













































































Table 1

Means of four indices of cynicism and overall p values across Issue, strategy and control
conditions: Broadcast-only study. R

| (N=36t0 39)* | S (N=32-37) | CB (N=25-30) | OVERALL p
CYNFC 2.67 4.00 004
CYNSELECT 216 365 12
CYNADS 23.75 25.50 29
CYNAD3 10.58

ange o

Table 2

§ due to missing data.

Probability level of t-tests comparing |, S, and C conditions: Broadcast-only study.

mm

e S ey oy

Ive S |ve CB SvsCB
CYNFC .008 .69 001

(S>1) (S > CB)
CYNSELECT .025 .26 A7

S >
CYNADS 21 .18 .94
CYNAD3 .32 50 048

{S > CB)

e =T S




Table 3

28

Means of four indices of cynicism and overall p values across Il, IS, SI, SS, and C conditions:
Broadcast-Print study.

CYNSELECT

A7

31

42

57

CYNADS

26.6

26.7

28.0

21.37

ange

Table 4

8 due t0 missing data.

Probability level of t-tests on cynicism comparing 1i, IS, SI, and SS conditions to control and

Il to 8S: Broadcast-Print study.

Il va CBP IS vs Slvs S8 ve CBP Ilvs S8
CBP cBP
CYNFC .80 74 52 .040 046
(SS > CBP) (SS > 1l)
CYNSELECT | .005 38 .78 035 .000
(CBP > 1)) (SS > CBP) (SS > 1)
I CYNADS 29 54 81 29 23
CYNAD3 .16 .51 18 035 51
(SS > CP8)




Table 5 ‘
Probability level of t-tests comparing issue broadcast and print and strategy broadcast and
print groups to control: Broadcast-Print Study.
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IlBROADvs | S-BROADvs - |PRINTvs | S-PRINTvs
CBP CBP CBP CBP
CYNFC 97 10 64 | 24
(S > CBP)
| cynseLecT | .038 13 12 32
({CBP > I-B)
CYNADS 27 29 28 97
CYNAD3 26 04 13 .09
(S > CBP) (S > CBP)
Table 6

Means for 4 indices of cynicism across experimental and control conditions: Print effects in
Health Care debate.




Table 7

Probability values for t-tests of experimental versus control group means on cynicism:
Print effects in Health Care debate

CYNAD CYNFC1 CYNSELECT CYNFC2
P ) P P
lzve .032 .090 .248 871 |
[o v C .313 .933 .003 .402 I
leve 119 .327 .000 .910
PVvC .135 .028 .000 .773
GS8P v C .097 .318 .000 .761
IG8P v C .632

Table 8

Means and t-tests comparing pre and post cynicism for watchers of

NBC Special.
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Table 9

Means and p value for t-tests on Post~test CthClsm for Watchers
in PWP and WP Groups: NBC Special.

p Value
2-tailed |

Table 10
Means on cynicism and p values for t-tests of difference between
watchers and non-watchers: NBC special.

Watchers Non- p Value
Watchers l1-tailed
N7132-135 | N"108 110




32
Appendix 1
YNI INDI

A CYNFC is basad on 7 pairs of statements about the 1992 Phlladelphia mayoral race.
Respondents were asked to chose the one statement from sach pair that most closely represented their
own views. The 7 pairs of statements are as follows:

1. The campaign was concerned with palicies to meet the clty’s needs. OR The campaign was
concerned with standing in the polls.

2. The candidates were grandstanding. OR The candidates were focused on problems.

3. The candidates' concerns were getting electad. OR The candidate's concemns were the city’s
problems.

4. The candidates told the voters what they needed the hear. OR The candidates told the voters what
they wanted to hear.

5. The candidates were lying about their goals. OR The candidates were telling the truth aboutt their
goals.

6. The candidates were being manipulative in their campaigning. OR The candidates were being direct
and straight forward in their campaigning.

7. One candidate proposed that he would establish 10 little city halls around the city, mostly because ...
he thought this would appeal to voters. OR he wanted to make city government more responsive to
neighborhoods.

The standardized item alpha of this 7-item scale is .80. A factor analysis revealed the presence
of one factor, eigenvalue equal to 3.22, explaining 46% of the variance.

B. CYNADS Is based on 6 statements about the Philadelphia mayoral race with which the
respondents were asked to agree or disagree on a scale of 1 to 6. The six statements are as follows:

1. What they said depended on who was listening.

2. They only took chances when they were behind in the polis.

3. Nobody would talk about the hard issues, such as taxes, because that would lose voters.
4. Money bought the best advisers and advisers won the election.

5. The candidates were willing to do whatever It took to win.

6. Who Is elected won't make much difference because the major candidates’ positions wera
determined by the interests of those who gave them campaign funds.

A reliability test revealed the standardized item alpha of this 6-tem scale to be .78. A factor
analysis revealed the presence of one factor, sigenvalue equal to 2.85, explaining 47.5% of the variance.

C. CYNAD3 is based on 3 statements about the Phiadelphla mayoral race with which the
respondents were asked to agree or disagree on a scale of 1 10 6. The three statements are as follows:

1. The campaign gave voters a real choice among candidates with different positions.
2. The candidates seriously discussed the major probiems facing the city and offered detalled solutions

to those problems.
3. The candidates explained what s was about their backgrounds that qualified them for mayor.

A reilability test revealed the standardized item alpha of this 3-tem scale to be .68, A factor
analysis revealed the presence of one factor, eigenvalue equal to 1.82, explaining 60.8% of the variancs.
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D. CYNSELECT is based on the 3 of 6 possible statements chosen by the respondents regarding
what they leamed about the Philadelphia mayoral race. The six statements are as follows:

I learned which candidates looked most mayoral in the debate.

| learned how the candidates differ on at least one important issue.

| learned of one area in which Egan and Rendell hold the same position.
{ leamed who acted like the person who was ahead in the polis.

| isamed the strategy used by the front runner to appeal to Blacks.

| learmed who was ahead and behind in the polls.

DO AW



Appendix 2
AW FIELD STUDY: DESCRIPTION OF POST-TEST CYNICISM MEASURES

A CYNAD Is basad on 8 statements about health care debate with which the respondents were
asked to agree or disagree on a scale of 110 6. The eight statements included in this index are as
follows: .

1. What the advocates of various plans say depends on who s listening.

2. Fear tactics by advocates rather than reasoned discussion drive the debate.

3. Nobody will talk honestly about the hard issues, such as taxes and costs, because that would lose
support. '

4. Money will buy the votes that will win the debate on health care.

5. The campaign gives people an important choice among different health care plans.

6. Advocates of various heaith care plans are willing to do whatever it takes to look good even If it
means deceiving the public.

7. Advocates of various health care plans explain in detail why their plan offers the best solutions to the
country’s problems.’

8. The advocates of various plans are attacking each other without offering clear solutions to the
country’s health care problems.

Of these 8 statements, 2 are positively worded. in checking scale rellability, the overali alpha =
.72. The alpha of the negatively worded statements Is .77, and the alpha for the positively worded
statements is .40.

B. CYNFC1 is based on the 5 pairs of statements about the health care debate. The respondents
were asked to choose the one from each pair that most closely represented their own views. The 5
pairs of statements are as follow:

1. Health care advocates are concemed with policies that meet the country's needs. OR Health care
advocates are concerned with approval ratings.

2. Advocates are focused on winning. OR Advocates are focused on problems.

3. The advocates tell the peopie what people nged to hear. OR The advocates tell the people what
they wamt to hear.

4. The advocates are lying about their goals. OR The advocates are teliing the truth about their goals.
S. The advocates are being manipulative in their campaigning. OR The advocates are being direct and
straight forward in their campaigning.

Scale reilability revealed an aipha= .77.

cC. CYNSELECT is based on the 3 of 8 possibie statements chosen by the respondents regarding
what they leamed about the health care debate. The six statement are as follows:

| lsarmned how lobbying takes place.

| leamed how the heaith care plans differ on at least one important issue.

| learned which plan was ahead and behind in the polis.

| leamed at least one reason why Clinton’s health care plan should pass or not pass.
| learned the strategy used by advocates to appeal to the middle class.

| learned at least one possible solution to this country’s health care problems.

R
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D. CYNFC2 is based on the 4 pairs of statements of which the respondents were asked to pick the
statement that best completes the sentence given. The four pairs of statements are as follows:

1. The health reform plans that don't require that businesses pay for the empioyee’s heaith benefits,
take this position because 1) they think this appeals to voters. OR 2) they think that requiring businesses
to pay for health will hurt the economy and jobs.

. 2. The health reform plans that would insure all Americans do so because 1) people have a right to
have their heaith needs met. OR 2) This is popular with the voters who don't have health coverage.

3. Some insurers have attacked Clinton's health reform plan because 1) they woulkd be harmed
economically by the plan. OR 2) they believe that the quality of health dellvery will be hurt by the plan.



Appendix 3
NBC STUDY: DESCRIPTION OF CYNICISM INDICES

A CYNFC is based on 3 pairs of statements about the health care debate. The respondents were
asked to pick the one statement of each pair that comes closest to their own views, The statements

- weore as follows: ;

1. The participants in the debate are focused on gaining political advantage. OR The participants in
the debate are focused on solving problems.

2. The participants in the debate tell the people what they need to hear. OR The participants in the
debate tell the people what they want to hear.

3. The participants in the debate are manipulating the public. OR The participants in the debate are
being direct and straight forward with the public.

The standardized tem alpha of this 3-item scale is .59.

B. CYNAD is basad on 4 statements about the health care debate with which the respondents were
asked to strongly agree, agree, disagree, or strongly disagree. The 4 statements are as follows:

1. The heaith care debate gives people an important choice among different health care plans.

2. Money will buy the votes that will win the debate on health care.

a. Panldmhﬂwdebamﬂltakepodﬁmﬂmambeufawm,na]wﬂwsuppmm
4. None of the participants in the debate will talk honestly about the hard issues, such as taxes and
costs, because that would lose support.

The standardized itern alpha of this 4-item scale is .38.

C CYNTOT is a combination of CYNt and CYN2. The standardized tem alpha for this 7-item
scale .63.
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END NOTES

1. The authors wish to thank the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation
and the Markle Foundation for support in making this research
possible. The views expressed here are those of the authors alone.
The authors also wish to acknowledge the significant contributions
of graduate students June Rhee, Robin Nabi, Fawn Johnson, and Emory
Woodard to the analyses reported here.

2. P values reported in the tables are two-tailed for all tests
where a direction was not hypothesized and one-tailed for all
directional hypotheses.

3. This assumption is based on our interpretations of our findings
from the previous study. 1f oppositional issue coverage can raise
cynicism in a complex policy debate, then perhaps such a structure
of information transmission ought to be avoided in televised news
as well, unless directed at a highly informed audience.





