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Table 1

Components of Images of Violence Index

Percent FPercent

Percent Agreeing that Saying Their Percent

Overestimating Women are Neighborhoods are  Sayimg that Percent

Chances of More likely to Only Somewhat Fear of Crime’ Agreeing that

Involvement in Be victima Safe or mot Is a very Crime {s

violence Of Crime Safe at all Serious Problem Rising

Percent Percent Perieant Percent . Percent

Light Light 5 Light 3 Lizhe Light

Viewers™ CD” gamma Viewersz_@ pamma ViewersZeh gamms ~ Viewers“CD” gamma Viewers CD” gaoma
71 410 L% 72 410 187 s5 o4l L0 20 4w L1200 94 4 30

: dekh ’

76 #1428 73 4+ LT 49 +11  ,09** 16 +11 ,21%% 93 4 27
68 49 117 70 +l0 ., 18% 53 +12  ,Q9FF* 17+ 127 26 +3 27**
71+ ,07* 77 +10 22V &5 +9 .06 31 .41 -,01 o 44 ,38%
7% 47 1 10 +12 200 s8 +10 07" 24 +8 117 96 43 ,[28™°*
63 +9 ,10 76 +7 .06 49 +9 07" 13 45 09" 9L 45 ,22%*
75 416 L2570 70 415 .z67., 58 +17 (100D 23 411 A4 e W a7t
69 47 .10 74 +17 .13 53 +8 .09 g +8 . 95 44 3%
g9 +0 13V 73 s L7 53 +10 .o 17 +0 17 34+ 29%
86 +7 257 70 +12 .21 72 +1s .09 46 =6 =,07 95 4,37
59 +10 .13*" 77 0-00 71 416 197 26 420 .19 B8 +10 5277
7% #4305, 66 424 6200 59 48 .04 22 +5 .09F g 11 57"
67 +13 1877 75 L10 ,19 0 +13 13 19 +10 12 96 +2 .13
77 48 3T 70 49,17 S1 . +7 .01 18 42 08" 98 0 L0
8 0 .06 67 18 320 6l 416 0YF 35 -2 -0 96 + S1ew
58 +8 .12y, 7% 6 12 55 - +6 04 16 +9 .16 02  +5 ,357°%
62 +18 .13 76 0 -.03 49 41 -,01 10 +16 .11 9 -1 ~.13
68 +8 09" 68 +10 .20 38 416 .le** 21 +4 077 95 42 07
76 48 L15™% 78 46 L1 73 +1 -,01 20 +12 . 16%H* % +5 falalal

2

T T"Om the average ueekday, about- hew-many-houra-do-you- parsonauy watch_television?"

Light: under 2 hours
Medium: 2 - & hours
Heavy: over & hours

Percent Light Viewers = percent of light viewers giving the "Televigion Anawer™

3

giving the “Television Answer"

* p£ .05 (tau)
L

we p S 01 (tav)

.00l (tau)

Data Source: Opinion Research Corperatiom

Ch = Cultivation Differential; percent of heavy viewers minus the percent of light viewers
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Components of Images of Viclence Index

Table 1

Percent Percent
Fercent _Agreeing that Saying Their Percent
Overestimating Women are Neighborheods are  Saying that Percent
Chances of More likely to Only Somewhat Fear of Crime Agreeing that
Involvement in Be Victims safe or not is a very Crime is
¥iolence Of Crime Safe at all Serious Problem Rising
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Light Light - Light 3 Licght 2 3 Light
Viewers™ CD gamma Viewerszﬂ 4 viewersZcp zamme  Viewers'CD™ gamma  Viewexs {7 gamma
overall 71 410 LY 72 410 18" 55. 411 L16%% 20 49 L 12%* 96 44 307
comtrolling for:
Age - ek .
18<2¢ 76 +l4 28 73 6 LI 49 +i1 ,09%% 16 +il L21%* 91 w27
30-54 68 49 .11;”"r 70 +10 . 18%** 53 +12 ,09%% 17 +11 L 12*%* 36 +3 L27*F
over 35 1+ 07 77 +10 L 22vvr 65 +9 06 31 .+l -.01 9  +4 ,38%%
Education
=10 College 76 +7 .13:** 70 +12 .0 58 +10 07" 2% +8 11 96 43 8%
Some College 83 49 ,10 76+ .06 49 +9. 07 13 +5 .09* 91 45 a2
Newspaper Reading . o ok v .
Sometimes 7S +16 .25 70 +15 .26 S8 417 100., 23 41l .l 9«4 7%
Everyday 63 +7 .10 74 417 LJ17F 53 . +8 .09 18 +8 .11 95 44 36T
Race.
White 69 +10 137" 71 s 53 +10 087 17 +10 1™ 94 44 29
Nen-White 86 47 .25 70 %2 .21 72 +l& ,09° 46 <6 -.07 95 #4377
Urban Proximity - -
City over 250,000 69 +10- ,13 L7700 =00 7L +i6 19 26 420 197 88 +10 527~
¢ity under 250,000 7% 41 .05 64 +24 .az$ 58 - +B .04 _ 22 45 097 89 .11 ,57
Suburban 67 +13 187 75 .10 ,19 20 +13 .13 19 +10 1277 9% +2 .13
Non-Metropolitan 77 48 37 70 49 P 51 +7 .01 18 +2- 08 98 ¢ .l
Isteome . -
under $10,000 Bh 0 .04 67 +18 .3250% 61 +14 0% 35 =2 =30 9% +4 SL70F
$10,000 - 525,000 68 +8 ,Li2 74 46,12 55 6 04 16 +9 L1 93 45 L3537
over $25,000 62 +18 .13 76 0 -,03 49 +1 =-.01 10 +16 LIl 96 -1 =13
Sex | .
Male 68  +8 ,09** 68 +10 .20 38 +16 . 16*™* 21+ 077 95 42,07
Female 76 +8 ,15%** 78 46 At 73 41 -.01 20 412, daRE 9% +5 ,53
1 -

2

Light: under 2 hours

Medium: 2 - 4 hours
Heavy: over 4 hours

~!'On -the-average weekday, -about hew- many hours-de you perscnally watch television?”

Percent Light Viewers = percent of lignt viewers giving the "Television Answer"

3

€D = Cultivation Differential: percent of heavy viewers minus the percent of light viewers
giving the "Television Answer”

* pid 05 (tau)

*x p & ._01 {tau)

Cower p L 001 (tav)

Data Source: Opinion Research Corporation
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Table 1

Components of Images of Violence Index

---"On- the--average -weekday

2

s-about- hw;mnyfhcmrafdo you—

Light: under 2 hours
Medium: 2 - 4 hours
Heavy: over 4 hours

personally watch television?'

Percent Light Viewers = percent of light vievers Ziving. the "Television Answer'

3

CD = Cultivation Differential; percent of heavy viewers minus the iwrcenl: of light viewers
giving the "Television Answer"

* pde 05 (tau)
we p &°,01 (tan)

Cokek p L 001 (taw)

Datd Source: Opinion Research Corperation

Percent Percent .
Pexrcent Agreeing that Saying Thelr Percent
Cverestimating Women are Neighborhoods are Saying that Percent
Chances of More Iikely to Only Somewvhat Fear of Crime Agreeing that
Involvement in Be Victima Safe or not Is a very Crime i3
violence 0f Crime Safe at- all Serious Problem Rising
Percent Percent Percant Percent Percent
Light tight | 5 Light 3 Light Light
Viewstrs”™ CD gamma Viewersz_gg pamma Vieuers‘?& zamma Viewers 'CH” gamma Viewers CD gamma
gverall 71 +10 LY 72 410 187 55 411 L1020 4y 12" w w307
"contrelling for: _
Age —— y
18+29 76 +14 .28 73 0+ 1t 49 411 ,09"* 16 +11 ,21%* 91+ 27"
30-54 68  +9 .u:* 70 +10 .18%* 53 412 09%be 17 +11 127 3% 1 ,27*F
over 55 71+ 07 77 410 (22" 65. +9 ,06* 31 .+1 -.01 9% & 38T
Education E e ] ik et T ik ik
Yo College 76 47 L 18] 70 +12 .20™" 58 +10 .07 26 +8 .11 9 41 .28
Seme College $3 +9 .10 76 +7 .06 49 49 07" 13 45 .05% 91 45 .22**
¥ewspaper Reading . . - ’ . ek X
Sometimes 75 +l6 .25 70 #15 .26 70 S8 +17 105,y 23 411 L1600 9% 4 270
Everyday €9 47 .10 7% 417 .13 53 +8 .09 18 48 L1l 95 # J3e*
. Race ’
"White 69 +10 ,1377° 73 49 L7t 53 +10 .os™™ 17 +10 1™ s4 w237
Non-White 86 +7 .25 70 +12 ,21 72 416 L00% 46«6 =.07 95  + 37**
Urban Proximity -~ . : st
City over 250,000 69 +10 .13 77 -0 -,00 71 44 197V 26 420 197 88 +10 5277
City under 250,000 7%+ .05 64 +24 4277 59 +8 .04 22 45 .09 gy ,1L ,57 .
* Suburban _ 67 . +13 18 75 L0 ,19 30 413,13 19 +10 L1277 96 +2 .13
Non-Metropalitan 77 +8 3" 70 s 17 51 47 .0t 18 +2° .08 98 0 .lo
Income . - .
" under $10,000 8 0 .06 67 #18 3250 6L+l L0 35 -2 -.00 9% w4 517
$10,000 - $25,000 58 +8 .i27] Th 46 12 55 +6 .04 16 +9 .16 91 +5 357
aver $25,000 62 +18 ,13 76 0 -.03 49 +1 =01 10 +16 .1l 9 -1 -,13
Sex , . . .
Hale 68 +8 .09 68 +10 L2077 38 416 .16t 21 w4 o7 55 42 .07
Female 76 +8 .15 78 46 4T 73+l -,01 20 +12 LM 9% 43 .55
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