[bookmark: _GoBack]ANALYSIS OF NEWSPAPER REPORT ON SUBSIDY REMOVED POLICY, A CASE STUDY [ PUNCH ONLINE]

By
MUYIDEEN SOFIYULLAHI GOLD 
HND/23/MAC/FT/0173

SUBMITTED TO THE DEPARTMENT OF MASS COMMUNICATION INSTITUTE OF INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGY, KWARA STATE POLYTECHNIC, ILORIN
IN PARTIAL FULFILLMENT OFTHERE QUIREMENT FOR THE AWARD OF HIGHER NATIONAL DIPLOMA (HND) IN MASS COMMUNICATION

SUPERVISEDBY:
MR.OLOHUNGBEBE,F.T.

MAY,2025

CERTIFICATION
This is to certify that this project has been read and approved as meeting part of the requirements for the Award of Higher National Diploma in Mass Communication, Institute of Information and Communication Technology, Kwara State Polytechnic, Ilorin.


__________________					________________
MR.OLOHUNGBE,  F. T.					DATE
(Project Supervisor)


______________________				__________________	
MR. OLUFADI,B.A.						DATE
(Project Coordinator)

______________________				________________
MR.OLUHUNGBEBE, F.T.					DATE
(Head of Department)

DEDICATION
This research work is dedicated to the most high who preserve me throughout the course of my programme at Kwara State Polytechnic, Ilorin for this infinite mercy to endure forever in my live and to my beloved parent and my beloved families who has stood by my side throughout the successful of this programme.











ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
My can did gratitude goes to Almighty Allah for his continuous protection, guidance, mercy, love and blessing.
Moreso,are port like this is impossible to create alone. Is in cerely acknowledge effort of my ever best supervisor in person of MR, OLOHUNGBEBE, F. T. who despite his light schedule find time to vet scrutinized the project and ensure that it make a brilliant contribution to my academic knowledge. May Almighty Allah make you ripe the fruit of your labour.
My appreciation also goes to H.O.D of department of MASS COMMUNICATION, MR OLOHUNGBEBE F.T and all lecturers in the gret department of MASS COMMUNICATION, for their contribution to wards the success of this research work.
It is a great pleasure to express my special thanks to my parent and guardians for giving me their moral and advice support to carryout this research work.




TABLE OF CONTENTS
Title pages										i
Certification 									ii
Dedication 										iii
Acknowledgement 								iv
Abstract 										v
Table  of table 									vi
CHAPTER ONE: GENERAL INTRODUCTION
1.1	Background to the Study 
1.2	Statement of the Problem 
1.3	RESEARCH OBJECTIVE 
1.4	Research Questions 
1.7	Definition of Terms 
1.8	ASSUMPTION
CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE   REVIEW (CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK)
2.1	INTRODUCTION 
2.1.2	Causes of Subsidy Removed Policy 
2.1.3	Newspaper 
2.1.4	Types of Newspaper 
2.1.5	Uses of Newspaper Report on Subsidy Removed Policy 
2.1.6	Impact of Newspaper Report on Subsidy Removed Policy 
2.2	Theoretical Framework 
2.2.1	Framing Theory 
2.2.2	Uses and Gratification Theory 
2.3	Review of Past Work/ Empirical Review 
CHAPTER THREE
3.0	Research Methodology 
3.1	Research Design
3.2	Population of the Study 
3.3	Sample Size and Sample Techniques 
3.4	Research Instrument 
3.5	Validity and Reliability of the Instrument 
3.6	Method of Administration of the Instrument 
3.7	Method of Data Analysis 
CHAPTER FOUR 
4.1 DATA ANALYSIS 
4.2 	ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH INSTRUMENT 
4.3	DISTRIBUTION TABLE
4.4 ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH QUESTION 
4.5 DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
CHAPTER FIVE: SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1.  SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
5.2 CONCLUSION 




CHAPTER ONE
GENERAL INTRODUCTION
1.1	Background to the Study 
Fuel subsidy policies have long been a critical aspect of Nigeria's Socio-economic Framework.
Since the 1970s, the Nigerian government has maintained subsidies to stabilize fuel prices and make more affordable for the average citizen.
However, while subsidies have been intended as a means to ease economic burdens, they have also placed significant strain on the national budget overtime, corruption, inefficiencies, and economic challenges have intensified the debate around the sustainability of subsidies. The world bank and the international monetary fund (IMF) have also urged Nigeria to reform or remove subsidies, arguing that these funds could be more effectively allocated toward health, education, and infrastructure projects that would have a broader impact on development (Eboh 2020).
In recent years, fuel subsidies have become a contentious issues in Nigeria, shaping economic policy debates and affecting citizens daily lives. Subsidies are government mechanisms to control the price of essential goods, with fuel subsidies intended to reduce fuel costs for citizens. However, these subsidies have also led to significant financial strain on Nigeria's economy, driving policy makers to redirect funds to other critical sectors, such as healthcare, education and infrastructure.
The policy of subsidy removal has sparked widespread reactions, eliciting various public opinions, protests, and policy debates. News outlet, particularly digital platforms like PUNCH ONLINE, have played a crucial role in disseminating information, shaping public perceptions, and reflecting diverse viewpoints regarding subsidy removal.
Punch online, a prominent Nigerian news platform, has been at the forefront of covering the implications, and policy adjustments related to subsidy removal, influencing how the public understands and engages with this policy.
Given the significant role of media in shipping public opinion, this study seeks to analyze newspaper report on subsidy removal policies, focusing specifically on PUNCH ONLINE'S coverage. By examining the tone, themes, and frequency of reports, the study aims to understand how PUNCH ONLINE presents subsidy removal and it's effects on the Nigerian populace. This analysis is essential to assess the media's role in public policy advocacy, as well as in shaping citizens opinions and actions. The study will contribute to media studies and policy analysis by providing insights into the media's influence on public understanding and the social and economic implications of subsidy removal in Nigeria.
1.2	Statement of the Problem 
The issue of fuel subsidy removal has been a recurring and controversial subject in Nigeria's economy and political discourse, often sparking intense public debate and diverse reactions. Subsidy policies have long aimed to alleviate economic pressure on citizens by artificially lowering the price of fuel. However, the financial burden of maintaining subsidies has led successive governments to reconsider their sustainability, often resulting in policy shifts aimed at subsidy reduction or removal. PUNCH ONLINE, as one of Nigeria's leading news platform, plays a crucial role in shaping public opinion and informing the populace on these policies and their implications.
This study seeks to analyze PUNCH ONLINE'S coverage of the subsidy removal policy, examining the tone, framing, and frequency of reports on the subject. By analyzing PUNCH ONLINE'S articles, we can gain insights into how media portrayal may influence public perception, policy acceptance, and understanding of the subsidy removal policy.
1.3	RESEARCH OBJECTIVE 
i.	To understand the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy ?
ii.	To identify the impact of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
iii.	To determine the extend of which newspaper report on subsidy removed policy? 
1.4	Research Questions 
i.	What are the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
ii.	What are the impact of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
iii.	To what extent of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
1.7	Definition of Terms 
i.	SUBSIDY: A financial assistance provided by the government to keep prices of essential goods and services lower than the actual cost, making them more affordable to the public.
In the context of fuel subsidies, the government covers part of the cost of fuel to reduce prices for consumers.
ii.	SUBSIDY REMOVAL: The process by which a government withdraws financial assistance or subsidies, leading to an increase in the market price of subsidized goods and services. In Nigeria, fuel subsidy removal has been a significant and controversial policy issue.
iii.	POLICY ANALYSIS: The systematic evaluation of the impacts, effectiveness, and implications of a particular policy.
In this context, analyzing the effects of subsidy removal on the economy, public welfare, and social dynamic in Nigeria.
iv.	NEWSPAPER REPORT: Articles and stories published by newspaper that provide information, updates, and public opinion on current issues. For this case study, reports on PUNCH ONLINE are review to understand how the subsidy removal policy is covered and perceived.
v.	PUNCH ONLINE: The digital platforms of PUNCH Newspaper, one of the Nigeria's leading news publications. PUNCH ONLINE provides timely reports, analysis, and commentary on national issues, including policies such as subsidy removal.
vi.	CASE STUDY: A research method involving an in-depth investigation of a single instance, event, or subject to explore patterns, causes, and effects. Here, PUNCH ONLINE is the case study to understand how media covers and influences public opinion on subsidy removal.
vii.	PUBLIC OPINION: The collective attitudes, beliefs, and perceptions of the public towards an issue, in this case, subsidy removal policy. It's often shaped by media reporting and can impact government decision making.
viii.	ECONOMIC IMPACT: The effect of a policy or event on the economic conditions of individuals, businesses, and the country at large. Subsidy removal can affect fuel prices, cost of living and inflation rates in Nigeria.
ix.	SOCIAL WELFARE: Programs or policies intended to improve the well-being of the population. Subsidy removal policies are often evaluated for their impact on social welfare, as they can directly affect the affordability of essential goods.
x.	MEDIA FRAMING: The way media outlet structure and present information to shape public perception. This includes choices in headlines, language, and emphasis, which can influence readers attitudes toward subsidy removal.
xi.	 POLICY REFORM: The process of changing or amending policies to address social, economic, or political issues. Subsidy removal is part of broader economic reforms aimed at reducing government expenditures and enhancing economic stability.
xii.	GOVERNMENT REVENUE: The income that the government collects from various sources, including taxes, subsidies, and tariffs. The removal of fuel subsidies is intended to increase government revenue by reducing on subsidies.
xiii.	PUBLIC POLICY: Principles and guidelines set by the government to achieve specific goals in areas affecting the public. Subsidy policies, especially in energy, are part of Nigeria's public policy to ensure energy access and affordability.
xiv.	CONSUMER PRICE INDEX "C P I": A measure that examines the average change over time in the prices paid by the consumers for goods and services. Subsidy removal often impacts the C P I, as fuel price increases can lead to broader inflation.
1.8	ASSUMPTION: This project assume that PUNCH ONLINE, as a prominent Nigerian news outlet, plays a key role in informing the public on the subsidy removal policy and shaping public opinion, examining the perspective, tone, and frequency of reports.
                                

   


CHAPTER TWO
LITERATURE   REVIEW
CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK
2.1	INTRODUCTION 
  	This chapter present review of relevant literature regarding the "Analysis of Newspaper Report on subsidy removed (A case study of PUNCH ONLINE).
The removal of fuel subsidies has been a pivotal and contentious policy in various nations, especially within developing economies. In Nigeria, fuel subsidy has been a significant topic in public discourse, influencing economic conditions, government expenditure, and citizens daily lives. Fuel subsidies have historically been utilized to keep fuel prices low for consumers, often viewed as a strategy to support economic stability and alleviated poverty.
However, such subsidies come at a high fiscal cost, impacting national budgets and diverting resources from other essential development sectors, such as infrastructure, health care, and education. 2.1.1 Concept of Subsidy Removed Policy.
The subsidy removal policy, especially concerning fuel, has consistently sparked widespread debate in Nigeria. As an essential economic measure, the subsidy has aimed to make fuel affordable for citizens by offsetting the cost of petroleum products. However, over the years, the financial burden on the Nigeria government has increased, leading to budget deficits and limitations of funding for other critical sectors. The eventual removal of the fuel subsidy represents a significant shift in government policy, aimed at reducing fiscal pressures and fostering a more liberalized fuel market.
However, this decision has not been without social and economic implications, with increase in fuel prices affecting transportation costs, inflation rates, and overall cost of living.
2.1.2	Causes of Subsidy Removed Policy 
The removal of fuel subsidies in Nigeria has been a deeply impactful policy decision, driving substantial interest and coverage in news media.
Several factors have motivated PUNCH ONLINE and other news platforms to focus on this issue. Understanding these causes is essential to contextualize the newspaper's approach to reporting on the subsidy removal policy, and to analyze the underlying reasons for subsidy reforms.
Rising fiscal burden on government finances, economic diversification and reduced oil revenue, need to address fuel smuggling and market distortion, pressure from international financial organizations, promotion of private sector investment in the oil industry, increasing national debt levels, public policy reform and economic stability goals. PUNCH ONLINE'S coverage of the subsidy removal policy reflects the numerous economic, political, and social factors that motivated this decision. From reducing fiscal burden to promoting transparency and attracting investment, each of these causes underscores the multifaceted reasoning behind subsidy reforms. By analyzing these motivations, this study highlights the complex forces shaping Nigeria's policy landscape and the role of news media in explaining these factors to the public.
2.1.3	Newspaper 
A newspaper is a publication that provide news, information and commentary on current events and issues. Traditionally printed on paper and distributed regularly [ daily, weekly, e.t.c], newspaper cover topics like politics, business, sports, entertainment, and local events. They may include sections like editorials, opinions, classified ads, and feature stories.
In recent years, most newspaper have transitioned to digital formats to reach online readers. Many offer websites and apps, allowing readers to access news anytime.


2.1.4	Types of Newspaper 
i.	By Format: Broadsheet, Tabloid, Digital Newspaper.
ii.	By Content:  General Newspaper, Business Newspaper, Sport Newspaper, Community or Local Newspaper, Alternative and Independent Newspaper.
iii.	By Audience: National Newspaper, Regional and special interest Newspaper. 
iv.	My Frequency:  Daily Newspapers, Weekly Newspapers, Bi-weekly and monthly Newspapers.
2.1.5	Uses of Newspaper Report on Subsidy Removed Policy 
A newspaper report on the removal of a subsidy policy can serve multiple purpose for different audiences and stakeholders.
Here are some key uses:
Informing the Public: The report helps people understand what the policy change entails and why it was implemented. It outlines how the removal of the subsidy might affects prices (e.g, fuel, food, electricity) and overall cost of living. The report often includes statements from government officials explaining the reasons behind the decision, which can clarify the policy's goals (e.g, reducing government spending, promoting efficiency). Economic Impact Analysis:- the report may analyze how markets are likely to respond, helping investors, businesses, and consumers prepare. It highlights which sectors will be most affected ( e.g, transportation, manufacturing) and potential knock-on effects like increased production costs or job cuts. Economists and analysts often provide insights into the long term economic consequences, such as inflation or grow rates. 
Public Opinion and Reactions: The report includes perspectives from citizens, workers, business owners, and experts, showing how different groups feel about the subsidy removal. It may cover protes, strikes, or support, depending on public sentiment, allowing policymakers to gauge public acceptance or resistance.
Policy Analysis and Comparison: The report may discuss alternative policies, comparing countries that have removed subsidies with those that haven't, giving a broader perspective on outcomes. It encourages scrutiny by assessing if the policy aligns with campaign promises or stated government priorities, allowing citizens to hold officials accountable. 
Giving Stakeholder Decisions:  In terms of business adjustment, businesses use this information to adjust strategies, like reevaluating pricing, supply chain and workforce requirements. Investors in affected sectors ( e.g, energy, agriculture) may reassess their portfolios in light of anticipated changes in company performance. N G Is and advocacy groups may use the report to campaign for or against the policy, lobbying for additional measures if the subsidy removal impacts vulnerable population. 
Newspaper Report on subsidy removal are valuable tools that serve the informational, analytical, and civic engagement needs of the public and various stakeholders.
2.1.6	Impact of Newspaper Report on Subsidy Removed Policy 
The impact of a newspaper report on a subsidy removal policy can be significant, affecting various segments of society, including the public, government, businesses, and media. Here are the potential impacts:
Public Awareness and Understanding: Newspaper reports provide the public with essential details about the policy change, including it's reasons, expected outcomes, and potential challenges. This may helps people understand how the subsidy removal will affect their daily lives, such as increased costs for goods and services. With better knowledge consumers may adjust their spending habits, stock up on goods before prices rise, or look for alternatives. 
Political Pressure and Accountabilities: Newspaper reports hold the government accountable by critically analyzing the policy's impact. This can lead to increased pressure on policymakers to explain their decisions, amend the policy, or introduce compensatory measures for vulnerable groups. If the subsidy removal leads to public backlash, media coverage can amplify protests, strikes, or petitions, which may force government to reconsider or modify the policy. The newspaper report have make different types of impacts, such as economic and market reactions, public opinion and social movement, pressure on businesses, international and global impact, shaping future policy decisions, in shaping public discourse, legal and judicial impact. The impact of a newspaper report on subsidy removal can be far-reaching, influencing public opinion, political outcomes, and legal actions. The media plays a crucial role in informing the public, shaping policy debates and holding stakeholders accountable.
2.2	Theoretical Framework 
The theoretical underpin of this research work we're on Framing and Uses and Gratifications Theories 
2.2.1	Framing Theory 
Framing Theory is a concept in communication and sociology that explains how media, individuals, or groups present information to influence audience perception and interpretation. The theory suggests that the way information is framed or structured, highlighted, and contextualized can shape people's attitudes, opinions, and behaviors. It emphasizes that communication is not just about what is said but how it is said, with particular attention to the selection and omission of details. The foundation of Framing Theory can be traced back to the work of Erving Goffman, a Canadian sociologist, who introduced the concept of “frames” in his 1974 book Frame Analysis: An Essay on the Organization of Experience. Goffman conceptualized frames as cognitive structures that help individuals interpret and organize experiences. According to Goffman, frames act as mental shortcuts or schemas, allowing people to make sense of the world by highlighting certain aspects of a situation while ignoring others. His work laid the groundwork for later studies by exploring how social interactions are shaped by framing. The application of Framing Theory to media studies gained momentum in the 1980s and 1990s, as scholars sought to understand how media influences public opinion and social attitudes. Todd Gitlin, in his 1980 book The Whole World Is Watching: Mass Media in the Making and Unmaking of the New Left, applied the concept of framing to analyze how media coverage shaped public perceptions of political movements.
In 1993, Robert M. Entman expanded and formalized Framing Theory in his influential article Framing: Toward Clarification of a Fractured Paradigm. Entman defined framing as the process of selecting certain aspects of reality and making them more salient to influence interpretation. Framing Theory also draws from psychological studies on decision-making and perception, particularly the work of Amos Tversky and Daniel Kahneman. In their 1981 paper on "framing effects," they demonstrated how the presentation of choices (e.g., as gains or losses) significantly influences decisions. Their research highlighted the cognitive biases and heuristics that underpin framing in everyday decision-making. In the 21st century, Framing Theory has become a central concept in media analysis, political communication, and social movements. The digital era has further transformed framing, as social media platforms and algorithms amplify certain frames over others, shaping public discourse on a global scale. Framing Theory’s historical evolution reflects its interdisciplinary nature and wide-ranging applicability. From Goffman’s sociological roots to its modern use in media and political studies, framing remains a powerful tool for analyzing how information is presented and perceived across various contexts.
2.2.2	Uses and Gratification Theory 
The Uses and Gratifications (U&G) theory is a key framework in media and communication studies that examines why and how people actively seek out specific media to satisfy particular needs. Unlike earlier theories that viewed audiences as passive recipients of media messages (e.g., the hypodermic needle theory), U&G shifted the focus to the audience as active participants in the communication process. The origins of U&G theory can be traced to research during the 1940s, particularly studies on radio and newspapers. Scholars like Paul Lazarsfeld and Herta Herzog began examining why audiences chose certain media and how they used it to meet personal needs.
Herzog's study on why people listened to radio soap operas identified three primary motives: emotional release, wishful thinking, and obtaining advice. These findings highlighted the functional role media plays in people's lives. In the 1960s, U&G evolved into a systematic theory, driven by scholars like Jay Blumler and Elihu Katz. Their work emphasized that audiences are active and purposive in their media choices.
Katz, Blumler, and Gurevitch (1974) proposed that audiences used media for various needs including, information and education, personal identity, integration and social interaction, and entertainment.1980s–2000s with the rise of new media technologies, such as cable television and the internet, U&G theory adapted to explore how audiences engage with more interactive platforms.
The theory was applied to understand phenomena like online gaming, social media use, and mobile technology. It highlighted motivations such as interactivity, immediacy, and user-generated content as new gratifications. Today, U&G theory continues to be a cornerstone for understanding media consumption in the digital age. It helps explain why users gravitate toward platforms like PUNCH ONLINE'S, focusing on gratifications like self-expression, community building, and instant feedback. The Uses and Gratifications theory represents a significant shift in media studies by acknowledging the active role of audiences. Its historical development mirrors the changing media landscape and remain a vital tool for analyzing how and why people consume media in the modern era.
2.3	Review of Past Work/ Empirical Review 
  	Oghojafor, B.E.A., et al. (2013), "Public perception of fuel subsidy removal in Nigeria". Published in Journal of Economics and Sustainable Development. The study revealed that while subsidy removal could lead to short-term fiscal benefits, it often results in inflation and higher transportation costs, severely impacting lower-income households. Public perception was largely negative, with many seeing the policy as a failure due to the lack of corresponding benefits such as improved infrastructure or public services. Nigeria has repeatedly attempted to remove fuel subsidies, with notable reforms in 2012, 2016, and 2023. Fuel subsidies have been a significant fiscal burden, but their removal has led to protests and labor strikes.
  	Chakravarty, D., & Gupta, G. (2018), "Media framing of energy policy in India: A case study of LPG subsidies". Published in Energy Policy. The study analyzed how the Indian media framed the removal of LPG subsidies in 2014 and the phased deregulation of diesel prices in 2016. The findings suggested that media outlets focused on both the economic rationale for subsidy removal and the potential benefits for the country’s fiscal health. However, the removal caused public dissatisfaction, particularly among rural and lower-income households, who struggled with rising costs. India has progressively reduced subsidies on petroleum products, particularly diesel and cooking gas, to curb fiscal deficits and encourage energy efficiency.
  	Beaton, C., & Lontoh, L. (2010), "Lessons learned from Indonesia's attempts to reform fossil-fuel subsidies". Published by the International Institute for Sustainable Development (IISD).The study highlighted the economic rationale for subsidy removal, emphasizing the importance of redirecting resources to infrastructure and social services. However, the removal of subsidies led to significant public resistance, particularly due to the sharp rise in fuel prices, which contributed to inflation. Protests were common, with the public expressing frustration over the lack of clear benefits from the policy. Indonesia has implemented various subsidy reforms over the years, with notable reductions in fuel subsidies in 2005, 2013, and 2014. The government aimed to allocate the savings from subsidies toward infrastructure development and social welfare programs.
  	Rios, F. (2021), "Fuel subsidy removal and its implications for Venezuela's economy". Published in Latin American Economic Review. The study found that fuel subsidy removal in Venezuela led to massive price hikes, causing public outrage. However, the government argued that it was necessary to stabilize the country’s budget and improve the efficiency of the energy sector. The study also pointed out that despite the removal, there was limited progress in addressing underlying economic problems like hyperinflation and food shortages. Venezuela has some of the world’s largest fuel subsidies. However, the government began scaling back fuel subsidies in 2020 due to an economic crisis worsened by U.S. sanctions and declining oil prices.
Abdel-Kader, H. (2017), "Media coverage of economic reform policies in Egypt". Published in Mediterranean Journal of Social Sciences. The study analyzed the media coverage of fuel subsidy reforms in Egypt and found that the government presented the policy as a necessary step to reform the economy and secure future loans. However, reports also highlighted the social hardships caused by higher fuel prices, including inflation and public protests. Despite government efforts to mitigate the impact through targeted cash transfers, many households still felt the burden of the reforms. Egypt removed subsidies on fuel and electricity in phases starting in 2016, under a loan agreement with the International Monetary Fund (IMF). The government aimed to reduce its fiscal deficit and increase the sustainability of its energy sector.
Mensah, K. (2016), "Public reactions to fuel subsidy removal in Ghana". Published in African Journal of Economic Policy. The study found that while the removal of subsidies helped reduce the government’s fiscal deficit, it had a significant negative impact on the cost of living, particularly for the poor. Public protests were common, and many criticized the government for failing to implement adequate safety nets. Ghana removed fuel subsidies in 2015 as part of an economic recovery program. The policy was aimed at reducing the budget deficit and attracting support from international financial institutions.


CHAPTER THREE
3.0	Research Methodology 
          Research Methodology simply refers to the practical "how" of any given piece of research more specifically, it's about how a researcher systematically designs a study to ensure valid and reliable result that address the research aim and objective.
This chapter of the study covers the methodology adopted in gathering of relevant information needed for the actualization of the objective of the study. The chapter is therefore discuss under the headings of research design, area of the study, population of the study, sampling size and sample techniques, instrument of data correction, validation of the instrument of data correction, validation of the instrument, method of data collection and analysis.
3.1	Research Design
In view of the important nature of this topic, the need to arrive at objective and accurate analysis and interpretation of data without bias, the researcher will design and administer questionnaire to choosing definite population.


3.2	Population of the Study 
Population of the study is the total number of element within a given environment, which the researcher get out of the study, defined by Nwodu.
Based on the complex nature of SUBSIDY REMOVED POLICY, this project suggest that the researcher should use the youths student population of Kwara state polytechnic, specifically the student of mass communication, this include both male and female, either single, married, divorced or separated, employed and unemployed student of the polytechnic. This implies that every element, subject, object, etc is capable of providing useful and relevant data in explaining a certain phenomenon of a given study.
3.3	Sample Size and Sample Techniques 
Sample size are the collection of individual, subject, elements, and so that a researcher intends to use for their study, therefore the portion of a population selected for a study is known as sample size.
According by Aborisade (2008), in determining the sample size, it should be noted that the more heterogeneous the population, the more the sample size should be, and the less heterogeneous the population, the less the sample size who are the representative of the population. In this research study, the researcher used (100) hundred person as sample size, which serve as the representative of the population to drow more light on the project type and the research method.
Sample techniques is a scientific process of selecting representatives as a study population in the research, non-probability sampling techniques, specifically prepositive or judgment sampling is been used.
3.4	Research Instrument 
This research will be successful through administering of questionnaires to ensure that the respondents are evenly represented. An equal number of questionnaire will be distributed in the three area of concentration. This invariable means that a total of (100) hundred questionnaire will be distributed in mass communication department, Kwara State Polytechnic, Ilorin.
3.5	Validity and Reliability of the Instrument 
Validity is a way or mechanism of determine that certain instrument, variable or data can measure what they are designed to measure by a researcher. While reliability on the either hand, is concerned with the consistency of an instrument in measuring what it is designed to measure. The instrument (Questionnaire) used is valid because it is the most appropriate instrument for data correction in survey study. According to (Questionnaire) saasudeen (2015), is the best option when a researcher is interested in studying a very large population as it offers unimity in coding questions.
3.6	Method of Administration of the Instrument 
The administration of the questionnaire was carried out personally by the researcher, the questionnaire was sought permission of the lectures and administration of the questionnaire. The questionnaire include questions, which help the researcher to get the right opinion or view of the subjects or respondents that were through with the questions.
3.7	Method of Data Analysis 
To analyze data collected, the researcher shall total the number of responses, multiply them by one hundred percent (100%) and finally divide by the number of respondents.


                                                      CHAPTER FOUR 
4.1 DATA ANALYSIS 
Data analysis is the most crucial part of any research. Data analysis summarize collected data. It is process used by researchers for reducing data to a story and interpret it to derive insight.
In this chapter data are organized into tables so that statically and logical conclusion can be gotten frills the collected data and merit will be discussed. In this research work, the simple percentage tabular presentation in presenting the primary data generated from the field. Doing this would enable easy, convenience, clarity and vetted comprehension. The researcher present all the questionnaire items that would provide answers to the researchers identified problem and all the present all the presentations and analysis shall be in conformity with questionnaire items and responses.
4.2 ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH INSTRUMENT 
Data presentation is defined as the process of using various graphical formats to visually represent the relationship between two or more data sets so that an informed decision can be made based on them. It also refers to the organization and presentation of data into tables, graphs, chart etc however the organization and presentation of data shall be according to questionnaire items and responses, in the “20” twenty questionnaire items developed from the four framed researcher questions, the researcher aimed at using them to provide an answer to his topic problem. A total one hundred “100” copies of the questionnaire were produced and distributed to the researcher sample populace. All presentations are done in simple percentage tabular mode, while simple descriptive analysis technique was used to describe what items were contained in the tables.
4.3	DISTRIBUTION TABLE
	RESPONDENT
	FREQUENCY

	Number of questionnaire distributed 
	100

	Number of questionnaire returned 
	100

	Number of discard 
	Nill

	Number of questionnaire not returned 
	Nill

	Number of questionnaire presented and analysis 
	Nill


Source: field work 2022
From the above table it can be seen that the respondent were people of Ilorin: Number of questionnaire distributed were “100” the percentage was (100%) number of questionnaire returned was “100” number of discard was Nill, Number of questionnaire not returned Nill and number of questionnaire presented and analyzed are 100.
QUESTION 1: Have you read any reports on subsidy removal in punch online 
TABLE 1
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes
	61
	61%

	No
	8
	8%

	Maybe 
	31
	31%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, 61 (61%) of the respondent shave read a report on subsidy removal in punch online , 8 (8%) of the respondents are not , while 31(31%) are maybe .
QUESTION 2: How frequently do you read punch online for news 
TABLE 2
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Daily 
	18
	18%

	Weekly 
	21
	21%

	Occasionally 
	37
	37%

	Rarely 
	24
	24%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table above shows how respondents answered the question above,18(18%) of respondents do read punch online for news daily,21(21%) are weekly,37(37%)of the respondents are occasionally, while 24(24%) are rarely.
QUESTION 3: Do you believe punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy 
TABLE 3
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Strongly Agree 
	22
	22%

	Agree 
	53
	53%

	Neutral 
	22
	22%

	Disagree 
	3
	3%

	Strongly Disagree 
	0
	0%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, the respondent are strongly agree with 22(22%) that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 53(53%) are agree,22(22%) are neutral,3(3%) are disagree, while 0(0%) are strongly disagree.
QUESTION 4: How well do you understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports.
TABLE 4
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Very well 
	34
	34%

	Moderately well 
	39
	39%

	Not sure 
	16
	16%

	Poorly 
	7
	7%

	Not at all 
	4
	4%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table above shows how respondents answered the question above, 34(34%) of the respondents understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports very well,39(39%) are moderately well, 16(16%) are not sure,7(7%) are poorly, while 4(4%) do not understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports at all.


QUESTION 5: How do you perceive punch online's coverage of the effects of subsidy removal on citizens.
TABLE 5
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Comprehensive and balanced 
	47
	47%

	Somewhat detailed 
	42
	42%

	Incomplete or biased 
	9
	9%

	Not informative 
	2
	2%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table above shows how respondents perceive punch online's coverage of the effects of subsidy removal on citizens, 47(47%) are comprehensive and balanced,42(42%) are somewhat detailed,9(9%) are incomplete or biased, while 2(2%) are not informative.


QUESTION 6: In your opinion, what is the primary focus of punch online's reports on subsidy removal.
TABLE 6
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Government's justifications 
	40
	40%

	Economic implications 
	46
	46%

	Public reactions and protests 
	14
	14%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it show the opinion of the respondents on the primary focus of punch online's reports on subsidy removal,40(40%) are government's justifications, 46(46%) are economic implications, while 14(14%) are public reactions and protests.

QUESTION 7: Have punch online's reports influence your opinion on the subsidy removal policy 
TABLE 7
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes, positively 
	53
	53%

	Yes, negatively 
	20
	20%

	No impact 
	13
	13%

	Unsure 
	14
	14%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows the rate of how punch online's reports influenced the opinion of the respondents on the subsidy removal policy , 53(53%) are yes, positively,20(20%) of the respondents are yes, negatively, 13(13%) are no impact, while 14(14%) of the respondents are unsure.
QUESTION 8: Do you think punch online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal 


TABLE 8
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes
	61
	61%

	No
	16
	16%

	Unsure 
	23
	23%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 
From the table above, it shows that the respondents choose yes with 61(61%) think that punch online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal,16(16%) are no, while 23(23%) are unsure about it.
QUESTION 9: What improvements would you suggest for punch online in reporting on subsidy removal 
TABLE 9
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	More in-depth analysis 
	38
	38%

	More expert opinions
	26
	26%

	More public interviews 
	25
	25%

	More balanced coverage 
	11
	11%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 
From the table above, it shows the improvements that respondents suggest for punch online in reporting on subsidy removal, 38(38%) are more in-depth analysis, 26(26%) are more expert opinions, 25(25%) are more public interviews, while 11(11%) are more balanced coverage.
QUESTION 10: Do you think media reports like those from punch online can influence government policies on subsidy removal 
TABLE 10
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes
	61
	61%

	No
	8
	8%

	Maybe 
	31
	31%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows that respondents are 61(61%) yes, thinking that media reports like those from punch online can influence government policies on subsidy removal,8(8%) are no, while 31(31%) are maybe.
QUESTION 11: Has punch online's coverage of subsidy removal increased your knowledge of government policies.
TABLE 11
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes	
	71
	71%

	No
	8
	8%

	Unsure 
	21
	21%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows that 71(71%) of respondents are yes, that punch online's coverage of subsidy removal has increased their knowledge of government policies,8(8%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure.
QUESTION 12: Do you believe punch online provides enough space for public opinions and reaction regarding subsidy removal.
TABLE 12
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes
	67
	67%

	No
	12
	12%

	Unsure 
	21
	21%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows that respondents are 67(67%) yes, believe that punch online provides enough space for public opinions and reaction regarding subsidy removal, 12(12%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure 
QUESTION 13: Do punch online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affect citizens .
TABLE 13
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes, very much 
	60
	60%

	Somewhat 
	26
	26%

	Not really 
	11
	11%

	No
	3
	3%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows that respondents are 60(60%) yes, very much believe that punch online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affect citizens, 26(26%) are somewhat, 11(11%) are not really, while 3(3%) are no.
QUESTION 14: Do you believe punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy.
TABLE 14
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Strongly Agree 
	28
	28%

	Agree 
	49
	49%

	Neutral 
	17
	17%

	Disagree 
	4
	4%

	Strongly Disagree 
	2
	2%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
From the table above, it shows that respondents are 28(28%) strongly agree believe that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 49(49%) are agree, 17(17%) are neutral,4(4%) are disagree, while 2(2%) are Strongly disagree.


QUESTION 15: Do you think punch online includes expert opinions in it's reports on subsidy removal.
TABLE 15
	RESPONSES
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Yes, regularly 
	61
	61%

	Sometimes 
	34
	34%

	Rarely 
	3
	3%

	No
	2
	2%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table above, shows that 61(61%) of respondents are yes, regularly agreed that punch online includes expert opinions in it's reports on subsidy removal, 34(34%) are sometimes, 3(3%) are rarely, while 2(2%) are no.

QUESTION 16: Distribution of the age of the respondents 
TABLE 16
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	18-25
	66
	66%

	26-35
	20
	20%

	36-45
	11
	11%

	46 and above 
	3
	3%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
In the table above 66(66%) of respondents fall between the age bracket 18-25 years,20(20%) fall between the age bracket 26-35 years,11(11%) fall between the age bracket 36-45, while 3(3%) of respondents fall between the age bracket 46 and above.


QUESTION 17: Distribution of sex respondents 
TABLE 17
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Male 
	60
	60%

	Female 
	40
	40%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
In the respond to the question, on the distribution of respondents according to their sex, 60(60%) of the population are male, while 40(40%) are female.
QUESTION 18: Distributin of educational background of respondents 
TABLE 18
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	OLEVEL 
	15
	15%

	DIPLOMA/NCE
	34
	34%

	BACHELOR DEGREE 
	25
	25%

	POST GRADUATE 
	26
	26%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table 18 above shows the educational background of the respondents, 15(15%) are OLEVEL, 34(34%) are diploma/nce, 25(25%) are bachelor degree, while 26(26%) are post graduate.
QUESTION 19: Occupation 
TABLE 19
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Student
	71
	71%

	Civil servant 
	10
	10%

	Others 
	19
	19%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table above shows the occupation of the respondents. According to the table 71(71%) are student, 10(10%) are civil servant, while 19(19%) are others.
QUESTION 20: Marital status 
TABLE 20
	RESPONSES 
	FREQUENCY 
	PERCENTAGE 

	Single 
	78
	78%

	Married 
	22
	22%

	Others 
	0
	0%

	TOTAL 
	100
	100%


Source: field work 2025
The table 20 above shows the marital status of the respondents. According to the table 78(78%) of the respondents are single, 22(22%) are married, while 0(0%) of the respondents are others.
4.4 ANALYSIS OF RESEARCH QUESTION 
QUESTION 1: what are the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
Table 1 answered this question,it was gathered that, 61 (61%) of the respondentshave read a report on subsidy removal in punch online , 8 (8%) of the respondents are not , while 31(31%) are maybe .
Table 3 also answered this question,as it was gathered that the respondent are strongly agree with 22(22%) that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 53(53%) are agree,22(22%) are neutral,3(3%) are disagree, while 0(0%) are strongly disagree.
QUESTION 2: what are the impact of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
Table 4 answered this question, as it was gathered that 34(34%)oftherespondentsunderstandthereasonsbehindthesubsidyremovalpolicybasedonpunchonlinereportsverywell,39(39%)aremoderatelywell,16(16%)arenotsure,7(7%)arepoorly,while4(4%)donotunderstandthereasonsbehindthesubsidyremovalpolicybasedonpunchonlinereportsatall.
Table 6 also answered this question, itshowtheopinionoftherespondentsontheprimaryfocusofpunchonline'sreportsonsubsidyremoval,40(40%)aregovernment'sjustifications,46(46%)areeconomicimplications,while14(14%)arepublicreactionsandprotests.
Table 7 also answered this question, it shows the rate of how punch online's reports influenced the opinion of the respondents on the subsidy removal policy , 53(53%) are yes, positively,20(20%) of the respondents are yes, negatively, 13(13%) are no impact, while 14(14%) of the respondents are unsure.
Table 8 also answered this question, it shows that the respondents choose yes with 61(61%) think that punch online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal,16(16%) are no, while 23(23%) are unsure about it.
Table 10 also answered this question, it shows that respondents are 61(61%) yes, thinking that media reports like those from punch online can influence government policies on subsidy removal,8(8%) are no, while 31(31%) are maybe.
Table 11 also answered this question,it shows that 71(71%) of respondents are yes, that punch online's coverage of subsidy removal has increased their knowledge of government policies,8(8%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure.
Table 13 also answered this question, it shows that respondents are 60(60%) yes, very much believe that punch online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affect citizens, 26(26%) are somewhat, 11(11%) are not really, while 3(3%) are no.
Table 14 also answered this question,it shows that respondents are 28(28%) strongly agree believe that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 49(49%) are agree, 17(17%) are neutral,4(4%) are disagree, while 2(2%) are Strongly disagree.
Table 15 also answered this question, it shows that 61(61%) of respondents are yes, regularly agreed that punch online includes expert opinions in it's reports on subsidy removal, 34(34%) are sometimes, 3(3%) are rarely, while 2(2%) are no.
QUESTION 3: To what extent of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy?
Table 2 answered this question, it shows how respondents answered the question above,18(18%) of respondents do read punch online for news daily,21(21%) are weekly,37(37%)of the respondents are occasionally, while 24(24%) are rarely.
Table 5 also answered this question, it shows how respondents perceive punch online's coverage of the effects of subsidy removal on citizens, 47(47%) are comprehensive and balanced,42(42%) are somewhat detailed,9(9%) are incomplete or biased, while 2(2%) are not informative.
Table 9 also answered this question, it shows the improvements that respondents suggest for punch online in reporting on subsidy removal, 38(38%) are more in-depth analysis, 26(26%) are more expert opinions, 25(25%) are more public interviews, while 11(11%) are more balanced coverage.
Table 12 also answered this question,  it shows that respondents are 67(67%) yes, believe that punch online provides enough space for public opinions and reaction regarding subsidy removal, 12(12%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure 
4.5 DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS
 The purpose of this study is to examine the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy ( a case study punch online). The results obtained the statistical analysis in this study was used to provide an answer to this research study, as data were presented into tables using simple percentage tabular presentation in the chapter four of this study to provide an answer to the question raised in this study.
 Definite question were asked in the questionnaire to generate answers to each of the questions posed in this study, 100 questionnaire were administrated to the respondent and all the copies of the questionnaire were returned. The findings confined that the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy, a case study punch online. read any reports on subsidy removal in punch online, 61 (61%) of the respondentshave read a report on subsidy removal in punch online , 8 (8%) of the respondents are not , while 31(31%) are maybe.How frequently do you read punch online for news, 18(18%) of respondents do read punch online for news daily,21(21%) are weekly,37(37%)of the respondents are occasionally, while 24(24%) are rarely.Do you believe punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, the respondent are strongly agree with 22(22%) that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 53(53%) are agree,22(22%) are neutral,3(3%) are disagree, while 0(0%) are strongly disagree. How well do you understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports,  34(34%) of the respondents understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports very well,39(39%) are moderately well, 16(16%) are not sure,7(7%) are poorly, while 4(4%) do not understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on punch online reports at all.How do you perceive punch online's coverage of the effects of subsidy removal on citizens, 47(47%) are comprehensive and balanced,42(42%) are somewhat detailed,9(9%) are incomplete or biased, while 2(2%) are not informative.In your opinion, what is the primary focus of punch online's reports on subsidy removal,  it show the opinion of the respondents on the primary focus of punch online's reports on subsidy removal,40(40%) are government's justifications, 46(46%) are economic implications, while 14(14%) are public reactions and protests.Have punch online's reports influence your opinion on the subsidy removal policy, it shows the rate of how punch online's reports influenced the opinion of the respondents on the subsidy removal policy , 53(53%) are yes, positively,20(20%) of the respondents are yes, negatively, 13(13%) are no impact, while 14(14%) of the respondents are unsure.Do you think punch online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal, it shows that the respondents choose yes with 61(61%) think that punch online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal,16(16%) are no, while 23(23%) are unsure about it.What improvements would you suggest for punch online in reporting on subsidy removal,  it shows the improvements that respondents suggest for punch online in reporting on subsidy removal, 38(38%) are more in-depth analysis, 26(26%) are more expert opinions, 25(25%) are more public interviews, while 11(11%) are more balanced coverage. Do you think media reports like those from punch online can influence government policies on subsidy removal, it shows that respondents are 61(61%) yes, thinking that media reports like those from punch online can influence government policies on subsidy removal,8(8%) are no, while 31(31%) are maybe.Has punch online's coverage of subsidy removal increased your knowledge of government policies,  it shows that 71(71%) of respondents are yes, that punch online's coverage of subsidy removal has increased their knowledge of government policies,8(8%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure.Do you believe punch online provides enough space for public opinions and reaction regarding subsidy removal,  it shows that respondents are 67(67%) yes, believe that punch online provides enough space for public opinions and reaction regarding subsidy removal, 12(12%) are no, while 21(21%) are unsure. Do punch online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affect citizens, it shows that respondents are 60(60%) yes, very much believe that punch online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affect citizens, 26(26%) are somewhat, 11(11%) are not really, while 3(3%) are no.Do you believe punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, it shows that respondents are 28(28%) strongly agree believe that punch online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy, 49(49%) are agree, 17(17%) are neutral,4(4%) are disagree, while 2(2%) are Strongly disagree.Do you think punch online includes expert opinions in it's reports on subsidy removal, shows that 61(61%) of respondents are yes, regularly agreed that punch online includes expert opinions in it's reports on subsidy removal, 34(34%) are sometimes, 3(3%) are rarely, while 2(2%) are no.

CHAPTER FIVE
SUMMARY, CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS
5.1.  SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 
 The analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy, a case study punch online. Based on the finding. It's quite obvious that the newspaper report played significant role in making people in Kwara state urban to be aware about subsidy removed policy, this could be linked to their exposure and analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy. Most of the respondents attested that the attitude toward understanding subsidy removed policy, by the exposure to the newspaper report on subsidy removed policy. Based on the finding, this research work is divided into five main chapter, from chapter one of this study to chapter five, which clearly reviewed some steps and approach for easy presentation of it's content. Chapter one is based on the background of the study with emphasis on the analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy, a case study punch online, statement of research problem, objectives, research question, significant of the study and it's with operational definition on terms.
Chapter two of this research work explained the conceptual framework, the theoretical framework of the research applied by the researcher which is the uses and gratification theory: ugt: and review of related studies was done to explain the nature of different individual research work.
 Chapter three of this research work however contains research methodology adopted in this study, research design, population of the study which are dwellers: 200:, two hundred and sampling technique which is purposive sampling technique and the instrument used in the research study was questionnaire that was administered amidst the sampling size of the population, it. Also clearly stated validity and reliability of the instrument and along stated of the method of data analysis.
Chapter four of this research work explains how the data were gathered and analyzed for proper comprehension. It also contained how the data were presented and the discussion of the research findings. 
Chapter five of this research clearly explained and summarized the whole chapter from one to four and also contain the conclusion and recommendation presented by the researcher.
5.2 CONCLUSION 
The researchers analysis of newspaper report on subsidy removed policy, a case study punch online. Framing and uses and gratification theories served as the theoretical underpin of the study. The researchers employed the survey method. The multistage sampling technique was used and questionnaire served as instrument for data collection. Findings revealed that at an average of 66% of people have come across the subsidy removed policy on punch online newspaper . Newspaper media should package their analysis content in a way that will not cause panic among people. They should maintain their efforts in shaping the attention of people to be conscious on their spending in order to curtail the cost of living.
5.3 RECOMMENDATIONS
i. Given that large percentage 66% of respondents are exposed to punch online newspaper report on subsidy removed policy that is to say the channel of communication could be a veritable platform where authorities can leverage on in educating the masses on subsidy removed policy and other government decision making issues. 
ii. Newspaper media should package their analysis content in a way it will not cause panic among people.
iii. Having known that exposure to newspaper media analysis on subsidy removed policy is responsible for some decisions making by the government.Therefore, the newspaper media should not relent in their analysis making on subsidy removed policy .
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APPENDIX
KWARA STATE POLYTECHNIC, ILORIN
INSTITUTE OF INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGY
DEPARTMENT OF MASS COMMUNICATION
Dear respondents.
    This questionnaire is designed to analyze the coverage and impact of Punch Online's reports on the subsidy removal policy. Your responses will be used for research purposes and will be kept confidential.
INSTRUCTION: Please tick (✓) the answer which is consider most appropriate in this section. The questionnaire will be into three parts , section A and section B
SECTION A 
1. Age : (a) 18-25 (   ) (b)  26-35 (   ) (c)  36-45 (   ) (d)  46 and above(   )
2. Gender: (a)  Male (   ) (b)  Female (   ) (c)  Other (   )
3. Educational Background: (a)  O LEVEL (   ) (b)  Diploma/NCE (   ) (c)  Bachelor's Degree (   ) (d)  Postgraduate (   )
4. Occupation: (a)  Student (   ) (b) Civil Servant (   ) (c) others (   )
5. Marital status: (a) single (   ) (b) married (   ) (c) others (   )

SECTION B
6. Have you read any reports on subsidy removal in Punch Online? A. Yes B.No
7. How frequently do you read Punch Online for news? (a)  Daily (   ) (b)  Weekly (   ) (c)  Occasionally (   ) (d)  Rarely (  )
8. Do you believe Punch Online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy? (a)  Strongly Agree (   ) (b)  Agree (   ) (c)  Neutral (   ) (d) Disagree (   ) (e)  Strongly Disagree (   )
9. How well do you understand the reasons behind the subsidy removal policy based on Punch Online reports? (a)  Very Well (   ) (b)  Moderately Well (   ) (c)  Not Sure (   ) (d) Poorly (   ) (e) Not At All (   )
10. How do you perceive Punch Online’s coverage of the effects of subsidy removal on citizens? (a)  Comprehensive and balanced (   ) (b)  Somewhat detailed (   ) (c)  Incomplete or biased (   ) (d)  Not informative (   )
11. In your opinion, what is the primary focus of Punch Online's reports on subsidy removal? (a) Government's justifications (   ) (b)  Economic implications (   ) (c)  Public reactions and protests (   ) 
12. Have Punch Online’s reports influenced your opinion on the subsidy removal policy? (a)  Yes, positively (   ) (b)  Yes, negatively (   ) (c)  No impact (   ) (d)  Unsure (   )
13. Do you think Punch Online provides enough space for public opinions on subsidy removal? (a)  Yes (   ) (b)  No (   ) (c)  Unsure (   )
14. What improvements would you suggest for Punch Online in reporting on subsidy removal? (a) More in-depth analysis (   ) (b)  More expert opinions (   ) (c)  More public interviews (   ) (d) More balanced coverage (   )
15. Do you think media reports like those from Punch Online can influence government policies on subsidy removal? (a)  Yes (   ) (b)  No (   ) (c) Maybe (   )
16. Has Punch Online’s coverage of subsidy removal increased your knowledge of government policies? (a)  Yes (   ) (b)  No (   ) (c)  Unsure (   )
17. Do you believe Punch Online provides enough space for public opinions and reactions regarding subsidy removal? (a)  Yes (   ) (b)  No (   ) (c)  Unsure
18. Do Punch Online reports help in understanding how subsidy removal affects citizens? (a)  Yes, very much (   ) (b)  Somewhat (   ) (c)  Not really (   ) (d)  No (  )
19. Do you believe Punch Online provides accurate and unbiased reports on the subsidy removal policy? (a) Strongly Agree (   ) (b)  Agree (   ) (c)  Neutral (   ) (d)  Disagree (   ) (e)  Strongly Disagree (   ) 
20. Do you think Punch Online includes expert opinions in its reports on subsidy removal? (a)  Yes, regularly (   ) (b)  Sometimes (   ) (c)  Rarely (   ) (d)  No (   ) 
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