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This thesis investigates the viewing behavior of sampled respondents in
regard to political news on the TV evening news. Also considered are the
opinions of respondents regarding the viewing of political news on the TV
evening news, as well as their degree of interest in viewing the political news.
Finally, taken into account is the understanding the respondents derive from
their viewing of the TV evening news in addition to the needs they bring to
this viewing.

As an exercise in quantitative research, this study made use of a
questionnaire as a research tool to collect data. The sample population

consisted of 400 Ramkhamhaeng University students from the first to the
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fourth years of study. The data was analyzed, formulated and tabulated in the
forms of mean scores, percentages, and standard deviation. A t-test and one-
way analysis of variance (ANOVA) was used to test the data collected. The
least significant difference (LSD) method was used when differences at a
statistically significant level of 0.05 were found.

The results of making paired comparisons are as follows:

(1) The reasons for viewing the news broadcast on Channel 5 and the
differences in opinion towards political content in the evening news were
tested for correlations using the LSD method for five pairs of factors. The
results indicate that students who viewed the program as a consequence of
recommendations by others evinced a higher level of opinion of the program
than those who viewed it because others had turned on the program or who
viewed the news by chance after watching other programs prior to the news.

(2) Students who viewed the program because others had turned on the
program had a lower level of opinion regarding the program than those who
viewed it because others had urged them to do so.

(3) Students who viewed by chance had a lower level of opinion
regarding the program than those who viewed 1t because others urged them to
do so.

(4) Students who viewed the program because others had urged them to

do so had a higher level of opinion than those viewing it by chance.
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(5) Students who viewed the program because they had been watching
programs prior to the news had a lower level of opinion regarding the
program than those viewing it because others had urged them to do so.

(6) Students who viewed more than one of these programs in
succession had a higher level of opinion regarding political news than those
viewing it by chance.

(7) Students who viewed the program because others had urged them to
do so had a higher opinion of the political news than those viewing it because

of other reasons.





