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IEDOMHBANEETH - 12, BE M & 3 EmIc,
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cabulary of children from low-income families: The

Amount of Television Program Viewing and Intellectual Aspects of
Personality: A Meta-Analysis on Program Categories

Rei Omr' and Akira SakaMOTO?
! Graduate School of Ochanomizu University

2 Ochanomizu University

THE JAPANESE JOURNAL OF PERSONALITY 2008, Vol. 16, No. 3, 426-434

In this study, meta-analysis was conducted in order to examine how correlations between amount of tele-
vision program viewing and intellectual aspects of personality would change with different program cate-
gories. Correlations obtained from 11 studies were divided into zero-order correlations and partial correla-
tions. These correlations were then integrated for each program category. We found that the amount of view-
ing of news/documentary programs and educational programs each indicated a positive correlation with in-
tellectual aspects. On the other hand, the amount of viewing of animation, drama, sports and violent pro-
grams each had a negative correlation with intellectual aspects. The results therefore suggested that taking
program categories into consideration was important when discussing the relationship between television
viewing and intellectual aspects of personality.

Key words: television viewing, intellectual aspects of personality, correlation, meta-analysis



