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In the 1949 studies, single questions
generalIy referred to the combined pa­
pers as units, Le., Times and Courier.
Register and Tribune and Star and Tri­
bune. Interviewing time was approxi­
mately 20 minutes. Samples ranged in
size from 624 to 1,020.

In the Atlanta study. however, single
questions usually mentioned the name
of only one of the two papers. 'Vhen
both the Journal and the Constiwtion
were read by a respondent, each ques­
tion was asked twice. A few questions
pertaining to the papers jointly were
included near the end of the survey.
(Results have been cumbined to pre­
sent for comparison a one-figure At­
lanta "situation.") Since the Atlanta
questions were asked as part of a com­
prehensive survey of communications
habits, interviewing time was longer­
from 30 to 80 minutes. The sample
was 300.

The comparison shows that even
though the audiences differ (and even
with a time lapse of nearly two years in
one case), views held by readers about
their hometown newspapers have mark­
ed similarities.

Of concern here are general data re­
garding newspaper combinations, rather

Although audiences differ, the views held by readers about local
newspaper combinations in jour cities show marked similarities.
The author, a former research associate and assistant professor
oj journalism at Emory University, now heads his own research
organization in A tianta.

Surveys of Reader Attitudes
Toward Newspaper Combinations

BY RAYMOND F. STEWART

fi HOW 00 READERS IN CITIES HAVING

twO daily newspapers under the same
ownership feel about them? What are
their predispositions and attitudes to­

.ward these newspapers?
Toe following report is a compilation

of results of four research studies con~

ducted in cities where such newspaper
f combinations exist.

l
Studies in Louisville, Des Moines

and Minneapolis were conducted from
May 12 to 23, 1949. The Atlanta study
was done in January and February
1951.

The 1949 researches in Louisville,
Des Moines and Minneapolis were un­
dertaken by the newspapers themselves.
Similar questionnaires were used, so
that findings in the three cities could be
compared. The Atlanta study, employ­
ing some questions from the 1949 stud­
ies, was conducted 20 months later by
the Research Bureau of the Emory
University Division of Journalism, be­
cause of the interest of Prof. Raymond
B. Nixon in this subect,l In each case,
tabulations were made independently.

I The writer is indebted to newspapers in the
four cities, as welt as to Professor Nixon, ror

I
prnnission to use this material. He also acknowl­
ed~ the assistance of Rjchard Robertson.
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both houses. This is not to say tbal the
leadership of the Republicdn party was
against tbe bill. Muodt was a RepubJi.
can, and the Republican as well as the
Democratic leaders in the House sup­
ported this legislation. Nevertheless, it
\;as more a Democratic than a Repub­
hcan measure-a fact recognized by
Mundt when he requested some promi­
nent Democrats not to speak too oflen

in its favor lest some Republicans for
t?at very ~eason vote against it! Br the
tIme tbe bJlI came up for a vote in the
Senate, the turn of world events assured
unanimous approval, but during the
earlier stages there, too, Democrats
rather than Republicans were the bill's
main supporters.

It is impossible to review these events
without noticing parallels between them
and many current developments. Some
of the basic issues are still beinl! de­
bated: the loyalty of State Department
advJsers and officials; the efficiency of
State Department operations; and the
question of whether it is safe to expose
the . American people to uncensored
radical opinions, especially those from
abroad. Many of the congressmen of
those days are still On the scene, maio­
taining the same basic points of view:
Busbey of Illinois; Brown of Ohio;
Dirksen of Illinois; Judd of Minnesota;
Mundt of South Dakota; Smith of New
Jersey; and raber of New York. (In

retrospect it is a little amusing to find
Acheson, Dulles and Eisenhower work­
ing together in support of the Truman
Administration's international inforrca­
tion services!) But most notable of all
are the parallels betweeo tbe fean of
some congressmen tben and DOW over
the extent of Communist influence on
government and education: reports of
many J946 and 1947 congressional
hearings and debates read like headline
stories from today's news.

fa THE SMITH-MUNDT BILL WAS PASSED

mainly because the progress of the
cold war convinced Congress that the
United States Government needed to
engage in international information and
educational exchange activities on a
global scale. The elaborate controls im­
posed on the State Department by the
Smith-Mundt Act were another reason
Congress passed this bill so decisively
only a short time after haVing almost
eliminated all OIC funds from the 1948
appropriation. At the outset Mundt and
his colleagues expected to h~ve 125
votes against them in the House, but
passage came with a vote of 273 to 97.
In June there were forecasts of a strug­
gle in the Senate, but after their Euro­
pean trips the senators approved the
bill unanimously.

The bill's proponents in the House
had to meet the consistent opposition
of some northern Republicans and con­
servative southern Democrats who had
also opposed the 1948 OlC appropria­
tion, and who generally have taken
conservative positions in Congress year
after year. Fortunately, however, the
vote cut across party lines; otherwise
the bill would not have passed since tbe
RepUblicans had a clear majority in

majority, told how the European trip
had impressed the committee with the
need for an information program to re­
ply to Russian propaganda against the
United States. He also reviewed the
safeguards which bad been provided to
"prevent the possibility of any abuse of
powers granted hy the bill. . . ." The
Senate gave its unanimous approval to
H.R. 3342 after a discussion during
which no onc spoke against the bill, and
there were no divisions or record votes.
Several days later the House concurred
in the Senate amendments, and the bill
was signed by the President on January
27.
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JOURNALISM QUARTERLY
Financial Report for 1952

RECEIPTS ,
Balance on hand December 31, 1951. , $1,081.63
AEJ subscriptions $2,346.50
Kappa T:m Alpha subscriptions _.....•.. _................. 614.50
Non-member subscriptions ...........•..................... 2,279,52
AASDJ appropriation ...............•........... . . . . . . . . . . 400.00
Single copy sales.......................................... 345.89
Advertising ............••........•.•....•••..••.......... 827.77
Reprints ...............•..........••.....•.... ,.......... 260.04
Miscellaneous ,................................ 20.50

DEVOTED TO

..

ourn---
S7,09U!Gross Receipt!> ...

EXPENDITURES
Printing and M41iling __ $5,666.60
Postage 324.33
Reprints . __ 221.89
Stationery and Office Supplies ............................• _. 246.22
Honoraria and commissions to Business Managers........ 237.89
Honoraria to Assistant Editors , ............•.. 150.00
Back copies ... .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . 29.25
Copyright fees . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . •• . . . . . • . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . 16.00
Refunds _ _...•......• _. . . •• . . . . . . . • . . 4.00
Long distance calls _.. .••.... .•.............•.. ]7.32
Bank charges--checks returned_. _. . . . . . . . . .•. . . ..•.. . 3.00
Freight and express _.. _. . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . 48.02
Promotion , .. _. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . • . . . . . . • . . 2.32
Subscriptions and dues..................................... 20.75
Clerical and art work......................... .••.......•.. 151.50

148.00
2.50

10.00
1,444.00

40.00
16.00
8.00

40.00
732.00

16.00
22.50

Si,U9.W
43i tSI,03i.:s

,
S 631-00

i '"0"

r.. : .

Total Expenditures _. . .....•..
Net Loss .................................•.......••.
Balance on hand at close of books for 1952 .

AEJ Account with JOURNALISM QUARTERLY,
Balance due JOURNALISM QUARTERLY at close of year, 1951 .
JOURNALlS_"'- QUARTERLY share of:

37 - 1951 Regular dues collected in 1952 @ $7.50 S
I -1951 Associate dues collected in 1952 @ $3.50 .

10 - 195J "Special" dues collected in 1952 @ $3.50 .
361- 1952 Regular dues collected in 1952 @ $7.50 .
20 - 1952 Regular dues collected jn 1952 @ $4.00 .. _ .

4 - 1952 Senior Associate dues collected in 1952 @ $7.50
4 - 1952 Senior Associate dues collected in 1952 @ S4.00

16 - 1952 Junior Associate dues collected in 1952 @ 53.50
183- 1953 Regular dues collected in 1952 @ S7.50 .

4-1953 Senior Associate dues collected in 1952 @ $7.50
9 - 1953 Junior Associate dues collected in 1952 @ 53.50

Total , , , .
Total paid to JOURNALISM QUARTERLY in 1952 .

Balance due JOURNALISM QU_o\RTERL'i at close of )'ear. 1952 ...

1952

2.479.00

SJ,1I1.!li
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