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.. ABSTRACT

T

It is argued in this thesis that attending the American

media will lead. to angredx

which will in turn ‘decrease one's chances df"knoving more

about English Canadae. ‘ A (

The sanmple consisteﬁ of a stratlfied syéfenatic random:

sample of 275 Windsor residents selected from the Windsor

“City Directorys. ° Persan to pérson interviewing techniques
were cmployed by two Sroups LY interVie'lhg teams consisting

.ot one malc and one fuemale per tecame
.The guestionnaire was ten pages in length and consisted

ot 67 questions (not all of which were gseﬁ tor the purposes

of' .this tnesis) ranging from knowledyge -of Canadian and.

American politicb unq-#urious aspects of Canadian and Ameri-—
can media, to .attendance at local Canadian " media and a:fs

eventsSe

Of the eight stated hypotheses, . four were subﬁoﬁtqd-and <

er knowledge ‘of the Unlte& States,,

thur réccjvéd _partipl shppprt. "The results from several -

5tatfétiqal procedures including t—testa, “one—way ANOVA'S,

-

pecarson corrceclation coefticients{ and multiple regression

windsorites who lattend the

tests indicated —-that overally
Canadian media do have a greater knowledpe of Canada, and

tiiose who attend tne American media  are less uware of their

own country, and more. knowled ;eable about the Unji ted States.

'

-l v - .

"oy
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' o ‘ Chapter I .

INTRODUCTION . . -

- -

.

-7 - . American televiéién,ﬂllstening to America

-

‘cul ture?’

- ) ) - 4
The purpose

that attending tq:the Americanr media will lead™to a greaterp-

knowledge of the United States, und‘in'turﬁ, .decrﬁaéé_one's\

~ -

‘chances of knowiﬁg”moéq about ?nglfsh—Canadaﬁ,

Before gttempfing to 3uppdrt’this ﬁr;umént,

. - . .
- - ~

er .has reviewed the available literature in order to ‘be able -

- -

to didcuss *the impact and ramifications of.

v .

spillover into Canadas . .

Does

AN . -

in; American newspapersy Dooks and magazines?

mately
Canadian identity and culturé?. S o

R -

the research—

]

American media

,

.

it really ".matter whetner “Canadians, are watching

n radioy- and read-

.Is this utti-

"o

Fiest 'of all, it is import¢nf'to de termine what is

- by Cunadian ‘culture..

that i=s clearly dibf;n;uishabbé from,. tor éigmple, Anerican

‘Are Canadian peagle

"dians see their culture uS‘heing‘dgépLy"rodteH ‘in Canadian

-

.ing particularly indiJenous to Canada, winile stillﬁoﬁheré;

- L N

;e

~

H

-

meant

N -

s therse o unique Canadian culture

‘different Zrom Amgfiéﬁn;peo-

aistory and herixQdé{ others-think of beer. and hobke}-as-be—

ot thls“yheéjs,is-lgo exastine ?he argument -

"ple; are they aware of their differences? While some Caﬁgf\

atfecting their awareness' and knowledge- of their own |



such as. Lee

-

Bons attributed to this so;qdlled lack of Canadian chE}acter -

and idedtigy;“ C o ' - i

¥

’

t, - - - N -

L} - . * .
(1979) and Siegfried (13947) claim that there ks

‘no Canadian way of life'. ﬁo:ever, there are apecific rea-

. . i - - - .
o - o . -
b ¥

- i

Histbricn}lyr Cenady has bten described as a political

~

qrcation.og Britain. For years Canadians used the Brilitish

Red Ensign 'and théhUnioh Jack as-thei;'national flagsy and

-

" . b L . - -
. '

spng 'God Shve the Dueen' at punlicrevents. Today, , there

qtil[‘exiéts; deesﬁ;ead dikplny of -thq Queen's picture on

Conadian mohey, pPoOStagc, and ‘in_ .public places in general.

- ..

[ - -

- - - , -

This dependence on forcign “symbols has - made it much more

- -
. - -

- .

di?iicult'for Cnnddi&ns_to perceive qhd comprehend what dif-

. . . . . _ .
ferentiated .Canadian soc¢iety trom dritish society.

’ . . C . y :
-ﬂore-recently‘ liowever, Canada has been described. as a

T ;

'dumping sround? for the United Statese. ‘En;lisp'éanada's

N

suﬁred use of the English laniuage and geographic location

- o ™ * - : ~ -

create ﬁronlems withlrespect to the intfluence ot the United

v - \

States. While it may bLe  argqued that Amer'ican influence is
I ) : . . * ) oo d

worldwide, Aeographical proximity has. facilitated a zgreater

impact on Carnadae. . ¢ .o -~ . .

~

. . .
- - v \

At its devpest point,” Canada §tfetghes‘l,500 miles from

~

south to north,y nowever the vast ﬁuJorjfy o't Canudigns live
1. N ’ . - N -
within 200 miles of the UeSe borders This proximity not

I
»

anly encoura :es freguent intqructifﬁ with Americans, it also

makes comparisons’ between the~ two Societies irore naturals?

. -
B -

Lanadiuns and Amcricans are much more similar’ with, respect

. , -

- hl - .
- Y .

* ¥
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- b

searchers who

- - - . -~

to their'pérsonalltyranq_behawloray éparad%erlstiq{ are, for:.

. A -

. R . - . ) . . - A .
example, Canadians and‘Japaneses N I

-
- .

Thus while many researchers may

- .. . L.
JE —_——

merely American citizens of thé north) there are geveral ‘re— .

N Iy N . L K
[ . -

would djsaarke with this no}ionJ N

. . . C e

~

1 . .. . - <7 :
Naegele (1961) and Jamieson (1857) . for example, noted

» .

that Canadians appear more selt=-contained, ‘and that-théy'
1ahk‘§g}£rcontigenée. ) : R LT oo .

Arnold and Tigert (1974) ,founq Canadians to be mych more

-

cautious than thei;- Americen ¢ounﬁérpnrts, -while ﬁlpsqx

"(1%64 ) asserted that Americans are less introverted and much

f
.

more willing 'to take-risks than are Canadianse oL .

Hardin (1974) contrasted the 'Cuﬁadian\tendgncy

’ . I4 N

for col-
lectivity which is mapifusféd in Cuﬁada's‘more‘publih.énter-

prise economys _whereby one=third of all Canadian controlled

. s .

.. essets are held, by crown corporations (3epton,.1982:60),_ﬁto

tnd American tendeiRy for indlvidualism which is manifested
- " LN . N
in their more free—enterprise. economye-
&

.With the fTederal jgovernment havind =Sueh 4 signiflcant

’ . - - N

role in the Canadian economyy, Lipset (1864) and Clark_ilSSQ)

~

huVe\suugPstcd that there is a grecater respect for govern-—

ment and political leaders amongst Canadians. On, the other

- - . o . - ~

hand, williams (19560) noted that amonygst Americans, there is

- - . -

. ' ‘ .
areater distrust of central povernment, and a stronger aver-—

~ ~

sion to individual constraints.

.

-3

‘négde-tﬁaf Canadians are .
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Keeping in mind these dissimilarities between Canadians
.. 4 . ) .

S ‘ I S \ —
and Americans, w¢ should reasonably expect to find differ—

L -
.

. ences betwcen Canadian and American media and cultural prod-—

. ¢ . -
r . \ i -

uctse > ) : .- .~

The media are the most powerful means by which modern na-
- ” . . -t

tions tearn about their national identity 'and their culture

-, (Applebaum & Hebert, 19582:213 ). AsS opinion leaders, and

"purveyors of éulturq, the media cannot help but form and

.

.shape a national awareness and identity.

]
-

' In Canada howover, the media.are

not tulfilling . this

roles There 1ls already widespread spillover of American me-—
dia into Canada; tar cxaxplée, in l95l, more than 90 percen't

of the movies shown in Canada were American ~feature filas

(Audley, 1883:./1s5). Also, in 1030, -sales of Cancdian-con-

&ént recor&inJS‘ represented only 7.6 percent (3518 million)

-

"of total industry wholesale revenues of 5235.1 million (Aud-

-~

ley.,y iﬂSS:Léﬁ). What is ever more shocking is the fact that

even the ‘Canadian media are not truly Canadian;:rom.exnmple,

.

] : . .
Amterican news makes up two-thirds, of all foreign news car-—

ried on CP's Datafile newswire (Cumming, Cardindal and Johan-—

N

<en (1281:230). I'n addition, Y6 percent of all drama omrr_the’

s Hnglish=language CBC network.is of foreiun origin (‘Applebaum

v

¢ Heberty 1352:217).
A major question that arises rrom all 0f tnis isy “"What

eftects do sucih non—domestic media products'h¢v§'on the'Cuﬁ—

adian peoapley and now are these eflects . aanitested?". " That
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is, are people any ditfferent beceause they watch Chhgdiinr
.ielevision programs, for exampleé, _ara tBeylln‘sone iay-nqro

. -

"aware of thamSPlves'as Canadians? N . - I

'_Althéugﬁ_ineﬁc”-hhé'bébn. very“liigle 1n:;:gggliy"otoqe— .
L o . N :

search concerned with .the ‘area of eitécfsz-of foreign medla
spillover, Tate and Traéh'GISSO).hsser{ed that Canadians are

-

more aware of American ccurtrdom” proeeddres oving:-to such
American teLeviQion-pro@rums'as *Perry Nason', than they are

about "their own Cnnadlhn.LegdL sySteme - Similarily, Bedtfld
(1367) observed that - those Cahudiuns who read UsSy crime

news or viewed Ue.S. television crime programs tended to ab—

+ worb the foraeign terhinology as though it'weré':Canndlah.f
More recently Baer and winter (1953) observed thatJEanadians

wrho #ttﬁndedéjhe Amerlé&h media 1&enfifﬁég more élosély'v@th‘
;nt;;gof;rnmgdt séhtlmépt. that is -horé:clo$éL§  géyafadito,
‘thchxreé—enterpglsq system qf_tnésbnifqa_stﬁtssf:

. These ;éw: studiégggndlca¥g‘ tth'thQ; Ameripaﬁ.me@i; do

have an impact, nefative or otherwise, on Canadians® aware~

ness and kn0wlédgd of their own ébuntry} ' o

In Windsor, Ontario there: is -a much yreater concern for

-

tiie ‘impact ot American hedia._und'chlturql'quinAnée; With .

wiﬁdsor- bOCutpdVdirvctly.'adjacen; to Detroit, "Michiguan,

.. Ahierica®s [Ifth targest medig market, the American influence

nrobably plays an intepral fplé in, the detelopmcnt'of yind-
Sorites® awareness of and attitudes toward the Canadian me-—

dia and - arts. - o . - . . s T

[
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- The current study éxamines the relatienship~ petyeen;at4

feﬁtioh‘to,Detrdit’ued&a“hnq Windsorites? knowladge of Cana—-

qlanﬂéulture-d oo o= ) -, S . Lt

v

FREE : .., L e - : - o
,iwpat'isxcdlture,. and more specifically, what  is Canadiah
) . s Lie L Yhat IS tana

‘cul ture? To begin. with, culture is rather obscurely ‘defined.

- from country to countryi; that is to say that while the peo-=

plesiorlsome countﬁies'flédfit easy ‘to de fina the parametras "

"of their chturaL_éqﬁppsitiﬁnl(suéu as Americans),  others

(such as 'Canadians) are unable to provide a succinct defini-
‘tion of their culture. Some basic definitions ,of the term
might hellp to clarify its general meaning. e
cul ture -is the ‘distinctive, body 61'_custams,'-be+
‘liefs, and social. institutions .-tha't charac terize
each separate:. society and - their individual mem—-
bers, . anU provides them with a sShared system of. _
meanings and. values (Stockim:, 13602807 ). - .
"Ona-similar note Crean (1lu76:Y) défines culture as,
a process whereby uroupgs and individuals 'share and .
exchange ideas, perceptions, - and gxpérienées;
whereby the colblective "attitudes of 'a social,
aroup, Lts goals and values, nre.Iormed'and.tpan*-
mitled to succeedin. gencrationse. - :
. . - . . . . . : . * -

Cul ture is an integral part - of both thé -  .dndividual and:

societ}-.

5roup,'and'it provides o forum for-peonle E}th similar ideas

hnd_shared experiences to ccmmunicate with euéh_qther-.

Whaot then, i's Canadian culture?. s there;u,dniqué ana4

dian culture that. is clearly Hdistinuuishaole from, for exam-

¢ -

it gistingdishes one group of people from another |



. . . .. I .
- -t

- . .

ples American culture? - ' Are Qanaquh;béoblq.dlt{epént'!?oi'

Améric&nfpeéple; are they aware of their ditfferences qnd'ét

thélr‘cutturé?

- K'AOne ‘sigaificant difterence betveen the twd'éutiuéesf§03n-

'_;udianianq' Amorxcun) mihht be the descriptlon 'oI_CAnudian}

- -

cul ture.as a-'iosnlc' as opposed.to the"Anericdn'cuLtural

.’

'*metting potls. . ) o .

" Canada -refers to its culture as a mosaic; the same’
- cnn alse be uppl;ed to that of - the native people
‘of Ceanadas. The natIve cultures and traditions are
As.diverae as those persons who have immigrated to
Cnnudu since the first Eduropean diSéovarerb lonnded
. ‘heres Cunndu has always been a multlculturul and
multilingual -“-country (Applebaum .and Hebert,
C1882211 ). - o

) 3 In‘;fgct, &“ égééﬁi .anlup  énfgéné£ldnai:P6i1.-(4pril} :
(i:SEZ;S) indiéatédﬁthaﬁ C¢ﬁ;d;uﬁs“(4é55 are'Qér; inligyour of

‘ ;uving'immigrant vorkeré i; Canada, than:Aﬁquhans (26%) are

about huving: them‘ln,¥he‘ Unitpd'Staéesii it_ would appear.

;haf Qnﬁhdi¢¥§ {hink‘thqf_thé- Pyé;enég Af'lﬁnggrapt -oﬁkerg_

i;-{ heLéh rgtger‘thdﬁ a Qe?erreat;r to the}rfde;gldpmeﬁt-

Thé'cﬁnadidp iméi&ﬁati?n;p;li;&\péﬁmifs the "increase of im-

" at -.;Ix-a-g‘ién- to. oc'q:ur',’w..; sgn,j:ec;c .o‘nltyl. fo: the condltion jt'h'u-t the

rudte of ‘intlow . yily not-creukg sr‘ gggruvaté-domestip;qqeﬁ};.

bLoymégt proﬁl%ys-' Kmefi;an immig:atgon pél%cy' grevents;

. .L&rge‘numqorg‘of lm%igr¢nts.fr6m-entcring the ﬁﬁite& States,

and tgoreby defleéta them to Lan;&n (Ruqsell, 1966:172).

Othéérthgﬁ thefrererrdl'to-;cdnadi;n~cgltqré a8 a ‘mosaic,

Canadians asya psroup. have had a very difficult time deriniﬂg'

specific Canadian cultural traitese While some view Canadian



. -

cdlture ‘ag - being deeply,réoted in Canudlanihlsfbry nﬂé her—"

ltnge, others thlnk ot hockey and beer as being’ particularly

Indigenous to"Canpda, _‘-hlle.stxll _othars such-‘ns Loe

'~¢1979:1134 _and Siegfried (i947:23) claim that-"there is no

‘Canadian way of life", :
i That there should be a- country called Canada dia—
tinct trom‘the-Unxted States is a me re nccident ot
“hastory...ﬂature has not conferred upon Canada any
particular perbonallty of - her own (Siegfried

1947:233%.° . . oL

Canadal's nistory,. geoygraphic location and in most of Can-—
- Lt . - - .

aday shared ‘usé‘ot the Englishdlanguage' with the United

States create problcems for Canadian people and their cul-

ture. '
A dniquc and pronounced nutxonal charﬁcter could
not be expected to arise and btand out clearly ‘in
:a country of dual culture upon which the wexbht of .
_-' ‘the French and the Br;txah traditions and the im— -
pact .of the-bnxted States have been Sso strongy and
whose most . thickly populated sections share with’
the northern - States a terrain which in the two
_cases is almost lgenticil in type (Bailey,
1972:183).. e IR )

Histdrically, Canada  has been described as a Y"political

creation of Hdritain," (3chwartz, '1967:25) having' been:

‘brought into bein, by an act of the Hri tish _Purliament.
Lackin:: any revolutionary tradition, unlike the British qf

thoe Americuan=, Canada nas relatively few {or perhaps Canadi-

uns choose tﬁ,ignorc), dramatic heroes or nistorical occa-

.

sions =imilar to those commemorated by other peoples.

There i{s no “reat national hero who cut down a ma=
ple trece, . threw a wsilver dolltar  across ‘the
StaLﬂwﬁcnce and then proceeded to lead & revolu-
tionesessThere are .no great charters of tfreedom or
independence c¢xpressing the collective will of the
people. (Russell, 1866:155)



Wk,
'
.
’
‘

inzéahada}n éved'thg provlgldh'ot'unnhblgqousior ﬁdltilnz

symbols that are specitically Canadian in character has been .

qinzularly lacklng (Russell, 1966 1:5)., Idantitlcatlon torm

A -

'mation in._capuda hgg. peen slowed* down quito' gonsldqrablyf

-~ £
. . .

thréﬁah _the long" t;mg.pse” bt.syﬁpolé- éonﬂacfed with . the -

F

Brltlsh_donnrchy. ”Even'today there exlats‘vldesprend‘dis-

» L -'_.
play of ‘the Queen's picture on ‘Camadian currency, ° postage

and in publie places . in geneéal;'

ngtqricaLLy,_ ﬁritlsh.syﬁbols_pLayéd a much 1arger_rdle
:ip'Cunndlan soéiety; At Cohfederatibn; for @xamﬁle, Cdnﬁda

%

‘wus.&iven-perﬁiégidn fo'tly*thé Red Ensigh, the flag of the

British Merchant Navye. By 1891, the Commonwealth Dominions

'iere.petmitted to use either the Red or Blue Ensign with the,

addition of their coat—ot=-armses Prime Minister NMacEenzie

-

King attcmpted to introduce a new flag in 19235 but dropped
. — . r
the idea in ; the tace of strong opposition (Schwartz,

1966:73 ).

A public opinion, poll conducted in MNay of 1363 showed

that +5 -percent of the Canadians peolled said that Canada

should have a national flag of its own, whareas 25 percent

- -

5uid.tnnt Canada should use the Union Jack and 16 percent
favohréd;the use of the Red Ensign (Schwartz, 1966:211).
Yet C4nudg continued to use the Red Ensign and the Union
Juck until 1363, when a unique Canadian flayg was adopted

(Schuartz, 19266373 ).
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JL I dddltlpn to not hay;ng‘ théir'owq flagy- Canadiang did .

-

- - .

not have their own-'national “anthem until 'O Canada' was
adoptede ?rior‘%d this,A Canadians were ;inging fGod;Save
- -~ : A ‘

- - - . -

the Queen' at prominent._CandBién cvents. After Confedera= .

.. ¢ K . L. -~ T ) ..
_tiony Canadians ' began slazing, 'The;lapie Leat Forever', -

*

- -
P2

7 - written by Alexander Muir in 1367. This song howaver, 'ﬁs

\\_,/'\QQVet\aceep:cd by the French Canadiansg because of the refer— .

ence. in Lt made to the B3ritish victory at Quebec ( Schwartzy

L7 1806275). ' & Lo

It wasn®t in fact, wuntil 19532, that Vincent Masscy was

.

D s appointed as the first native Canadian Governor _Geﬁeral. ..
Prior to this, only British subjects occupied the position.-
of Governor—General (écnwnrtz, 1966375 ). .

Even Canadiaon®s most signiflcaﬁt and encompassiag - Acty

. the Bkltlsh North American Act.y fhough drawn up by Canadians

+

from two major political parties, swis never ratified (une€il .

: 1982) by the Canadian people. Instead, 1t was passed as an

: ordinary Act of .the British Parliament (Schwartz, "1960:75)."

. -

Reteinings ties with the idritish Government obviated the

-
v

necessity for Canada to. develop hér own éympols ( Schwartz,

C- 966273 ) This dependence on foroign ﬁyﬁbbls made it more

ditticult for Canadians to perceive that wnich ditfereantiat—
2 Canadian society Trom British society (Schwartz,
- . ) ’
1906:73).
.1n addition to Canada's hibtnry{ ancther important fncfor-
. ) ) - - .
responsible fTor tne delay in the specificufiun of a Canadian
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;While it might be hrgued that Amerlcan lnzlucnce is world—'

Ame'ricans’(Nixon, 1971 234). oot e

;gentity has ,been . Cnnadgfa proxluity to the' Uﬁitéd"Stiteé{q.

] S . -~ .,
- - -

- - s - s .

tide, geographxcal ﬁroxlmity nas 1ac111tatad a, greator 1:—

1
- i -~

puct on Cannda-(ulller, 1970 159). .In.tnqu.cdndda.has bepq A

- - - -
[ - . -

. . )
' : o . . Co. !

.. . - - . P .

Canada has Qn.areg 6f 3.5 million sqﬁnréfmtlaa.,:

.

. . - - v . -

tnL_pppumeion nu@bers.gs'xﬁlbiop'peOplé. Tha country spnns

N e - . . . . - . . - M - .s_-
. . . S “ . " - .

~

.seven tiwe zonés K from - east to west - and’ taces,gn: three

.

: - - . . . - . . N

Joceans, ‘the At_]_.a.ntic__,.'t'hé Paci :1{;.,- and’ the 1Ax-<':ts.‘c.' - ‘A_t ifs

deebéstjﬁoinx,' Canada stretcheﬁ 2,800 mlLes 1rou -éouth‘to-

. . . . : L N . ¢

Cwhich _hd% . ten 'I}mBS.‘the._Cadadigg popuﬁqtlon_'(ﬂalqun,

LA97TRLge S e

S T . - - - .

' -. oo . ) . . R [ 0 N
Canadians are ' anevenly distributed  across the country,

ivith'the vaSt:deority,living in_&\édrridor stre tching east

-
-

to veqt vithxn two - hundred mxl?b 'og_{hé-q;s. border THall~"

‘ﬁan§'1977 31e. Prgx;mi:y not only encourdges frequent inter-—

. -
- —— . - - w - . - e & a - T
" . > v . I - ot - B .
T - - . - * - . . - - . -
T . - - N - ~ - - " -
- . - - .. .
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referred to as _ul "cultural dumpxn_ ground"-'uée& by’ thd”'

‘The. 'to'- .

northe Along {;UOQ'mi}es Canuda~ bOrders the Unlted States,

~action with 'Amd£icqns,1,it, also makes ' compprisons between.

‘++++++++++++++++++++

the two sociotiés~morejnnturull- co

',D;If erences between us.(Cadadians and Americans)

-~ are both subtle ‘and cokpléx. 'Thnt ib why'Canadl—
T sans are. otten - ton,ue—tied when asked to explain in,
a sentence. or tvo,. ‘how wao dxiier.' -¥%e know we'lre

\b an cxamplc of the.volume' ot,this interchange, - in 1970
. 4pprox1mately 37 millicn U.3. residents v;sxted Canadas
while over. Jo meL;on anadx¢n residents visited. thé Unit=-
éd States. Since Canadal's total ‘population was3 only 225
. miltliony ‘and aince 35 nzllxon ‘Canadians visited the’ VaSe’
.that year, - many of them evidently made muLtLplc CPOQbinhS
(Hiller,.147o,103). : -

’

.

‘v



._*:‘ not the same but we can't axptain it succknctlyv.t -~

doubt-anybody can (Berton, 1282.104). . : S -

r
~ - - “u - N

Benton‘s (1932 104) httithe touar@s Canndian and Aperl:

. -
N . ’ . - -

can dltterencea lb conszstent ‘with other res¢ected Canadians

we ke -

tnom\the.ﬁarspective ,that_ihlle Canadlans_do:hnve a log in-:

. . . -

common vith'aﬁerbcaqs, they are. not simply second-class,.

. e - Y ) .

‘Americans void of Jany unique charactéristics O0f their owne ™

-~ - Tre

.During a visit to Washington in 1959, Prime Mlaister Ttux

‘deau giﬁréssék_his oﬁinion raghfding the dlifferences between

Al v . . - .

" the Qdﬁddiunﬂand.thb &mbﬁlcnn'beopleq - .. -

- . - .

Ue re a dxfﬁerent people ‘trom - you t&merlcnns) and .
wetlre - a dxfferent peoplo partly . becayse of
-you.--.vaxn" next ‘you T is ln . some ays like
qleepan ‘with an. elephant.- No m¢fter how friendly™”

-, ang even—fempercd is the beast, one ‘is affec ted by

every tv;tch uhd .runt.-..But it . should not thero— RN

‘fore be . expected that thlb kind ot " natiane- this
Cunada,'bhould proJect xtqclf.-..ub a mirror, mege
of the Unxted bt¢teb (Pope, 1371 ¢ v;z). L et .

- -
+

dian—born - Governor—Geéneral, in "an acdress . to the United

- ' . - L
- L . s ~ - .

/States Congress assertéd: that Canada ~ should not be” expec ted-

to c¢opy the Americaﬁ:wpy'bf life: .

- L

To say. that you in. the' Unitea States and” we in

" Canada have much . in common, is a venerable plati-
“tude: © Livinz as }e do side by side on the sSame

"“contxnent, " our rebemblanoea are many.;..[t is not
surprising, that tor alL thnt we have In commory
you and we should each preberve certain habits nnd
tradxtxonblwhxch we cherish because they.pelong to
use We know it s not - your wish to have on your .
borders a meré replica of your own <Jdountry, but,
rather a-éelr—regpecfihg communi ty. faithful- to its.,

-

- own_ ways { Masseyy lud9227 ).

., - P i S

- . ; . . - P -

*'Evenﬁas £cb baqK~c$.1309,-Yincent Massey, the first Cana-— "

Thus wiiile there appears to be mwch agreehnent that Canae— |

dians are di-fferent rrOmaAmericans,'there also appears to be

45revment:iﬁat these ditt dTence oS are not eaby to Lllustrute.

r

-

v
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Howewver_  subtle the differences may be, an extensive
. .

'.-.‘,..-:;_..‘, .

sgifch of the literature reveals “some significant Canadian-—

American value and peérsonality differences which help to es—
. . ) .

tabligh an overall dissimilarity between peoples; {which,

sStated from another perspective, reveal a distinct Canadian

l!l

s personality and identity)e.

-

"

Some “rese¢archers have looked more deeply into a distinct

W
e

—~——

Canadian personality and the cnniacterisjlcg that stem from

this personalitye. ) -

-

e

There appears to be much agreement among researchers over

a Canadian” tendency for conservatism and caution, versus an

-
_——
- _—

American readiness'ﬁo take riskss Naegele (1961:227), tor

- P

example, obyerved that Canadians appear more "sgelf-con-

~ 3

tained"™ and morqfﬁunexpreséive". He also notedy, along with

T
-

Jamieson (1957:1&) that Canadians appear to lack self—confi-—

- E B W - n
-~ - b
P

N " dence and that this is manifested in their exhibition of

"less optimiam, less faith in the future, and less willing-

T . (RS
" ot o ~ U

o ) .t . "-,_‘- . - .
- ness. to risk capital- or reputation.” Siwmilarlyy Johns tone

(1963:265:and Berton (1932:85) observed that Canadians' in-

-
-

hibd-tions Qre manifested in their friendships and personal

—-——

relationships; "we o not make friends as easily as Ameri-—

cans dol perhaps from a fear of being too forward® {( Berton,

18822835 ). R
In another studyy compiled by Arnold and Tigert

~

(197{:69), using data generated from tvolindebendent éurgeys

.-
-

administered in the United States and Cun&da, asserted that

i
1
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Canadians are¢ not more cautious than Americanse. They found -~

- -
-

.fio significant differences between Canadians and Americans -

and their mean levels of .agrecement on several personality

L
-

1]

itemss ° For exampley, while 35 percent of the Qmeriths-eam— T

1\

8

-

pred said that they "always use thelr seat belt, even for a

short drive”, only 238 percenfror the Canadian samgle replied .-

+ affirmatively (it sheuld be noted - that this was before sev— ..

- -~

*“eral provincial governments enforced seatbelt regulations in
.

Canada Je In addition, while 37 percent of the Americah sam-—

- -

ple said that they "probably neced more lLife insurance™, ‘onky i}

335 pgrcent of the Canadian sample said they needed dorél
. -~ L&

{nere again it should be nbted that perhaps CAnadians al-

Y

- -‘..
"ready .had twica as much insurance u3s Americans did to begin
- . .. - -
with, and would therefore not need any mored. fherg-wns'

-

also no sisnificant df¥iference found between Cnnadiaﬁ% (52%)

angﬁmmeriCuns (ot%) when asked wiicther they Wlikedlto take. -~

»

. n
chances" {Arndld and Tigert, 1974:74-75). Thus Arneold and

- -

Tirzert not only found that Canddians did not ap gear to be
b bl
. M
more conservative than Amgficans, but that their results In-

. . a
dicated differences (alettiouzh not statistically significant)

- - )
. - - -

- »
in a dircection opposite to the expectations of the compara-—

-

tive literature. The re may ot course have been complica-— .
bt B z ’
> tions with using two Separatce SUTVCOYS, one of which was ad-—
ministered in 1963, and the other in 1970. In addition, it .-
-~ 2 .

- ~

S
= also igportant ~to mention - that the Canadian . survey was

pat

selectdd on a random basis, whereas the AmeriTan one was- -’
. S

T . . -
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conducted among members qr~a_'nctiona1 ¢opsu-§r .nsll'bqﬁef .

which had beea constructed to pardquL Upgted Sfafes_éénéps

figures (Arnold and Tigert, 1974:7i)e .  .© . .

. While there may be some dlsﬁgrednent‘-améng researchers

~ .. e A} .
about a Canadian _ tendency Tfor ‘cauti'on and conservatism, -~ .-
R N- CoT L. ) A e L L s
there ‘appear td be' no’.contradictions for several nated -

- ' - e " . . . * ~ o -
American personality churactgristics. . Lipset iiSSS;SSQ'idr'

* ~ -~
-

example 5y asserted'.tha{:gmericans are less . introverted and
. —— : . . T o .
tend to. place wore emphasis 'Gn‘:fndlvidualism-_ - Lipset

s
n » PR

(1964:182) alsoc noted that Ameriéans achi'eve their highest.

~ - K -

aspirations tnrough M"hard work and ‘individual intiative™.’

. L)
-~

ularg (19502532—J83) ‘observed .that rhiie,ﬁun&diqné Are more.

willing to accept limitations' on personal endeavours, Aderi-

cans place higher standards on .personal achievcemente Arnold

and Tigert (1974:75) aﬁso-con

f irmed that Americans tended to

have high personajrachievement.tstanqards. In fheir study,

*

~

Arnold and Tigert found that while only 39 percent . of the

Canadian people surveyed said that they "like to be- consid-—

pl

" ered o leader", - 53 percent of the American sample desired

leadership qualitiess -On the same note, only 43 percent of

the Canadian sample said that tney "hate to lose at any=-
- . ‘ ."‘-‘ '

thing', comﬁaréd to 61 percent of the American Sample (Ar-

- - - -

'‘nold and Tigert,1974:78). )

Canaudinns also gppear to he le¢ss individualistic and more

~

- . -

- Ay -~
.collectively—oriented than Armericans (Lipsat, 1865:36),

- - -

. b .
doardin (157421106) supgests that this Canadian "collectivity"”

-
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”

- ‘g -anifesyed in Canada®%s nore‘pgplic'enterprise systemy- and’

0
- - & b}

.indeed onevthird of all Canadian—controlled copporate assets

-~
-~ -

- a}E ﬁéld by crown corporations (Berton,1882:604.-’ With goé-

¥, .
ad N N .

. 'ebuﬁ¢nt.cbnt§ol and regulation both a significant and neces-—

‘sary role in a'‘public—enterprise economy, Lipset (1964:178)

- » - -

. and Clﬁhk*11950:382) " have suggested that there is a greater

+ .

. respé&t‘for Lovernment and political leaders ' among Cangdf-

. -

ans; Berton (1932:38) adds that "trust in jovernment" is

- [N

-very much a Canadian'attitude. On a similar note Frieden—

.

"hersz (1950:14) asserts that unlike American&, and, for that

matter, unlike the-Byitisﬂ, who have had, their share of. re-

~ - -

- . - " ’ - ’ - N +
- bellions and revolutions, Canadiuns as sSuch have no tradi-—

tiorr identifying goverumont as the source of oppression.?

This trust is manifested in the Canadian people?s approval

"of ° specific: government sponsored. institutions. A 1957

study, for example, _

indilcated that 62 percent ot Canadians

: Appéov;d of the plan to gestablish the Canada CounolIly with

. -

v
~

- . . - M

! sovernment - rundsS, to sive fTimancial encourazement where
] B " . . . . .

necded to Canoadian arts~(Schwazrstz, 13662117 ). -

- ~
- . - .. -

Although the Canadian cconomy i= more public enterprise-—

a

orientedy, the United Sgutes sStresses private eﬂterpriéefin
N . . L

its,.economy (Hdarding 1574:13c). In such an econemy, _ there
5 private ownership ol economic resources, the maans ‘of

D R R e Y LR eI IR,

oo

N . . . -
) -

? Friedepwyc?;, (1950314} also points out that (up until- 15354)
only. twe Canadian public officials had ever been'murdered}-
Piveriere Laporte, Quebec provincial minister of ,L¢bdr‘4nd‘
imgigration l197UI, T and U'Arcy Modee, 1 membper | oY the
tirst federal Parliament (1555, '
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production and property, and the right to protit from such

* -

o-nerghip;' in this-system gqvernmentsioun‘ few, L anyy

. .

. .. o ) )
shares in industries (Marchak, 1875:45).. 1In this 'private—

enterprise' culture, ¥illiams 1}9§0:44§—451) 'éuagasts that

»

greater distrust of central Zovernment, and a stronger aver= -

sion to individual constraints", (i.e. censorship, . govern-—

.ment.regulationy etce) In their 1933 study, Baer and Wintor

asserted that those Canadians who attended to American media’
~ - - -__\ 7 ‘ " ‘.
channels were more likely to identify with the anti-govern-—

ment sentiment that is reloted to the free enterprise system

of the Ue.s., than those .Canadisns who attended to Canadian

- -

media changels (Baen and Wintecry 1983:51-85 >

Other Canadian—American dif ferences have been found that

. -~
are  poerbaps Worth mentioning at this pointe Rokeach

.

(}973:539-92) campared éanadians and Americans in a 'value-

sSurvey?' consisting ot data from compnrablé samples ot-gol—

lege men tested in four ccuntries: ‘the United States, Cana-

day Australia, and Igrael. ~ The data were obtained by

individual investigators and then compiled by Rokeach; more

speciiic details of the individual studies are not given and

for this reason it is not known ‘wnether they were scientifi-

. ,

cally compiled or not. Nevertheless,y, -in Rokeach's asurvey,

\

Canadians and Americang were compared on a number of specif-

ic .values rangin;; from personal happiness to personal

-achievemente A sizable number of ditfferences between the two

.

there -is8 a "deeper'ﬁuspiciqn of .bstnb1ished‘_$utﬁorify,-

'~
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peoples were founde ~Overall, Canadians ranked aesthetic

values such. Qs tﬁbsé_iﬂnt:’éuphusize love, pgace--of'mind;‘“

L] -
- . ~ .

‘personal hgﬁpipess.~beauty‘and honesty ‘very highly.  AmeriI-..
r ’ . - - . ‘- . :

cans tended ‘to be more, concernmed with having a "comfortable
T lifey

gaining social recopgnition®, -“and béln; "ampbitioua’;
R . ) o ’ ) . ’ .
\ - -

which tends _td canvey a particular preoccupation ‘with ma-

. .,: . . L .'h . . .
- tepialism, - ‘compeatition and achjevement. {-Rokeach,

. ~

1973:89-92). -, ¢ o P

. In light of Rokeacn's dgscription.o{_the Canadian perébn—

aljity consiusting.of such valuces as tove,  peacaey beauty and

‘nappinegs, Mastey-(1554) has provided.-a similar, more suc—
~cinct description of the iux he 910-5-thé'typica} Canadiane

~ . . - N

. One who loves all- thoseé . thinus, tangible and in-—-
- tangible, that  rightly so by the name. Canadian;

for the victories and the defcats, the sltories and
the tailures of the pnﬁt,AAndfo( thb_presén¥; and
of those that will be in the future; for our his-
tory and aur lLiterature; for our institutions and
our Lawsj; for our wheat and .our wood and our oil -
" and for all that we make and do (Nassey, 1lvy30:40).

- i

To ‘summarize,  the avaeilable literature indicates that
Canadisns are more conscervative, cautious and lerss willing
. N - . . n ? b .

to engage in risk-taking endeavougs than are Americanse

Lcanadians tend to place more emphasis on aesthetic vatuesy
wnile Americans tend to be more preocgupied with material-

immy - competition and achievement. Institutional ditferences

are manitested inl Canada's 2rcater émphasis on publig owner-—,

“nip and the United States?! cmphasis on private ownershipe.

-
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American cul tures, . then we should

0
.

.

*.If such dissimilarities do exist betw

ditferences, betweén Canadi

- » -
- » - b - ’ -
- - v - - -
. - - . ! . . . . -
* - .
. . -
. . .
* " - . 1Y
* . . . ” -

.- - . . . . -

gipecf to find slgiidr

respecial ly thq‘médin.“ AR prlmé sources ¢f news and informa-

tion{-gatekéepéés and opinion ‘leaders, .and purveyors of cul-
- < B N M . .

and’ identity.

-

oon .

ture, :tpe:medLQ__Q:ﬁnot helbbpt_ﬁgz; a national awareness

Tﬁiéyhéqia aﬁy in-cht be':considpre& a coun-—

ean Canadian and

an dnd‘Aéé:ican'éulthral pnB&dcfs;f

ctryty most impgﬁtupt 9nd‘effectin'cultﬁral'veh;éle. Howell

imaxes 0f a soclety’s 'culture and

Meuliural mi reor thatfrétleété and. grqject

Broadecasting is
‘modern nations and peoples’

symbiotic

. . -

‘sense of identitye".

the most powerful meansf by which

ence, _learn about their national identity, .
apout their cuttprc,‘Léurhiabout themselves. - But
{t_is mpre_than‘that,,af courses. There iz a2 truly
relutlonship between :
cul ture. - The two are inextricably bound togzeth—
frese {Applebaam & deberf,,l&hl:lfa)-' -

7

siiare a common e xperi-—,
Learn’

broadecasting and

s the symbols and

describes . a nation's 'broadcasting system as a

.+ It tollows then.that ii Canadians and Americans do,iflus—_

Teach cou

.

- ~ - .

trate ditferent behavioral paitérns and personali ties, 'theén

.

:oals,'vaiu?s.und-idéoLogies; the Arerican wedia should por—

tray the American way or lLif¢ and the Canadian media sShould
portrey the way ot life of Ccﬁadinhs._

Tthe ane .

-

.

Thils. is not, -however,

ntryts own mediua should contribute to | its_peqpfets

It appears that - althoupgh Ameéricun media are an- -

questionably Americany, the YQume is true for Canadian medig;'

-

that is, Canuedian media are also unquestionably Americanas

.
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. . _JThié-qilénnq Canada'féftaqiﬁg-id the aréi'dt broadcﬁsting
illustratés what is termed 'media-dependency'; manifested in

- e - . - “

_an q%arihelming dépendence’ on the United Sta%eé_ for media.
.pioducta.-"Reéearchfshouscthiﬁ _American béntent is rampanf

in all . form3 of Canadian mediae. . . What .follows is . a brief

~ E— . -

C Summary qrisomq relevant statistics for selectaed media.

" . 1le2el. Print .
Cumming, quﬁ;ncl and Johudsen: (liUs1:30) 'observed'that

~

news .made .up. two—thirds or'akl_foreign.ners carried

American

on CPts Dntmfife'nqwswire, . and ‘that 6ut qf-alt'the-foreign'

new:s co#erage on tnat file, less than 20 percent originated.

b

tfrom CP's own sourcese In additiony 73 percent -of .the non=-.
CP forcign news orijinated trom AP. Econp@icallyr‘it mrkes -

.nore sense for

Canadian newspapers ‘to use AP newscopy . than

' it does-.to hire foredpn correspondentss '’ Similarly, if is
Jalsd _much cheaper for Canadiun newspapers to carry syndicat—
\ . . . . .

s

0d'mnt0r§ul such as comiec  Strips,  crosswords and feature

columps .by Ann Landers, * for example, . than to run their own

- .
[

‘lTedtures {Jdeattie, 19072669 ). ’ ) . :

]

lel2a2 Film o -
- The Ngfionul Fila dourd'ot -Cénadu.LNFB) founded in 1339

h ~ . ' ]

and reconstituted by tne National Film Aet or 1U30 to "ini-
tiate .ind promote. the production und distribution of films

* in' the nationat interest", - is the main producer of documen-—
e - . 4 R . ' N .
tary ftilms . (Hallman, 18077:20). " . .



.

~

'to,theatres"ln Chnada, vére pa;d 'J?s;?to the Seven major

The Cunadlan‘prlvate tllm lndustry also has thken a badk'

qeat to Hollyvood Ln Canadlan novlo theatras. . In 1976y tor'”

exanple, 93 percent o! alt revenues trom the rental ot-tllas

IS _.. - F) - N . . = . =
. e

-

" Hollywood stqdibﬁ..i.also,ﬂin 1981,‘ﬁoqé'than:nlnet§ percent

oIJthé movies shown in Canada were Ameriﬁnn gqafqre r;lhs.

(Audley; 1383:218)e - - ' = .

‘twegq August 1875_ and 1984, about JUO Canadidn-made fllmé ’

'tent,py‘Americ4niﬁin;'cxty bL nq,,Lxcense plateq,_ flqgs and

57 made’ in 1Y7Y (Pratlcy, 1S84:92-v4). "

‘e L . .
N . . P

. ~Even-ln thé prpdugtidn ot Cahu&iun‘filﬂs, American influ-

ence has btirled the pPOJect10ﬂ ot a Cauadlan ldentlty. - Ba-—

pecopley  dnxious to capitalize on ~ the 100. percent tax shel— '

.

tilms weré never bought by ‘distributors for P“bl}c-vieqiﬁgp

In most, pboducérs had removed. all truceS‘dI Canadiqn con—

. - . . ~ -

~

“muilboxqéé Their. success was still so llmlted ‘that in 1983,

- —

dnLy.lvffeuture@(ilns were mnd@'in_Canpda, as compared vlth_

" Notinw attempts to bring an ‘end to the 'Hollywood Norta®*.

syndrome, former Conmunichtions Minister Francis Fax  has

 stated, "I find these imitation Américan films distréssing".

. The Canadian Government intended through incfaasedfC&n&qiun

" were produced _witn.SSSU hitlion'fhdm protesslonaL pusiness'.

. ters provided by  fedture film investments. MNany of these’

content réquirdments to ensure that-public money .would serve

to assist - Canadian talent in the development of <Canadian

films teLling stories about <Janada and Cupadiapé:(Pratley

1984:935 ) . ' _‘ . ~

v
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-

-.The vast majority of Canadians . live in a corridor within

. two hqnd}éd hllea of the American hordé; (Hallman, '1977:3).

-
- .
- .

der statioas _vpich“conceutrdte'their aftgntioﬁ on Canadian
gudiencesy p.s.f programs carried live in Canadian networks,

.

and Canadian stations which are affiliated ﬁlth UeSe net—

xorks and carry segmefits of the American prégram schedule
(Sh?é, 1963:79). In f&ct; hseveniy—roﬁr percent of viewing

_ time of Engllish-language television is spent watching non-—

© 313,000 an episode? (DOC,1980:4).

‘television are : not, .produced in

Canadiarn pt‘ogru.m::, :( :\p-pl.éba.u:n ¥ Heberty, 1l982:217).
'_While.'two—thirds of ~all programs on Enyglish—languaje
Canaday it is éven more

ironic that Canadu‘s'ngtLonal televLsion_netwo;k,-,the Cana-— .’

dian'Broudc#ﬁtin; Chrpqr¢tlon} Is-do&inutgd by American pro-—

gramminge Ninety—six percent ,of all drama on tre English-

- .

halt thour anddlaﬁ proiram, when &oh\can buy an Agmerican pne
(such as the nignhly popular sitcom LThrEg's'pompuny');i fpf

v

Competition of U.Se broadcasting appears in the form of bor—

langua,.e CBC network is . Toreinn (Applébuum s Hobert,
1932:217)e ' Essentially the i'ssuc comes down to a,questlon'
of dollars and cents. - Why-spenc 3100,000 tuo produce a onc=

-In:1574q'tﬂc CBC kResearch Depuartment completed a s;&&y of

public attitudés on what Cunadians think of the C8C televi—

sion service., Their results indicated tnat amony English-—

= -

"Cunadians,; most viewers preferrec American channels to Cana-
. - - N N " - . -

.

.



L weeke Further, « it is likely that these Cdnqdldn ‘programs

.

I . : - g - 23

dian onese Qpé half of the Canadians thought that American

channels were better than Canadian. ocnes; one half thought

they were equal (Hallman, 1979:57). L.

.

In addition, while American TV is considered moré'pdpﬁlar
than Canadian fV. UeSe T? Programns are evqﬁ more poéulur

than Canadian ones; a 1970 Sﬁécﬁ&l Senate Commleeq on Mags

dedia indicated . that Canudians'prcfer_American ’shq-s'(665)‘
to Canaqién shows (35%), (1970:;31).'

A further problem that exists in terms of overall audi-

ence choice is that Canadian bqogrhms- tend to get lost in

. thée mix.since there are lewer oif them to choose frome . In a

“

market served by two stations, for eéxample, the minimum re-— -
. -, . . N _ . 1

quirement of .50 percent Canadiuan, ‘programing represents
mostly cnmpetifivé news béoadbasfs‘.schc&uled.!rom e to 7

pPeme an@_li_ﬁ.m;_.fo midnight, .with a selection' through the -

‘rest of -the evenin, of three to t*our cho%ées.duriig-a normal *

v

-

.

will tend to bel public affairs or musical variety shows,

-~

which traditionally draw smaller audiences than. the more

‘popular and cést{x dramas, the .type of programming which

makes up prime U.Se.. commercial '1:el levia.i.on,h Given that at

least two U.Se channels dre. receivable by ‘about two—thirds .

“of “Canudisns (7 to 11 p.@-)r Canadian content is reduced to

- . -

about Qinerceﬁt (CEIC. 187724 ).

[N

~



Americuq'stdkiods dvallable " where pefore they could not be’

" dum € Hebert, 1932:218).°

- - hd : - * . - "
. .
S R , - . ) . I T .
. N ¢ -
- . .
. * - - .
. .
. - . - .
- - - H - - - :
- - r - . -
- - 5 —‘ - -
- -~ * .
~ -
. .
~ - - - e r M o . .
' ' T - . o L2400
- " - : .t ~ . . Lot . . -

le2e4 gnmmm oL R . ;_ o

R - ~ - -

¥hile_the introduction of cable TV to~ Canada meant that -

. . . .. - . e . ) o _
American programs could be traunsmitted’ wvia micréwave .to ca-

ble systems hupdreds p{:u;lés'?rog-thé.-U.Sh-canudd_bqrdér"l".

- .

it also t&éga&\equtlhg Canadian -stations to cbﬁpﬁte:wlih";

'
+

U,S; telévision practically -everywhere in Cnaggglm. o

The greatqsf_lmbbct. 6f cable TV "occurred in those qéqﬁs'

whe}e,_pre—éhblg;' ho'Amgricaﬁ'stations (and/or few Canadian -

\

stations ) ‘were yeéeived directly offeairy df‘vheheféabte5TY-T

added,substantially- to the number . of American stations tha't

could already be Teceived, - Undeb—'this-héuding,]c&ﬁe-such

areas as yoﬁdpn, Thunder sBay, . Ot tawa—Hully Pefequéough,

winnipeg,y ‘Corﬁwgllf'_dhd-uekhbrbdué._ Reret_"q&blﬁ‘fv made

- ~ -

Eeqeived, Inevitablyy. these stations ackuira&'spébes of ‘the

available audience ‘at the expense of ‘other. stations (CBC,..

TieT2:rmye T S R

~ .

- Currently, : more. than “SO_.-pcrcfent' of all. -Car)a.dian hot:lse- ;
holds subscribc to cable  -(applebuum § . Hebert,, _1982;218).

The  hasic service , on' most cable' systeas includes four

100-percent American chuannels, Aud.£qur‘to'seven.60—pércgnf

-

Canadian chdinnels, fqrguﬁ uvéfégéibz-70‘percent toreign con-

“tent In total pro¢ru#ﬁing.;doiiﬁoréd'tq 5ubscribbrs { Appled—

with ceble systems operatin, as Prosramsers only in terms

.01’ their conmunity c<hannels,y aeand as common. carriers other-—

.o N

-
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S " “.tions that .are otherwise applied to programmers { Applebaum'§ -
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[ _ Hebert, 1982:218)s . ‘ - SR L T
s . - e - e B . . - e . .

s, 1+ T1e2eS _Radlo . T - 0 LT
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;-Aé'nécantlx_aé 1968, it wa§}ésfim&¥ed that Can#&i&b.mu&l-.

T -*7 . cal 'selections &cq#uqtgd for between. four and seven percent .

et all music- played on 1anad1gq7'Qd&io“stati¢hs"(Auqle§,

v b .

<. "7 7. 1983, '183)." "This Situation .has changed primarily as a re- .-

sult of CRIC 'cqntent”rexul&tiohgloq_A;M;.- radio which hayé, .
e Tbacn‘q-gréat"pssetrxovdéde_the_9staﬁlishméht'lof.d'Cghndfhn . i

) recording industrey.’ 'Ho?gver,-inf1973, _only two percent of - *;"

-ayl,recordﬁtsotd 13.¢qn§dnﬁ wége_proddced'bx Caﬂadihn‘!iémél . e

_ .In "1950,

sdiles of Canadian-content -recordings.represented

’ . ‘only 7.6 percent (S$1X million)  of.total ibdastry wholesale -
.révénueé ot 3235;1:milLipq‘(Audley,.1983:1{31;',‘_ : - L

{' ! The problém is-thqt Canadian -fuusic¢ians have had a diffi-+

,

cult tiﬁe._eﬁtqbllshiﬂg themselves, . and . have not had auch’

Y

- " choigce but . to.record on American . labels. Only the large -

American recording companies-have the resources and distri-

.
i} . butioﬁ fj;ptés t$‘ p§3mote.C#5udlné pérforéers:to sturdom,‘
- ' (ﬁee,_ 1979:é)._1H;§;ver, bcfore Canadian musiginns can gt
wi@c-qi§fr§$Qﬁion‘on'a do@eéfiéuggéis,_ fhey must f{rst com—~ . —_
X ﬁeté.for Aanhe:;can audience, " and this is-not always éngy.‘
Ig‘is.t}piékl‘;or rock'musicians-(Canadign,_American, Euro=- -
?045; Aggtrnliun; etcs) - Onty to become stars ouce fhéy have o
- ; - . R . . . - -
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hit fhe'Ahgﬁican éharts. This is evident in Windsor zpnﬁéx—

- — ~

. - - - -

ampley, as most Canadian . songs such as Sherittﬁs big hit d

*Yhen I*m ¥ith -You' was only glcye& ‘on Windsor statgons‘pﬁce

b . " - ~ .

:Detroit stations had Selected the - tune for their playligtse.

.
L
.

How ironie it is that we accept our own cultural achieve—

ments only when they are given .cértification olsewhere.

1.3 . IMPACT OF U.S< MERIA CHANNELS , - . :
As StFth'eFPLiQP;;_lt Arerican media spillover continues' - -

- Y - -
- . -

Tacross” the border in numbers ocutweighing the available Cana=

dian channels,  this may have. an attcnuating effect with re—

spect to the'tormatioh.Aﬁdﬁdevebopment of a Canadian culture .

':hnd ‘identitys .~The question’ that arises isy 'What effects do
such non—domwstic (UysS.) ania‘pyﬁducté have on the Canadian .
‘péoprg, and ‘how are theée ef;ects (if any), wmanifested?

i *

That is, aﬁé‘peqplé any different becdause they watch Canadi-— -

an proyrams? Are théy in 30me wdy more aware of themselves -~

as Canadians? _ ‘ .
. Althouch tnére has been: very little in the way of re—- -, Tf

search concerned wi'th the arca of effects ot foreign media
N . . . -

.spillover, it stands to: feason that if Canadians are - spend— -

- . - - = " -

~

ing more time with American media-charnels thdn comparable o

Cunadian onesy they are acquiting; more knowlaedyge. about the ah

. . .

United States. than they are about Canada. *How then can iso-—
. - \ -
lated. Canadians, for exanmpley, Llearn more about the rést_pf'f'3

thelr country and theiﬁ_!eflow Cuh¢dinns it they a}e-oqu S ¢

1 ~

~ L4
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watching American tcgpvléioﬁ‘iVchhri 1 vlously vold or nny
- v :{ ‘. . - N . - -
anaqééh content)}? = Pt ‘\ i :

-
- -

5 Aiﬁnk the aparse resci;éh that has béegldqdé-1n~the ur%nﬁ

+

of effects, most of lt;has 1bee.n conceznéd wlth the vievlug

- v

; _-,..'l'. _- =

ot American crime programs on both. UeS. and Canadian telovi—.

- ~

- -

adiansThave become disturbed ubo&t'thé'litiit:ntion ot-Capu—

- - T -

dian cnl ture. by Anerican” teLevision-shons' inq that the
s ) .._"._-. iy i . _‘ -:-.' N L S . -

v complaints voicedi most zreiﬁehtly;-ooncern}.the fact 'thdf

- - o . .- ..
—— R ‘ e
- - .

J thesc programs subvert peaddy . order, and discipline among °

S . -

the young by leading the C&n&diuﬁ yod&h.tb;ﬁeliévé?thdt t$éyw'

heve constitutionalf%i&hts thut even their—%idérs épqn@f

claim. 1ln their study Tate ’ eﬁxd Ir&ch (1980 1= 9) _aése‘r’tea

' cxom LT = -

that Lanad;ans.xnov more‘about UsSe zourtroom procerres ov—

- .

ing “to sqgh?Amerlcaw'TE.pgogﬁyq§ as “Pérry;lhsop“, than'thex

~ do about their own Cnnadian-ie&al Systeﬁ;

. Beuttle ( 1967:071) also obberved that those Canadxans who
_read U. S. crime news or view télovision' crime programsa:'

tend to- absorb foreliyn terminology as though.it’ ‘were: Canadl*

T Y -

an; ,({Beattie used 'district-attorney' as a sﬁecitic ex&mplé

-
-

of a non—Canadian:}esal term unknowinﬁly adopted by:Cangai—

-

ans from American teLevxbxon prﬁgrams). L o .

- . . - -

- 3
- . .

- o7 ~

In a more racent stady, s Baer"dndifiqtef ( I983:51-86) -

found that Canadians who adhere& to imer;cnn media identi-—

- 3 5
- - .
- g -

fied more closely with anti—-jovernment sSentiment that is

:hore‘gﬁ&sely rgluted to the ‘Iroc enterprise'systém? 61 the

Lo
i

Slonich§;neL$o Friedenberyg (1980 12) asserts fhat pany Can—-

< e

Iy
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.*-United States, = Than. the more buhlic'@ntergnise economy of
. TN - L . . )
._’

Canada. These results_were lllustrﬁtéd"hywtheu”fpct that”

. -1

Canadians watching American televisiqn news were more Llikely:r

1o blame the federal government tor inflation than were -

those watching CBC news.

While some aspects of foreign (U.S.) culture day be-;él-

L] -
- -

comed in Canaday ~ cxcebgivé cxXposure teo foreign . media can

'
-

,thave a negative. impact -on the culture and™ pedplezof.'the'

:coun€}y (De luo Gardey 198424 ). The Canadiun "goverament,
- miinfaining  tna t. HeSe media, dominance is both economically .
K - e ) s “_-\- FS - o . s
- - and sociologically harmful to Canadians, has taken'in}tiapj
. . - . - - . ,,-;:4.-. . - . R - -
.2 < g . - . 2
tives to impede “the penetration of such products into tune -
P - r = . - - - . .
- o . P P ') - .- i - -
countrys. . - R ' . . -
- 7 - ! - - \
b " - - IR GON - g
- =" Te3el .Govearnment Ald and Regulation ' o o
. o o N - . er A - e . - el
- - T DG A - ;o ~.
-, -* The Ganadian .pwdlicsenterprise economy lends support to
- . R o S Red R - -
- ’ r e = . L
R the federal - Jovernmcnt _and several ot its agencies in its
R . Lo -~ ey L T - l .
i . . attempt to confine Kmérig%n caltural influencess - Some of
- L R .0 o, : o )
=" - S ‘.‘ - - s ’ - [Rad ‘:. - * N |
thest agéncies that are épec;flqally designed to promote
- - N - T PP T ! - N DU

.

- ~Canadianjsm fncludeijhﬁ.NPJ, C3C, Uaﬁadq.CouuciL, and Na-—

v . e~ [ . .
.. - . . - | e
) . tional Research €ouncil. - ! ST . .
. . -0t 4 > .
T . Cne of  _-the first LTenxislative wsactions . (durin;y the

-

1935-1457 Liberal AdminiStration), motivated Yy a4 desire to

e - L. ) .
t i pgoteci Canadidn magasines 2.ainst *untair' forelgn coampeti-.
_ T Lo -
- tion was u 2) percent -levy oun the advertising revenues of -
P} - N - - - . -
‘ . ; - - - r = " - - - - . " - ’
Ut special Canadiar@® editions ~of forciin magaczines (Popey
- 19712115 ). " ’ . .
. . - -
. »
. - - -
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cnnad#“nistorically haa;aiso used broadcasting as a bind-

~

‘ing force for its'pr§vinces and people, to ~alleviate the

_“fprgbleqp cﬁeated'-bq American cultural ‘dominances ’ Rather' .

- -

than jolining 16}cééﬂvitb~the_squrporer, Caqadn has opted to

take a defensive stind to counteruact Aperican media imperi— . .

.
*

alisme . This stand has-been manifested in a succession of .
LY ] - -

parliamentary commissions and comilttees that have examined .

“the Cadadian "media exfensively 'since 1329§ EAird, '1929,

.. 1332), (Massey, -1951), (Fowler, 1957, -1965),  (O'Learys

- . - - Y
Ay -
1961), (Dbavey, 18370}, (Kent, 1851}. These studies were all
attempts made by .the Caradian goﬁerpmedi te " repatriate and .

fortify the Canadian ‘¢conomy with a view " toward protecting

the public interest and restricting the non—Canadian content

- . N - . -

to some mediae - - .

- ~

In 1960,. the Bo#rd 2f Broadcast Governorky (BsBeGe) rualed

that Gro Tess than 5% percent of the total broad

all networks and stations should bLe Canadian in con'tent and

-

~ . . - i
-

. characters ThiS'ho-ever; was not supported by the private
. ) . ’

PR

broadcasting sectory and for this reason, the quota was de-~ .

creased to 45 percent in the summe r, - and 30 perceﬁt gn the -

r

W

evenings (Lecy 197d7. Unfortunatelyy many ot the interpre~. .

tations concedrning the SeHeGe's contemt quotas were not rig-—

orous enoulh to prevent broadcasters from c¢i-rcumventing

b . -

thems Broadcasting stations were for example, airing most
of their Canadian—caentent during non—pri@e time hours when .

* 1. A
.

few listeners were actually tuned into radio '(Ap?Lebnum S



* (3] = - ) : - . - - * .
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. - L] - .

- A . : ) : . . -
Hebert, 1982:217); this of. course was. not what the Canadian .-

- .

Radio-Television , and Telecéﬁmunlca%ions Commission . (CRTC) . .

.

- . .

s had intended vhep‘it established the content qubtas.

’ .

The CRTC however,’ has been:. moré aguressive in enfdércing

- -
. -

its content regulation policy with the imposition of Canadi-

. -
- .
- * ~

an—gonteni quotas on all radio and television stationse. It
' : D . . - : - \
. is unfortunate that Little success in dissuading Canadians

[y -

from viewing American contént has uctually been achieved (as

- H
-

-

.
-

mentioned in the above scections e A
~ -

vy -

The probléem -with' Canadian aovernmental poLicies is that

T . _ -
they have becn directed toward the re:ulation of media tech—

nolozy, llcensing and eéconomics ratheér than, the qunli}y and

content: of autacntic cpltpral . expreasion ' { Lee,
- . . . - . , . .

1579:115-116). _ ' . ) -

. . . ' . (b 1'_. L .

124  IOWARDS A UNIOUE CANADIAN CULTURAL JIDENTITYX. - .
) Every nation, old ar newy needsafb establigh'a s .
pubtic imazc by . which it . can be ‘characterized, .
- both by its citizens and by foreigners (Schwartz, )
.1366:3)» P ) ) . ’
- Many researchers believe that « distict Canadian culture'

.
‘ .

‘is beginninzg to evolve, plthoﬁsh'it has not quite reached

»
r * -

its saturation poinht; that in, the Canadian peopleée are still’

~ -~

not aware of their identity. but they can agnnowledge that
‘one exists and that it is ditterent from the American way of

Y

T lifes - : N ' o
- b - .
Canadian society is still in © the process of ﬁélf--
. . definition - and '}deqtity formation fﬁillert

. © 18703 153)..



symbols. such as ‘the flag and. the

o _ - _ o : . 31

Canadians are still in the mnkipg.- But few can .
any longer doubt that a new nationality -is ‘now
emerging (Bailey, 1872:209). ' '
Canada today is withess;ng‘a surge . of nationatisa,

. which 'has taken the specific form of the désire to

.be free of American, economic domination (Pope,

. 1971:viii)e ) ;

. Whether a Canadidn identity-currently exists or whethér
it is still in thc'mqqug, it appears evident that most Can—""

adians., are in favodGe of &qoﬁting-a.uniquq Canadian cultura.

P - \ . . N
- -~

This opinion fas.uanifastag‘in n'énLlug_Ppll (January, 1871)

more than a-decade‘ugo; when the Canadian beople were asked

if they thou.thi  that Canada's prowing concern over national-

S

ism was (or was mot) a good thing for the country. A total

. - - -

of ‘539 sercent Jof the people polled said that "they balieved
. “~ . - .

that Canadian nationulism_vis a good thing for the country;

only N percent disagrced with the .statement and 33 percent
- ‘\_‘___ﬁ-___.-_- . ) .

.

could not declde either waye

~

‘.
N

- There hdve been several factors that contributed to the
férmution of o Canadian gqontiry._over‘the past few decades.

The appointment of a Canadian to the position ‘of Governor

Géneral, _and the patriation of the BNA Act has meant a sig-
nifiCunt'dgcline in the, control aof the British Monarchy over:

Cunua&. * In_%cdttion{ .the épecificétron oflgniqpa societal

national anthem has ‘provid-

ed u conmin frame of reference tor the Canadian peopley and

assiated en the. cry;taltlzutiqn of ta' national .identlty
(HIller, 19706:lo0-162),"

-



., that downprade ‘the

neriority (Rillérf

L

'_1-.

T gqui res substantiat unders

for example, . have ‘encouraged’ Canadians "to make

Auss. -and'contr@ﬁufé

197621605 . T LT

-

- v . . . .

*Domestically,y <the Canadian sovernment has tocussed a lot

»

of nfténi%on tor the estab?;&pméﬁt-,qf‘af Canadian identity
for the pebple of the countrye. - Government ithlyement has

jncludéd,thc

the nation. Canadian "imstitutions

such as the .CBC,

NFHy Air Canaday and pthgés, ﬁ¢vc,b1axéd'un-ihpegral role. in
the development of o Canadian idenvitye.” Thase communication

iinks have helped Canadians to understand and to experience
B . . - ! L. .

v

what is occurring in the ather purts ot Yheir.ﬁpcietf (dill-

er,. 18761162 T~ T .. : -

Attemptin. to outline ‘the cultural prptile of «indser re—

.

can influences ‘that intilirafe the arda. .

Windsor. is situated in precarious

Titth larpest n e:iliq. marhet, delinewted only u:y the
N S o e . )

me t e Span o thee Ve trolt rivere { At no otner major Canadi-
an-American border crossin: does ' the Américan counterpart

- . ~ . . - . - -

. -

comparisons.

. to a feeling of su-

sponkorshig of ‘ceemunication, links that span

CNRj

tanding of the wvast arrady of Ameri-—

proximlty to Americals

one Kilo-

- ) : .. i, . - 1_ i - . ul;é - - I

As‘gugéegteé by héllef. ki?%6:13011§2j.'-se§gral ngga;;fé _- )
;ea£;rés.6( Amfiéc;n. spc%é?y:;;yrﬁa;éﬁhylgged-}cgnadéggs Eq .
qppréciateJ?heib.dvn éohngry‘mpre intbb%el&. 'Sﬁéhfévénfg as . -' .
rnciQL'stguF;tés;f.hiéh}ci%ﬁé rﬁéq;..s ;Ad,tﬁe,#ies SaﬁﬂWuQ, . ._'

PrS



.poge shch:a.th}e&t to t@e éanndinh cultural identity as De-
troit; Michigzan docs to' Windsor, Ontarios With such hcoﬁe;'
. i R [ , . . . : > N ‘._.

cand -impacty the qppogtuhlfy-is reédily available for Ameri-. - .

can -influenc> to play an integral role in.tpé-development'df.'_

- N . ot .

- Windsoerites! awareness of and attitudes towards Canadian me-—.

‘dia. dand artse ) . S T . _ : : . ° .

1«5.1 - Locat Media - St

.

~

American dominuance is an 1ntensé problem for all those’

concernced with maintaining and developing Canddian mediuwe

In CWindsor that dominance is most aggressively.exemplified '

as Canadian produced radioy T«Ve and print are overshadowed -
by «in abundance of American alturnativess . .

. Camadian rduLo_progrummiug_is orferédd -on.eight local ra-
dio b?atlonsm" fhe CBC.owns and  operates two AM and two  FN

"statidns - (Enilish. and French)y - while private _LlLicensees

- ¢

broadcust on three A% and two " £i fraquencies. A low power

university station  also ‘exists on. ‘the. local Fd dial. "In
comparison,  50 AM and N Dotroit area radio SiatiOnS can be

received ‘in tnc'windsor area.. Within this -barrage of Ameri-

- gun prooranming, alnost every ima.inable. format can be founds

;’Lf is iwmportant to note that Windsor is often simply re— .
ferred to as part of that massive Uase market. _

. | o . - . ) ST
"The serious problems facing private Canadian radio. sta—

tions in Windser =sutffering from =igniticant declines in Can-—

Adiun.ll;tcnorﬁhip . ((Joint. . Communicotlons: l954; " BBM-—
. - & . - B

‘e



Spr%hg,1984if have required special attentign from the CRIC.

them from bohpetin; head—on with Amebicun'fo?~40, all music,

.

- - - ) Ld -

. s ae

In recent public . hearings, local ¥ programhers asked for ',

- - ~
» - -

~ relaxation ot 3CRTC,regqutions "which they felt restricted

-

" FM *proarammings. They asked fTor eliminutibn Qr”atﬂléast sub—

i - -

. stantial reduction in ‘the required amount of foreground for—

"orovided.

1
"

fmut,3 and _iﬁ the 30 percent " Canadian éontent"qubta. It

o,
. . - .

would, loggically tollow that if Canadian content ‘quotds were

reduced,. there would be luss radio présentation of Canadian -

:

‘music to the 1»-34 ycar‘old Canadian Listghérs,_whom,“indsor

radio stations are atteaptin to attiracte.

- -

.

.

- J +

it iy an important contention that i such relaxation of

reulations is permittedy C3C radiv, which has very low Llis-—

-
. -

tenegship  in the 13-34 QAP C BT OWD, lJQint Comaunica=-

.
.

.tions:ldn4d; LBi M— Sprinh,1384}. will “have the only official

mandate for programming.Coanadian music on lLocal radios

problems tor Canadian te

. - -

.

. +

"The American domination Jdilemma also creataes substantial

levision "prosrammers. "vWindsor is

- . .

vperated COEI-TVY asswacd that position in 1J72 .when it was

.Jurchgﬁed'fqom-the orivately pwned CKin stations .

. - ’ . e - N
. - S ..

AR R TR R TR R e

RS

Forc.round tormat is  detined ‘as a format of presentation

in which, 1) tie ‘intrinsic intellectual content of 'the
matter bein: broddeast is entirely related to o particular
thomne, 1i) tho_durution'oﬁ The presentation. is 4t'Least

fitteen ninutes, andy’ 1ii} . the presentation is broadcast
without interruption or accompanying broadcast matter (Ra-
dio reMas droadcastingg Reoulations,lYey Je )

-

-

¥ith only one Canadian leV. channet. Cul owned and.



“~- In contrgst'to the one Canadian TeVe dfﬁtgon} Windsorites 2

’ S

have the option of tuning in any of élk American channels.’

The three American network giants (NBC,'&BC,'CBS);éanjbe re-—

- - 2 . -

‘ceived on VHF, while .three other Detroi't stations are avail-

‘able on the UHF ‘band. It is pertinent'tpat'the Détr&lt,araa

Public ﬂrogdcnst S5tation conducts fund-raising efforts in
the Wwindsor markete . In fact, CBC finds 1ltsel¥ in direct
compctition with Detroit-based stations foi# Windsor adver-—

"¢i§ing dollars, as well as monies allqcnred for promotions -

in the Windsor area by large Canadian corporationss -

With cable—=T.¥. soon to be available in w;ndspr} ¥indsor- .

-
L

jtes will be offered, and may chosc to tune. ipf other Canadi~-.
An stations (CHCH-Hamilton, Global, CITY, CFPL-London, Firs®

Choice, the iouse of Commons <channel, and the community

channel for axample) not currently availableé to. theme - How—

ever, as usual, cuole television will alse offer a number of.

American channels neot currently " availoblerin W¥indsor such

’

asy the Cable Mews Network (CNN), the Nashville Network:; and:

the Ants and Entertainament channels

The  newspapers environaent in Windsor

is not unlike the

-}adip +nd TeVe environmente One daily newspaper, Ibg"wing—:
=or Stgr,.is ch“LLy ﬁﬁbliéheq. .Klthoﬁgﬁ Canadian national

'néws,is available daily in the Untario editions of Ihe To— '

'nnnfg-j;gz and The globe gnd.Majl, Yhe ¥indsor Star indepen-—

dently carries the responsibility of presenting current lo-

cal ., news - to' Windsoritess In the - pript medium wbére
r -4 " . N ’

. -



+ objectivity is so important, ' that- conpetitlon'doaé not ex-
FR . . . S .. e ) .
The compe%iflop that does exist in the windsor. newspapaer:

.

‘mariet is ugdlp‘vith,Aherican. madia. Although’ The ¥indsor
Star does gcner&te'spbétkntiak subscription rates Jin'Essex

»

. \ T . . . .
-County (85,000 daily, SS.OQO.Saturday), maany ‘Windsorites are

- - L
. - . -

also attractad  to the hiéhly' aggresslvé promoticns ‘of the

-, R I - . . . " . .
two Detroit dailies, The ‘Detroit .News and TherDet}oitlFree
PresSe Spppdﬁted by a’ populace of over 5 million ¥Netro—De-—
- - ' o I .. = N . . ) A .

‘troiters compared with 300,800 Eisex County residentsy, the

- - ’
.

Jdetroit newspapers Eap aiford.té ‘publish_fuhl‘ colour araea

" -weather maps, ‘and carry information on a muititgde of hap-'

peninsas that directly or bndircctly.ufifct Ebst Windsori tese.
- "In Windsor, ' a’ city that dees not huve professional hock—,
. - - . - . N ~ . N . e -

¢y, basedball, pasketball, ' =occer or football teams of its

. .
-

" owng the sports news lndustry'is all but lost to the. Ameri-—
é&n'mgdia.ﬂ The. sSports section of Americgan - newspnﬁérs and
the sports segments of American T.Ve.. and radio news, provide.
"daily hgdhtqs'on' professional Detroit sports teams and_ce-
. . . N R 1

Lebrities that so many windSOrigos- adopt as. their ovn.:';ﬁt
. . . , . . . . .

no other point in Canade do American medid so comprehensive—

'

< . ly and dggressimely';mppse upon a-Canadisn markete'
.

’

.

-

~
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(- - N .o
pse of what life in Essex

ﬁisiobicaloﬂuseqm. “{t zives a glim
. . . P

~ - | . * . -

LY

County was iike-aurtng'thé 180 0's. The museunm has been des—
ianated a Historical’ landmark. by the provinical' pgovernmente

Ihé'CLeQr} Auditqriuh ié'héﬁe tb'ﬁahy pdrfo%mlqé arté,ang.
CuLﬁubd?:éVQéts 1n:wind5qr;-‘rhé %indsqi nghftoﬁefé;‘nqw in
.}ts‘3§tb_yéq}, . peﬁfo;ms‘fwipe o ye&#,n& :thé ngaby- .:Tﬁé'
qudsgr‘SyQﬁhony Oébneétru'perfééms ut‘.Fhe.bléury'gndér~the
. &irectioq pf.;o£d9ctor_La;1§ Ga;i. Members og t he symphoqy:

have formed their own smaller peﬁkormlﬁg groups ihlqh in—

.
. ) - . - . .
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- Court,

. '?elliw”

O
‘elude the Border Br
'fhénﬁéééx Vinase

al 'lndsor Batlet

- - The University

ances by -studernts’

‘Room” in the
are- tree of- charge.
MWindsor is  also

‘a ten

This is day
a{arded-troéh;es‘an

pete -nationally.
"Ohg of the most
.stéad“Ménorm

“built in 1¥07. anct

-a;f gnilérf{J

bA }hé gnqdndé O
-ﬁLaégthﬁnuaL1¥;£n J
 u§ii$t5
Thbre'?re‘apsor'fﬁé

-and loominge

""One of the premier everits

" troit International

‘i 'slavery,

bratin.

inowledues the friendship betwcen the -

.open

- The manor,

and erafts persons to

"held during the

the birthduys of-both

ass Q&ihtéfk'

pgrtorm annuhlly at Cleary Auditoriun as ..

.

Vo

“
.

'of Windsor music depaftmqnt héé perform—

.

':xo'tﬁé-gdnébai

Law bualldinge

hgme. to
student “competitio
d sScholarship money
impressive landmarks
loca ted,
has sinbé‘Be?n‘qéed
f Willistead Manor,

unes _The event bri

iqué diﬁpinys-bx slass

each

_Freedom F@StiValt-

Vdost '

the Cénténn@&f\

in old,

tor

Art
ngs

display and
summer is the
tirst waekoend'

couhtricse

:twl()_

cgrtier erlng Quartet and

~

public ln.‘tha.loof

~

n . with-

in

Walkerville, '

. a

Winners then com-—'

wa s

- . - .
- - - -
- . v o T
Al - - -

The Nationat Ballet ot Canadh and the Roy-.

of the performances .°
Music. Festivala'

‘winners pe}ngh_
_Windsor isg wif}ié: 

Ulibrary and an-

tégetﬁef.Cdnédiup

~blowing, | weaving

‘Windsor~De-—

répresenting the end

‘ofingy-qnd cele=

nations and their
s . ’ o

im #he-?ark takés

sell their works.'

Tne féstival ac<
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~ Y .

- . common heritagee.
lworks dlsprﬁj'whiéh has been billed
Ameriéas . - .

Amhers tburgy Oqtarlo;'.Just-a

as the.Lg;gest_iﬁ Nor-th

fei-mllesﬁwest'ot.w;ndsprp.

. . is- home to many historical and cultural displays.. "The Park

.Héuée”in-AmhebStbqrg id the -oldest house in’

4

yo'a'blhcg'cultﬁrnlﬂcéntre' wherejmnny.géti;acté relating to

den, constructed in 1796,

War of 1812.

- .bne_ﬁlsto?icnl'

e

the-undergrdunq railroad are on public displaye

- .

southwestern On-

-Fort Mal=-

provides -much information on the

project that is receiving

L - T .

.

spéclal atten—

old court house, constructed in 1856, ' is now being trans-

_t!‘e. ‘._ N oL

.

-

-

R for%gd ﬂnto a cultural centrco,

which will nouse an artlist—

run galiery. a heritage room and a small experimental thea-—

-~

- -

talents  of atudents ;p_xhg"aachelor‘of Fine Arts prograne

Wt -

' Tt e .: T, . . C . -,
the summer months travel to Scotland to.perfeorm in.the Edin-

bbqou;ﬁ.FestiVAﬁ. -

. It appears theén that where vindsor may be lacking .in Can-—

-~
.

adian média cheanels, or at teast-highly B overshadowed by

American ones, ' ‘it is provided

éulfurgl breéencé‘thQ t he i;dg availability ot

»ith some deégree of Canadian

[
s

\ ;
local arts

Ihe.highliuht of ‘the testival is the fite— .

-

-

_ The, North Ameritan Bldck'-Eisforlggl‘uﬁséun”igrhoya

.tion at this time is the' restoration of Mackenize Hall. This ™

The University ofﬁWindéor Players Theatre showcases the .

The‘PLdyere perform sgveéul productions each yu&r and during -~
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s

hnd'culturnl aveﬂtSo‘ Hence the opportunity'tor acqulrlng .

-

Conadian 1dentxty in Windsor 1s avnllable it the people vlsh

et .

_to take advantnge ot it.‘ Untortunntelyy llndsorltes' cxtenﬁ;

- R . v .
-

: qgncq aty _and lnvalvement ln thebe cultu?ul events mhy be

éqntinheﬁt uﬁon'their ayaréness d!'theh}.;tbrough us&ge ot

s mhst-in';gqt seek'thg'nttentibh of the.American media- in or— -~

‘der -to &ain the. ‘patronage of Windsanitess . .

withwothef_natgons)‘ ahd geouraphical location create'érobf"“

--tgré; - A unique Canadian cultural ' identity that is;diStin—’-

. cul tural products in thé-cocnﬁ}y; o e .

[

Bxer and'ﬁiﬁtef:(ISSS? hu&e'alrépdy indicatede.

':.6"_ nxmsxmmmmm&sns o

.Canadrnn.qedla'_qhapnels;' .ﬂuny 'orgdnizeﬁs of ' such evaents:

. . . e - -
- - ’
- - . - -~ . L

. . - - . e
.o - - - -

[ . . -

- &. - -

-

. . .o -
N

“léms for theé Canadian people and the emergence ot--their cul-

-~

muishable from American.or British culture is difficult for -

~

-Canadians: to achlé%e,“ in view of- the abundance-of foreisn

~
. v

Such ran Inr(u; of Id:eigh :;deoloaies'add_ p}oducts‘vilt-

r -

ultimately affect aﬁd'inituéncé the Canadian peobte} as such-

[N

researchers as Tate and Trach ‘(19501,‘ Beattie (1967), . and "

- . . . -

- ’ . .
B Rt E T R R R ; . : o o - R
* It 'may be or interest  to note that in 1931, more than

30,000 tickets ‘were bought at tue CIC 'fConvehient Ticket
Compdny) ticket outlet in ixndaor to attend:" wports and en-—
-tertuinmenﬁ events in Detebit. This does no't éven include
‘the.estimated +4,00U Windsor area sSeason ticket holders. to
fhg ve troit Liqns;:pqtbut[ sames (MacTavisn, 1952:33).

In wumm¢ry, Canadals hxstory lconcurrehf and interrelatad
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= . It is via :the -nedi.a. that na.ny Ca,nad'lans (especi.a.'l.ly tho -
—young)',- will come o know _tha :\'ra.ri.ed environmnts as well a.s., ) - .
3 - ?:-\-‘ . -
. L the -the cultur&t;ba.ckgrq_unds ofv the ditterent people who 1n— <
- : - - - = 3 - - 3 - . . ,.
. tuLbi-t t’he lande. If i.s therq-toqe ~esaent1a.l to preserve the . :
= -
- . ,Canqﬂian culture;that oiists, v;th quci&}vemphusls on ‘the
- — '\. -y N . ‘: .I . . . .
- ) existlng dittbrences betveen tbe 'C&nndian,and American peo— B
. o " I = o ~. ‘ .

Fry

--;’a_l._e,. and to establish a4 unigue Canadiu.n identity-:(one that

-.__ R - -
< >

'differs~trom the omn;preeeot-\weexcan xdentlty). ‘ K

- 3 >

. A-‘I,thod;-;h the Canadian Lcvernment has -orkgd hard in t"ne‘_',_j

. < . I .
. ‘past to come ¥ up with analternative to the American way of. . -
. lffe Tn Canadas there has not be¢n ‘much action in the way of -
: - = - . = i i
- . - - o - = . . - PR
. pollcy change with regards to the mediu% ;2 the government

- - -

‘does not appropriately uménd he Brondéastlng?Act of 1968 td
: 5 =S L Lx

Yool . ~or

incorporate sSuch arecas as tq}evfsloﬁ“;piﬁacy and dlreci:\ LT
A S W . .

- S

‘broadcasting, for exampl e, Cangdian§‘wlll soon be cnpnhlg.ofl

- : - R -
- . % -
. o A - :
- - - - = - . N

- . 2 . . . - - % b

< “pecelving even more American media content than i3S present
e : - .~ .

. . - > > L -

SRR . Y in the country todaye. Ehis can only result¢ in the further

o T - > - 7 Py - S

_-acculturatxon of the Canadian peoplﬁ. : .

- -
< - 3 -
.

In Windsor, Ontario, the extcnt of Apericqn media and

- -
~

T cultural dominance (as outlined earlier in this paper), has

&+ 4 3alpeady become a serious concerns. The local |CsBeCe televi-

< 2. sion and radio Stations receive Very poor attendance owing

L a T .

to the.overwhqlmlné impact of American over—thé—air stations
availabple in the areae. The private raodio stations in Wind-

,S0or are asking the CRTC for deregulﬁtion in the &ren of FaMde

rudkp?éroadcasting in an uttcﬁpt to cdpture o signi!isgaz_‘



portion of both ‘the

*
’
]
L}
'
I

- - - - - -

- -
. 'y " . -
- e - -

Thi® would suggest.that Canadian radio _enireﬁpeheurs would

fiave to compate dollar for dollar with their American count—

.erparta; with relative populations of 300;000 versus 5 mil-—

tion, advertising revénues clond create an overwhelming
- . v

handicape. If these Canadian Stations are exémpted fééi the

. -

current CRTC megulations, tH@n'Ihéf-;ill.hecome even Lless

Canadian—oriented and more Americanized. The survival or

- -

Canadian radio in Windsor cannot likely be assured through

. "head~to—~head'. competition with Amcrican stationse It is in

-

- - ’ -

fact more 1likely through utilization of the elements that

» -

mak e Cunadfﬁnyradlo‘uniquely Canadian that it will net only

survive, but will evolve and become a financially gecure-fﬁ-

-

-

dustrye : - - ) ’ -

-

- -

. The researcher has chosen to exawine tha presqnt state of

the Canadian media and culture in the city of Windsor with

- -
- . . . - - - -

-

the concern that  there ig already an overwhe Lmi ng pene%ra-‘

- -

tion of foreign media and cultural products, and that this

.- -
-

penetration has Dbeen adopted_by Windsorites as their owne

Not only is this ' a serious-concern for Windsorites and the

status ot their Canadian identity and culture, it also be-—

comes a seriouws concern theny whether or not this dependence

will. spread to other Canadian cities via “advanced techno-—
Y

loxzical methods {satcllite signal spillover ). ‘1f American

media channels are preferred by Windsorites, and due to this

preference, Windsorites are more knqwledgeable about the

"

Yindsér and' Detroit radlpr audiencess -

.
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American way'of life ‘than the Canadian one, then it can be . . .
assumed that this pretefence'ls.fnéeed having a negative im— , )
. . o, . - . . .
pact on the .people of Windsor .and their formation and pres— .
ervation of a distinct Canadian identity. < . . .
‘Girqg‘xhe above literature review aoand the specific argu- ) .
- Ny ~. - - v
meénts which tol}o;, these hypo%heseé will be addressede.
First of afl, iniviem of preference on thé part of Cana— : =
. - . - '«_ T - ’ 3
dians for American programming zenerally, 1) Windsorites .

prefer-American radio stations over Canadian ones, and, 2}

- - -
-

‘Windsorites prefoer American TeVe stations over Canadian

- .

conese ! -

With respect to the specific etfedts studies cited in the

literature review, Tate a¥d Trach ( 1880 ), - Benttie‘(1967);

-

Baer and Winter (1333)y and media effects studies generally,

Comstocky o2t alay (1375), it is supgested that, 3 ) Ue.Se me-—
dia reliance is related to & greater knowledye of the UdSey -

4) Canadian media usage is related to a pireater knowledge of

Canadnesy 5) ¥indsorites Know as much or more about American

political f(iugures as they do about Canadian political fig—

ure s, and, o) Windsorites know as much Oor more about the

Americaen media, personalities,  and media organizations such

as the FCC, as théy do about Canadian cdqlv«tents.

It is su.ested that those Canadians who attend to the

N
Canadian media are more concerned with the state of Canadian

culture, therctore, 7):Tbere will be a positive reratibnsblp,

between usc . of CApudian media and concern about the Canadian
- ] . o

-medio and its role with respect to Canadian cultyre.
.. . .
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P N

HS windsorites Know as much oOr more pboui American poli-.

tics as they do about Canadian politicse
v \ . .

[ hd

. * '_. _:'__‘ - " = = ""':'""‘ ‘I' = ~ . . .- . - - . -r
) ‘ ’ - - * -»‘ ’ -" ) )
. N . ' . .
: Flnally, it is ﬁypotheai;ed that}-SJ There will be a po-
- . .:- . . R \-;. A . s -_-.-_ . . . . ‘ .
sitlve ‘relationaship bhetween use of° the Canadian 'media and
" attendance of local Canadian arts asd cultural outlety. In-
volvement in these.cultural. events 'is contingent 'upon Wind-
Qbrlteé"ﬁyabeqesé of them through'theib_usage 61_}ocql Canfﬁ
. adian media Channels. .12 ¥indsofites are not.- attending the
R ’ S N PR * ' . - ) * oo . * )
local mediay then they wilill not be aware of such events, and
therefore will not attend them. . ’ ’ .
- oL , Tt X . - &
‘le6el - - Summary of Hypotheses < - '
. . : . ¢
Hl Windsorites prefer American rmdio stations over Cana-
et v T . . y .
dian radio Stationsi: - - o / ’
' * H2 Windsorites prefer Americapn TeVe -sStations over Canadi—
an TeVe ‘stationse. ' .. N
r * -
" " H3 U~3e_ media reliancec is related to a greater” knowled e
-of the U.S. . . _ - ‘ :
+ - . = - - . ' . * o . '
. H4 Canadiun median usapge is related to a greater knowledge
of Cenndae H -

T
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.HB_Uihdéorftbg' xnow

. -

organizations such as the’

:Egc,ias°fhhy,dd about .Canadian équ;vnleﬁtp.‘ : ‘ .

H7 There will . be a‘'positive -refationship between usge of
'anAdiun.médla'and-concern”hpout the dgnadian media and its
‘role with respect to Canadian'cultuwre. - Lo

: r . . - T .. ’ .J ..- - _ . ; .
. HS There will be a positive relationship between use of

. . - N .o . A
the Canadian media- and attendance at local Canadian arts and

0 - LS
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as much ‘or more about the American -



B + - Chapter LI ., - o
. T METHODGLOGY "AND RESULTS ° - ., . -, . . .
2.0.2- ' Ihe Sample - X : -

" The data Tor this study were obtained from a stratified -

5§sqemutic random: sample o© 275 Wipdfﬁp/hresidents selected

from the Windsor City\uiredtoryls- The sample was sStratified

Al

. - . - N

o

to obtain an eﬁu&l'repreaentAtion 0 both the male and fe-'

male populakion (male'n=ld9; female h=130 )« Alsos to en-—

sure a resresentative sample from within the randomly-—-se-—

.

- 4

lected nhouseholds, the fnext birthday in the housechold!

method was applied {Salmon and NicHols, 1Y33)e-
- - L]
The person to person Lnterviewing technique (as opposed
! . .
to a ma'll or telephonce survey) was chosen boecause it wals

thought that this -method would eliclt more in-depth respon-—

Sesy and a higzher response rate than any of the other tech-—

1

. . .
ni gquesea Interviewin, commenced with two interviewin: teams,
- - . B - B -
cach, comprised ot one male and one foemale- resevarcher, on
June 124 195+ rand was completed al proximatoely seven weeks'
y - .
later at the beginning: of Ausust. Three out vr tour of the

researchers had previous intarviewing experience and train-
LE R R R R L A R b ok s ol ol o .. L .o o

~

. . .
' -
-

S-Thc datd for this thesis were obtained in another progject
where "the author served as supervisor and three other stu—
dents, us rusearchersae . A 'tinal report was submitted to
thp'FeqcraL_UcParfhent of Communications under the Qupcr-
vision of Jr. Stuart Selby and Suamer Canuda Lmployments.

) B . -

f=-406 =
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The,saﬁpie.wasn restricted to the immediate Windsor area

~ - .

since the:. surrounding counties would have ”andrporntqﬁ too

+

wide an area and vOuld have 1nc1uded other non—Wlndsor,‘non—

P -~ . * o - .

Detroit media, (Chdtpum,_ Sarniay’ Ledmingtbn, Cleveland).

Also, most of these are&sf‘réceive cable=TVy, an udditldna[
information optlgi not yet avallab{é'l@ {indsoé. -

- - - * - . .

Theféequfté consist of-l?S-Complete& ‘questionnaires out .

-

at a total- of 40$~q¢:$mpts. constitutihg'a résponsh_rate 6!

- . — , - - ~

63 pertent.6 The totul number of rezuaals amounts <o 21 perc-—

cent and tne- total number of respondents not reached lafter

¢ ' .

.

cullbacks) is ten percente’

N . R [N . -

2.0.3  Ih£-Q§£g112nnan£ L S o

Survey <questions ~ were created by the beseuncheréy"(qll

que§tionh,wero_originaL. in.contéht with some aid for qués—

. '
. . . -

tion - atyle and form’ comiﬁg‘réom _the Livingston * and Abbey’

luR3) text and the Baer and Winter (1933) study)e. The

~ - .

Tirst draft of the questignnaire was 13 pages long, included

77 questions and toqk-upproximntely.thirty minutes to admin-—

ister.. Twenty windsorites were .chosen randomly - from the

+t+ttrdr bR+ . ‘ T :

"t Babbi (1975:335)  says that_a'reSponse:éatevof'ut least 50

percent is adequate for analysis; 60 percent is good; and
70 percent or mOre is very Joode . - :

7' The 'nwot homet category incdludes thoqe;homés where there
. was no response afiéer repeatéd vislts and those homes that
could not be located (is.e. the chesen address or street:
was exthcr incorrect in- the City Dlroctory, or it was cop-.
"ied down xngorrectly by one of tlhe reqeargheral.

-
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-'cityjdlbectofy:{or pnetésifif:fﬁrpoées. Few problems . exist—

’ questionnafrc was also dgsigned-to determine wnether Wimi-

" TeVaey ' radio and néwspaper usagey - in addition” .to several

ed with the -fiest.

tionnaire. _ -For {hls-reaéod,*,nbfgjgl q;ﬁfbn guestions were

drift except for the length of the ques-—

éxc luded or ‘condensed and combined with other similar ones,

.

rendering a ten—page ginal drafts. . . < ; -

-

The final vobsion‘o; 'Yhe‘quehtfonnniﬁea was Specifically ’

designed . to measure the extent - to ‘whien Windsorites' are
aware of their own bomgunfcafion and information chanfels)
.and their attitudes toward such channels. The questionnaire

- B

‘attempted: to” intégrute qualtitative. and ‘quantitative ap-

. -

proaches by includinyg bota ‘staﬁduéd ques tions- concerning

‘npén-ended attitudinal guestions ;1niqued to éxplorg and

probe the respondent?s obgnions concerning the available me-

~ - -

.diay arts and cultural ‘channels in thé'wlndgor‘aréa. The

- i -

sorites are more. Knowiedyoeable - about certain American indi-

-

viduals and things toan they are of“compuruble‘CJnadidn in—"

diwviduals rand thingse . ‘ ' -

-
-
.

. Of the o7 Gquestions posed to ‘the . respondents, 27 dealt

L

with the Canadian and American mediaj; 15 dealt with local
. - r "
and national arts and cultures . lu &upstionSJprobed respon—

.-
dente?! knowled e of Canadian and American politics; and nine

questions constituted Jdémouraphics)y which inc luded time

Gpent in Detroit and/or (a) major Cunadian city/ies over the
R R R R K R R R o T

.

S A cupy of-tane =urvey questionnaire is included  in Appendlx
2y L1 . e

A : - ) o

v,
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T past year; educationy, occupation, marital status; ages citi-

-
»

zenshipy, income and gendere ' . -

LI

Only the questlons included in thé - survey questionnalre

that are directly pertinent to the hypothéses of this study

discussion sectionas

-

. N .
v -

2.1 CHARACTERISTICS OF IHE SAMELE =

Of the 275 Windsorites sampled, 97 percent were Canadian

citizense Gender was evenly sStratified with 139 (50.5%)

malesy and 136°(19.5%) females. More of the péople sampled

were marricd (53%) than were single (42%) (Table 1)« .

- ' A

S S AT L L LR R ks A A oy

. WLTABLE 1
MARITAL STATUS

, RESPONSE

- FREQUENCY '~ PERGENT
W IDOWED R S L. 3
SEPARATED L. 8 3 . =
C DIVORCED . 14 - U
SINGLE | " 34 : : 31 - - )
. MARRIED- 100 - . 33 .
TOTAL . 275 - _ . 100.0

.

- [~

ud++++++++++++++r++++++++f+++y++++++f¢¥++++$+*+++{+++++¥f+++)
. Kl . v L

+

Age was reL@tivel} evenly distributed with clustering:0¢~'

curriny in the JQ‘to'49 years_grdub {Table 2).

outlined in chapter one, are included in tne analysis and

5
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) TABLE 2 oL
- ' AGE . )
RESPONSE FREQUENCY PERCENT R
18—29 YEARS -~ ‘ 37 . 32
T 30-49 YEARS 112 ‘ 4r -
) 50 YEARS AND OVER 76 . .27,
1 P -
TOTAL 275 ' 100.0

.

Fanbhabioh i ia s lat i At L e R R L R R

- — -
+
-
-

The occupati&n.gutegor} was not as evénly distributed as
- ]

-

the other demographic variabless Two cakagorles, unskilled

Laboury and houscewife, made up a large percentage of the
samﬁle. This is not that unusual considering that unemploy-

- .

acent is rélatively high in-wWindsor and also the . fact that
Windsor is largely a one—lndustry‘clty which employs 4 lot

of blue-collar workers (fqble 3)ae: '

Total household income was evenly distributed throughout

-

tne eight categories, however there were about twice as many

people at the lower end of the séale, under 312,000 (16%),.

- -

than at the upper end, over $50,000 {9$%) (Table ).

Y
These income sStatistics are relatively comparable to the

IuS1 Canada Census income figures obtained -from the ¥indsor
* ¥ . . PERES -

populations. In fact, a chi—-square, *Goodnesns of Fit' test

indicated that there was no significant differéencesbetween

the results of the Tanada Census fizures for income, and

those from the survcy.(Tuﬁle,SJ.

®»r
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TABLE-3 . - . ’
L o TOCCUPATION: T - T oo
- . ' xsséonss © - FREQUENCY ~ = . 'PERCENT N
N MANAG ER/ SUPERVISOR. 167 o e LT
* " STUDENT oL 18 g T s T
. PROFESSIONAL - .19 . "7, - T
- . ' GLERICAL SALES . 2Ii//_“ I - S
: RETIRED : . 26 oL 9.5 I
SKILLED LABOUR *° - . -30 . © 105 )
UNSKILLED LABOUR . 37 - . 2063
HOUSEWIFE o , 61 N S22
. OTHER . o 260 LT Coses L
- - TOTAL® ~ - . 275 . t.100.0
d¥++++++++++++{++++++++t+++++++++;;+7t+4+{++++++¥+++++;¥¥++r-: "

B bt i 1 R R A R S R R A e

] : TABLE 4 P T
TOTAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME . K
RESPONSE . -+ FREQUENCY . PERCEN
UNDER $12,000 o 41 - C16 .
$12,G(3.TO $16,000. : 33, 13.
OVER $16,000 UNDER $20,000 33 . : 13
OVER 520,000 UNDER $24,000 27 ' o 10 . ..
" OVER S2+4,000 UNDER $28,000 ~ . 32 ) 12 ‘
OVER 523,000 UNDER 335,000°° -. 43 . - .. 16.5
~ OVER S35,000 UNDER.350,000 28 | B B O .
? OVER. 3501000 - " 2-?- ) . : . - 8.5
REFUSED - 163 'MISSING
TOTAL ' - 275 : . 100.0

ﬂ++++++++++++++++++++++++F++++++#++i+++++++++++++++++j¥++++)_“

~ -

.The cducation variable indicated that amore of the people

-~
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?++++4+++¥4+++$+f+%+f4++;{+%{+4+++¥+¥wf+§;++*+;+¥++f+{+¥¥4+ b
o TABLE- S~ . . ' . - .
' [COMPARISON OF SAMPLE AND CENSUS INCOMES . -
) . - . : H.{‘_ : . . S 1981 ’
e : ) co ".SURVEY . "CANADA CENSUS .
.« . RESPONSE * . "  RESULTS(%) - . RESULTS(%) -
. *. . UNDER $20,000%  ° °  ®2 ) 397 '
) ‘OVER. $30,000% - , . S B8 61 -
JTOTAL D 10040 100.0
x'.=.‘10, p->-03 '_ B v e - - ) ) )

”.#Only two categories {under &20,000 qnd_ovei,SQ0,000)
could bé "used to compare the 'survey Statistics with
Canada Census statistics due to the differences in
the category ranges:between the two sSuUrveys.

i Bff+1+++++f+f+t+++f+++++++++w++++4++f¥+;+++++¥+++++++++++++)

.sémplgd‘had'feceivgg 4 high sctrool .education (39%) than ei-

thér grade school, or some Tform of:higher_educﬁtion (Table

[

e e D R e R AR A Rl

- TASLE 6 '
S _ . © EDUCATION - ° '

 RESPONSE - " FFEQUENCY - _  PERCENT .
GRADE SCHOOL -~ ° | 21 3

~ THIGH scdooL . 162 o 59 . ' )

- COLLEGE" . 31 - e 11 )
SOME UNLVERSITY - - 10 + . B
Be A . . 28 ) 16
MeAe WK PHeDe | 7. . S
TOTAL L 275 s 100« 0 .

5++++¥+++++f++++++++++++++++¢++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

5
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The -aducation statistics collected -for this survey are

relatively comparable to the 1981 Canada Census tfigures for

the immediate WiAdsor areai there was however,.slight over—

sampling of high school and university graduates, and under—

[

sampling of grade school. and college graduatese TIhis is anot

-

thought to have seriously affected the overall representa-

~
]

tiveness of the sample {(Table 7)e - . . .

- . )
Y+++++++++++++++++++++f++++¥++++++¥++++4+++++++++++++++++++
0 \ . - . :
-

' TABLE 7 .
CONPARISON CF SAMPLE AND CENSUS EDUCATION

-

o v - 1881
) SURVEY - '~ ANADA CENSUS
RESPOKSE s RESULTS(%) RESULTS( %)
GRADE SCHOOL g - 19 '
, HIGHSCHOOL 59 . o 43
COLLEGE : 11 ' g . .22 ‘.
SOME UNIVEBRSITY 4 ST T 8
UNIVERSITY DEGREE* s - o, 8
TOTAL - 10040 100.0

) . - N -
x =12¢7' po.(.O:S ' . .
* - M AY
*The ltast two categories of the survey rpsults
(BeAe and Nede or ' PheDe) were combined to form '
the equivalent of the-Canada Census category
;'University Degrec' . . . .

q++++¥++++++f+++++++++t++++*++++++++++++++++++++*+++;++++++)
[ . -

5
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2.2 IIB IESHLIS.QE“IKB<BIEQIBE§E§

Various statistical procedures and controls including t—-

-

" tests, Peabqgn‘Conreiatlon Coafticients, Analysis of -Vari-

‘24241 Hzmxngal.a Qne

ance and Multiple Regresaign were used to determine whether

i -

there was support ifor.thé stated hypotheses. -

-

The tirst  hypothesis suggested <that more iindsoritas

would prefer to.listen to American radio stations rather

than Canadian onese The results indicated an overwhelming

preference for Amecican radio stations amongst Windsorites.

-

Of those who indicated u station preference, 63 percent fav-—

1

oured Americdan radio (Table 5)e-

R i e kb o b D S DL 2 bbb bt b b b R R R R R R R TR TR T A A G APy A B A L1 2 2 2 X
.

. ‘ " TABLE 3 .

PREFEEE&CE FOR CANADIAN OR AMNERICAN RADIO

.
LY

- . PREFERENCE EREQUENCY _ PERCENT
’ CANADIAN , 57 17
AMAERICAN ‘ ’ 147 - 63
MISSING CASES* ° 41 NISSING  *
TOTAL 275 1090.0

*Missin, cases refers to those people who don®t have a
favourite Canadian or &merLCun radio stationy or who
don't listen to the radioe

A iR A AR L R Rk T S A PO G
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*

CKkWW-radio: (Top-40, Adult Contemporary format) was the

- > . - .
mos+t preferred station amongst-those people wifo indicated a .
preference for Canadian radioe. CBE, the local C&C station,

. . was chosen by only four respondents (1.5%), ranking it third
to. last in Canadian radio preference; only CJAK, the univer—

3 sity radio station and CBEF, the French—language CBC station

‘ recelved lower scores than CBE (Table 8).
- T++++++++++a-++++++++++++++4+++++_¢++++++++++++++++++++++++++
’ \ g TABLE 9 ' B
- \ . ~
. { - N .
. //// . FAVOQURITE RADIO STATION . -
.STATION FREQUENCY = PERCENT .. |
| . CBEF 1 0.5
- . CJ AN 2 1 .
©e CBE B 4 1.5 :
CFXX : =4 ) 2 )
i CHYR 7 ) 2.5
- : cJox ‘ 13 s .3
* CKLW - 20 7
> CKwe - 39 * 14
. NO FAY STaTION 12 -+
- DON*T LISTEN-RADIO 25 9
~ AMERICAN STATION  .147 . 33.5
TOTAL ) * 275 100.0 )

.3+f?++++++++++++++++++f+++++++++++++++++++++++++£¢+++++++++)

-~
-

- -

L
.~

in udditldh when respondents were asked it they tever™
- . s
“listen to CHE?P', 73 percent responded negatively (Table 10).

Thus, the results indicate that when given a choicey,

- -

" Windsoritos.prefer to attend to Amerlcan radio rather than
¥



REPONSE
YES
: : NO

TOTAL

TABLE 10

EVER LISTEN TO CBE?

- -

FREQUENCY . 'PERCENT.
. 61 Lo 22
214 ., - 18
275 : 100.0

L3

- 567

bt b e ot o el i 4 \asd bt o Rl b ol ol R bl st el b b o Xl i o Rl s o X s sl

_d++++++++¥+++++++++++++t+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

the available Canadian radio stations,

Windsorites listen

-

to the Canadian Broadcasting

and also

tion's local radio arfiliatey, CBE, c¢ven on occasione.

-

that few

Corpora—

Hence, stbong_sﬁpport for dypothesis One regarding pref-—

erence for American

found.

rather thun Conadian radio stations was

2a2s2 Hypotheais Two

Hypothesis Two

American television

r

-

r

stated that Wwindscorites would} prefer

stations over Canadian onesa.

-

When re-—

sponses were collapsed into American and Canadian stationsy

-

oured American television stations (Table 11).

e ——

Ty the ABC network,

a

f the three major

works; 28 percent chose A8Cy, 21 percent favoured

NBCy

of those who-indicated a station preferencey 3Y percent fav-—

American télevision networksy channel
was preferreaed over the other two net-—

and as

wany people (10%) chose C33 as CbLET, the local CBC affiliate

(Table 121},

-

.
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TABLE 11

TELEVISION STATION PREFERENCE -

»

PREFERENCE FREQUENCY - . PERCENT
CANADIAN 26 11
AMERICAN 212 : 39

MISSING CASES . .37 NISSING

TOTAL : 275 : 100.0

-

3+f++++++?++++++++++++++++++++++t++‘++++ +E 4 ++++++f++ ++++teer)

Rt ER A L L el L R T e R R R R LR A

TABLE 12 ,

FAVOURITE TELEVISION STATION

RESPONSE FREQUENCY PERCENT
CHANNEL 20 16 . 6
CHANNEL 56 17 6 .
CHANNEL S0 ‘ 1s - 7
CBET i 26 9.5
C38 26 Qe 5
NBC : : S6 20+ 5 .
ABC ) 78 ' 25 ) .
4 N
OTHER 4 1e3 -
NO FAVOURLTE a3 g
TOTAL 275 100.0 '

B++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

Again, when resnondents were asked whether .they 'ever

watch channel 9%', the Tocal CBC outlet,y, only-33 percent re-~

sponded affirmatively (Table 13).
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TADBLE 13

EVER ®ATCH ANNEL 97

RESPONSE FREQUENCY PERCENT .
YES -96 ) 35
NO 179 65
TOTAL _ 275 1 100.0

§++++++;g§u++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

>
it is also interesting to note that Canadian television

news is comparatively not very popular among st ¥Vindsorltes.
0Of the people who watched the news on television !'yestor-—

‘duy', only 40 percent attended the Canadian channel (Table’

14). »

T | '

AR i e A D e LT TR e

TASLE 14

, .
~—__ TV NEWS PREFEKENCE

PREFERENCE .7 _FREQUENCY PERCENT
CANADLAN " £3 +0
AMER1CAN ' s1 60
P ST C-
MISSING CASES 139 M1335 ING
TOTAL 275 100.0

314$+¥¥§¥;$}++++++++++¥++4+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++J

Thus, the results indicate that wWindsorites are not using

the available Canadian telTevision channels for information
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¥

In nearly the same proportions as_ihe national average (leas
than halt) and are '"tuning Canadian® to an even lesser de-—

gree for entertainment. This would indicate that Windsor-

.

ites are not being informed about Windsor, or Canada in gen-—

- -

eral, since CBE is the only local Canadian television

srﬁtion, and hence the only sStation that would broadcast-.lo-

cul, regional and national news concerning Canadae Hence,

»

Hypothesis Two is suppor tede.

24243 - Hypothesis Ihree

The third hypothesis held that U.S. mediao recliance is re-
lated to a4 yrcater knowleduase of the United States. To test

this hypothesisy several individual guestions from the ques—

tionnaire were combined to form two separate indicese.

The first indexy entitled 'Amermed', the American Media

Indexy, was comprised of eleven questions® that dealt with

knowledge of the American mediae. These included identifying
Detroit broadcasting stations correctly, the F.C.C;, PeBaSey
and C.B.S.,.dnd television networks logos, visually.

The second indexy entitled 'Amerpol?, the American Polit-—
ical Indexy was ;omprised'of f1ive uestionsl? tha; dealt
with knowled e of American politicss These included identi-

-

tying the Jgovernor of Michigan, mayor of De troit, the first

R R R R

9 See Appendix B for a complete list ot the gquestions con-—

tained within the Amermed Indexe.

10 gee Appendix C tor a complete 1list of the guestions con—
tained within the Amerpel Index.
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UsS5. president, and the two major political parties.

Eignty percent of the people sampled subscribed to Ihe

‘!ingﬁgn Star, the local Canadian ne ws pa pe re decause so few

L4

people subicribed to or read only an American newspapers,

(almost all of the People who read Ihe Detroit News or Ihe

Detroit Ehgg Preass also .read The Wihgegg Star) it was neces-"

sary to braeak qovn newspnpef reading into those who read

only The Windsor St3r versus those who read The windsor Star
» - .

and on¢ or more Vetroalt newspapers , It was then determined
that those people who read both Canadlian and American news-—
pupers, are on the averayge Ttore educa ted tThan those who read

s

only Canadian newspapersl? (Table 13).

b b b b b R A L AR R R R L Il R A Y AR

TABLE 13 —

NEWSPAPER AND EDUCATION

EUDUCATION

NEWSPAPER FREQUENCY MEAN
READ CANADLAN ONLY 220 RN
READ 30TH 33 S.21

Pe=eJ04% (t—test)
r=..21 { pearson corr. )

A B i R R e Rk & T R R o I e

R R R R R R S

11 This was observed Ly trecating the eaucation variable as a

continuous—poiat =wcuale, and compating a awean education
Level for the two readership L rOUPS. The=sea were then
compared using 4 t=teste.

4
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Since those peopla who read both Canadian and American
newspapers are more likely to receive more'ingormptlon about
the United -Stata; than if they were onl& rend;ng C;n;dlﬁn
n?wapaperéy one wqul& assume th#t they would also have more.
knoulédge about .the American meqia and Aﬁerlcnn politics.

3 The results indicated that those' pgopte who read poth newg—

paApers were in fact mcre knowledgeable about the American

media (Table 16) and politics (Table 17 ).

el R e R R L R R R R R B R AR o A N S PO P SO

TASLE 16 ' R

NEWSPAPER AND AMERMED INDEX

- »

. AME RME D>

NEWSPAPEL FREQUENCY MEAN
CANADIAN OUNLY 222 Sedl
READ BOTH ’ 53 0. 83

-
p.=.003 (t—test)
r=+19 (pearson corr.)
*The Amermed Index ranged from Vel to 11.0.

. .
PR R e R T b T LT T SO A R ORI R o

.
—

A significant ~élationship also was found between the
American Media Index and radio stutlon preferencces knovl-
cd;re orf the American media was higler for th&se people who
-l:stencd to an American radio station }nther than a Canadian
ONCe There‘wus however, no significant relationship.tound
hoetween radio station preference and knowledyge af American

politics (Table 13}
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TABLE 17

NEWSPAPER AND AMERPCL INDEX ’ .

_ > AMERPCL¥
NEWSPAPER FREQUENCY - . MEAN

CANADIAN ONLY 222 3.00

READ BOTH . - 53 3.94 '

pPe=s000 (t—tegt)
r=+23 (pearson corr.)
¥The Amerpol Index ranged from U0 to S.0.

AR R R anat AR R RS S e R e e i AR R e aa et S LD

.

e R R R N N T

TABLE 13

KadDlV STATIUN PREFERENCE ANU AMERJED INDEX

. - ANERMED*

RADIO STATIUN FREQUENCY MEAN
CANADIAN ' 87 5431
AMERICAN 147 6422

T . Pe=ae23 {t—test)
r=.13 (pearson corrs) .
*The Amermed lndex ranged {rom 0.0 to 11.9.

ERRR R e b R e R R R e L )

The remaining sSignificant relationshipg under this sec-
tion did not support the pypothcsis that Ue3s media reliance
isn related to a sreater knowiedue of the Unitad States;{ the
Teasons for these discrepencies will Se discussed later on
in Table 23.)) Statistical tests indicated that those peOpie

who Llistenad to C38E radio, the tocal CBC ovutlet, Knew more
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about the American media {(Table 19) and American politics

¢€Table 20) . than those peopie who preferrad American racdio

sStationse. .
e A L e e A R sl e e e AR el ha il

TABLE 19

CSE RADIO LISTENERSHEP AND AMERMED INDEX

AME 2ME D*
RESPUNSE FREQUENCY MEAN
DON'T LISTEN TO CBE 214 533
LISTEN TO CBE ol 6492

p.=.000 (t—test)
r=.22 (pearson corrs)
*The Amermed Index ranged from V.0 to 1l.0. i

ﬁ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++t+++++++++++++++:§++++++++)

.
. . F
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TABLE 20

CBE RADIO LISTENEERSIIP AND AMERPOL INDEX

AMERPOLX

RE SPONSE FREQUENCY MEAN
DON'T LISTEN TO CBE 214 2.95
LISTEN IO CBE 6r .3.987

Pe=+000 (t—test)
r=.26 (pearson corre)
*The Amerpol. index ranged from (.U to 3.0«

[}
ﬁ++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++f++++++++¢+#++++++++++++++++)

It was also found that those people. who watched Channel 9

Ay
(CBET) Xncw more about the Americean aedia (Taple 21) and
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American politics (Table 22) than those‘people who_preterreq

to watch American television. . e

. - . . ~
-

t Al bbb bbbl A e bbbl bl Al et Rl Ll S R R TS R

TABLE 21 s

CHANNEL 39 VIEWERSHIP AND AMERMED INDEX

AMERMED
RESPONSE FREQUENCY ' AEAN
DON'T WATCH CH 3 56 S.01
WATCH Cir 9 " 179 : 0l.04

)

» .
Pe=+004 (t—test)
r=.16 {pearson corr.) . ]
*The Amermed Index ranged from 0.0 to 11.0.

AR b el e e A a s Y R L R

-

ranh it a bl b Al s et l s X R R R RE R R LR LR R R o R R
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TABLE 22

CHANNEL 89 YIEWERSHIP AND AMERPUL INDEX

AMERPOL®
RE SPCNSE FREQUENCY ’ MEAN

DON'T WATCH CH 9 9o 2.73

WATCH Cd 9 179 3.42

P+=e001 {(t—test)
r=«20 (pearson corr.)
¥The Amerpol Index ranged from J.0 to 3.0

PRt s b et Ai iR e e it h sl R e )

Additionally, those peaple who preferred Cunadian televi-

sion news to American news, also knew more, about American

politics (Table 23).

.
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TABLE 23

FAVOURITE NEWS CHANNEL AND ANERPOL INDEX

o

. . = AMERPOLX

RESPONSE ' “EREQUENCY . MEAN
AMERICAN 81 3.21 .
CANADI AN "' 55 3.37

-

Pe=e008 (t—test) _
r=«22 (pearson corr.)
*The Amerpol Index ranged from D0} to 5.0.

AR e e R D R L S e

Overall, those peopze whose favourite television channel

was Canadiany knew more about American politics_(Table 24).

y+++++++H++++++i’f++++++++++++++++++++++:l-+++'l-++++ 4+ttt

TABLE 24

. TELEVISION STNEICN PREFERENCE AND AMERPOL

T

AMERPOL *
RESPONSE FREQUENCY MEAN
CANADI AN @3 3e635

AMERICAN 139 294

— Pe=.01l4 (t—-test) .
r= —.1353 {pearson corre.)
> -
*The Amerpol Iindex ranged from U«0 to 5.0

R R R R D R e D]

: - }

The above findings are not that surprising when education
is taken into consideration as-a potential confounding vari-

ables Positive relatjonshipa occurraed between education and



listehinﬁ to CBE, 'aﬁchiné Channel and Canadian television

i\ . 66
J.
~

newg (Table 235). ' -

AR R R R S R I a e TR Ll R L b b T T PP U R S G PR Y

TABLE 25

EDUCATION AS A CONFOUNDING VARIABLE

CBE AND EDUCATION . r= «33 ==5aU0 pe=.000
CHANNEL 8 AND EDUCATION TS 222 t==4e0 pe=.000
NEWS CHANNEL AND EDUCATION = «29 t==3s3 pe=.001

PR it e R R R Y Y T T TS

i

while the previous two-way relationships exist, it is iam-

"portant to se¢ if they still nhold when various control meas—

ures are lntroducaede. In other wordf, as we have s¢eny, demo—

’

Araphic variables such as education are related to media use

variables such as CBE listenership (Table 25). ‘Might these

demographics also explain the apparent media use~ fgknowl-

edpoe' relationships described above, rendering them sPur(-
\\
us? To answer this. question, maltivariate sStatistical

techniques must be employed. The SPSSx Stepwise Regression
technique was-uﬁed, ente;ing as independent variables those
demographic and media use variables previously indicated as
significant using the bivariate statistical testse

From the Iirst tadble, it appears that -“xnowledge of the
American media was much wore contingent upon the degographic
charncteristics of the sanmple, than on the respondents' me-—
dia prefaerences. Thus, one's level oi cducation, ‘occupQ—

-

~
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tiony and to a lesser extenty .one's marital status, were
Qignificantly related to one's knowledge of the Amerlcan. me—

diaas Nevertbeless. listening to American versus Canadian

radio stations did significantly affect knowledge of Ameri-—

can media, independent of the demographic variahk@s {Table
3

26 ).

v

7+++++f+++;++++++++++++++++§+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++

TABLE 26

i B /L KB

STEPVISE MULTIPLE REGRESSION, AMERMED INDEX

STANDARD IZED

INDEPe VARS. BETA T—VALUE T PROB
EDUCATION \ 51 ) 6e2 «000
(X:CUPATION -.-}oq) : —208 0007
MARITAL - 19 -2 " « 020
RADIO PREFERENCE «1l8 2e2 « 031

2
MODEL R = 437 .
MODEL F = 13.7
F PROB = <.001

. ~ u "
3+++++++++++++++++++++++++¥+++++++++++++++¥5+++++++++++++++)

The second reygression table also implied that one's edu-
cational level, and gender were significantly correlated

with one's level of knowledze o©of American politics. How—

‘ever, these peeople who read both Canadian and American news-—

popers were more knowledgeable about Amgiisan Rolitics thap
wepe those roading only The Windsor Stary a relationship
whiech cannot be attributed to any of the demographic vari-

ableses Hence, rcadership of (an’) 'American newspaper(s) led
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to & greater knowledge of American politics, equally for

malés, females, and people of various education groups (Ta-

ble .27 Je

Pa A S R o R S N S e A A e R R Ll e e e e e A R LA
- ; .

TABLE 27

. STEPWISE MULTIPLE REGRESSION, AMERPQOL INDEX
: v . ' A

) STANDARDIZED *
: INDEPVARS, BETA T—VALUE T PROB
EDUCATION - 32 3.3 .002
GENDER - 27 -2.8 +006
NEWSPAPER 21 2.1 - 037
2 .
NJDEL R = .30
MODEL F = 11.5 ) -

. F PROB = <.0L01

FARAA LA R A a St Al e et R A ARl R el AR e R d R SR R

"
3

Thus, when exasining only the two—way relationships, 1t

was assumed that if one’s media preference was Canadiany

then one xnew more about the American media and politicse

That is, . those who lisntened to C&S5 appeared to know more

-

about the American media and politicse. In addition, those

pcople who preferred Channel 9 programming, and Canadian

news,y also appearad tTo Knew more about the United Statese.

Howevery once all of the variables were controlled for,

these two—way relationships werce <concluded to be spurious

relationships; that is, relationshi ps that appeared to be

significant but were really due to the presence of other

variables for wnicn ccecntrols had not yet been introduceds.

",
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Hence, for two of thraee media, Hypothesis Th;eo'is sup—
.. \ _ .
portede.  American radio and newspaper use Iindeed led to a

.

greater knowledge of the United States. As teﬁgvlsion pri-

marily seéveé:aqnun éntertaénmant mediumes this may explain

.

why it did . not influence knowledge {Patterson and McClure,

-
-

1976 ) Newspapers are more of an information medium than is

- -

televisione. Radio has largely been ignored in media stud-

ies. RS

2624 Exnﬁ:hnaia Eour

The fourth hypothesis stated that Canadian media usage

was related to a greater kKnewledge of Canagdas "For testing

purposesy two indices were created using \several related

questions from the sSurvey questionnaire.

The tirst index, entitled 'Canmed?!, the Ganadian Nedia

Index, included thirteen questionsl? which prohed Windsors

ites' knowledge of the Canadian media. These incl dediiden—

r

tifying VWindsor Dbroadcasting stations correctly, tching

media personalites with their sssociated medium, NeFaeBe s

~

CaBeCey 2nd the CaReTeCey and mecdia logos, visually.

-

The second index, entitled 'Canpol', the Canadian Politi-—

L]
cal Indexy included ten questions13 which estimated Windsor—

ites? knowledge ol several Canadian political figures (local

T+t 4ttt ettt +

.

12 gee Appendix D for a complete list of the gquestions con—

tained within the Canmed I[ndex.

.
N

See Appendix E for a complete list of the questions con-—
tained within the Canpol Indexe

13
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and national) ~and of the federal polLitical ﬁartigs. " These

lncludé& correstly Identl!yink the wmayor of lipdsor,. the-

premiers of Quebec and ﬁanitoba, the firat prime minister of

Cahadn,_the three major political parties, and the new prime

minister and his addresse. . ' -

N

All sigrificant relationships indicated support for fﬁhi};

hypothesis that Canadian media usaée is related to a greater
knowledge-ot Canadae

lSince it has.4lready been éstablished (pnder Hypothesis
Three) that those people who read both Canadian and American

newspapers are more educated than those people who read only

Canadian papers,y, then one can assume that this same group of

people will know more about the Canadian media and Canadian

politics; statistical tests indicated that this was the case

+

o
(Table 28, Table 29).

-

Sadab b LB b R D R R R R LR L L N e ar I

. TABLE Z38

NEWSPAPER READERSZ1P AND CANMED INDEX

-

. <>
_ CANNED*
NEWSPAPER FREQUENCY T MEAN T
CANADIAN ONLY 222 DeJ2
" READ BOTH S3 Xe0=

Pe=+000 (t—test)
rse.22 {pearson corre) . . a
#The, Canmed Index ranjed from Vel to 13.0. *
. : -
ﬂ+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++v++#++¥++++)

° .
¢

- | . <R

f

&

v
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- - TABLE 29

NEWSPAPER READERSHYP AND CANPOL INDEX

CANPOL®*
NEWSPAPER FREQUENCY ~  MEAN
CANADIAN ONLY' : 222 . 4el6
READ BOTH . 53 ' Se34
: ~ . ’ e

»

Pe=s000 (t—test) ‘ ‘ ‘
r=.23 (pearson corre )
*The Canpol Index ranged from 0.0 to 9.0.

B+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++t)

_f

-

Posltlve relationships also were found between listening

.«- -

to CBE radio, and scores on the Canadian Media and Pollitical
- hd _ ] ’
indices; those people who listened to CBE scored higher on

both indices (f&ple 30, Table 31) +than did people who lis-—

-

tened to other radio sStationse

.

7++++++++++++++++++++++++¥}+++++++++++++++++f++++++++++++++
c . e
- TABLE 30

-
’

.Cibf LISTENERSHI? AND CANMED INDEX

1.".

CANPOL*

. . ‘ —
LISTENERSHL? FREQUENCY MEAN
v DON'T LISTEN CBE 214 6.12
LISTEN TO C3E ) ) ol . 3e52
p-=-000 (t—test) N
r=+32 (pehrson corre.) e .
*The Canmed lndex ranged from 0.0 to 13.0. . “

ﬁ++++*+++++++++++++++t++++++++¥+++f+¥++++++++++++++++++++++)

+

:j..r""\.‘

AN
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7+++0+H#+ﬂ+*++¥++++++++if+H#++++++++ badd Sl d ot 2 2 B L2 222y T
Y TABLE 31

CBE LISTENERSHIP AND CANPOL INDEX

. CANPOL*
LISTENERSHIR FREQUENCY " MEAN )

DON*T LISTEN CBE 214 4.00 ,

LISTEN TC CBE ‘ 61 5.72 R

" Pe=+000 (t-test)
r=+33 (pearson corre.) .
*The Canpol Index ranged from 0.0 to 9.0. fl

" . 1
AR RS R R e R R e R b 2 SR S SO

In the areca of television, 1t was found that thosc people

W

who watched the local television,/ station, Channel 9, were

more knowledgeable about the Canadian media and Canadian

[N

politics tnan were people who watched American stations (Ta-

v . ~

ble 32, Table 3533).

el e e R R A SRR LR E RN R R R A A S A R R

f%_ TABLE 32

" CHANNEL 9' CANNED INDEX

< .
e CANME D%
\ RESPUONSE : FREQULNCY AEAN
DONYMI WAICH C4d 9 Yo DebHJ
WATCH CH 9 178 7.21

kY
Pe=e000 (t—test)
r=.w2 (pearson corr. )
*The Canmed Index ranzed from Uy to 13.0.

FARA AL AL EE R R RRA Rl o R L b A T R R S ey |

¢

——— N - . e e wme m el s S e - [ e e —— e
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oo TABLE 33 -
~ ' - . : FRE
* CHANNEL 9 AND CANPOL INDEX
. ) CANPOL%
) RESPONSE FREQUENCY MEAN
DON'T WATCH CHI 96 3.50
WATCH CH 9 ’ 179 . 2+65
P+=+002 (t—test)
r=.17 (pearson corr.) )
*The Canpol Index ranged -from 0.0 to Yad. . -

.

B++++++++++++++++++++4+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

Cn a similar note, statistics showed that those people

who preferred to wutcﬂ Canadian -teLevislon néws also were
more ‘knowledseable about the anudian media aﬁd ‘Canadian
polifics than were p2ople who waééﬁed Anerican television
news (Table 34y Taole 335 ).

S R L LRl L R R R L R R R AL s S Ay

TABLE 34

-

NEwWS CHAMNEL PREFERENCE AND.CANMED INDEX

CANMED®
RESPONSE FREQUENCY MEAN
AMERICAN s1 . 6.21
CANADIAN 35 7.78&

PeF 004 (t—=test) *
r=.25 (pearson corr.)
#*Tne Canmed Index ranied from Ued to 13.0.

ﬁ+++++++++++++++++++++++++*++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++ )
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"TABLE -35 -

) NE¥S CHANNEL PREFERENCE AND CANPOL INDEX
- - . CANPOLX
RESPONSE FREQUENCY MEAN

. ANERICAN 81 406
CANADIAN - -1 527
Pe=«001 (t—test) . ’

r=.23 (pearson co¥re) .
*The Canpol Indaex ranged from UeQ to Jel.

AR i e e D e i Rl X R S S S S AT PO PP P

determined that those people whose fa-—

Finally, it was

vouritfe television channel was Canadian, knew more about the

Canadian media and " Canadian politics than those people.-who

preterred American channels (Table 36, Table .37 jo

F

-Y++++++++++++++++++++++++++-}++§++++++++++++++++++ tH4t 4+ttt
_ o ‘ »
TABLE 36

FAVOURITE TeV.e CHANNEL ANLC CANMED INDEX

CANNED®
PREFERENCE FREQUENCY EEAN
CANADIAN +J 3.03 4
AMERICAN 13% 6.14

p-=-001 Ltt—-test)
. P= —elb (pearson corr.)

¥The Canmed Index ranzed trom DeU to 135.0.

.d+++++++++++ AR b b A R R R R R R R R R T R R TR T R A ARG AR ]
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- " TABLE 37 .
FAVOURITE T.V. CHANNEL) AND CANPOL INDEX

-

CANPOL*

PREFERENCE FREQUENCY - MEAN
CANADIAN 43 351 Lt
AMERICAN 139 . 4.04 -

pa=0000 (t*testl
r= —a29 (pearson corre.) . .
*The Canpol Index rangced from 0«0 to Sele

B++++++++++¥++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++*++++++)

ES the below tables, sScveral of the demographic variables

were significant, especially educationy however, various me-—
dia variables also were significante’ Thus, while level of

education had an effect on knowledge of the Canadlan media

and politics,y, s0 too do media use vacriables (Tables 38,39).

-

f \
7++@+++++++++++++o++++++++4¢+++++++++++++t¥++++++++++++++++

AN

-

TASLE 38

STEPWISE ﬁULTlPL REGRESSICNy CANAED INDEX

1)

STANCARDIZED

INDEP. VARS. BETA T—VALGE * T PROB
EDUCAT ION «37 3. «001
CHE « 28 2etd «011
RADIO PREHRERENCE 20 23 « 007
MARITAL —e23 =3.0 «+ 005
NEWSPAPER - «23 . Z2ed « 026

2

MODEL 2 = 432

MODEL F = '12.2 , B

F PrO3 = <.001°

-

ﬁ+++++++++++++++++++++++*++i+++++++++++++++++$:+++++++++++*)
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TABLE 38

- -

STEPWISE MULTIPLE REGRESSIONy CANPOL INDEX

.

. STANDARDIZED
INDEP. VARS. BETA T~VALUE T PROB
EDUCAT ION 13- . Sl - «000
DETROIT= . ‘—a 28 =34 <001
TY PREFERENCE —e 24 ~2e3 «006
NEWSPAPER «19 2.2 -035
MODEL R = .43 h *
MODEL F = +17.2 .

-

*DETROIT roerfers to the number of times the respondent
has travelled to the city of Detroit in the last yeare.

R e Rl D R e R T oIS

L]

To begin with, it is important to note the R square of
«52 in Table 35,y which indicates that 32 percent of the var-—
iance in the Canmed ndex h;s been e;plained by the five
variables included in thf STepwise Nultiple Regressione.
Thig is an unusudlly high deyree of prediction for Social
Science researchs While the lar_.est degree of explanation
comes from two demographic variables, education and mapital
status, three med%a'use variables are important independent
sredictors of respondents!? knéwled;g of Canadian medias
These are, Che ra&io listenershipy radio channael preference,
and choice ol newspaperd s ). People who listen to CBE have a
Lfcater knowledge of Canadian media, as do ;nose whose over-—

all radio station preference is  Caunadian, and alsoy those

pveople who read boath Canadian and American newspaperse



S 77

This may be somewhat less important than the relatively
similar findings with respect to Canadiaﬁ poiitlcﬁl knowl-—
edges Here too~ln‘TAble 39 we fiﬁd an gxcgptlonnllj iarg;

amount of explained variance (48%). Agaln! demographic fac—

tors, education and number of trips to . Detroit, play impor—
. 1

_tght ({and opposite) roles. But alsoy, those people whose fa-—

vourite - television channel was Canadian, were more

knowledgieable about Canadian polftics.

Overall, both tables showed thatl%hosa people who read

Canadian and Amercicam newuspapers, were more Kknowledgeable

about Canada in general. Hencey use of the Canadlaﬁ media
i1s related to a greater knowledye of Canaday tnet of' the
influence of demougraphical differencese. Hence, Hypotﬁesis
Féur is supportede. P

2.2.5 ﬂxnﬁlhﬂﬂiﬂ Eive

The fifth hypothesis indicated that Windsorites know as
much or more about American politics as they do about Cana-—
dian politicse. Two new indicesl® were created ta tes} this
hypothesis.

fCanpoll' was created out of the Canpol Index and was
comprised of four Canadian political questions f{rcm the sur-—
vey questionnaires This new 'Canpol! Index was created out
of the old one for cguivalency reasons, that is, 16 order to
ensure that each Canadian variabte. { for example, the wmayor
O r ot R R

.

14 See Appendix F for a complete list ‘of the questions con-—
tained within the, Canpol2 and Amerpoll indicese.

/£
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of Windsor) had 'én‘Anerléan equivalent (for example, the

mayor of Detroit ). The quaestions in the CanpolZ Index in-

clude&ridentifying the mayor of Windsor, the ftirat prime

minister of Canada, and two of the ;hree' major political

ﬁarfies.

*Amerpol2? was created out of the Amerpol Index and in=-

cluded four questions éqncerning Americdn politicse. This

&

new index was also created to ensure that all gquestions were

equal b;t-een the Canpol% and Amerpoll Indexes. The gques-—
tions in the Awerpol2 Index included ideﬁtifying the mayor
of Detroit, the first president of the United States; and
the two major political partiese.

A t-test indicgte; that Windsorites knew more abo;t Cana-—
q&én politics than they did abpout American poli tics (Table
10 ). I? snould be‘pointed out however, that while the means

are significdntly different (pa=.002), they are quite close

(3«0 versus 2e35)e Thusy while #dindsorites know less about

.

these aspects of American politics than they o about Cana-—

dian politics, they know plmost as much.l®
L R o e L '

-

15 There may have been a gproblem with the operationalization

of the Canadian and American political questions in this
study. In a recent study administered by Jumes Pe. Winter
entitled, "National and Sinational Ramifications of the
Free . .Press darketplace: A Canadian Perspectivef te be
presented to the Anaual Conference of the International
Communication Association, Mday 1383, universi ty students
were asked to identify o mixed ligt of Canadian and
American political figures whereby responses were coded
on a three—-point scale of '‘correct!, 'partially correct?,
and fwrong?! (only the name of the political figure was
"provided}. The results guined by this method were more
successful than those found in  this thesis whereby the
respondents were asked to provide the names of speclific

~ ’

r
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TABLE 40
CANPOL2 AND AMERPOL2 INDICES COMPARED -
e LNDEX MEAN
ol CANPOL2¥ * _ . 3.04
AMERPOL2% 2.84 :

p+=s002 (t—test)

*¥A repeated moasures t—test was useds. - .
*The Canpol2 Index ranged from 0.0 to 4.0

*The Amerpol2 Index ranged from U« to 4.0

3++++++++++++++++++++++t++¢+++++++++++++0+++++++++++++++++t)

-

Indead, examining the individual Vaylables comprising
these indices, signlficantly more peoplé knew ‘that George
Washingzton was tge'ffrst srosident of the United States,
than knew John A. Nacdonald was the first prime minister of

Canada (Table -il)e.

7+++++é¥++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++}++++++++++++

TABLE 41

WINDSORITES ENOWLEDGE OF FIRST LEADERS

- 3 CORRECT
LEADEKRS ) FREQUENCY PERCENT
WASH INGTON - 157 57 i
MACDONALD 105 338

..\

2
x =10.32, p.(-US

B+++++++++++++++f++++++++++i+++++++++;+++++++++++*+++++++++)

T R LR T

political figures ziven their occupctional positionses
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In addltlong the percentage'or .the people sampled who'

knew that Elizabeth Klshkcnjis the mayor of Windsor was only

"slightly, and not slgnltléantly larger than the proportion

who knew that Coleman Young is the mayor of Detroit (Table

42).

--"‘"\_/

Rt L R Rt Lk I TS T O ey

TABLE 42

WINDSORITES ANOWLEDGE OF MAYORS

. CORRECT

: MAYOR FREQUENCY PERCENT

- - KISHKON 231 B 91 3
YOUNG ) 225 82 }

r

2
=1 o42| p.>.05

3++:;>+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

Th¢ greater mean score for the Canpol2 index can largely

-

SF)attributed to the fact that-the Canadian political par-

t S e morce rcadily identified than were the American
- .

parties (Table 3). There ix a potential ?*history' effect

here af_Canadiuns were cmbroiled in a heated election cam—
paign during much of the interviewing period. in addition,
there was a Federal Liberal leadership race in the Spring
and eu;ly SULDC Te HOWevVer, the American presidential race

and carlier Democratic and Republican primaries also were

ONJoinge

P o 80
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TABLE 43

WINDSORITES ENOWLEDGE OF PARTIES

-

. CORRECT
. PARTY : FREQUENCY - PERCENT B
" LIBERAL : 243 ' ‘ 88

-~ PeCa 233 y ‘85 .

' : NeD«Pe 234 N 85 :
REPUBLICAN 182 . 67 .
DENOCRAT 199 _ T2

, .
X =97.8

-

B++++++++++++++4+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

-

— a4 repeated measures t—test was then run for those people who
N

relied on Canadian newspapers compared with those people who
read beth Canadian and American newspapers to det¢rmine _
whether influence on the part of the American media e}lsted.

That isy while Wikdsarites xnew more about Canadian politics
. & -

overall, did those people read both Canadian and Awmerican

T
newspapers know more about American politics than those who

read only Canadian newspapers? The mean scores indicated
3 .

that this was the case; those people'wﬁo read only Canadlgn

newspapers received a mean score of 2«69 on the Amerpol2 In-
P

. a' .

dexy while those people who read both Canadian and American
newspapers received a mean score of 3.43 ¢on the Amerpol2 In-
dexe Thusy there was an inf%pence detected on the part of

the American amedia with respect to one's sScore on the Ameﬁ-

. ~

pol2 Index.
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Several other repenféd measures tests were run comparin

the Canpol2 and Amerpol2 Index means for zrohps using Cana—
[ 3

&ian versus Anirican mediae However, ' other than the rela- J

-

"tionship between use of Canadian and American neéspapers and

one!'s score on the Aserpoll2 Index,' glf other Amerpol2 negn
scores were lower for tha American media use groupse These
r;sults may be an aducation artifact givenlthe influence of
educ;tlon indicated carlier. Howe ve ry the Ebmplex process
of teasing out these influencexs, given the repeated';eaéures
designy is thought to be beyond ¢he bounds of this thesise
This 1is especially s; sSince such_effects were not hypoth-—
esized. ‘ .

%
The fifth hypothesis received par%ial support, but over=—

~all was not supported. While dindsorites know as much or

more about some aspects of American politics, they do not in

seneral know aus much or more than ‘they do about Canadian

politics, as hypotpcsized.

2.2.6 Hypotheais Six

The sixth hypothesis stuted thut Windsorites hnow as much

or more abo¥Gt the American meﬁ}d{ personali ties and media

orgpanizations, such as the F.C.C:, as they do about Canadian

cquivalents. To test this hypothesis, two new indicesl®

were created out of the Canmed and Amermed indices.

v
.

B & L & = T R -
. ’ )

le Sye Appendlix G for a complete list of the questions con—
tained within the Canmed2 and Amermed2 indicese.
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'Canne425.lnc1udaq;seypn guesf;ops concornlné the Canadi—

- LY

an media, and '"Amermed2® 1u&lude¢ seyen quastfons'de@llng o ’ |

with the American media. These two new indices were created’

out of the old Canadian and American indices in order to en— ’

sure that all of thée American media questions could be teat- .

-~ -

ed against an equivatent Qanadlén media questione The ques-—

tions contained in the Canmed2 index included identifying.

.Canacdian hroadcastlng.étatlons cqrroctly, &fhe CeReTeCoay IV -_. .

M
Ontarioy, CeBeCey and a T.¥s. network Logosy visuallye. The

questions, in the Amermed2 lIndex incltuded identifying Ameri- .

cen broalHcasting stations correctly, the F-C-C.;_ CeBeSes

PeBeSiy and a TeVe  npetwork logoy, visuailyv

Ove}all. ¥Windsorites sampled knew more about the Canadian
A - *
media than they did about the Ameriqnd media, aswindlcated- ) -

~

b& a repeated measures t—test (Table 4%).

-

. r]

T+++ +4++¥ +++++++++'ﬂ:++++++++'0-+'++'I-+++++++++++++++++++++§++++++ ’ <_
TABLE 44 ' _

. CANMED2 ANL AMERNED2 INDICES COGMPARED

g ' s

INDEX MEAN %
CANMED2% 4.53 - . .
T AMERMED2x% 3.23 T

P+=«000 (t—test) ' .

*A repeatced measures t—test was used - ]
*The Canmed? lndex ranged from Q.U to 7«0 )

*The Amermed2 Index ranged from 0.0 to 7.0.

3+ ++ 4t ++ bttt e+ i-+++++++4'-l-++++++++++++++++*ti—++++++++ ]
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Although most,qgffaéhqdbétbﬁtﬁéqh _9¥le§é§.6f the Ameri= - . i .

v ~

can media ahd knowledge of the Canadian .aedia were ééé&%ﬁ?{'
with résééét‘”to ‘this hypothesié,U‘,theb@'iirﬂ_ two aopﬁgutg:_f

' cases where Windsorites iknew as much or more: about. the

American medla than they did about the :Canndinﬁ‘.woqlg.

F;rst‘or allt'_“cboﬁt as many people kééf’_what t he 1n;f1als C.
KN . . ) . - ! N o : - ‘.V e

FeCeaCe (chefal thﬁunicathﬂs'Commiss#on)' meant (22%) as

what the initials CeReToCs . (Caradian Radio—Television and. "

.

‘"Telecommunications Commission) stoqd,tbr (27%) (Table 45 )e. - _-;

S
s J
-

B o 2 S N S P PR Y

TABLE 43. - o R -

-IDENTIFECATION OF FEDERAL AGENCIES

i ' ~ CORRECT
"+, AGENCY . . FREQUENCY . PERCENT. -
C‘R-T-c. ?4 . . ’ 27 '.' - ) ’
FeCuaCau - 59_ . ' 22
‘ x =1.7, po)-OS ! '

. ‘
ARt e g R b b b o Y T T 2 woraay!

In add{tiﬁn, signitic;ntly more peoﬁle s@mpléd cauld'qgme'
the American Public Broadcasting System, tnnq ﬁould namé_On—
turio's‘cgudhtionnl television'nefwork, TV th#;ldo - I¥ is
i&pontant to point éut, .houever, fhagfkhese two‘quesiipns-
weroe posed diirergntly_to tbe. respoﬂ&qptg} '}gmt isy fﬁey_

were asked what the initialg P.B.S. stood fory  and thqn;theyH

" -

were asked to name Ontario's educationel television ¢hannel

- K . 4 -

(Ta.b].c: 40 )e
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Finally, ' g bepe4qed measures. tesdt was run to determine
- Fd . - —

whether those -pQPplE‘;ho :eadrboth‘ Canadian and American

newspapers as- opposed to gust Canadian - ‘newspapers, scored

. -~

higzher on the Amermed2 Index. The results of this test in=—-

‘dicated a mean ;score of +4.00 for those . people who read both

.

ncwspapers, compared with a - mean score of 3.0J3 ‘for those

.

p2cople who read only Cun@diuninewspupers- Thus the American

media did have an influence on one's score on_the Amermed2

Indexe i
-

Repcrated measures .tests were alsmo used to cohpqre Cannmed2

and Amermedl means ‘for yroups using Canadian 'versus American

nmedias Other than the previously mentioned relationship be>

tween use ot C¢nadiaﬁ‘and__American newspapers and one's

score on the Ame¢rmed2 Iadex, all other means were lower, for

Cthre Amcrican media use [sroups. Cnce gaiuiny as Iin Hypothesis

Five, these results may be attributed to education given its

Influence as stated carlier on In the Resul'ts sections



H - d ;. : - “ s -
. ) - - . v A w . ] T I - g A
v - - L - . : L .- P - ¥ >,
- - - - . . . - hi . P -
H - - S - . . - & oy .
N v Lo~ . - " w o - - y
. . - .- & v
- RS s you T e A . ,
b - -t e Co £ T .l -
EEN PR s - .
. - .. .
v n R W - -
- v AT " W -
. . - Sl . . B
; Mo & it = i . 36 S
- - R - . . . . - - - - . et
o e S : . T . e 7L L s . N .

'Again, thore is onty partlal support tor Hypbthqsis-Slx._

- L . “ . .. R

>t - - -

- vhich in general is not supportedo ST R .o

.Hydothesis Seven held that there _youtd'be”a poslitive re—
latlonship between use aof Canadian media and concern about °.
.'thé Canadian " wmedia and' its role 'with respect. to Canadlan

cul ture.

Two separate indicesi? were ‘devised to teStf:h;s'hypothe~r
sige - 'Cultindl?®, the first Cultural Index included two,

;' questions concerning Canadian cul ture vlth-rcspect. to the '

media; these were 1) Wovie theatres should show mere Canadl- -

‘an moviesy and, 2) Broadcas ting should cohtribute to Canadi-

. - B . _ o .
an, cul ture. Z2These questions were scored on a S—point scale

_where one was .equal to fdisagree strongly?®, and five was
IR - - - X . . - .

Togual, to Yagree stronglyls These variables were first test-
+ . ed for gorrclation b?tdééfbeing combined. '-'-f S oL
. "Cultind2', tae second Cul.tural Index was ulso.doﬁpéisedf
- \ - R . - A ot . N

.

. of two questlions concerning Cénadian culturc-and tﬁe'mgd1d;

P these 1nqludod;'1)The'Cun¢diaq arts should be free from gov-—

- " ernment subsidization, and, 2) Americans be.allowed to buy
Canadian media Stationse However, ‘these questions. were re-—

verse coded-18 These 4uo:t;ona were: nlbo tested for correla-—.
R R . .

-

?7 Seo Appundx; il for a c0mplete lx:t of the guestions con-
tained within the Cultindl and Cultlnd2 indice s.

* 18 For the first Cultuyalr Indexy the two questions were.
phrased in a positive manner with respect to the Canadian
medine In the Sécond Cultural Index, the questions were
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tion berore baing‘co-hlnad. o
’ - j 'hlle there waAS no slgnlt;cant ralatxonsh&p between ne's—

’ A ,..-.-

LT p&éer"rgndersﬁip' and the fifat Culturnl 'Index,r Culttndl.

‘. PR

this vﬁviable i&é felatéa to  CultlndZ (Tahle 47).. Ihése

people who read both Canadian and Amerxcan nevspapers wera,

sore llkely to dlsauree -ith the idaa that- Americans pur—

.

chase Canadian media . outlets nnd‘that the . Cnnadian arts be ' -

free from jovernment subsidization. -

-

~

?++++++<l~++++ +++¢++++++_++++:0'0+'++++_++++-¥+ :F+++ §+++++-+++++#++++
TABLE 47

NEWSPAPER USE AND CCNCERN FOR - MEDIA AND CULTURE

-
. . IR

: o ~ CULYLND2%
NEW¥SPAPER EREQUENCY .. MEAN

- CANAJIAN ONLY ’ 210 . besl
. READ HOTH = T © 7.0
. pe=w01l3 (t—teat) .
-l
n r=e.1d . (pearson- oorr.) .
- #Cultind2 ran-ed xrom' e 1010 0.' . ot -

3+t+¢i++++++++f+++++++++++++++jf+++++++++++++++++++++%+++++)
RS
. - .

With respect to radio, the results indicated that: there
was a positive relationship between listening "to CBE and

apreement with the Statements made in the first Cultural In-

P etk b

P

phrased in a nefative manncr with respect to tne Canadian
medjae For this reason, where one was equal to Ydisagree
stronnly’ Tor Cultindl, it was egqual to falree strangly!?

. for Cultindla. Thni= way thosco people who were in favour
of the media contributing, to Cainadian culture and of
americans not beina allowed to purchase Canadian mcedia.
outlets received a 3 tor"both questionse

e ey g =
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. dei—(‘ra.b"l.:e '48'). : 'Thoae peo;:le who L{stened: \'tﬁ CBE
Sl _'- 11kely to a.gree thnt Canad:.an theatres should shor uore Can-
] - .
A K ‘
: adlan movies and thnt broadcastlng should contribute to Cnn—
L L ‘adlan culture. o
7+++*+ﬁ++4¥++++}++++#++++++++f4+¥}f+§f+#+++++¥¥¥4t}§¢+y+¥++
L o “ v TABLE 48 . PR
. ... . . - ©BE LIS?ENEKSHIP.AND CONCERN FOR MEDIA AND ULTUEE
ST ©o .~ . CULTIND1®*
.- " . 'LISTNERSHIP ' - - . FREQUENCY .. . MEAN -
DONST LISTEN CBE . 205 o Ta2b2 T
-=-  LISTEN TO CBE cL 57 - 3.00
-~ -.-‘. ) po=0000 (t—test } S ) ' ) . Lo
- r=e21 (peason corrs.) L e T
' *Cultindl ramzed from 2.0 to 10.9. o .
3++#+++++f+++++++f4+f+++++++#+++*++f++§+++++++*¥+¥+w+++++++)
A similar PLattern was found with:respect to televigione
-; . T - ‘. o . L . o :
Those poople who watched channel 4, also.tenged to agree
that the media should._.co'ntx"lbu_te ‘to Conadian cul ture (Table.
49 ). . o ) B
‘ People who watch Channel SxalQO'féndpd to disagree that
© Americans be 4Lloweﬁ"to:buy Canadian radic and television
‘stationsy and That the arts be frec of government aid (Table
» 1 U.).
- S WAth reﬁpccf to tele;ision new=s preferencey _people who
" prdfenred to watch the news on 4 Canadian TeVe chaﬁnel, wera
also more Likely to aygree with the statements made in the
_first Cultural indéxy.Cultindl (Table 51 ).
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S ' TABLE 4 A S
"7 7 CBC TV AND CONCERN FOR MEDIA AND CULTURE . .

.. //‘3;J'_.ff o e ~+  CULTINDI® . .
SRR VIEWERSHIP &= FREQUENCY MEAN e
. L. DONVAT wAZICH €d 9 - |9 -~ ' be91

LN .. WATC{ CH 9 172 T Teb3

N pe=uD0 {t-fest) . 4 o FROERR
pi;ZQn(pearsonicorr-f . ol

“#Cultindl ranged from 20 to 1d.de.

“B++++++t+¥+++++++£%++++++r+++++++++++¥+f+++++++++++++++++}+)

T - . - B y . ) R B .
Y+++++++++++++¥++++++++++t4f++++++++++++++++++++++++f+++++¥

-
3

TAdSLE 507 - L L

, €3C TV AND CONCERN FOR MEDIA AND CULTURE

: ' . - .o ;. ~QULTIND2%
VIEWERSHLY "% FREQUENCY - HEAN
"DON'T. #ATCu Cd4'8 . 21 - " oe.50
© WATCH CH J U 3 172 . Ter2
‘pPe=e0ls (t—test) ' B o
‘- r2.15 (pearson corre )

*Cultind2 .rangad Trom 2.3 to 10.0. .

~

B++1*++++++++++++++f+++*#+++++++++++++++++++++++++¥&++*++++J

.o

T Similtarily, f&oqe people who watched Canadian T.Ve  news’

.ulso tended to disadgree more with tne sStatements made in the .

agcona Cul tural Lndex;;bdltindl (Table 32). e L
In terms ufJoycrulLQteLeyision Htutioﬁ preference} those

"

preople who wreferred Canadian "television. were mere Likely to
a,rrec that the ‘media should contribute to | Cansdian culture

(Tabl(’ 5\3)-

’
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TABLE 51

o

T«Vs NEWS PREFERENCE AND CONCERN FOR MEDIA AND COULTURE

. * Q’
CULTIND1* -
PREFERENCE ' FREQUENCY MEAN ' ‘
AMERICGAN : : T7 . T30
.  CANADIAN : . 54 . 7.67
p-=.035
r=e 18

*#Cultindl ranged from 2¢J to 10.0. - . :

B+++++++++Q’+ +‘++i-+++++++f'++_+i++>++ R B R Dk b R S R A A A )

-

~
1 .

7++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++#++++f++++++++++

TABLE 52 ' - -t

TeVe NEWS PREFERENCE AND CONCERN FOR MEDIA AND CULTURE

C ‘ . CUTIND2=
PREFERENCE o FEEQUENCY NEAN
AMERICAN ; S De2
CANADI AN . .52 : Ted4

Pe=e003 (t—-test) ~
c r=e20 (npearson corrs) .
#Cultind2 ranged trom 249 to 10.9.

B+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++¥)

In addition, those people who chose to watch Canndian

-

. television also tended to disagree that Americans be 'allowed
- *to purchase Canadian media outlets, and  that the Canadian

arts be frec ot government subsidization (Table S54).

-

" Additional wedns of support for Lypothesis sSeven were

manitested in that -the  pravious two—way relationships be-—

l-. . N
: .
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. TABLE 53 . B

-~ .

TV CHANNEL PRE%ERENCE AND CONCERN FOR MNEDIA AND

CULTURE
' X . CULTIND1*
PREFERENCE FEEQUENCY . MEAN
Y CANADIAN 39 3.00
AMERICAN 136 T7.25

pe=e003 (t—test)
rT —+22 (pearson corrs)
*Cultindl ranged from 2.0 to 10.U.

rm—

ﬁ+++++++++++¥+++++++++¥++++++++++++++++++++++++++Q+++++++++)

L R L R L D e R R e
-

. _ TASLE 354

- ~

TV'CdANNEU)PREFERENCE AND CONCERN. FOrR AEDIA AND

CULTURE

: . i CULTIND 2%
PREFERENCE - FAEQUENCY NEAN . .
CANADI AN . 41 C7.34
TANERICAN . 135 6. 76

p-i-04S_ (tftest)
r= —«14 (pearson corr.)
#Cultind2 ranged from 2.0 to 1U0.0.

B++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)-

- . -

LY

tween the Canadian media und its role with respgct to Cana-

dian culturé, held‘up eQen attgr cqntfols waere in troduced.
Table 55 indicates th;i people who attended to CBE and/for

channel &, Gére mére likely td arree that thre media shéﬁlq

contribute to Canadian culturecs. fanle 30 shows that those
. [ 4 . .
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: . cL . ... o
people whose favourite naews channel was Canadian™ were more

Ll@elylto dlsagree'thax Americans purchase Canadian radlio

and television stations and that the arts be free from gov-

ennqeﬁt subslquatlon. .Thua the largest-degree‘of explana-—

tion in this multiple regression test comes from the vari-

. ubie, news channel _pPreference. Whlle_.iﬁcome plqys an,

- L . ]

important role in-determining the respondents' concern for °

- .

"media and culture, three media use variables, CBE, Channel

9% © and news channel preference are also important indepen— :

.

- N - . L -
dent predictors of respondents' concern for media and cul-

“tut‘e. . -

e e Sl e L

TABLE 53
STEPWISE- dULTLPLE SEGRESSION, CULTIND1 INDEX

. STANDARDIZED
INDEP. YARS. ) AETA " T—=VALUE T PROB

CHE T .29 2.9 "« 005
CHANNEL 9 : .26 2.5° « 010
.2 ‘ ‘
MODEL ® = .18 S . S : .
MODEL F = 9.1 '

F PrOB = <.001
FaRaaa e R A Rl R R e e R Rl R ARl e e e s AR
' X \ - )

-

. . *

N

Thus, those pecople who attended tg? the " Canadian media
P .

-

were more lLlikely to agree with the idea that Canadian thea-
tres show more Canadian films and tha't broadcasting contrib-
ute to Canadian culture. Thesc people were also more likely

s
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“TABLE 56

STEQW[SE MULTIPLE REGRESSION, CULTIND2 INDE:

~ ’

STANDARDIZED

INDEP « VARS.' BETA T-VALUE - T PROB
NEWS CHANNEL PREFERENCE .1 3.6 ' « (001
INCOME ' : 32 2.8 . «007

2 S .
MODEL R =--421 -
MODEL F = 3.3
F PROB = <.010 . :

- n -

3++++++++++++++++++++++++++;$++#++++++++++++}+++++++++++

. -
-

to disagree with the idea fhat_AmerLc&hs purchase Cana

4+

+4+)

dian

media outlets and that the Canadian arts bDe free from:' gov—

ernment subsidizatione Henceocy Hypothesis Seven is support-—

ed,

2.2.8 Hypothesis Eight

The eighth hypothesis stated that there would be o p

tive relationship between use of the Canadian media and

tendance of local Canadian arts and cultural outlets.

osi—-

at—

In order to test thisx hypothesmis; an Artindex!? was cre-—

ated usin, thirteen variablex from the survey gquestionnaire

concernin:, local art attendance.
People who attended the Cansdian media were also

likely to visit the local arts and cultural outle ts.

Lk R ks

19 See Appendix 1 for a complete list of theé quest ions
tained within the Artindex. '

moroe

con-



The results . indicated that péOple #eadlng both Canadian

and American newapapers, were more llxely'to attend the arts

+

(Table 57). ' ' g

-

PrEt++ b+t bbbttt 44+ e R A sl o s

TABLE 57 .

NEWSPAPEK AND ARTINDEX

o

- _ . ARTINDEX%® .
NEWSPAPER . FREQUENCY . MEAN
CANADIAY UNLY 222 3.23

' READ BOTH 53 : . +a17

p-=.040 {t*test)
r=e.1J3 {(pcarson corre.)
¥Artindex ranged from (.0 to 13.0. ¢

ﬁ+++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++¥++++++++++++++++++++)

.

.
»

A positive relationship also exists between arts atten—
dance and preference for CBE radio. Those people “who Llis-—
tened to CBE also were more likely to attend the local arts

and cultural events (Table 3IB)e -

With respect to the television medium, those people who
r . ) .

tuned to Channel 2, and who waotched Canadian news, also were

more'likély to attéend the arts {Table . 55,60 ) ] : .

" .

Overall, those peoﬁle_who prefe rred to watch a Canadian.

R - h

televiaion channel were also more likely to have attended -
the arts more. irequehtly than  those people who favoured

’ Xmericqn teleVisiqn (Tawnle 61).
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A “.TABLE S8
- : CBE AND ARTINKDEX - =7
. o ‘ * . ARTINDE X*
. LISTENERS4IP -  EREQUENCY ~ . . MEAN
DON'T LISTEN CBE: ©214 <L - 3805
LISTEN. TO CS8E S | L 4.85
Pe=+000 (t—test) o . )

r=.28 {(pearson corre)} .
Artindex ranged from 0.0 to 13. 0.

-
*

B++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

-

a .
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TABLE 539 . . R
CHANNEL 2 AND ARTINDSX

.

. ARTINDEX%

VIEWERSHIP FREQUENCY - . MEAN
"DON'T WATCH Cd 3- T8 2ed4d
YATCAd CiH 9 - 173 _ T d.99

]-);—..)00. (t=- t?ﬁvt') i )
r.—.uS (peurqon corte ) ' .
#The Artxndex runued from ($ ] 0 to 13 Q.

3++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++++)

\

cpnfrols woere then introduced to test the significance ot
, . ' L ' L
the varjious two—way reL{tionships with'respecf to the eighth

hypothesise.

The resalts indicated that tnose people whoise favourite

&

"television crannel was Canadian were more likely to have at-—

tended the- local Canadiun arts in the last twe lve monthse.
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TABLE 60

"+ NE#S CHANNEL PREFERENCE_ AND ARTINDEX

-

ARTINDEX* '

PREFERENCE &= - . FREQUENCY - MEAN
- AMERICAN : o 31 . 3el4
CANAD1 AN R -1 . de 16
Pe=e040 (t=test) = = : - o
r=.18 (pearson corres) i .
*The Artindex ranged from 0.0 to’' 13.0. :

s
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TABLE o1,

TV CHANNEL PREFERENCE AND ARTINDEX

o4

“ARTINDE X* -

- PREFERENCE . FREQUENCY HEAN
CANADIAN : 43 . _ 4.44
AMERICAN e 138 . 3.12

p-=0009 (t—test-)
. 0= =422 {pearson corr.) - . 4
" #%The Artindex ranged from U.0 to 13.0.

- -~ . . ' . , v . . ) . .‘: "
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Hence, a posifive relationship between use of the Canadian’

media and Y 'arts attendance was establishede. It was also
R < . 3

" found that those people who readﬁboth Canadian and Aﬁerican

newspapers were more likely to have attended the arts over

the past vear. In ncd;y}on,-the ﬁggqgrapﬁlcfvariiblé educa~—

. tion, had.a signif@canf‘impactlon arts attendancee However,

N -
s . o
< . - Rt .

P - s

LT oy -3 s
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and fours received partial support,
. K

-

HypoThebxs Two =tated that wxﬂdsorxtes -pre—

American television:

N . . - - .
American television station as

Knowleduze o

by

*

tqy:Unitcd‘6t9tes:

hygothobxb held tn4t reliance on Uq,.»medza led to a greater

-

"

. - R :
relSpect to Conadian tele-

o~
v .

-

-
T el

received full

- -
xf Hypotheses
-

"~

wvindsorites preferrted to lis-—

favoured
[ NN

the people sampled

- . -
-

1 .
59 pgrcgﬁt chose-an
the~thi§dV'

their r;vourlte.

ot -
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thi's

‘was truc for two of
-t



-

Lo T e L
- attended to Canadian media aygreed that
- ~contrjbute to Canadian culture.nnd fh&t theatres _Qhoi-ﬁdré
w T ‘_., - B - ' . ' n . . Y Voo
- - Canadxun m071351_und d;54"reed tnut Am&r;c¢n5 purthase Canu— -
oh - . . . - - T - - - C h,.'- . * . . * . v ...h
_.‘fdxan medln outlets and that tne arts ‘be Lree irom governmeﬁt S
e subs;d;zat;op._ rinally, Hypothesis ‘Ei bt recelved'purt4a1
-7 e — " o "k. . : " N . .
. support: thobe peOpie who prezerred Canndian t leVisxon were
‘ﬂ.-‘ aisqnmore likely to have attended the loda1 &rfs. .o
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‘three nadin,,

“kféafer-kﬂoilé&ie_
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its role ﬁlth”réspect”to Canadian culture:
: broa@casting'shbubd

-".'-."-“ -': S
“.tfhat use

-~ - " = Y - - ’ ’
g . ) . P .
- . . .‘ . ' ’.-

i N " o - N : ". o
" 1] - ) - . . .’
- : 98.: .7
.American radlo and+ newspaper use Lled to "a.- - .

o . . ] . ' . - P .. -

i this wag not the. -

of the United States;

Tha'fqurth nypothesls heLd- )

case !th?féspect to television.
ot“the Canad;an med;e was related to- a - greater )
even When .

~

thls was true 4n all cases)

Knowledyge ot panada.
- e .
o o, » . . . ..
contr&ls tere xntroduced-- Hypotheses Five and Six were on}y
- - | o S - . ) ) e
?4rtially Qupported- 'hxle Windsorites knew as much or more -
mT LT . ) .o .
abput somd agpects of American politics and media, they did .
B ) . k1Y - . . . oo N \ .
not “in pener¢& knowjus.nuch or more than they did about Can-—
e : - -’-_. o - : .t . ' . -
uwxan*polxt;ca and medxa as hypothesxzed. Hypothesis Seven
-m&.- o - . ., . .
V4s a positive relationship between use of

Held j_‘thu..__t t.!:;e'x_"e' “WwsTa ;
‘dian. ia ncecs” about the Tanadian media and .
A ure: .Those- people’ who

the “Canadian.media and <o

. -
-
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coucr.ps:dns AND RECOMMENDATIONS - -
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3.1 -CONCLUSIONS IQ IHE CURRENT RESEARCH

The media are e¢xtremely prevalent and powerful forces in

" today's socictye. _Tﬁqy become ¢ven more important when we -

ségak of one country's meﬁlﬁ influencing'the'citi;ens of an-

other Eouﬁtrf; Canadians Iiv;'in the most cémp;titive media

'm;fket in the éorld, ‘with foreign'mediu content rampan¥ in
all areas of the country.

As‘.me‘n.tiéned. in Chapter Onec, a 197.-:}‘ 's‘t\.'xd)" com.pil.ed by the

' C3C kesearch 'Depurtmen{ indiédteﬁ th;t overall, .Cana&ian

television viewers prefer American medid channels to Canadi-

an ones= { Hallaan, 1953:57).; In addition, a I970 Special

. .

Senate Committee on Mass Media asserted that Canadians pre-—

fer American ‘over Canadian television shows (1370:131). .

As of 1432, over 50 percent ol Canadian hnouseholds had
subscriptions to, cable television (Applebaum 5 Hebert,

19582:218 ). dowever, the basic 'service provided by Canadian

cable includes four American channels, and four to seven'

e

Canadian channels .whici on tne averale eacn contain approxi-

-

mately o0 percent <Canadian content and 30 - percent American,

. N - .

or othner foreixn contente. Thus, everall cable television

provides an averape of o2 to 7J percent foreign content (Ap-
. plebaum & debert, 1952:21n).

- wi -
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Wit‘fréépeCt to Canadian radios "lt'gppears fhat=thefcﬂfc.{

[

content :ggulhtioqs have not assisted the Canadian huéisgin—_

e . o . . < - ) R o
dustry as much a3 they had intended-to. . As'already stated,
in 1850, sales of Cdnadiaﬂ;coﬁfént ‘ recorditys rapéégentgd

only 7.6 percent -of total iﬁdhstry vﬂolésnlef revenues do-—

mcst;cglty‘(Audlay,;1983:143)-

In Windsor, Ontario, situated across the river from De--

- -

troit, Michigan, America's . fifth largest-media market, thérq

. - . - s LI ' Ne .
is unhindered access to all torms of American mediae. " Dally,
R oo - _ _ b : c Y

windsorites must decide whether to use Canadian or American

.

media produc ts. ' Furthermore, in terms of quantity and div-
ersity, the American media channels availanle in ' the area

far outnumber the Canadian media .channelse. Compared to ap-—
proximatcly 50 Detroit urea stations, Windsor’'s cight radlwo

stations must compete fiercely fto oht&iﬁ;a”sigﬁiticant-bor—'

.tlon‘of the Wlndso?_nQd;cdge._, Simitnrily; .¥ﬁe only local
Canadian tele;;sidn cnanﬁqL,: CHET, rm;sjuqompetg‘ with. the

three maJorhAm;ricap; neiuorns for o sﬁare of théfuudiencéik
and with -the recently_annodgcedi'§§c éutbacks? "CéET;S locgll

‘programmin:g may suffer enormously.
Thus, while a significant portion:o{_Canadiuns in general

prefer American media channels to.Canadian ones, - the curreat

research has shown that an  overwhelming percentage of Wind-

sorites favour .the American medioa. sixty—three perccﬁt of
the hindﬁorixeswéumpled said that they-favoured American ra-
.dioc and »Y percent said that they preferred Azerican televi-—
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‘.Sione. These'statisflcs-are'e;;remely cfbdp_to those esti~

mated by local medla executives in 1983; Wnila Windsor radio

executives said.fhut'70 percent of the city!s‘Listeners tune

in UeSe radio stations, television execdutives estimate that

Si_pe}cent"ox.ull Te Vs’ viewing in Windsor id to U.Se sta=-
tions (MacTavish, 193223497, -
Chapter One provides some research in the area of media

" ..

. . S

2ffects that is pertinent 'to the above . hypotheses. While
. : A .

.ther¢ has not fbeen.an'ovcrwhelming amount uof re search com=

sleted in the area of effects, what has been done supports

the ideasthat medla"usage is an inteygral element of aduca-.

tidﬁ, and thercfore usage”bﬁ one country's media will be di-

.rgctiy‘relatcd to. a preater xnowledpe of that country; which

is proéiséty what this thesis illustratese.

Tate and Trach tlSSD;J—Q) found that Canadians knew more

- " RN

about .the American”Legal systeh thaa‘thé_Cunudian.oné, while

Beattic (1967:071) found that Canadians who attended to Ue3e
media involving crime: "adopted Uesu

crcimae Terminology as

though it werc their owne

In-BeattieTs (1&67:071) survey -he -asked thne rd%pondents

te provide the corrections in the tollowing sentence, - "The

~

District Attorney in Winnipe.r sade a reputation in the well
. LY : -

" Known Ccusc, *The State vs Henry Millerti, vnly 18 percent
vt the sample coula correctly =ubstitute fCrown’ Prosecutor!
tor 'District Attorney! and 'The Crown' foz '"Tae State'.



. . . L et '_ . . > . . ., i
.cent ‘ot - the reapondents-were able to correctly subsatitute

*Parliament Hill* for JCaﬁitol.Biil‘.F it was also tound

’ ushmilaxity._gn thé §ﬁ;vey-ot'viﬁdspritesi' oniy-SO;S per—

-

.. that thoseﬂpeoplelrho_¢duld'¢6rrectly_substi:ute "Parliament

Hill'_toru'Cupitoﬁ Hille wene'.atso;the people'vho‘préforéeu‘

“to uttend to the Canadian:media rather thas the American me -

. L o

L
-

. .
This is.but one example §f many where the study guppbﬁted

“ L Lty . . - . -

the\ideafhfhgt‘use of the Canadlan media led to n greater

knowlidge of Canadae while there were several problems with

respect to the results of the tcsfs pébtuining”to Hypothesis

-

Threey, in that certain”dgmognuphic variables were confounded

with other significant v&riubles,- Hypothesis Four quite

s 102

:

clearly indicated a positive relationship between use of the

Canadian meédiia and a greutorAkno-{edgemor'Cunad;.

Owing to the evidence in Chahtér Oney ., that Canadlians in

czeneral. prefcer to atfend to the Amepican media, it was then

U,

uggested that w§ndsorifés would have comparable knowledyge

' of ‘American media. and politiecs and Canadian egquivalents. As

sfﬁfgd eurpiér, tiiese hypotneses were not shﬁported{ how—,

every there are explanations that can be provided for this

outcomce First of- all, there were several cases where Wind—.

sorites knew as much or moaore about the  American political

. 7 . ‘ . . S,
and/or media variables as their Canadian counterpurta; thig,

in itsely, i significant. For example, more people Knew

that George washitniton was thhe  first president of the Uniteq

. ] -
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States, than that ‘John A+ Nacdonald was-the first prime min~

.ister of . Canada. . Also, 'ﬁbbutfag'fﬁ&ny‘peopké 'khey_that

TN

Elizabeth Kishkon ' is thé mayor of Windsor, . as ' knew that
' - ' v i - ‘ ‘ < > : .

. . ) . . . o M Co '
Coleman Young is the mayor of Detroite With reSpect to the

. E ' oo oL : LT L )
media indices, as many people kKnew .~ what the finithlsx
‘CeReTeCe repregented, as yhng FaCaCo étood'fob{. and more.

L - . -

v

people could nume‘tpe Public‘Béo¢dcastihaﬂ5ystem,-than_could

name IV Ontarioce Thué while overall, Windsoritesiknew more
about the-Canadian media and. polities than. the "American’

cquivulehjs,' individuallty there icpé soma- variables which

indicated support Ior’dypofhpses Five and 3ix.

It-is also important to mention that 38 percent of  the

. peOple.sAmple¢ said that CeBeSa. §fgodf‘for'thé *Canadian

droadcasting 3ystem', which asiJjht indicate that the respon-—

.- .. '

dents were actually éonfuéed as  to which country's medium

< thoy were watchiny, and thdt.thef k=1 nof,rcuLLy'pdy specific

attention to the q%iaih 2! o particular mediumae: Either way,

LA

support was found toe reintforce the evidence proéide& in the.
search of the " literature, that usile of another country's

meéiu.lé&dé_{o a greater knowled e cf that country.

The literature 5earch.supports_’fne notion that Canadians
. T - . - . N ’ . * F— - .
are mor€ collvctively oriented individuals than are Ameri—

cuns, and that this collectivity - is manirusfkq in Canadat'sg

more public enterprise  economy, as opposed to . the private

enterprise System in the United >tates (Hareln, 1£74:136).

o
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" Similarily, Baer and Wintdr (1983:351-86). found that Wind-
;fgp?ltes-vho-hiﬁeﬁked-fhe.Chnadign“négla‘relaféd'hore-closel}

-

‘with antIJgovernﬁenf seﬁfimqnt- directed - towards the UeSe
y o o T e . - S . . .
fﬁee—egteépbise system. . ‘ o o T .

" The current‘réSearch'as well, indicated ‘that those people -

. ~ .
- g -~ -

. who atteaded the Canadian .medla identified with pro-govern— .
fmgnt sé@fihéﬁ% that isjclosely .related to thc publI¢ enter—

s ' v - .

prise economy of Canada. After demographic differences ware.

- ~ controlled. for,;. the results showed that. these people tended
to disagree with the idea that the Canadian arts should be-

lI-supporting and free from government subsidizations

o N . These Canadian perceptions of law and gavernment encom—
o ' pusxs a vast ercva ol Canadian charucter and attitudese The'

"history and siznificance  of these attitudes have been well
. As .“ * o . e 'Y . " T N .

Com

N “ wnalysed by lLarton (1952) angd otherss - Hisforicnlly‘bdnadi-t“

.ahs have jgemocraticnliy.electedld goygrﬁﬁent'to séfvé‘the
'bobﬁlo; quﬁpromising 'éeffuin fFPEdONSi .b? ;Eceétiﬁg th§t
. N _ .olecigd oificiuls will deterﬁine what Qé'best.fqp_tﬁéﬁ-v,Tné;
‘prdvxsign.of'réeace and order is-the/xe;ponSEbiLig¥; o£>thqﬁ
govehnﬁents‘in Cnnaduf ‘ay'contr&st; ‘Amer;Caus tenq_to-re-
g¢rq ﬁoYernmen{ as tbe enemy of ihe peoplae #nd QE Libe;ty;'
the 1é§; 56¥ernm§nt3 the better.
_Thf;'Qiew ot authoﬁity isla.cruclub_ element of Cuh;;in; '
‘idéplo;y. in which ehejQ,C.M.P; and its right to da what"

nqu be done for justice to prevail, -is as firm'as the bed=—

‘rock ©of the Cﬁn¢d{ap Shield.



-evdn'q_:oun&§tién ‘like this ¢an be eroded .as'Cahadi&nsibe—V

. PR DA - - "
. R .. - B - .
. N R -
< LS 1 . D o . .
o . H .
. P : - ~ . .
T - - : e TN
- - Towo
- N . . Lo
z - . 105
‘e

. Certalnly as has,been evidenced 1n-the current researchy -

- -

cbmesraccuifufatéd by the United’ Statese. In effect, when

Athe‘onty.lignt on the"émst‘is-Easy by _Aﬁéélgan medid,v the'

peaceful and '5§adual:dévélopment o;‘tﬁe Canadian prairies -

can easily be_misrepéesented-by the blood-thirsty quests of

‘the Amerlcan Wild Weste [1f Canadians look to Amérlcan‘hé&ian

for }hosg péoplé, no Canadian niétofy-' Even the rerleqtions.

‘of days mohe by, the basis

Kl

‘

-

for learnin,.y. are mel ted . into an

- . -
‘indiscriminant American images - T C.

In wind<sor, wnére,phg vast manblty‘or ﬁaqio_and'teievi;

- . ~

slon stations broadcasting in the area are of "American ori-

*

. . - ' o . o .
Gin.'thelopportunity for Canadians to boe oriented- to Canadi-—

an arts and cultural  events Is, weake The pcfenx;al for

dissemination of information about Canadian events- is fur—

,pher'innibited'by fhe £dét that only a Tew ‘o; the domestic:

stations "place emphanis onucddadiaq cultural concernse

The local CTBC station (owing to its kro;r&hnlhu‘mhndﬁtes,.

‘and non-commercial protile)  presents. aumerous’ gromos and.

calendars.outlining updoming local arts And‘culturul,happéh—

.

ingse CBC television also reserves several time slots dur
‘. ingi the day for ‘promotion in this arcas . .

“iCcrtaihﬁpriVutcLy opebgt?d'stutlons sucn as CKWW, devote

“a sipnificant portion oi airtigme to locul events, and focus

for ¢ecordhl;o£>their p&st (suéh a8 the over " 250 Hollypobd'

dccounfS'nf tﬁo'R;C-M¢P.) (Berton,..1982:27)- then.théfarls.'
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fon}attracting.%he‘lin&édr~aud;enc¢. ;On'the other hand, sta-

~ .-

-

tions 'such as CELW (tnrough emphasis on American concerns)

appear to-be struggling tq regain their status as a top=rat-

ed station_iﬁ'thg ﬁetrotf harkéﬁ{ pnactldnlly.lgﬁofihg ther‘f\

Cunadian positions.

Certainly it_isuibpropriutc to suémise that the only way

by which:Windsorites ' would be informed about local arts
events {o;henfihan_by word of -mouth) would ne via the local
Canadian mediae Those Windsoritel attending ‘the American

‘media However, relinquish their major means of being made

avurptdtllocdl happeningse. o -
vindsorites*' - pbetérence for, = and dependbnce upon the
) e . . ) - . .

‘American mediay, inhibit the flow of .intformation about local

events tq the Windsor audiences  Thus windsorites' patronage

34t219Cuf\uris and cultﬁ?alg events will remain limited until

o L i
“the Canadian mediu can more substantially gain their audi-~

encelfs attentione

3.3  ELNAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

. While there has been very little done. in the area of ef-—

fects literature,. the researcher fgels that this thesis

makes u .s?;Aéficunt contribution to the availuble litera-—

-

ture, and helps to support what has already Dbeen found in

term= of Canadian and American diiferencesy, and the impact

.

o1 American media with respecct Toe the Canadian peoples?

koowledge of Coanados 1t i3 als=o recomménded that there be

- . ' H
much more rasearch completed in both of the above areases
. ' ‘ . .



-

‘Fhe.resaarcher'uISO teplélthat.ithis thesis pravides séme

5

sobt-bt‘a=b_slsstor rdiune testinge. while it is impossible
to‘stake vhqther'Vindsorltefs have, an appalling knowledge of

Canndé compared to, tor"eﬁaﬁbleh, Londoners, due to the ab-

sence of any- comparable studies, e similar study completed
{ﬁ'thqlhondon area may show that this is the cgsb- * The re-
- o : : - - R - -

s¢earcher therctore recommends that similar culturat. aware-

‘ness,studies be undertaken on both a regional and on a na-—

“tienal basis.e . .

Over&ll{ it may be stated, that Windsorites who attend

. o

the Canadian mecdis do have a areater knawledye ot Canada,

and that those who attend the American media arc tess aware

of their own country, and more knowledgeable: about - their

neighbour, the United Statess
- .

Not only is this a serious c¢oncern tor findsorites and

the.status of their Canadian ideh;ity and culture, but- it

also becomes a serious concern then, whether or not this de-

< .
pendence on Americam media and cultural products already ex—

ints in other Canadian cities and amongst-other Canadianse.

-
-

wWith . Windsor situated at the 5outhernmost,tﬁp of Canaday

directly across from Detroit, it may be assumed that it is

.

but & unigue cdbe of a Canadian city that cannot telp but be

influenced by American culture, it due to-its proximity

alones In view of its sSisze, windsor—-Detrolt stands out as

the moxt emphatic example of the potential f0f~ACCUL£UPJ?
tione Nowhere alonyz the border is  sSuch armgjor UeSe | city
° A . .

f
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~4muediaiely.adjacent to ana&a,"hnd connected by Iinterna—
tional‘fdnnel-and‘bridge_.tacilit;qé; HOﬁevgr,-“keeplﬁg in.

mind such advanced technologies as direct broadcastlng“vln

_5atelllfes; VéR's. videbqisbs.' #nd otheb meany of ;mportiﬁg

. - - -

-roreign‘progrnmmtng, . Windsor's geogr;ph;cal pr6x1n1¥y-he—i
. comes g.f;r lass rélc?unf faét;r ‘wi;h respect‘to the ac;ul-
turatipﬁ’ot thercouﬁtry.- with qll‘Can;dixns, even thoaeiln,
tﬁe-ﬁortﬁern and most i#olﬁted' éommunitles of Canada, \soon
t& be capable ot‘receiv;;g tnelr‘cﬁoice.ot American programn—
ﬂing; :thc.threat of foreign domination ;écomes more serious
'jhun e&erf

Th; moat serious question raised in thi; thesis thén, 15 :
wﬁether the vnlue—systgms,‘ attifudes, choices, and public
bplnions of Canadi¢n$ are being geperuted.tohﬁ Sreat éxtent,
by the United States, fhrough mass Gommunication.

Almost concurrent with the introduction of any mass medi-

.

um into Canada;'fears of American infiltrutloﬁ, it not déml—'
nation have‘afisen. Even-as far back as the emergzence bf_.
the printin. press inlCa.nn‘da, thé .i.'u-xpérta.ti.on .of fo-re‘.i.gn
Litérut&:e inhibited the coFmércial feasibility and growth
of Canadigﬁ media pfoducﬁs. Th?t plague has foilo;ed media_
development in Canada to tﬁe present timae.

More knowleduge is needed‘ on the extent ;nd effects of

. - £

foreipn media products inlspeciiic citiey or rcgions. vind-
S0r 1S but one example.of many Canadian Locales that face

the onslauwvgsht of Americanizations
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e F:om-th;s eaergds-ndre suBtLe;”'but important concernse = -
Vhat are the ramifications of this .accul turation process?

Is it ‘necessanj that Lo much ‘¥ine, eftért, ~and T money is
z 3 g . — S

.

”;pen@-on preserving the Canadiah.afts.’gcultﬁre, and media®?

Would Canadians not bg'beftqr,served to!toeus their gnergieé

-

~on slmply determining which-roreign~product5 to . import and

"

distribhute?

Nuch less research has been done along this veine It is
in facty,' an area of contémpornry digscussion with far—reach—

ing global implications. The United Nations Educaf}onalh
Scientific and  Cultural Grganlzation ('UNESCO) is one body .-
that idehtiﬂies forciyn media .domination ‘of its affiliate

nations as  a subject of great concerne  Canadianeé’ are no

more immune to uniiaternL perceptions than the array of peo-

ples trom the Third World ‘and many developed nations alike,

who for the moxt par%y view their complex world through the

eyes of the omnipresent and omnipotent American mass mediae

Althou:h the CLC and the governmentual bodies that deter-—

mine - its mandutes. have always been ambitious in < setting

Zoals tor,fthc Corpo}ation, they have been only wminimally

successful in adequately gaining the attention of Canadians

as a whole. Tnere may In fact be only one brief period in
CHC history {(in this case q¢6to) whan largc‘numbers of Cana—
dians turned to the C3C for understunding of the . world

arounc theae That period wa= Llimited -to « couple of years

srevious toy and durify world War.lile This was initially a.

(1]

S | : 08

- a— e ——
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Buropenn var, *h' Brtttsh 'arn and subsequently a Canadian
Ty,
o x Q:g,

-&;ﬁ}s Loyalty to tna CBC at that time was bred out \necos—

-

sityi America dld not, until long aiter'Cannda, 'entor into

combats As stated in Rutherford (1978:80), "During the war,

e
o e

the Corporatlon (CBC) captured a large share of the mass au-

. vl

- - M.

dience once addicted to American. stations.ses™. Since that

S

. C ~ . A
time, the CBC has never again achieved such audience atten—
. Ryl Ml

I .

tione

-~

'bipr the past three decades, the differences between Can-—

e e
adians and Amerdcnas“‘as presented by Berton (18932) may have
=~ ‘

.
-

becen a saving grnce.i‘
’ v e
while Americans have u?gund it fitting to » engage in warfare
'

hd

-Canadians have watched and listened

=

in Kdréa. Viet Nam, téﬁuh'extent with Iran, and most recent-

Tl T - .

=
ly Grenadae Canadxan armed forces have been lxmxted in each

- Irc . .. . L .
case to roles in United~Natxons peace keeping eftorts. Thxs

-
R
- -

is a ‘distinct difference between peoples; it aligns with

L
-
-

throse éontrasﬁid& attitudes between Cunaﬁlﬁns andrAmnecicans

A

ir. which freedom verfus liberty, public enterprise versus

- e
free enterprisgtrcollabbration versus aggressiony and at the
- - " ;. \ - . -
extreme, peace versus war become obvious differences.

But do thase ideolo;égal differences <continue to be pro-

tec ted today, and 1f Sbf . will theéy be preserved tomorrow?

-

Is it not alznost by &éﬁign that Canadian mass media do more

- - -
-—— - . -
-~ L

than merely attempt to briduze the Zap between eaiterly and

v

westerly recions; between anglophones and francophones? | Is

o

it not in fact a very pertinent role that tﬁé?Cﬁﬁhqb&n media

‘4
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play 1n€providing_an opportunity from their own perspectives -
for CEnadians to refiect 'upon themselves collectively, and A
-

understand their posLiion in the worlg?
-

As Canadians. even now witness cutbacks to C3C and NEB

R

-
-
-
-

budgets,y compared to increased military spending, the omi-—

nougﬁpqssibility that Canadian attistudes are becoming;moldad .

" -

-.;- r . . - ,
by American ones moves closer to reality. - < -

> e -
o

N ’ -
The stances taken by Canadian and American government on - .
. -
: . . -
international relations during the Trudeau—Reagan .era were “
- - -

clearly different. "Similarily, the Canadian and American® - -
"film industries appcar ta take Oppqsingigpslfions bﬁ.suCh .

issue

If:

. » . S, . X -
. But when 1t comes cdown to dissemination of those
< - - o=

MOSHOATeS y the Canadian perspective is quite seriously sup~—
- . S

pressed by tiae American dimtribution powars. A case " insT
. . . - . - . . . TS -
point is the comparative distribution of the Canadian tilm, .
[l
- S - ) .
“If Ypu-~Love This Planet?!, and the American filmy *The Day ML

. -

- e )
At ter'. Many Canadians (if they tuned to CBC) were able to ) - e
-~

» .
view the Canadian filme ~LAMCr icdns.e restricted by a ban on

distribution imposed bY Congrc&s, were never permitted to . o
. i d .

P : . - . [
see the Canadian perspectxvs.‘ On the other hand, Canadiuns
> SRR

who Vview American stations were overwhelaingly drawn _in by
-t Ve

the massive prdmotion ot “The Day ATter'. This is undoubt-— - ~.
= =

- . L4
s - . . . . . .
edlﬂ}not 4 condition of reciprocity be tween the media. of

- . 7
these two nationse . It is in the simplest sense a denial of -
- -~ . -

- *

. Y -
those American td3als o
-~ -

liverty and free enterprisey and

. -
‘more sigq}£1Cuntly an unfortunate invasion of Amerlican prop—
‘ -

* .

acanda over the Canadian airwavess : o _ -
- - 3 . IR

- o

o
-
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-~ For Vindsor spég}flcnllf.}the potenti&i

. ration of the, American media is ‘imminent. . CBC éd;bhcgs uilljz .

in the next flscaL'yeaéﬁ frestéié{ the'sérfices_ot local &BC

e . s
.- N . . N
-

televtsion'and ru¢105t§¥3dbt-ork programosi ng :glone; .other .

ar ’ S e . . . .

v » . -
v

. ‘than news progzramming, ' local production vill'Cqueo" wind-
AT o T - AR T Tt .

;gbéls\her'bable service, - prdv;dthg morqréanadiaﬁ'staflons.

.
v

-
. .
Ry .

1
. \

kS - 1

The gquestion then that must be . addressed isy "Is iindsor not -

P .

mcrely‘5~Can&dianwfrontier that iIs being abandoned’ without a -
- " . . " - o

¢

battle, “allowing  ‘American idedlo;ies and culture té'pené—;u

—_

trate o&sily-fnto The Canadian interior?Y, The concept ot

J~frontiers relative to conmunications becones rather ambigu-—

tom v -

ous when new technologies allow not only Windsor, d!t mining

towns in far-—otf 'Labrador for example, (via the CanCom ser—

» i -

e vice) to-~just asieasily receive American stations originat—"

ah

a nation und¥r siege from all directions aqq,all frontiers.

L, =m0 IT the mandates of the CBC are to unify the counfry'_:to

..

serve the "Specific needs of various Canadian., regions {(be-=

..

A

cause they have been identified by gbveéning bodies as per~
“ e oL ’

iinent,abjectives) " then whatever. . programs are produced for

a this purpose are - futile if Canadians are not attending the
_C&nadian medias | - -

—~—

It the mdédia ser¥e an integral role in the scrutiny of
. . - *

sovernment, - and Canadians arc tuned to American media chan-

inels, vthen certainly Canadians can more competently deter—

2 S
. L~ .
N f . . - .
L.
P . .
. .
PR . -
M
LRd - .
- -

ma¥ or may not serve ' to repcl the ‘American acculturation.
e . [N . : . ~

ing: trom Detroite Culturally speaking, Canada is undenladbly

for further.sati— °,

T .
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mine their support 1n-th6 election 6{,; UeSe .preéldent than

-

"that of a Canadian prime minister.

.for ¥%Windsorites, but also for Canuadians across the cuntrye.
C3C budget cuts will mean many people in Windsor dnd other
.parts of the country will lose theilir jobs. in th

information industries, for many years emp

- ~

but_%té}'danadians: spacitfically iavolved in_fhe_ creativey

-

cul tural prpdudtton disciplinmes of cogmunlcatlons, career

potentialkis stiflede. No Canadian perspectives -lll_be of—

teredy and no international recognition will emerge when the

Jovernment and people of Canada turn their backs on such

erucial instltutioﬁs as'thg‘-CBC-' If the CBC could once

achieve a world-renowned reputation, then this status can be
maintained and upgraded with the. ald of the Canadian peopfe

and the Canadiah covernment, " Buduaet cuts are being made at

A

a time when mmore tax money should probably be going to the

Corporation, especially in a city such as Windsor where a

Cahadian alternative is so c¢bviously-nceded.

A unique cultural identity is not simply o luxury; it is
in facty & necessity, on.par in imporxdnce with agriculture,
. s

enployment, and transportatione The CNR, t?e telezraphy and

the telephone have _all succeeded in serving their nation-

building functions The Canadiun.das$ media also have a re—

sponsibilityy, and aidea by new techinologiesy nave the means

) B \ ) ‘
to fulfill an integral raole in this processe without proper

Ay



- ™ __. (‘ " - . . \.f-‘, st ) * . L"‘-- .;'-‘”. t
. - a - S < )
- - . . [ " . - - ) Do ‘
- * . . o - ~ .. 3
« . * - - - ~ L B - e -
o T TA et 1i4 .
allocations of . government expenditures in this  agea, that-" | ’
role is denied. ’ N e v T
. . . ‘ :
“~ " R N ¥ - -
. . . .
. . : e
W " .
- N - . '
. ) h s .
. . . .
- ! . :
- 2 - .
R Y . - i _— )
. - .
- " li :
- A .y =
’ . -
P .
- oan * “ . o )
- . A
. . " - s " . N
~ ,..' N l‘lq-
- . .
. . .
- - L)
. - -




L . : - ;
Sl - e Doty e T e -l - v - -
- N - IR -
N — .= .
- e - N ! -
- » - - -
s o .- - - . -
- P .
. N N PN
- ' -
- - ” ) '
. .
- N .
> = <
- . 1
P - ¥
. . - _ :
- ~

2’
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N

PR Lo " “THE. QUESTIONNAIRE

) First of all,  I'd like ASk"you.somé'qqest;pns‘qboqt your: -
us¢ of the Lﬁcu} medias '
1. ¥Which daily newspaDers if any, do you subscribe to or .
read regularly? ’
Subscribe 7 Read/Buy
‘ ~.}‘Finds§r" Star 7 . ‘ C . ' ) ™
" Detroit Free ) . . - _—
'De-.:ih:roi.‘t"’Nel‘-s' . s . ] o S .
/\_ Globe and dail
‘USA laday ' ~ . :
. : ) ) —— - —
.. Toronte Star R :
Other ]
{a) why do you read the WJiadsor Staf?
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. or (b) Whyli”don'ﬁ .- you. read Xthé Windsor _?Stﬁr?*'

2. How much timc de you spend 'athéngltv &esterd&x, dn-

cluding yesterf:ijgxiﬁlhg? K : .
. . . . - T

1 S

.. /
. . H
Hours . quptes-

Je Did you watch the tv news yesterdaY?

IF Yesy What channel(s }:
Chae2  Ches e Ch.7 - Chae9

[ . =
Ch 20 . Cha30 ___ Chd30 _ Other
No
Refuse

/

Jon't Enow
e What tv chanrnel do vou watch most often? ) "
Che2 Ch.4 Che7 .

Che 9 Che20 Che50

Che36 ‘ Other Don?t know
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5. Other‘than:ihe'néys dijdu qverAQntch:chinﬁél 9,y -
the CBC station? .. .
aYe_q' . ’ . .. 'Wh-y-? ) L - ..\ - .
No __ . -+ ¥hy Not?
6« What radio station do you listen to most often?
7. Do.you ever listen to 1530 ‘AsMe the CBC station?
Ye s . : wWiaY? .
o . WHY NOT? T .

) ' _ ¥ ’ L n
Now I'd lixe to ask you some questions about culture in Can-

ada « . . ' -

e ¥When someone mentions Canadian Culture,

)

what comes to mind?. - ‘.\ ' ' .

N




- S LT
- - .
i
EERC
o
-
.
~ LS
- .
- .
-

-

iw.iS.'ﬁony6Q*thlh§ it -ds importan

WHY NOT?_.

ﬁoqlt Know,

LY

- Je Who should be responsible for funding the arts in Canad

Sovernment

~
-

Pqivutv

Artists

- - -
. - N
- 3
[ -
-
.
W
N
PR

‘;. 'égnadf&n?bhlfuré?-

- WHY?,

EO .- aal b
. ’ ""_ - > 1.\ o
“v, . ~ '
- e - T M-
. R T . : " e :
- -t - . -
~ L ) . -
e . .
- s - - )
e -~ "o, N, [ .
- .
. -\ * . -
B -
B
. 4
t to preserve
. . . 5 . .
L ] - -
-
hd -
. R
-,
f
i -

Industrs

Y.

Public

“"Other

Refused

Don't Know_.

~

‘IU-

Go to.

'quesfion
-quesfion

‘question

question

‘%ﬁemseives Go to
. . ‘G; ta

— oo to s
- ; Go toy

“Municipal_

Provincial

Faderal

btbor

Re fused

‘Dont t

- Go -to’

ques tion

¥hich Lavel nf'gqyérnment.should be

Kno

Go tosquestion 10

11- 7
11

11

11"

11

11

respoﬂsible?

- Y -
~ 2 T e
. . ..h"’ .
i - o -
L M - LT
“
118 - .
'. -
L
- -
»
.
a?
..
-
.
.
-
.
‘\
.
.
b
-
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apté ;nd,cuEtufef

- Yes ' . --90‘;6lq;é§t166 15

Neo '?Qd'to q?es}iiﬁi?
Refused .
) dont't Knéw

1Z2. “ogld yogfpersonally ‘pe Wil1if3 ;olpgyAmo?e ;n§'

dollar; to‘Support éann&ian urts?
. Yes 5

No

. .

Depends on how much I will have 1o my

T WHY?

No

Doﬁ't Know

‘amount of Canadian content on TV e?

WdY NOI?

Jdon't Know

\

>

-

.

L~

13« Do you think tne"Canadlanjgpvernment should regulate the.

11. Should more tax doleré.gb ;ovaéﬁ‘supporting Canadian

.
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;-I'm now going to, read somé7statddéﬁﬁs'upoqﬁQCanada. for each -

-

.

agree and disaygree, disagree or disagree stronglye.

. . AIS A .AfD .. D . DIS -

j4.uoy1exigeat¢gs should 3 _ ;_ :‘ J L2 i' -1
‘show more Cahhdguq}movies.

15. The arts %p-banada gSV‘V‘ - 4 3 - ﬂztn"_lw
Vshoﬁtd.ba.#ett—éuppop;ingz

and frce ifrom any

government subsidization. . oo ’

l6eAméricans should be

w
da
T
V]
-

allowed fo‘puqch&se
" Canadian radio and fvf

wstations.

17.Broudcastin.g should

Ui
I
v
™
-

contribute to Canadian

culture.-

N

Now; 17d like to ask you to identify some ﬁeopte and things -

.

in Canadian communications and culture.

15. Can you tell me whether tha fTollowing broadcasting

stations are Canadian or Americun?

A Cane. Amera. D/K.
— . " ’ .

CKLW .

WTVS . )

statement I :pa& tell me whether you agree stﬁogéfy,‘nagree,_. 
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- N - “ -
~ ‘ i
WNIC - - ’ ) : _ .
WDIV - . . '
~CEWW g
'SSWCZY; .. - .
- . . CBET -
J . L . - 4 *
. : . .. ‘-' .' - - -
Refused s . . X
. - " . St L ' . " . ’ . ) : . ) &
15« Match the names on the left with the medium they are
~ associdted with on the right. .
. Alan #ulbursfadt R P - Taelevision
Gordoh'Prﬁsént . -Books | ,
Matrparet Atwood Film
Maryot Kidder ' ) Radio -
Royal Canudign S : _ _ o S K . .
Air Farce .7 ' ~  Newspaper
20+ Can you tell me what the tollowing initials stand for?
L ; Lo R , . . .
NeFabe

COBQS.' - |- ' 7 ’ ‘- . . R »

Co:ioCo

PeBeSe




2l1. What was the last Cana&@&nénnde fitn_thnt you éat?

o~

Never saw a Canadian f£ilm_

donit attend films

Reftuse . —

Jon't know/Don?'t remember

»
[ ‘ N - i . »
Re Whuat is it that makes Canadians films different
. . b . 1 ’ . B .
from American ones, or are they the same?
" S. What i3 it that makes Canadians different from

" Americans, or i3 there a ditfference?”

122 |
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22. ¥hat wag the last record o}mtapg.by:a Cdnadiudﬂgréup'_ . e
’ or musician you- bought? IR - P N :
How long'ago 'asifhat?"l - ‘months_ Yyears '
. ol — e 1
Never bought one Don't Know . -
“bDon't listen to music Refused : .
o 23+ What was the lLast book by a Canadjan author o -
. . that you rexd?.
Howilon; a0 was that —__months vyears
Never read Canadian books_ Don' ¢t Know
E Don't reéad - Re fused oo

23, Name as many Canadian music performers,

musicians, or =s=ingers, as YOou Cdnta .
L]
- L]
Jon't Know ‘ Re fus ed
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" 25+ Name 4% many Canadian authors as you €an?. -~ Eael LA
' - - - P R o < s
> SN ' PRt L Y. AR
- Tl . ‘. R ~ TR LSS
- . - o [ w ~ . I - .
: . - - T - L -~ " M . . -
- - -, . - P - -
- 3 E o7
- P oae —~ . a‘_ R . i i ]
. h e hand Y ".‘. - L. -
- . E < - Toar - -
. S - N - ST
. . . -~ -3 o~ K . D e Ve
- - . - . . -. . z = M - e . H M - W,
LonYt Know____ . Retuseaed - - .- R R
. . CoR = o - cote M
- = & z s~ y . s e
. S o . -~ o - W
. AN ™~ " e - : i R
- e vl - . “ . - .
- P . R ATl " - -
- 26« What i¥ your favourite Canad wt - : =
or don't ¥ou have one? U T - R I
. .- ) oD e N RN RS
¥hy is this your favourite show?. o X - ~ Rl
Teo& - i
- . ' e . Caee i sl
. LT R L.
T -:;:: = - T ::‘- PR
Retused Don't Xnow - K A -,
.o . e T BT . HE
Now I'm - going to Dbe morc specific and ask you -ubout the -+
: T L w7
arts, culture, and history in the Yindsor area. - - . PR
; L N . . : -
. Yo -If*a friend asked you to describe the asts in ¥indsor,
what would you tell them? - ? .
- . B .
W T TL L e
) ~ - = - 5y s
o P -\ ‘ -
- ' o e . - )
. . - ._: oo “ M - .
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- . . - T -~
- 27« In the last year have you ever attendeds™
L . » e e L
) e ‘ T e
Yes NI -~ - - -
: _ & -
University Players Thextre 1 2 .
- :’ .-h
et "
Artcite” 1 2 -
5 . L - .
s - -
. e . - - . R . -~ .
¥indsor Symsphony Urchestra i . 2
CS e .
SooaY - e . . . . - o7 -
L Windsor Film Theatde ~ 7 - . - 1 2 .
- - - — . - L 4
- RPN L . .
.- * e T N - - ' ) -
- - - - . e - . e e - _;A‘.'"
> . Windsor Ligh® Opera. . - .. ! -7 2
n - . . -
» - -" v . ' - = N - - - .
. . ” - - R
- - s R , - R e -
¥indsér “«Cikty Batlet . 1 2 &
. e .”_' I - et . -
- ) - N - - - ~ -
. L -
. - “r U o
. - Windsor Art Gallery ..-. ‘1 2 )
P . - S e
T — . . - bl . vt - . P _‘;n. -
- --. ' . - N T
v -« . ram Walker dist - i . -2 ~
.7 A - - - -
e . >
R - < - g SR U
=~ « Willistead Manorn. = 7 - \_,\ X- -2
- ’ . - .- S /- - . e O
~ - . .):’ . - . ‘.‘ - [ o Y K
ter e T L o) o - Y L
. Cleary Auditorium . L 1 2 -2~ ~
~lone T S R _ 2 ~
el - - " ) _._."' - - - i '.l. 1 N h . - ’ ‘
- Fort Malgden i : P S 2
i . . - . ; —:— 1 - ‘77. '..'. .
Jack Mincr's Bird+Sanctuary . 1~ . 2 -
: - s i - ~
. Art in the Park e T e 1 2. L
- L . Y L DU S
- - - . el 2
T Detroit Symmhony Orchestra . | 2 .
- <7 A _ . o E— L s - - )
- Art-on” the Point . , 1 o2
e : er e e .
- e, - = DY
~ - . - = -
. - 2, 3 R . e
- B e Py -
. - * . n-- ’n-.-
# " -. - - - - - -
oo . - - ot

- -
-
-

[T SR

ek -
>
o
.
i
-
o .
-
- An
.-

-
-
. [
et
.
-
-
-
- Ld
W,
L -
-'L
'-.‘
-
. -
- l
PR
. o
L2
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Detéﬁit’lﬁétituiglng Arts 1 oo 2
" fe nry Pord Nuseum . : R { 2
' Greentield Village S o 1 2

o . = !'-\-‘_":‘.' T . . s
:TCdbo-ﬂaIL ‘ . . ] 1 ) 2

Pine KAéb .-- ., . _ _ 1 e .
. Detroit Film Theatre. - 1 2.

4

DS "Are you a member\of"any of the city's libraries?-

. .o o v
29« Do.you think that ¥Windsor needs another preforming arts

centre in addition to the Cleufy?
~ .. .
>

I,

Yes__ ‘ : " . .Go to question 30

No - o~ " Go to questibn 31

Refused o

Dén‘t Know, - -

30 Would you atrttend?

g

‘Refused_

L]
o
U,

4
o]

von'™t Know
s ’ : -



. .
31l Shquld.windsor offar more Canadian arts and

cul tural events than it does already?

Yes what Else? : -

No : Why Not?

32+ The displays at the Art Gallery should be:,
. ' ) .

f.All foreign

2.Mostly foreigmn some Canadian_

JsHalf foreign half Canadian

4.iostly Canadian some fpfwign

S« All Canadian

Refused Don' t Know .

Now I%d like to ask you to identity jome people and things

in Cunadian and American politicse.
Y
\

33e Can you tell me who tae mayor of Windsor is?

mishkon Kefused

Jther .~ - - Dontt know

: 3 127"

ey
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34« And can you tell me who the mayor of Detfoltﬁls? R . :
Young : Refused — oo - . ‘

Other ‘. Don't Know__ T sJ)‘ L L -

35+ The premier of Quebec?

Levesque Refused o e S

-

o R - o ;'w e el

Other : Don't. Enow. I e - T

¢ ’ p

9
36« The Governor of Michigan? N T

. P . :
-

dlanchard Retuééd_*- -
vther Don!t'quw o . .- : -
'37. The premier of Manitoba? ~ co ‘ ) . . o -

Puwley ' *Refused_ - . : ' Y ' . - .

———————————— e, " ‘o . .. o .

Other___ 3 Don' t Know

—,

38.The first president of the United States?

Whébington " Refused__ -

Other : . Don?t Xnow -

»
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-t - il . X : . ~,
. - . -t ;.‘ .. '- .."' B
.~ The first Prime Minister of Canada? . | " ' ! .
dacdonald__ s Re fused A
- +‘Other, o Don't. Enow_:___~_ = P '
¥ - ! * - ) . .-' . i - . ¥

404 Can’ you ﬁhgcfthq-thréé wéjﬁﬁ_federnt_po¥1tlca1npart105?-

.p.C,‘; ""-'-;R;?use;“ : E . . o 1_ S
T .\i- D:-P._-;T; - 'Don"_lt‘ Kn-ow___ B . )

<ls Name thé_;ro'hajur American political partieés? -

R . - . . . ~

Democrat

'.hﬁbpublicaq o

N

Other . - - Don?t Know

.
~

ARc(used

Finally 74 like . to refer you buck to. somne duest;ons about

people and things.

2. will you supscribe to cable when it becomes

¢ -

available in.-sindsor?: B ' .



':Depends on cost

' . :.)—.

- . b

. 130 ‘

Yes___ - ' " Go to quegtion Y . [ AR
No__ - - o Go to question 43

Undecided :

’

Depends on programming .

Ye What do expect, to receive from c}ble? ' ; : .

43« Do you know the name of Ontario's Educational

TeVe channel?

'be Refused ' -~ ‘ B

dther Don*t Know

| N\

44e What world-famous Canadian journalist who also appeared

on the T.Ve. program Front Paje Challenge, died recently?

.

—

fyﬁon Sinclair Refused
Other ‘ Don't Know_



f éso;h;;:isuyoug:t;véér;;e f‘:‘;'...°';';f;°' -
Hd%keyJ;e§§: . —
L'Doé!t ha;e one . \
. L;éafused
.Bn;ebgll-Te;m ) - _ | o “
; 'Don'f pave ;ne' .r \
T Rexused( ] : '
. o c : .

fo?tb§1[ team .7 ' ' : . "

‘D;nst‘have';ne . ) | ;' -;

Rciﬁscd
.jo..egd'yOQtB?ow that the Wiﬁdso%LSpi;fires -er%-sold

to A_Detroit computer firm_cutled Compuware?-

Yes_ . - . CIT Yes ask next guestion)

No

- {Go to Question 47)

‘ﬁ-'WhuT‘diq you think of this?




47. ldentify .the.tollowing logos.

CQBOSQ"

- e

‘NCB:C". . '__.' . . A'. A : V'.

" ~

i N . ) . . .
A .

v dbe Do‘yddlknovﬁwho the Group of Scven are?

Pninte;s : Go to question 4y’ . :
. - .. _ / .
Other e . .~ Go to questioé§§0

5 - " o

- Don't Know \\_

Re fusad

39+ Can yoﬁ name @ﬁy?

Macdonald_. - Johnson

Jagckson_ Lismer

Harris Varley

4

Carmichael_ Other




50. 1 you tind something wrong with this sentence,
'iteii;me.the corrections'. S T e

.

Prime Minister Trudeau resides at 10-Down1ng Street, Ottawa

. néaq Capitol dille On Canada's Mewmorial Day he.attapds“tné;

services to pay tribute to deceased veteranss

-

51. Fill in the blankse.

Oh' Canada, Qur and ' "land;True love
En all thy _ __command, with jlowing ] : - we. see
thee Tise the true oy and -_e« From

sand : ¢y Oh Canada wé_staqd"on guard for theee.

*

"Now. I'd like to ask you a few questions about yourself, so

that we can compare groups aof peopl ca

1. In the last twelve months how many times did you cross

the border and 30 to Detroit? __times
- N ' : o

lask about the last time) Why did you wo there? _

/7t

2. Througshout an entire, yecar how many times did y.ou travel

to o magor Canadian city/cities? times
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Ct i:_[es vislted :

- Ld
({ask nbou% last city) why did you 2o there? : : ’

3+ Have you ever.i%ved in théVUnLted States?

Yes_ How Long

mths/years

.

4. What - is the'hignpst,level ol education that you

have received?

3 your curreant occupation?

7]
*
- ®
.g.
.4
i

O« What 15 your martial status?

Single., . Widowed
Moarried___ Divorced

———,



Sép@fﬁted______- I e
’ {

7« In which year were you born?

-

-~

Be Are you a Canadian citizen?

Yo,

No - Other

9. Which of the following categories best désér;bes

your total houschold inceome?

Under 312,000 a yecar .

over 512,007 buat under Slﬁ,QOO a.ygar

Over £16,000 but under 320,000 a year

‘Ovef'SZ0,000 but ﬁndeb 524,000 a- year

Over $24,000 but under 528,000 a year

"Over $28,000 but under S35,000 a year.

Over 835,000 but under 550,600 a year

Jver $30,000 a year.

Refused _ - . Don't Xnow
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104 Sex: ﬁ_alp

.-
. -
N
~.
- -
.

‘check one:

"
]
-
-
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Appendix B L N .
ALAERNED INDEX .
Can you tell me whether the foll‘owing broadcasting sta—
tioﬁs are Canadian or American? .
Canadian . . American
"WIVS ; '
WNIC —_— .
WDIV —_—
- wCZY : , - : -
Ca_ln you tell me what the following initials ‘stand for?
- . - . .
F'.CQCU .
CeBe S-, i ) - N
?.B.b.
Identify the following lozos (visual gquestion)e. .
CeBeSe )
.\oB-C. - ) ) .
P.JB-SO‘ . - . ‘ . -

NeHelCe

- 1\37 -
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’e
“‘1

nie

v
who

P o -. :
= AMERPOL [{ND

- Y

—

is

EX. ¥
- 3
.“-r

e

. E .. = _. SRR e
- ) SO Rl - - e
- . . - s - - - ) - .
. el A . : - .
. o . oo < . -‘ ,
Can -you - tell me who is the governor of " Michigan? . . g
s I D" o r - ’ ¥ - -
RS B * = . P v
. - = -~ o N T N N
) - - - i = AT h - :
DA . > - by . -
‘ . P ST 5 . - R
- Can 3ou tell me who-was the first president of. the United .
Sta tes? ~F s T . & = ~
. - 3 el N ™ ,
] ) . ) Cs RS ;.
5. : s, . Lt s
' Name the two major American political” _ partiese ~ .. -
. S e e ) = - - =~ . < b
: _ - E = _ . R -
Lol . - DN = i
- ' . . 4;:' - . . .
‘ - RO < ™o
\. : - = . . : - - e
Lo Y s .
< B N '
<7 =z T N ’
- - “ -
T . LT .
3 ;
r..
[ <
- o .7 -
T .
o ' s v
. .
“a - 135 -
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‘: al #o 7 }
. . e &
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~ -7 pe 2 -
e L. ‘:_, - ’r -
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g Appendix D - e T e
. . . . .~ R R T
bl v T . « N
< ’ : o . - . £ LT
T , . CANNED INDEX « e ;
. i B . —— .
Can you tell me whether the following broadcasting sta=- - " . By
— o . :
.. o .t - I
= - _tions are Canadian or American? - e :
i
- s L ! - * .
- - » .1
. CANADIAN R AMERICAN 7 & .
- ) ' .
- " ’ - ad -
i CKLW h * . tn
- CKWW -7 T R
.. i~ r =7 /{. ER— .o
. CBET . —_——— —_——
o - T
o ! > S - .
! Match the names ,on the left with the medium Xhey are associ- P
- - “-"
- o
ated with (on the right). . ~ -
) . -— - ‘ - .
.y - 2= . . .
- Alan Halberstadt - .50 % le Television = ~Z
- ‘*3‘ - v‘
. . - - 1
) . Gorddn Pinsent - 2. Books s RORTE
- cE < - e L
.. . . = ~ ) o e - 1
T Jdargaret Xfwood Y . 3. Film - - RTINS
s L. * g P :
- . Margot Kidder 4e Radio i
- . ..rt - o - .
Royal Canadian A'ir Farce 5. Newspaper
. L :
Y - ~ - - : -
. - Can y\;u tell me what the Tfoll3wing initials stand for? ) i
e - ) . - - P :
» - . NaF eBe = - — ah—‘_.
- “ CeReTIeCe
. e N
5 .- CeBeCa .
- Identify the followlny loges (visual question). e
-
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Appqnd;k E o ot

. . CANPOL INDEX

Can you tell me wha is the mayor 61’ ‘Windsor? :
. Can you tell , me who is' ‘the ' premier of. Quebec?.
A
‘ . . .
- Can  you tell me who is the  premior ot Nanitoba?

Can you tell me who was the first prfﬁé minister of Canada?

-Cun  you nam¢ the three major federal politicul - parties?'

o

—_ .
- o . |, . : ' .
‘It you find something wrong with this sentence, tell me the .

correctionss

Pr;me Hiﬁister Tghqeuu resides §t 10 Doining Strect, Otgawn,
near Capitol Hill.

l. Fmimg“uinistcr Trudeau

2. ib Dovning Street

3« Capitoel Hill ’ . .
‘ -

- 141 -
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.. _Appendix F -
. R - T - . " -~ N ) )
. CANPOL2 "INDEX - . ° - T ‘
Can Yyou tell nme who " is ‘the mayor ot Windéqr?_
: . C . 5 . -
. -

-

Can you tall me who was the first prime minister of Canada?

.

"_'A\b . . '
' . -~
. R
Can ‘you name two of the three:major <federal political par-
ties?
ANERPOL2 INDEX ' ' o
‘ . - . ; \\\.
Can you tell -me whoe is the "mayor  of. Detrolt?
Can you tell me who was the first pﬁesident of the United . ’
tates? - .
Name t he two major Américan polltfzhl p;rties.
- 142 - ’



Appandl*-G'

.. CANMED2 INDEX - - .

; Can you tell‘ me whether the following broadcasting sta-—

tions are Canadian or American?

CANAD LAN . . AMERICAN
CKLW - )
CKww . —
CBET - ’ ‘

Can you tell me what the tollowing Initials stand “Aor?

CeReTeCo___. : T

CeBoeCoe

Do you know .the name of‘Ontq?io's.educational T.Vw? channet?

Can you ididentify . the fcollowin_ Llogo (visual question)?

CeBaCa " 3 . T hd

-

LS -
wes

- AMERMED2 INDEX
Ca; ;ﬁu tell aoe ihefhér_the following bro¢dc;§;ing sta-—
tions are Canadian or American? -
CANALLAN AMERICAN

wivs o

WNIC

WCiY

- 143 -
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P i —y— . . .
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~ f 3
’ - " N
- . -
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-
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-

C e T . Tl 1aa

'uQan_pyou_tell me fhﬁt the following initlals stand for?-.

FeCoCe -

_CeBaSe L - ey

PuBaSe

-

. -~ -
-

Can yoﬁ7>1&ent11y'hthe"fblloqlng' logo (wvisual Qﬁostibp)? N

CeBaSe




. Appendix H

Movie theatres should

Broadcasting should

" show more Canadian movies.

x

CULTINDY - - _:

A/S

_.a K

contribute to Canadian

cul turee.

The arts

-

i

~.

n Canada

CULT INL2 -

-3

should be selt-supporting

and free f[rom any

-

government subsidization,

Americans should be
allowed to purchase

Canadian radio and tv

stationse

1]

- i3 -

A

[

b



Artci te

Appendix I’

ARTINDEX

In the last year have you ever attended?

YES

University Players Thoatre - N

Windsor Symphony Orchestra
Windsor Filuw Theatre

#indsor Light Opera

“i;ds?r Art Gallery

uiraa Valker ﬁlsypriénl Nuseum
Willéstea; Manor

Cleary Auditorium - .
éort Malden ' -

Jack Miner's 3ird Sanctuarj

Arf In The Park '

- 146 -
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Chapter IV

VITA. AUCTORIS

hJ -

J;nq_ELLen Andeéqon was bébn nnq'raised iq-Scheerrflllc,
O&ebec, -u_small borthgrn,mining communityy on January 26.
Ivo1lae Thgré:she.receiveé the literary award after complet—
in;.grade eleven studies;‘uﬂd then re located to Reginay Sas-—
Katchewan to complete her matricu}ation u;_the University of
Regzina, in addition to one year o courses in the pre— jour~

nalism proJdrads In 1873 she énrnfled in Communication Stud-

ics at the University .ot dindsor and graduated on the Presi-

dent's Honour Roll witu her BsAe ionours Degree in 1932.

Théoughdut her dasters Degreey =hne also maintaiﬁ#d an A av— _
Cruy€e

Jane¢ has Séen acjively involved in skiing since she was
four. yours- oLd.and:h;s participated in such events as The

Cuebec Games, and the Arctic - %inter Gamess  Jane has also

—

worked in poth the Engineerin: and Design departments at the

Iron Ore Company of Canada, and was employecd by tne Canadian
Hroadcasting Company from 1ly32-1u3J. Her avid interest in,

and dedicated concern for Canadian musiec, culture, and media
hayg directed ner towards many rescecarch projects in this dis-

cipliney and aus a result of xnowledie gained, to&thlsithe—

S1S e Jaune has the degsire at this time to pursue her career

ir the area of Canadian communications policy and rescarche
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