schools (5.73) and Medium Schools 

(5.66). 

Large Schools most affected the Student Voice function (5.54). 

This agreement score was a direct reversal of Large Schools agreement 

(3.63) for the Public Relations function. 

In general it can be said that those schools that had high agree-

ment on Public Relations functions had low agreement on Student Voice 

functions. 



Small Medium Larae 
Public 4.57 4.46 3.63 Relations 

Student 5.15 5.27 5.54 Voice 

Professional 5.99 6.02 6.11 Training 

Learning 5.73 5.66 5.58 Device 

5.36 5.35 5.21 

Figure 7. • Mean .Agreement Scores by Functions and 
School Size 

9. Did the combination of Functions and Publics have 
a differential effect on the perception of the 
high school press? 
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4.22 

5.32 

6.04 

5.65 

5.30 

Functions x Publics interaction indicates an F-ratio of 11.15, 

significant at the .001 level, implying that the differences as large 

as those among some of the 12 mean scores could occur by chance less 

than l time in 1000. 

Facultl . Students Staff 
Public 4.37 4.08 4.03 4.16 Relations 

Student 4.84 5.55 5.55 5.31 Voice 

Professional 6.08 5.90 6.14 6.04 Training 

Learning 5.82 5.40 5.72 5.64 De'vice 

5.28 5.23 5.36 5.29 

Figure 8. Mean .Agreement Scores by Functions and 
Publics 
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Mean scores shown above seem to indicate that the highest agree-

ment indicated by the three publics is Professional Training (6.04). 

This seems particularly true mostly in the higher -<~reement by Faculty 

(6.08) and Student Staff members (6.14). These same publics also tend 

to agree on the perception of the high school newspaper as a Learning 

Device but Faculty are the stronger in their agreement, indicated by 

ranking of 5.82. 

Students and Student Newspaper Staff seem to have similar levels 

of agreement on the Public Relations and Student Voice functions. In 

both cases it is a different viewpoint than that held by the Faculty. 

Faculty has a stronger agreement on the Public Relations function (4.37) 

and a lower agreement on the Student Voice function (4.84). 

10. Did the combination of Size of School and Public 
have a differential effect on the perception of 
the high school press functions? 

The F-ratio of 2.23 as obtained from Table II on Page 66 shows 

that differences among the mean scores of the three school sizes and 

the three publics were not significant. In other words, the perceived 

agreement scores could have occurred by chance. 

Mean scores in Figure 9 reveal that the higher perception by Large 

Schools (5.36) was due mainly to the higher ratings given by the Faculty 

respondents (5.46). 

Students and Faculty also interacted with Medium Size Schools. 

Student Newspaper Staff agree less on the importance of the functions 

(5.21) than did the Students (5.40) or Faculty (5.32). 

The rather low agreement on functions by Small Schools was due 

mostly to the lower ratings of the Faculty (5.13). 



Fa.cult;y: Students Staff 

Small 
. 5.13 5.30 5-31 Schools 

Medium 5.36 5-37 5.11 Schools 

Large 5.46 5.40 5.22 Schools 

5-32 5-36 5.22 

Figure 9. Mean Agreement Scores by School Size and 
Publics. 

11. Did the combination of States, Functions and Size 
of School ,have a differential effeet on the per­
ception of high school press functions? 
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5.25 

5.28 

5-36 

5.30 

As indicated in Table II Page 66 1 the F-ratio of 12.91 for the 

four Functions interacting with the two States and three School Sizes 

would have occurred by chance less than l time in 1000. 

Marginal mean scores in Figure 10 indicate that the higher agree-

ment on the perceived function of the high school press was that of 

Professional Training {6.04, compared with 5.66 for Learning Device, 

5.32 for Student Voice and 4.22 for Public Relations) due mostly to the 

higher ratings given by Medium and Large Schools. 

Large Schools in Arkansas perceived Public Relations as more im-

portant than did Small or Medium Schools in that same state. This was 

a reverse viewpoint to that of Large Schools in Oklahoma who perceived 

Public Relations functions of the high school press as significantly 

less important than did Small or Medium Schools in Oklahoma. 

For the Student Voice function, Arkansas Medium Schools (5.32) 

had greater agreement than did the Small or Large Schools in that state. 

Oklahoma Large Schools had greater agreement of Student Voice functions 



Public 
Relations 

s M 

-
Arkansas 4.35 4.33 

Oklahoma 4.79 4.59 

Means of 4.57 4.46 
School Size 

Means of 4.22 
Functions 

Figure 10. 

Student Professional Learning 
'Voice Training Device 

L s M L s .M L s M L 

5.80 5.11 5.32 5.48 6.02 6.09 6.18 5.66 5.63 5.65 

3.46 5.18 5.22 5.59 5.96 5.96 6.03 5.80 5.70 5.51 

3.63 5.15 5.27 5.54 5.99 6.03 6.11 5.73 5.67 5.58 

5.32 6.04 5.66 

Mean Agreement Scores by States, Publics and School Size 

5.30 

5.32 

5.31 

-.J 
\.J1 
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than did either its Small or Medium Schools. 

As a whole, it may- be said that as school size increased in Ark-

ansas, the perception of the student newspaper as Professional Train-

ing increased. In Oklahoma, size of school tended to decrease as 

agreement increased. In other words, Small Schools in Oklahoma (5.96) 

had higher agreement on Professional Training than did Medium (5.96) 

or Large Schools (6.03). 

This opposition in school size is also viewed in the Learning De-

vice function where Large Arkansas Schools had greater agreement (5.65), 

while in Oklahoma, Small Schools (5.80) perceived Learning Device as 

a function of the high school press to a greater extent than did the 

other two school sizes. 

12. Did the combination of States, Functions and 
Publics have a dif~erential effect pn the per­
ception of high school press functions? 

The F-ratio for interaction of States, Functions and Publics is 

.36. This F-ratio indicates that differences as large as those ob-

served in this second-order interaction were not significant, suggest-

ing that differences as large as those among the 24 groups could occur 

by chance. 

From the following figure, the rese.arche~ suggests that, Students 

of Arkansas Schools perceived Public Relations functions as relatively 

more important than did Faculty (4.30) or Student Newspaper Staff 

(3.91), while schools in Oklahoma tended to have Student Newspaper 

Staff (4.16) and Faculty (4.46) strongly support the Public Relations 

function. 

Faculty in Arkansas represented the highest agreement factor 

while Students and Student Staff felt the function was less.important 



Public . Student Professional Learning 
Relations Voice Traini:rr.g Device 

-

F s SS F s SS F s SS F s SS 

Arkansas 4.30 4.27 3.91 4.,89 5.57 5.45 6.06 5.98 6.26 5.92 5.36 5.67 5.30 

Oklahoma 4.46- 4.23 4.16 4.80 5.54 5.65 6.11 5.82 6.02 5.78 5.46 5.77 5.32 

Mean of 4.38 4.25 4.04 4.85 5.55 5.35 6.09 5.90 6.14 5.85 5.41 5.72 5.31 
Publics 

Mean of 4.22 5.32 6.04 -5.66 
Functions 

Figure 11. Mean Agreement Scores by States, Functions and Publics 

-.l 
-.l 
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for the student newspaper. Staffs from Oklahoma (5.65) responded more 

favorably to the Student Voice function than did Students (5.54) or 

Faculty (4.80). 

The analysis also indicates that Students and Student Staffs in 

Arkansas were mostly responsible for the high agreement given to the 

Professional Training function. Significantly lower agreement mean 

scores were found for Professional Training functions by Students and 

Staffs in Oklahoma. 

The lower score for Learning Device functions (5.66) was repre-

sented by the low agreement by Students (5.36) and Staffs (5.67) in 

Arkansas. A reverse of the opinion expressed in the agreement scores 

of Students (5.46) and Staffs (5.77) in Oklahoma. 

It could be said that position in the public of the school did 

have a definite influence on the perception of functions within Arkan-

sas. You will notice that with specific public members there is greater 

degree of polarization of agreement on functions. This is accurate 

except in the cases of Learning Device and Professional Training where 

Students and Staff indicate the same relative levels of agreement. 

Oklahoma reflects this same trend of separation except for Pro-

fessional Training and Learning Device, where Students and Staffs tend 

to reflect similar levels of agreement. 

13. Did the combination of Functions, School Size 
and Publics have a Differential effect on the per­
ception of bigh school press functions. 

Table II, Page 66, shows the F-ratio for this triple interaction 

among Functions, Size of School and Publics was 7.34 significant at 

the .001 level, suggesting that differences as large as those among 

the 36 groups would occur by chance less than l time ~n 1000. 
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Faculty Students Student Staff 

s M L s M L s M L 

PR 4.72 4.46 3.99 4.36 4.74 3.66 4.64 4.46 3.26 4.25 

sv 4.55 4.74 5.22 5.47 5.56 5.64 5.37 5.52 5.75 5.32 

Pr 5.89 6.15 6.23 6.06 5.76 5.89 6.00 6.10 5.94 6.00 

LD 5.83 5.86 5.86 5.57 5.42 5.24 5.80 5.72 5.64 5.66 

Mean of 5.26 5-30 5-31 5.37 5.37 5.n 5.45 5.45 5.ll 5.31 
School Sizes 

Mean of 5.29 5.28 5.35 
Publics 

Figure 12. Mean Agreement Scores by Functions, Public 
and School Size 

Figure 12 suggests the following: 

Size of School and Public tends to interact to influence the per-

ception of the role of the high school press. This is probably best 

seen in the Student Voice function. 

Noteworthy is the pronounced difference between the Faculty (5.22) 

· Students (5,.64) and Staff (5. 75) of the Large Schools in their assess-

ment of Student Voice function and also of Public Relations. With this 

later function, all three publics had low agreement scores but it is 

most strongly reflected among staff scores. 

For the Learning Device function, Size of School does not cause 

any great variety tn assessments among Faculty or of Student publics 

but a great divergence exists between Faculty and Students. 

For Small Schools all three publics are fairly well in agreement 

that Professional Training is not a primary function of the high school 



80 

newspaper. This is almost in complete opposition of the view of Large 

schools and it shows an interactive effect on Medium Schools where 

there is disagreement between Faculty (6.15), Students (5.76), and Stu-

dent Staff (6.10). 

14. Did the combination of States, School Size and 
Publics have a differential effect on the per­
ception of high school press functions? 

Interaction among States, Size of School and Publics was not sig-

nificant. An F~ratio of ,56 implies that the differences among the 

mean scores i.n the 18 groups in Figure 13 could occur by chance. 

Small, Medium Large 

F s SS F s SS F s SS 

Arkansas 5.24 5.25 .5-37 5.24 5.45 5.35 5.40 5.20 5.24 5.30 

Oklahoma 5.25 5.47 5.55 5.31 5.30 5.45 5.23 5.02 5.20 5-31 

Mean of 5.24 5-35 5.46 5.28 5.28 5.40 5.32 5.11 5.22 5.31 
Publics 

Mean of 5-35 5.35 5.22 
Size of 
School 

Figure 13. Mean Agreement Scores by States, School Size 
and Publics 

Noteworthy is that in the Medium Schools, while agreement is fairly 

uniform between Faculty and Newspaper Staff in both Arkansas (Faculty, 

5.24; and Staff, 5.35) and Oklahoma (Faculty, 5-31; and Staff, 5.45) the 
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Student assessment of functions is not so strong. This suggests inter-

active effect among·Students and Faculty and Students and Student Staff. 

Figure 13 also suggests that the larger the school the less the 

agreement on functions of the high school press in Oklahoma by Student 

Newspaper Staffs. For a comparable group of Arkansas schools, agree-

ment increases. 

15. Did the combination of States, Functions, Size of 
School and Publics have a differential effect on 
the perception of high school press functions? 

The F-ratio of 7.97 for this third-order interaction among States, 

Functions, Size of School an~ Public was significant at the .001 level, 

indicating that differences as large as those observed among the treat-

ment groups in Figure 14 would have occurred by chance less than 1 time 

in 1000. 

It is easily noticed that a fairly consistent lack of agreement 

exists on Learning Device by Students in all School Sizes in Arkansas 

(Small, 5.46; Medium, 5-43; Large, 5.19). The greater emphasis on Learn-

ing Device function is due to the high levels of agreement by Faculty. 

In Arkansas this is particularly true of the larger schools (6.05). 

This attitude is not reflected with the same magnitude in Large Schools 

in Oklahoma (5.65) • . 
Professional Training (Arkansas, 6.10; Oklahoma, 5.98) shows 

higher agreement means than any of the other functions. This is par-

tially due to the attitudes of Large Oklahoma Schools (6.03) and the 

Medium (6.09) and Large (6.18) Arkansas Schools. This trend is also 

perhaps strongly held by the Student Newspaper Staff in Arkansas and 

particularly the Medium School size (6.32). 

General students in both states fail to indicate this strong 
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Public Relations Student Voice Professional Training Learning Device 

s M L s M L s M L s M L 

Faculty 4.57 4.39 4.19 4.70 4.87 5.11 5.90 6.02 6.23 5. 80 5.90 6.n.s 

Students 4.12 4.86 J.84 5.42 5. 55 5. 74 6.01 5,90 6.02 5.46 5.43 5.19 

Student 4.37 4.00 3.36 5.23 5.33 5.58 6.15 6. 32 6.30 5. 74 5.56 5. 70 
Staff 

4.35 4.42 3.80 5.11 5.32 5.48 6.02 6.09 6.18 5.66 5.63 5.9! 

4.16 5.30 6.10 5.65 

Figure 14. Mean Agreement Scores by States, 

~ 

~ 

Public Relations Student Voice 

s M L s M L 

4,86 4. 78 3.73 4.51 4.59 5.31 

4.59 4.61 3.48 5.51 5.56 5.54 

4.9i 4.59 3.46 5.51 5.51 5.92 

4.83 4.59 3.46 5.18 5.22 5.59 

4.28 5,33 

Functions, School Size 

Professional Training 

s M L 

5.87 6.23 6.23 

6.10 5.62 5.75 

5.91 6.02 6.12 

5.96 5.9.4 6.03 

5.98 

and Publics 

Learning Device 

s M L 

5.86 s.a2 5.65 

S.68 6.4o 5.29 

5.as 5.aa 5.58 

5.ao 5.70 5.s1 

5.67 

5.28 

5.21 

5.35 

5.30 

OJ 
f'0 



83 

agreement for Professional Training which seems a primary function for 

the other two publics. 

The view of the student newspaper as Student Voice is most strongly 

expressed in Student and Student Staff groups. This view is more spe­

cifically that of the Students in Oklahoma's Small (5.51) and Medium 

(5.56) size schools. Arkansas Students also reflect this Student 

Voice function but not as strongly. 

Noteworthy is the Oklahoma Large School Faculties agreement score 

(5.31) for Student Voice. This indicates a belief in the student news­

paper as spok~sman for student interest which is not reflected in any 

of the other Schools. 

As a Public Relations instrument, both Faculty and Students of 

Medium Schools in Arkansas indicate high agreement, as do Large Schools 

in Oklahoma. Although all levels of Faculty indicate higher levels of 

agreement than do Students or Student Staff, ·opposition to this func­

tion for the scholastic newspaper is strongest among Medium and Large 

Schools in both Arkansas and Oklahoma. 

Similarities in Perceived Functions 

The author has attempted to summarize the initial findings of this 

research by discussing differences as they appear in the variance 

analyses. Another means of discovering interrelationships is through 

the use of elementary linkage and factor analysis, as outlined by 

McQu.itty. 

Linkage analysis makes use of scores obtained in the Pearson Pro­

duct Moment Correlation Coefficients, which indicate magnitude and 

direction of relationships of scores. 



Table III Page 85 indicates the correlation coefficients of each 

of the functions for schools. Range of the correlation can be from 

+l.O to -1.0. The correlation coefficients for this study ranged from 

a low of -1.0 for Public Relations in Medium enrollment Arkansas 

Schools-Small enrollme~t Oklahoma Schools to a:high of +1.0 for Stu­

dent Voice functions in Large Arkansas Schools--Small Arkansas Schools. 

It should be pointed out that a relationship of .70 - .90 is con­

sidered as a high marked relation. ·Those of over .90+ are considered 

as very.dependable relations. 

Functional Types 

The following analysis brought out agreement among schools accord­

ing to functions. In other words, the researcher examined the opinions 

of the schools in order to find common agreement, or high correlation. 

In linkage analysis, the highest of the underlined entries in the 

correlation matrix is selected. In this case the highest was +l.O be­

tween Learning Device functions in Large Oklahoma Schools and Learning 

Device functions in Small Arkansas Schools, as shown in Table IV, Page 

86. These are what McQuitty called reciprocal pairs, or the pair of 

functions perceived most alike by schools in this study. 

Linkage analysis located eight types of agreement of functions. 

Type I included four of the 24 items, Learning Device for Large Okla­

homa Schools, Learning Device for Small Arkansas Schools, Learning De­

vice for Small Oklahoma Schools and Professional Training in Large Okla­

homa Schools. In other words then, Learning Device and Professional 

Training were perceived as essentially the same operation function for. 

the members of this type. 
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TABLE IV 

TYPES OF RESPONDENTS ISOLATED BY ELEMENTARY 
LINKAGE AND FACTOR ANALYSIS 

Type I 

Large Oklahoma 1.000 

LearlDevice 

Large Oklahoma 
Profession~l Training 

Large Oklahoma 
Public Relations 

0 
0 
0 . 
r-1 

Large Arkansas 
Public Relations 

Large Arkansas 
Student Voice 

Type II 

1.000 

Type III 

1.000 

Small Arkansas 
Learniij Device 

Small Oklahoma 
Learning Device 

Medium Oklahoma 
Public Relations 

Small Arkansas 
Student Voice 

86 
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TABLE IV (Continued) 

Type IV 

Small Oklahoma. ________ .._.·~9~9~9,5 __________ Medium Arkansas 
Student Voice Student Voice 

~ 
Medium Oklahoma 
Student Voice 

Type V 

Small Oklahoma.~------....... ·~9~9_8_8 ________ ~M.edium Oklahoma 
Public Relations Learning Device 

~ 
Large Arkansas ___________ .9~1_1_1 ________ ~Medium Arkansas 
Professional Training Professional Training 

Type VI 

Medium Oklahoma 

Profee~onal Training 

Large Arkansas ___________ .9_9_8_4 ________ .,.....Small Arkansas 
Learni~ Device Public Relations 

Medium Arkansas 
Learning Device 
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TABLE IV (Continued) 

Type VII 

Small Arkansas ~~-----·~9.9.7.4 ________ ~Large Oklahoma 
Professional Training Student Voice 

Type VIII 

Small Oklahoma ~-------·~9.5_4_3 ________ ~Medium Arkansas 
Professional Training Public Relations 
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Type II taken from Table IV indicates that Public Relations func­

tions were viewed similarly among Large and Medium Schools in Oklahoma 

and Large Arkansas Schools. 

Opinions of Arkansas Large Schools and Small Schools for Student 

Voice functions combined to form Type III as revealed in Table IV. 

In a similar manner Oklahoma Small and Medium Schools viewed 

Student Voice functions much as did Arkansas Medium Schools. This is 

indicated clearly in Table IV and is identified as Type IV. 

Type V has Public Relations for Oklahoma Small Schools viewed in 

a similar manner as Learning Device for Medium sized Oklahoma Schools. 

Also included in this cluster are the Professional Training functions 

as viewed by Arkansas Large and Medium School sizes. This information 

is contained in Table IV. 

Medium Oklahoma Schools viewed Professional Training much as 

Arkansas Large and Medium Schools viewed Learning Device functions. 

Type VI also includes Public Relations functions as viewed by Small 

Arkansas Schools. 

Type VII shows that Professional Training was viewed by Arkansas 

Small Schools in a similar manner as the Large Oklahoma schools viewed 

Student Voice functions. 

The final type is formed when Oklahoma Small School's view of 

Professional Training is compared to Arkansas Medium School's view of 

Public Relations. This type is diagrammed·in Table IV. 

A separate correlation matrix was constructed for each of the 

types identified in Table IV. The correlations in each column were 

summed and, according to linkage analysis theory, the largest total 

indicates the representative for each type. 
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This representative of each type was used to draw general con­

clusions about the members of each of the types and to draw comparisons 

among the types. This information is detailed in Table V. 

From the intercorrelation of Type I respondents, Small Arkansas 

Schools become the representative for the group. Small Arkansas has 

similar agreement of Learning Device as do other schools in this type. 

Type II is made up of those schools whose scores tended to show 

high ae;reement on the Public Relations function. Large Oklahoma 

Schools scores are representative of the responses made by other 

schools in this type. 

Those schools holding similar agreement of Student Voice functions 

form Type III. Small Arkansas Schools responses were accepted as being 

representative for Type III. 

Forming Type IV are Small and Medium Oklahoma Schools as well as 

the Medium Arkansas Schools. These three groups of schools tended to 

have a high marked relationship in their responses of the Student 

Voice functions. Small Oklahoma Schools are representative of Type IV 

responses. 

In Type V, respondents indicated general agreement of several 

functions: Professional Training, Public Relations and Learning De­

vice. However, the Professional Training agreement scores as held by 

Large Arkansas Schools are seen as the representative for the group. 

For Type VII, Arkansas Small Schools combined with Large Okla­

homa Schools in their perception of Professional Training and Student 

Voice as being compatible functions. Agreement scores of the Small 

Arkansas Schools for Professional Training were selected as represen­

tative of Type VII. 
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TABLE V 

INTERCORRELATIONS OF TYPE I RESPONDENTS 

• 
S-Ark L-Ok· S-Ok L-Ok 

LD PT LD LD 
Small Arkansas 
Learning llevice +.9968 +.9918 +1.00 

Large Oklahoma 
Professional 
Training +,9968 +.9842 +.9989 

Small Oklahoma 
Learning Device +.9918 +.9842 +.9896 

:[..arge Oklahoma 
Learning Device +1.000 +.9989 +.9896. 

+2.9886 +2.979 +2.965 +2.9885 

Representative of Type I:· Small Arkansas, Learning Device. 

INTERCORRELATIONS OF TYPE II RESPONDENTS 

L..-Ark M-Ok L-Ok 
PR PR PR 

Large Arkansas 
Public Relations +.9981 +1.000 

Medium Oklahoma 
Public Relations +.9981 +1.000 

Large Oklahoma 
Public Relations +1.000 +1.000 

""'· 
+1.9981 +1.9981 +2.000 

Representative of Type II: Large Arkansas, Public Relations 



Small Arkansas 
Student Voice 

Large Oklahoma 
Student Voice 

TABLE V (Continued) 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE III RESPONDENTS 

S-Ark 
sv 

+1.000 

L-Ok. 
SV 

+1.000 

+1.000 +1.000 

Representative of Type III: Sma1i Arkansas, Student Voice 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE IV RESPONDENTS 

M-Ark S-Ok M-Ok 
sv sv sv 

Medium Arkansas 
Student Voice +.9995 +.8597 

Small Oklahoma 
Student Voice +0 9995 +.9988 

Medium Oklahoma 
$tudent Voice +.8597 +.9998 

+1.859 +1.999 +1.858 

Representative of Type IV: Small Oklahoma, Student Voice 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE V RESPONDENTS 

M-Ark L-Ark S-Ok 
PT PT PR 

Medium Arkansas 
Professional Training +.9111 +.8698 

Large Arkansas 
Professional Training +.9111 +.9940 

Small Oklahoma 
Public Relations +.8698 +.9940 

Medium Oklahoma 
Learning Device +.82~8 +-9921 +.9988 

+2.6357 +2.8972 +2.8626 

92 

L-Ok 
LD 

+.8548 

+.9921 

+.9988 

+2.8457 

Representative for Type V: Large Arkansas Schools, Professional Training 



TABLE V (Continued) 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE VI RESPONDENTS 

S-Ark L-Ark S-Ok 
PR LD PR 

Small Arkansas 
Public Relations +.9178 +.9984 

Large .Arkansas 
Learning Device +.9178 +.9576 

Small Oklahoma 
Public Relations +.9984 +.9576 

Medium Oklahoma 
Prof~ssional Training +.9928 +.9089 +.9973 

+2.9090 +2. 7843 +2.9533 

Representative for Type VI: Large Arkansas, Learning Device 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE VII RESPONDENTS 

Small Arkansas 
Professional Training 

Large Oklahoma 
Stu.dent Voice 

S-Ark 
Pl' 

+.9974 
+.9974 

L-Ok 
sv 

+0 9974 

+.9974 

93 

M-Ok 
Pl' 

+.9928 

+.9089 

+ 0 9913 

+2 .. 8990 

Representative for Type VII: Small Arkansas, Professional Training 

INTERCORRELATION OF TYPE VIII RESPONDENTS 

M-Ark S-Ok 
PR Pl' 

Medium Arkansas 
Public Relations +.9543 

Small Oklahoma 
Professional Training +.9543 

+.9543 +0 9543 

Representative for Type VIII: Medium Arkansas, Public Relations 
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The final type, Type VIII, indicates that at least for Medium Ark­

ansas and Small Oklahoma Schools, Public Relations and Professional 

Training functions are similar. Small Oklahoma Schools are typal 

representative. 

Summary of Types 

From the information contained in Table VI we can determine factor 

loadings, which are the correlations of variables with each type. 

There seem to be several strong factors in the test being examined. 

The Learning Device function is a strong factor for Type I re­

spondents. Its extremely strong level as compared to other functions 

would seem to indicate strong agreement for the newspaper as an exten­

sion of the typical journalism class. With this operation the student 

newspaper is expected to be little more than a lab (i.e. an oppor­

tunity to test the rules as in chemistry or physics labs). 

Type II is loaded on the Public Relations function. This group 

would tend to agree that the student newspaper should avoid material 

that might potentially damage the school's image. This group would 

balk at the student newspaper covering racial distrubances within the 

school for fear that such coverage would cause parental concern or even 

make the situation worse. 

Because of Type II's concern over image, there would be little in­

dication for the Student Voice function. There is concern that students 

may not be able to determine all of the "facts'' and for this reason they 

may give false impressions in news stories le'ading to "trouble .• " 

Type III demonstrates a strong factor loading only on Student Voice 

functions, the belief in students right to cover all school matters and 



95 

TABLE VI 

COHRELATION" OF COMBINATIONS OF FUNCTIONS, SCHOOL 
SIZE A.'llfD STATE WITH EACH TYPE 

I II lII IV v VI VII VIII 

PR·S·A +.97 +.38 •• 94 -.82 +.76 +1.0 -.38 +.82 -
PR·M-A •• 9S +.21 +.s8 +.40 -.99 -.45 ·-.21 +~ 

PR·L·A +.07 +1.0 ... 65 ... 81 ... 33 +.32 .. 1.0 +.2s 

sv-s-1. ... 12 ... 67 +1.0 +.97' •• so -.9S +.68 +.58 

sv-M-A -.66 -.81 +.98 +~ -.30 -.8S +.82 +.40 

sv-L-A ... so ... 67 +1.0 +.97 •• s1 -.93 . +.67 +.S9 -
PT·S·A -.10 -1.0 +.68 +.83 +.31 +.34 +1.0 -.21 

PT·M·A +.68 -.67 ... 11 · +.14 +.91 +.47 +.67 -.87 

PT·L·A +.92 -.31 •• so -.28 +1.0 +.81 .+.31 -.99 ....... 
LD·S·A +1.0 +.12 •• 12 •• 64 +.92 +.97 •• 10 -.95 

LD-M·A +.82 +.65 -1.0 .,96 +.52 +.96 •• 65 -.61 -
LD-L·A +.97 +.34 -.95 •• 81 +.81 ~ -.34 -.45 

PR-s-o +.95 -.13 •• 58 -.37 +.99 -.85 +.21 -1.0 -
PR·M·O +.12 +1.0 -.57 •• 83 •• 42 +.35 -1.0 +.20 

PR·L-0 +.12 -.83 -.67 -.83 -.31 +.34 -1.0 +.21 

sv-s-o -.64 •• so +.97 +1.0 -.28 -.81 +.83 +.40 -
SV·M-0 -.68 -1.0 +.98 +1.0 +.71 •• 83 +.83 -.08 

sv-L-o · -.03 -.09 +.10 +.79 +.37 -.27 +1.0 -.28 

PT-s-o .1.0 +.27 +.ao +.63 •• 9i -.97 +.09 +.95 

PT-M-0 +.98 +.27 ... 90 ... 7~ +.8~: +1.0 ... 31 -.88 

PT-L-0 +1.0 +.15 -.84 +.21 +.90 +.98 -.01 -.93 

Lo-s-o +.99 +.02 ... 73 •• .54 +.96 +.93 -.06 -.98 

LD-M-0 +.96 -.ss -.61 -.38 +.99 +.86 +.18 -1.0 

LD-L-0 +1.0 +.11 •• 82 -.64 +.91 -.97 -.12 -.95 -
PR-Public Relation• S-SmaU Schools A-Arkansas 
sv-student Voice M-Medium School• 0-0klahoma 
PT-Professional Training L-Large Schools 
LO-Learning Device 
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to speak as a representative of the student body. There is little sup­

port for the Professional Training aspect and a strong indication that 

Type III, as represented by Small Schools in Arkansas, do not support 

the Learning Device concept, relieving the journalism class of its as­

sociation with the paper. 

This viewpoint is very similar to that expressed by the Type IV 

group of respondents. Type IV is equally loaded on the Student Voice 

function as the previous typal group. Type IV registered its strong­

est disagreement with the Public Relations function. This ·is a possi­

ble reaction to the prescription that the newspaper should present only 

a glowing picture of the school and its activities. 

It would seem that the Learning Device function has a strong load­

ing for Type V respondents. Type V respondents share similarities with 

Type I in that respect. However, the difference may be discovered when 

the additional Professional Training loading is observed in Type V. 

This would seem to indicate a belief that the newspaper is in fact a 

laboratory experience for a class, a class that prepares you for a vo­

cational or professional occupation. 

Type V also tends to reject the Public Relations function for the 

school newspaper in favor of a learning situation. 

Individuals in Type VI indicate strong loading of Learning Device 

functions. However, these respondents did not perceive the student 

newspaper as a training ground for potential placement in vocational 

positions. This prescription is similar to the contention that through 

the student newspaper, students will learn the operation of democracy 

or to work in cooperation with other students. 

That is, Type VI individual reveals extremely significant lack of 
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support for the Student Voice function. The newspaper is a part of a 

class and as such should not have free movement to cover any topic of 

interest to students but should complete desired assignments to learn 

how to write and edit. 

Type VII is loaded on Professional Training functions but has 

little support for th~ newspaper as a learning device. This same low 

loading is generally seen in Student Voic~ functions. The conclusion 

could be drawn that Type VII respondents- see' the campus newspaper as an 

avenue to train young prospects for jobs in the newspaper profession. 

This would seem to be a more "nuts~an~~bolits'' approach to student news­

paper operation. 

The final grouping of individuals comprise Type VIII. This group 

is loaded on Public Relations functions with some evidence of support 

for Professional Training. The Professional Training factor is not as 

strong as has been seen in many of the other types. There is also an 

indication of lack of support of the Student Voice aspect of the campus 

newspaper. 

It would seem that Type VIII responden~s view the scholastic news­

paper as a means of reaching the vital schqol audience off the high 

school campus, as a tool for spreading the good news of the school. 

Remember, however, that there is an underlying indication of some load­

ing of Professional Training functions. 

From this information it is possible for the author to now draw 

general conclusions about the function of the high school press and 

to make basic recommendations for operating the scholastic newspaper. 

The bulk of these research conclusions are summarized in Chapter V, 

Summary, Conclusions and Recommendations. 



CHAPTER V 

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMSN'DATIONS 

In this exploratory study of the perceptions of the high school 

press by various publics within the high school social system, four 

levels of functions were introduced with three other independent vari­

ables to determine their independent and interactive effects upon rela­

tive respondent agreement to 25 scale items. 

From 70 statements of functions reviewed by a group of judges se­

lected from the directors of the several high school press associations 

and- advisers to the "Pacemaker" newspapers, 25 statements were selected 

as representing four types of functions for the high school press: 

public relations·; student voice, professional training, and learning 

device. Each function was represented by seven statements, except for 

learning device. This function had four statements due to lack of 

agreement by the judges. 

These 25-item scales were administered in 20 high schools selected 

at random in Arkansas and Oklahoma. They were drawn from a universe of 

schools that held membership in the states' high school press 

associations. 

The scale was administered to the principal, superintendent, pub­

lication adviser, 10 faculty members, io general student body members 

and 10 publication staff representatives. Every effort was made to use 

random selection of participants in each of the schools but this was 
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not always possible. 

A total of 660 respondents completed the scale, allowing 16,500 

responses to be used in the analysis of variance to test significance 

between argeement scores. 

For all three publics (Faculty, Students and Newspaper Staff) 

Professional Training received the highest agreement scores for high 

school press functions. 

Faculty, suspected of being a strong supporter of the Learning 

Device function, strongly agreed that Professional Training was the 

more important function. 

Even though several authors in this study's review of the litera­

ture suggest that administrators and faculty are aware of the potential 

public relations tool in the high school newspaper, Public Relations 

received significantly less importance when viewed in context with 

other functions. 

Students were expected to support.the function of Student Voice 

which by definition allows students the privilege of expressing their 

viewpoint on all° matters pertinent to students (i.e. national affairs, 

local school operation). However they agree that Professional Train­

ing was the more important function for the student newspaper. 

The Student Voice function had seemed the obvious choice as op­

posed to the Public Relations function that Faculty were expected to 

support. 

Staffs of scholastic newspapers agreed that their publication 

should provide Professional Training. They supported the concept of 

the newspaper as a training ground for future vocational activity after 

graduation. 
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Learning Device was their next most agreed upon function. The 

author suspects that Students and Student Staffs may not have fully 

understood the subtle differences between Learning Device and Profes­

sional Training functions. Many individual scores demonstrate that 

these two groups often viewed a class workshop activity as being simi­

lar in meaning to preparing for a allied journalism vocation after 

graduation, the definition of Professional Training. 

Although some differences were observed between the states re­

sponses, they were not significant. 

Over-all, Professional Training was the most important function, 

followed by Learning Device, Student Voice and finally Public Relations. 

When individual functions were rated by publics, results were 

fairly predictable. 

Public Relations was perceived as a more important function by 

Faculty than by Students or Staff members. The author had personally 

suggested that because Staffs are made aware of the merits of present­

ing a pleasant view of the school, they would rate Public Relations 

higher than Students, who in many instances, may have little visible 

control over student newspaper contents. 

However, the opposite was indicated. Students agreed more with 

the Public Relations function than did Staffers. 

Student Voice did not receive its predicted priority either. The 

author was surprised with the perceived importance of Student Voice 

by Students and Staffs who logically were expected to support this 

function to a greater extent. But Faculty had the ~ighest agreement 

score of the three publics surveyed. 

Perhaps it might be said that, although Faculty support the 
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concept of Student Voice, they disagree with how the function is often 

performed. 

Staff scores are actually very similar to Faculty agreement 

scores in this area. 

The remaining two functions received the support as expected: 

Staff members more strongly agreed on the newspaper as Professional 

Training than did the other publics. Faculty highly agreed that the 

newspaper should serve as a Learning Device. 

Conclusions 

Each of the four functions was identified as operating in both 

states, indicating a lack of agreement as to which function (Public 

Relations, Student Voice, Professional Training, or Learning Device) .. 
~hould be used as the primary function for the high school newspaper 

in all schools. 

Data identify these patterns of acceptable functions as: 

1. The high school newspaper should be operated as· .. ·a.·· Learning 

Device. It should be operated in conjunction with a class, almost as 

a workshop activity. Respondents who favored Learning Device had high 

agreement with the statement "Students can utilize the student news-

paper to put. to use the skills learned in their journalism classes." 

Because it becomes a workshop activity, staff should be selected 

from a journalism class and although outside work is welcome, it is 

not actually solicited for the publication. 

Because "the student newspaper should be a laboratory in which 

journaUsm students experiment with what they have learned" respon-

dents had high agreement the student press should involve student 
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"trial and error." It would seem that errors would be acceptable if 

an. "i.JnPRJ?.ii,anii" lesson was to be served. 

This attitude necessitates Public Relations be relegated to a low 

level of importance by all three publics. It more or less indicates an 

internal publication which is not meant for general readership outside 

the school. 

As a learning tool, the student newspaper not only can be used to 

increase writing skills but can also be used to develop a spirit of 

cooperation among students on the staff • 

. 2. Public Relations received very little support as a viable 

function for-the scholastic press. What usage that exists is asso­

ciated with the small schools of both states. 

Respondents indicated that the high school newspaper should have 

the right to "publish anything" regardless of the possible unfavorable 

reflection on the school system. This agreement was also generally 

seen in "the princ:ipal"''should not he .. ve the right to insist that a 

certain story be runorwithheld from publication because of its effect 

on the school's public image." 

Faculty did indicate in many schools that it was desirous that 

the student newspaper "make every effort to present a positive picture 

of the high school to the community." This would be a difficult posi­

tion wi.th the strong influence today for experimentation. 

Noteworthy among respondents agreement on Public Relations func­

tions was the statement that the "winning of awards should not be one of 

the primary considerations on a student newspaper." 

3. Professional Training received the least amount of research 

support before this study was begun but from study results, the 
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researcher discovered it as extremely significant. 

Many respondents urged the student press to prepare students for 

future roles in the journalism or al°lied professions. They agreed that 

the "student newspaper should provide eXPerience for those students who 

will go into a field of the newspaper profession" and that this exper-

ience should be gained through "on the job" realistic situation. 

The larger the school the more pronounced the request for the stu-

dent newspaper "to resemble professional newspapers in appearance." 

This was especially true of Oklahoma schools. 

This could have important implication in those states or areas 

where journalism teacher certification is lax or there are few journa-

lism teachers for the smaller school systems. 

As a Professional Training device,. the. student newspaper should 

"remember that the same rules of libel and fair play that apply to the 

profes!3ional press also apply to the high school newspaper" and that 

"like any newspaper, should be eXPected to: print the news accurately." 

There ie some evidence, as has been indicated, that respondents, 

especially Students, did not differentiate between Learning Device _and 

Professional Training. Many seemed to indicate professional training 
.;;:· 

was a logical association with the learning device newspaper of a 

journalism class. 

4. Student Voice did not receive the high levels of agreement 

eXPected from any of the three publics, especially the Students and 

Staff. 

Respondents did agree that the high school newspaper should cover 

any "event of interest to the students, and to a lesser degree, the 

faculty and staff of the school." 
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They did not seem willing to suggest that "if student action is 

vetoed or modified by faculty and administration action, the student 

newspaper should report fully any possible controversy" or "force 

school authorities to constantly justify administrative actions which 

might affect students." 

In most cases the highest support came from Faculty and was as­

sociated with smaller schools. This later evidence may have been be­

cause larger school papers already demonstrate a great quantity of 

student directed and student controlled materials. 

Recommendations 

What do these findings indicate for those persons responsible for 

and/or connected with publication of the high school newspaper? A re­

cognition of the scholastic newspaper's conflicting functions is re­

quired. The high school press does not mean the same to each of these 

publics in terms of its primary function. 

A definition of the high school newspaper's audience may aid in 

understanding various viewpoints. At the very minimum, a recognition 

of the relative importance of the four functions will aid in under­

standing each public's criticism of the high school newspaper. Per­

haps the most open conflict in agreement exists between the various 

sizes of high schools. In many instances there are very real differ­

ences of attitudes toward the high school press. 

In every case the respondents indicated a strong support for the 

Professional Training aspect of the newspaper--in almost direct oppo­

sition to the viewpoint expressed by many educators who are considered 

perceptive of the high school press activity. 
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While findings of this study do not combine enough samples to 

generalize to the entire populations of high school newspapers, it is 

evident, at least in the surveyed area, that a new attitude toward the 

high school newspaper is developing. It would be well for others to 

follow with studies in other areas of the nation to develop generaliz­

ability of research findings. 

One of the major difficulties in developing such a study is in de­

veloping scale items that are easily understood by all levels of re­

spondents to be tested. One of the major methods of drawing out maxi­

mum variation of perceptions of functions is to present statements con­

cerning manifestations of functions, rather than simply rephrasing a 

definition of the function. Built-in bias of statements, as the latter 

contains, may lessen true differences in assessments of the functions. 

It is difficult for persons without a journalism orientation to 

realize the subtle shading of meaning among many of these functions. 

Realizing that there are different assessments among different 

publics that make up the reading audiences of the high school news­

papers in Arkansas and Oklahoma could aid in resolving much of the con­

flict that often develops in the operation of the campus newspaper. 

There would be less wrestling away of power to the principal's office 

or the the "drop-out and under~rounders." 

Whether the findings reported here are of value depends on the 

actual interpretation made by the reader. The author hopes that those 

persons responsible for high school publications will begin to devoid 

themselves of making their newspapers look or be like the prize winners. 

It is time that high school newspapers begin to survey their audience 
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to determine audience needs and endeavor to meet those needs or face 

the consequence of the high school newspaper yellowing in the distribu­

tion box. 
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APPENDIX A 

STATEMENTS OF HIGH SCHOOL PRESS FUNCTIONS 

FOR QUESTIONNAIRE 

Statements representing functions of the high school press are 
grouped together by function. The nUMbers for each function indicate 
the statements position for that function in the questionnaire. 

Public Relations: 4; 8, ll, 13, 17, 22, 24 

Student Voice: 1, 3, 6, 10, 14, 16, 19 

Professional, Training: 2, 5, 7, 12, 21, 23, 25 

Learning Device: 9, 15, 18, 20 



APPENDIX B 

After the journalisM adviser in each of the selected schools had 
been contacted to determine interest in the study, this letter was sent 
to each of the 20 high sohool principals. 
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OKLAHOMA STATI UNIYI.SITY • STILLWATER 

Dear 

School of Journalism and Broadcasting 
(405) 372-6211, Exts. 4n, 478, 479 

74074 

As a master 1s candidate in mass coumunications I am conducting a study of 
the functions of the high school press. Because of your exposure to stu­
dent publications, I am asking your assistance in this project. 

I am sure that you are aware that today the high school newspaper is under 
constant attack for not meeting its desisned functions. I, as a former 
adviser to student publications, have heard students claim the paper con­
tains nothing more than school public relations, staff members complain 
that it fails to carry information on relevant issues, faculty complain 
that the student newspapers avoid academic coverage, and administrators 
see the paper as digging up material that damages the school's reputation 
and as little more than a student gossip sheet. 

A vast amount of research has been done concerning the high school press 
in the past few years. However, it seems that few studies have given the' 
members of the high school social system an opportunity to express their 
views concerning the publication's function. 

I am asking that you permit your school' to be one of the twenty schools 
selected for this study. No attempt has been made to influence the re­
sults and schools have been selected randomly from the populations of 
Arkansas and Oklahoma. No mention of. participating schools will be,.in­
cluded in the study. 

In each school, the principal, 10 teachers, 10 publication staff members 
and 10 students will be asked to complete a 25-statement questionnaire. 
The whole testing session can easily be handled in a 15-20 minute time 
period and I will be on hand to conduct the session and answer any 
possible questions. that might arise. · 

Students will not be removed from scheduled classes and the ten teachers 
may fill their~estionnaire out at their convenience during the day. 

Mrs. Mary Louise Bulloch, president of the Oklahoma Journalism Education 
Association, has been enthusiastic in her support as has Mr. William 
Downs, executive secretary of the Arkansas High School Press Association. 

Because of time limitations, all research must be conducted during the 
first three weeks of April, so your iumediate response is vital. I have 
previously been in contact with (NAME OF ADVISER) who has shown interest 
in doing the project. 

Please call or write me of your decision so that I can schedule your 
school at your convenience. 

Sincerely, 

Advertising • Agricultural, Business, Home Economics Communications • Media Management • News and Public Affairs • Photoiournalism 
Teaching Certification • Graduate Studies (M.S. and Ed.D.) 
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This questionnaire can be completed by reading each of the stateMents 
about the student newspaper as they apply to your school. After you 
have read the statements, please indicate your degree of agreement with 
the statement. 

Because you might not completely agree or disagree, I have prepared a 
scale which consists of several blanks. Each blank represents a level 
of agreement for the statement directly above the scale. 

For exarmple, if the statement should be: 

News about ca.11pus social events should be the most important con­
tent category for the ca111pus newspaper. 

An answer as to how much you agree with this statement might be noted 
in this manner: 

Strongly 
.Agree -- x 

Strongly 
Disagree 

By placing the "X" in the third blank ;you simply agree with the state­
ment--not that you strongly agree, but yet, you are not neutral about 
this statement. 

If you agree strongly with the statement, please place an "X" in the 
first blank. If you disagree very- strongly with the statement, ma.rk an 
"X" in the last blank. Any "X" placed between Strongly Agree and 
Strongly Disagree extremes indicates a level of your agreement or dis­
agreement with the statement. 

Please keep these rules in mind as you continue on the statements 
about the high school newspaper. 
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1. The student newspaper should carry reports of federal gqvernment 
action with reference to national student events. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

2. The high school newspaper should provide journalism experience for 
those students who will go into a field of' the newspaper profession. 

Strongly 
Agree ----------- Strongly 

Disagree 

3. If student action is vetoed or modified by faculty and administra~ 
tion action, the student newspaper should report fully an:, possi­
ble controversy. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

4. The student newspaper should never publish anything that reflects 
unfavorably on the school system, .such as a controversy between 
blacks and whites. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

5. The student newspaper should provide "on-the-job" situations for 
realistic training in journalism. 

Strongly 
Agree ----......---- Strongly 

Disagree 

6. The high school newspaper should cover any event of interest to the 
students, and to a lesser degree, the faculty and staff of the 
school. 

7. 

Strongly 
Agree ~------ Strongly 

Disagree 
.. ,·iJ!?" . 

The/ii'tudent newspaper should resemble professional newspapers in 
appearance. 

Stropgly 
Agre'e·' 

Strongly 
Disagree 

8. The principal should have the right to insist that a certain story 
be run or withheld fro• publication if it will effect the school's 
public i111age. 

Strongly 
Agree -...--. - - - ..,....._ - - Strongly 

Disagree 
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9. The student newspaper should be a laboratory in which journalism 
students experiment with what they have learned in a journalism 
class. 

Strongly .. 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

10. The student newspaper should report fully student council news. 

Strongly 
Agree 

__ .....,._ ___ _ 
Strongly 
Disagree 

11. The winning of awards should be one of the primary considerations 
on a student newspaper. 

Strongly 
Agree 

-~ 
Strongly 
Disagree 

12. It should be remembered that the same rules of libel and fair 
play that apply to the professional press also apply to the high 
school newspaper. 

Strongly 
Agree ~----- Strongly 

Disagree 

13. Newspaper policy should dictate that the student newspaper must, 
as far as possible, stay clear of any subject that might give the 
high school a bad reputation. 

Strongly 
Agree --·----- Strongly 

Disagree 

14. The student newspaper should be responsible primarily to its 
larger audience, the student readers. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

15. The student press should be considered as a learning device, in­
volving student trial and error. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

16. The high school newspaper should serve as a forum where anyone 
who has anything.to sa:;,, can say it. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 



115 

17. A weekly column from the superintendent's office should be wel­
comed in the student newspaper. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

18. Staff positions for the student newspaper should be restricted to 
those students who are part of a journal~sm class. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

19. The student newspaper should force school authorities to con­
stantly justify administrative actions which might affect students. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

20. Students can utilize the student newspaper to put to use the 
skills learned in their journalism classes. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

21. The student newspaper, like any newspaper, should be expected to: 
print the news accurately. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

22. The student newspaper should make every effort to present a posi­
tive picture of the high school to the community. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

23. Work on the high school newspaper should provide the staff members 
with knowledge of accepted professional standards of journalism. 

. Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 

24. Because student newspapers may be financed by the school adminis­
tration, they should consult the ad.ministration on stories to be 
covered. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 
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25. No matter the student newspaper's editorial policy, news reports 
must be objective. 

Strongly 
Agree 

Strongly 
Disagree 
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The following questions may be answered by placing ~ '.'X" in the blanks 

which apply to you. Please be accurate with your answers as they will 

help make this a more complete and correct study of the high school 

press. · 

As a student I am (put an X in the blank which applies to you) 

Enrolled in my second year at this particular high 
school 

Will complete the state requirement in courses to 
graduate this spring 

Enrolled in a journalism class 

Currently on the staff of the high school newspaper 

A past staff member of the high school's newspaper, 
but am not now on the staff this semester 

As a faculty member I (put an X in.the blank which applies to you) 

Do not teach any journalism courses 

Am the faculty instructor for journalism courses 

Advise the high schCi>O·l newspaper but teach no 
journalism courses 

Hold the teaching rank of "part ... time" instructor 

As an administrator I (put an X in the blank which applies to you) 

Direct.total schooi system activities in management 
or curriculum 

Hold campus.-wide responsibility for a school's 
management and curriculum 
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