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Bthnic*televisioq,'programmingsspecifically_brbadcait for .
~/§fhnic groups in a community, is a form of teleyisioh that

°

"has shown a great deal of growth ‘in the past few years in

-t

. such cities ag Los Angeles, Tbronto,' andéNew York in North
- ! .
America and in many Sther nations. For e

ucators and those
. . . . . | .
interested in the soc1{1 foundations - "of <change in a

»

community, studying ethnic television in one's community may

- serve as a way of examining dintTa- and interethnic
- rel;tions, ) ;nfdrmal ethnic education: .!ana .;hanging
' . - perspecti;es on ethnicityf | -

X 1 . . . ’
/?} This paper is designed to overviey }actoFs ;hat"affect

the amount of cpmm&nityfinvol ement in ethnic television by

describifig their influences or* the ﬁarticq&%r case of Los

- Angerégi Tﬁrough interviews with local ethnic broadcasters
'_‘ J 'b- \ .
/ . and through ‘'a survey K of their potential-audiences, this
- study examines some of the motivations and;»goals.of ethnic
. . . - R EL I
) television broadcasting. This paper begins \:ith

descriptions ‘of the. extent of ethnic televisiqi™ in Los

“ 4 ’ - .
: Angeles and -how its content ' reflects cottmunity igfluence on

L 4

-the stations. ~In the final' section of this u{epoft, the

P results of a survey of a segme;l of the potgnéial audiences
) e iﬁa Los Apge;es suggest the viewers' .attitudes and

~ pdrticipéti&nl\ip ethnic television( broadcasting. The

followiﬁg review is designed to, frgﬁeﬂjihe subsequent
- " sections within the changing nature'of ethnicity and media

a4 .« a

° L LN ¥ 2
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N -in this decade. ‘ - s %
s \\ . . ‘
Ethnicity and media in the 1980s A -
. AN . ¢ .

v "

There hes' been a dradual changé in perspectizés on
ethnicity,- te}évision ﬁtddugtion,'\Zohtent,wa'and gudience
response in the:last degaée. Jeffres and Hur (19803, Forbes
(1974), au@ Honténegro (1976) have suggested that-tgefe arg.

within*group differences in the expression of ethnicity and

—

warn against considering ethnic groups as being homogeneous.
- ~ ’ \
sdmilarly, . Cantor (1979) and Cheng , (1976) . find that

jytelevision priodyction depends on several situational factors
. . 1 - -

, - involving the personalities ‘of the individuals on the

production team and sdcieta; forces. Content analyses of

television messages have focused on quantitative' measures

¢ ") A~ - »
(0.S. "Comaission on 'Civil Rights, 1977 and 1979), role
Py S . . . ¢ p .

portrayals (Greenberg and Baptista-Fernapdez, -1980), and

2 .
then on the Tontext of the ., messages as they relate to other
mnedja and'éultural situa%ié;g (Adler, 1975} Newcomb, 1979),
) : + 7/ T, 4
- Audience research has also evolved from studies of viewing

habits of 'ethnic Ngroups (Greenberg and Dervin, 1970) and
< * - .

-

exaiminations of how other factors might interact with.these
. i
/&references (Frahk and Greenbergqg, 1980) to discuss within.,
-

ethnic\group differences immedia habits (Allen, 1981; Lopez
et. al. ’ 1973). - k4
. _ .

Dorr (1978)  discusses the interactive establishment of
\ *“ . N ] ?‘ c- @

. ' : . 0o
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4 . ' ’

ethnic roles in today's society. Tn agreement with Berger

. ‘and Luckmann (1966) that ,individuals together ‘create their -+
N own social roles and the social order, Dorr suggests that

.

« further research should "examine the interaction of minerity

B
- 2

S ; groups +ddentification, television viewing, ! and .other (

socialization irnfluences or experiences.." -

- : f' . ! ‘
% . ° t

.

¢ This paper examines how these four strands of research on
’ : ) = s s \ s ..\\
- ethnicity, television roduction, <content, . and audience
) Yy P

Fesponses may shed some light on the .ccomunity involvement™\\ ' "

in ethnic expression in the  media. * In ‘an earlier work -

< - . (Stoloff, M981); I examine how the expression of ethnicity
’ \ s . . : .
\ ‘ ‘ ¢ TG
, 03~ television ¥s changing in Los ‘Angeles following the )
. doubling of- the amount of non-English language programming

v .

, during 1980. I find that/ television production for ethnic

'audienceg\depéﬁds on the cooperation of individuals who have
N ’ . l ~
. differing economic, philosophiqal, and social. motivatjons
\

for their efforts. The content of ‘these teleﬁlslon programs :

—

>

< - \ and the responsé; of their audiences demonstrate the ever-

- . T changing forces that interact to "form an individual®s and a
c s, .\\. communlty's conceptlons of ethn1c1ty and communacatlons.
. ¢

- . N ¢

-~

. . . P )
S, - ' /[Thesé\ghemes are fuTther explored in this review of the

A P X - - .
K §t§t;oqs' influence, on¥ethnic telev151on production, its

- : content and how it reflects communlty involvement, and the >

N - ', general auwdience response to ethnlc television in 14tos
b 14 <.
N “ ."‘ "'.4 3 . B - -
hY .
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. Angeles. ~themt\;} ethnic televiéion,in this one community

‘is Gescribed‘iﬁ‘igy rext sectbn. X

BN .‘f ﬁ S )

Ethnic ﬁ%lev151 n and soc¢ 1eta1 1nf1ug_ on stations

—-"

v

I
- .

”‘As a measure oﬁ the amount of ethnic teievision for each "\\;
language group being broadCESt in lL.os Angeles from August
1580 to August 1981, . the author categorized programming on,
four stations -- ENEX-TV, channel 34; KWHYLTV, channel 22;
KBSC-TV¥, chdnnel 52; and KSCI-TV, chaﬁnel 18. ‘These four

-

stauions'al} broadcast on UHP over eighteen hours of non-"

>

'English léuguage' television per 'week (approximately one

percent of the total thadcast tlme 1n Los Angeles) during

° - s 0

the peflqd of thls study. (Other statlon in Los Angeles,

X

including- KTBN~TV, channel 40 with 5.5 hours a ueek ot

~

.

Spanish lanugage telev151on' KNXT-TV, chanuel 2, and KN&‘—

£

TV, chanpel 4, wlth 1.5 hours of Spanlsh language telev131on

. 1 . > g,
each a week; and KABC-TY, channel 7, with a half hour of .
. B ] - . '
Black programmlng a: week . are excluded from deiaileﬁ study

2

because these~programs do not represent a- recurrept qutor

’
-

in the stations' over-all “broadcast . policy.) goéal

«television listings and the stations!' ptogzam guides were

-

used. in -thése categorizations. : : -

' <
- . Lt

Programming in Spanish ndade up bétueeu 77 and 86 percent

~of. the total amount of ethnﬁe televa51on during 'thé period

~

of this study, August 1980 to’August 1981, ‘ranging from -
) . . 5 ) S
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208.5 hours in August 1980 to a peak of 299.5 hours in April

1981. ‘Spanish-lénguagé television.nepreseh}gd approximatefy
0 / Z[ N

" 15 rpercent of "the total televiSion kroadcast

to the 1los

. Angeles metropolitan community. .
4 ‘ . . ) . -
)

Thirteen other groups vere represented within ethnic
. television at one™ timé during the period _of the study.

Together, these qroup§ broadcast betueequQJS hours to 57.5

4

i ————

\ . . L4 ’, .
N - . L . . ' . f
v broadcast™in Los Angeles. Japanese programs were 'broadcast

hours a . week,h or about 3 percent of the .total ‘television

© A on KSCI for " an average of twelve -hours a week Ahd on KWHY

N -~

. ! for an average of five hours a week.

aired on §§CI for- nine hours a week and on KWHY for six
s oL - !
hours a 'veek.» Chinese programs were troadcast for about

houdrs and five hours a  week on KSCI

A

four

and KWHY

réséectivély. ,qehiéﬂ brograms vere aired about one hour a
1

“\ . .week on KSCI ‘and~KWHY and until FPebruary 1981 for a half-

’

hour on KBSC.. One-half hour

of Russian was .broadcast on

KSCI, each wéek,'_an‘hbur of Armenian on KWHY, ._and one-half

hour a week of Black programming on. KABC-TV-channel 7? One
Ly hour a week of German was replaced by one Egér'of Italian on

KWHY in April 1981. ©n KSCI, &n hour of Persian ‘appearéd in

April 1981, anr hour Qf Hindi vas broadcast until‘0ctober

“ 1980, and a half-houx of Thai programming was aired in
£ ¢ -

L . ! . ' N .
P o hour a wedk until March 19871, on KSCI during December 1980

/ i

s . . .
- . .
\ * . d ' v * - M . 6
5 < -

Koréan programs were

. o Feﬁrudfyj1981.‘//ﬂiPilipino program aired on KWHY for one-




. o L /
"to Pebruary 1981, and on KBSC starting April for one hour
, , T {zmble belowo

y, and‘g half. - Table—2 outlihes these number of hours of

ethnic television for each of these ethnic groups by the

¢

stations they appeared on.

Ethnic television on four stations in Los Angeles

‘ et . ’ ‘ (August 1980-to August 1981)
' 1 ) number of hours of efhnic tg%eviﬁion during
' - ¢ ' X ' - N .
' the sample week '
) STATIONS (1, . (2) (3) (%) (5) (6) (7)
o . . )
- EKMBX(34) C .
' .‘ a' . \ Al ‘ . N -
. Spanish  168.0 168.0 168.0 168.0 168.0 168.0 168.0
KRHY (22) e
‘ ‘Japanese  12.0  11.5 9.0 12.5 13.0 13.5 11.5
- Chinese 6.0 5.0 5.0 5.0 4.0, 4.0 ~4.0
"Jewish - 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
‘Armenian 1.0 1.0. 1.0 .0 1.0 1.0 __ 1.0
- % . N
Pilipino = 1.0 10 1.0 1.5 *. 1.5 e=m oo
German 1.0 . 1.0 ——— . 0 L osem T ool
S . » L
. Ttalian ——— =T e 1.0 1.0 1.0~ 1:0°
¢ ' - .
KBSC (52)
‘ Spanish === 68.0, 65.5 65.5 66.0 66.0. 66.5
. Jewish ~ 1.0° . 1.0 0.5 0.5 -—s -—- Zo.
pilipino  -—- - -z -— —— 1.5 1.5
< ‘ ' .
\\ 7 i
I/_. . 0: ’- »
& ?.. LY /
. 8




o N -
J
. o 4 N
.KSCI (18) ) .
Spanish 5.5 51.0 46J5 53.0 0.0 40.5 34.0
. -\Japanese 12,0 ..11.5  19.0 12.5 - 13.0 13.5 11.5
' Korean 9.5 10.5 8.0 9.0 9.0 9.5 "g.5
Chinese 6.0 4.0 3.5 S«5 2.0 2.0 2.5.
Jewish .0 . 1.0 1.0 3.5 1.0 1.0 1.0,
J L ‘ .
Russian 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5
) gindi Y 1.0 1.5 —Si~ oo Lol ol
» Pilipino == === 1.0 1.0  —=n ——- -
~ \ Persian — e 0.5 -—- 0.5 1.0 1.0
Thai === =i 22D QU5 cmm ool oo
N " . )
Black’ e T
’ TOTAL 266.5 0333.5 331.0 '31:3.5 341.5 324.0 314.5
L h - N y -
(n {2) (3) ) (5) (6) N
L J s hd )
) Sources
N Los Angeles Times, Television Times (1) August 24-30, 1980,
M . N . «
‘ D . . {2) October 26-November 1, 1980; (3) December 28, 1980
. LN . ) :
.. to January 3, 1980; (4) Febriary.22-28, 1980; ‘
& . .
B ‘\\ R A .
N ’ (5) April 26-may 2, 1981; (6) June 28-July 4, 1981;
N Agglst 23-%9, 1981. :
- . L
- 9 . - L .
. From this tagéé, "the reader may note +that KMEX .and KBSC
.broadcast primarily Spanish-language television. KNEX, as a
) 'flagéhip,statioi of the Spanish International Network, began
. J
¢ ’ .
I . e 8 Ot . * <
-
-
L / »
N ! *
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bioadcastiég éoﬁtinously in the summer of 1980. . It relies
to a lérge extent on programming from Mexico's largest
tommercigl‘netuork, Televisa, tha major éroducep of\gpaqish-
language programming in -Ehtin Ameﬁica. kBSC, a sister
station of WNJU-TV in ' New Xork,"_redies 'hegvilz on
prodramm@ng from Puert; Rico and several Lat‘ir{0 American -
nations. ' Its SPanish-language . bProgramming is limited
. because its eVeniﬁg hours are leased to a pay television
service, ON+TV. KMEX and \KBSC broadcast locally  produced
pdbl%c affairs and éommunity-o%ientéd prograns fgr 15 hoﬁr;
and 3.5 hours a ‘ week fespectiyely as a service to éheir

audiences. . ' ' .

. -

RRHY and KéCI broadcast to a larger number of ethnic
audiences. These' " two,. stations, and KBSC for dewisy and -
Pilipiqo p%ograms, make use of either a:system of broadcast
éssociation, when ethnic qqnshltants are hired as part-time.
employees of the statibns, ,sell advertising,.' and import
prog;amdiné‘ﬁrom lhgir hémélands and package local shl

]

‘a )shane of +the revenues these prograns bring, ‘or tinme

o

brokerage, when studio time isrented by a group of

individuals who are responsible for the program,

~
The multiethnic aspect of these stations result from two
. P >

different motivations. In 1951, K#HY became the' first

L. ~ . - s
station in the continental United States to have a policy

(l
4

ws for ¢

A

'




.

. évenings and' Sunday mornings. ‘Econonic considerations

. 3

~ . s

encouraging- ethnic broadcastinyg. KWHY also leases. its

”~ I
evening hours .to a Pay-television service, SelecTV, and

.

broadcasts Minancial news during weekday mornings  and

afternoons. ‘'Ethnic televisioh on KWHY is-limitedstq early

greatly“influence this station s broadcasting policy, . as.

¢ ¢

they do-for.all four of these stations.

3 >
:
: P .. —

The management at KSCI claims additional motivations for
* e ‘ /-
broadcasting ethnic television. ' KSCI is ogned and operated
. ¥ .

~

by Global Television, a non-profit or§anization vhose

N [N

philosophy is linked to Transcendental Meditation. Ethnic
X ’ ’ '

television 1is consiﬁered to be an inportant medium of

expre551on for ethnic groups and for- cultural pluralism in a

community. Interethnic tenSions vill dec;ease, acoording to
\ ’
the statlon's philosophy, if,groups are:allowed to express
5 . “‘ ;‘ .. .
themsleves freely. - 5
a -
. & o
Changes in the amount of ethnic television on these
4 . » i

» " .
stations Tepresent shifts in the communities that these

1

programs serve and ‘in the stationsd. poiicy. - For example,,
Chinese programming changed during theiyear period of this
N . . ) _— N '
study as broadca'sters on KWHY. began to get more advertising

from Mandarin-speaking Businesses._ Initialiy,‘chinese.news

pProgramming on EKWHY had broadcast bilingually, in
alternating segments. "of Cantonese ‘and ﬁandarin. Most ofy
- ’ '
o . 10 - -~
A . T




v s o .
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- ’

o

KWHAY's programming is now imported from Taiwan, while KsCI,

vhich attempts to attract the smaller Canponeseéspéaking

L4

population, imports programming £from ﬁong'Kong.‘ Tha; and-

-
-

Hindi broadcasters coulid _not find éommercial backing . for
' ~ ' ’ ‘ .
their programs while, after_an initial trial, the growing-
. . . « . - o % e -

Persian community‘.accgpted'énd supported a weekly prograng
) *

. - t
Pilipino programming moved from KWHY to KSCI ."to KBSC-as -

COmﬁercial_rates for.time brokerage qu schedules changed on *

~ e .
these stations., A three wveek atterdpt at’' a bilingual Hebrew-

L 4

&hglish television program -on KSCI was hindered by lack of

communfty * support and scﬂédulinq‘dehands by‘the- station.

The amount of sSpanishrlanguage television on KS$CI also
changed a's the ftation added more philosophical programming

at the expense of Spanish-language programs that could not .
- Ps .. . ' *

find sponsors. = °
b '\. , ,~ * .

Cganées in - programming on thQSe four sqafions seel to’
result from the avéiiiﬁilfiy of televisicn érbductions, Xthe
\ .
stations:"broadcaét.pdlidigs and interests in attracting
ce;tgin“ethnié aﬁdienﬁe%, and' the interests of fndividuqls’
in the'comﬁunity -in using television to reach out to their
. ethnii}gnoup. The nature of. the progranms, tge ‘types of

" themes that are discussed, and the Community involvement and

_Lesponse are also importént issues in '“the ,study of the' .

B ]

content of ethnic television.

n 7

J
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There are ethnic television programs that do repre#ent

some direct community involvement. KMEX, KBSC, and KSCI

" - - . \ ! - -
feature public affairs. programning in Spanish based . in the »

3 . . '

local communities:they -serve with station staff members
", . .“ *

inters¥tewing representatives of ‘local organizations and

events, KMEX and KBSC also have daily nevs programs that

feature local ﬁevs. gsCI' offers weekly Spanish-language
[ ® % .

variety programs set in various 1local Farks or recreatiqn

centers that attempt th draw conmunity paricipation.

The other ethnic ;eleviSion also’inv01Ve their audience

by incorporating local community affairs in their broadcasts

to varying extents. The Jarpanese, Chinese, Korgan, and
Pilipino programmers import a great deal of their
programming and add local commercials and short nevs

v

programs with local and home country news. The Persian,

"Italian, Russian, Armenian, . and Jewish programs, which are

s 1

produceq for the most part in Los Angeles, make use of
interviews with local ?qlebrities, értists, and religious
leaders, ané the recording of rlocal evént§ for much of their
broadcasts. These programslalso offer po%%tical discussions -

and religious/cultural items as a service to their

community. 'The Persian programs, for example, review head<

X
-

&

lines and editorials from 1local Pezsgan newspapers. These -
programs also offer 1locally produced entertainment,
including ‘short skits on adjusting to American life and y N

- 12

. ' i3 X -

.




political and' social issues, and 1local musicians and

singers: The Italian hour often tapes in local restaurants
. A

©H '
or dances and interviews local business fpeople. The Rq§sian

» «

e

'weekly half-hour is a religious program that nmixes sings,

- scriptures, and sermons, while the Armenian hour has a

'\(

.

religious discussion, - intervieéws on political events, and
~ » ’ . N - :

songs by children and .entertainers. The two * Jewish hour-
- ‘ . N -

long programs each week combine interviews with 1local

pqliticai leaders and entertainers with news of -the loca laa

comghqi;é and of Israel. One—-half of one of these bgograms

is done entirely in Hebrew for the local Israeli’community.

) . ® .
One 9f the general managers of the stations broadcasting'
- - L 3
| .

ethnic television in Los Angeles, lvillapqpva.aht KMEX~-TV,
channel 34, suggested a_modél for the the growth of ethgic
telqyis;on in a community (durin§ an interview on Aprii 22,
1981). . villaneuva posits that ethnic television first
begins_és a proﬁect of an individual orlg small group of
ipdividuais who are interested in communicating with their
loqél°commnnity, to sell local adve;;iseménts and broadcast
local events. - These sﬁail-scale é%terpreneurs usualiy have
to buy‘Station time on the\?hafler stations in a community

/

vhen the studia rates are lowest -- during the fringe hours.
. . R

of early sunday and weekdays. If these programs gather an
audience, these‘programﬁers may expand their broadcasts to a

daily schedule during a second phase of this model of

= 13 : .

R & B —
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o'/ ".6 . - N . .
.development.™ From a daily schedule to 'contfolling the

entire broadcast schedule of a station reéuires a full-tinme
s R * ‘ ‘. < .
'staff, a great deal ‘of capital, and a large audience for

-support. ' As the}ététion grovs jim the third phase of

Villaneuva's model, programmers look towards ethnic harkets

beyond their broadcast® range by incorporatiﬁg'commhnicatiéns :
satellites, mobile né;s’equipment, and othep advanced
technologies: ’

. \

Most O0f the Spanlsh—language broadcastlng in Los Angeles

fa115'u1th1n the second phases of this nrodel as it makes up
» x » I 4

a large number of hqurs on . the daily schedules of KMEX,
KBSC, an® EKSCI. The other ethnic television falls in the
first phase as these programnmers rel}aoﬁ sunday and fringe

hours. for ' broadcasting. _ These other ethnic ‘felevision'
° - ’ . “‘ . . R
programs, especially the programs that are on for less than

ld

a

‘a’few.hours a week, a}sb“$een to involve more of the local

events and the coammumity. The involvement of the community

in ethnic television was examined through a survey described

- ‘

i the next sectlon. ] .

’
-

B v Amgnsz_ n;gf_:gasg 'and perceptj ons
LR
S " and ethnic television

A

S ¥

.

2 ;—;
v

The authox dlrected and participated in the interviews of
370 peoplé’ pu thelr v1ew1ng habits and opinions on ethnlc

.teleV151on-§nd those of their fam111es hurlng a Sprlng 1981

14




%edia Studies course at Small College ‘at California State

L4
University, Dominguez Hills  (CSUDH). Informatioh

-
‘e

ethnicity, age, .sex, occupation, station and programming

preferences, and perceived need for ethnic television were

~ - :
- collegted through  this survey of "a total of 1047

individuals.

« }’
. * .

The respondents identified themselves using over thirty
national, racial, or ethnic grfoups that were re-categorized

into five glébal groups. It is hoped that through ‘further

‘researéh substaniiaf’ﬁumbers' for eaéh.of the 30 groups_may

<
.

be maintaiped to allow for more reliable analyses.

Cognizant of the potential of blurrfng subtle within group

. differences thsough this ré—categoriza%&gn, “the sample may

.

be desribed as 46.1% Biack, T.5% MeQEcan—American, ‘13.7%
Asiad {Chinese, Japanese, Korean, Thal, Filipino, ~and
Samoanhqg 8.7% Buropean (Prench, Italian, Irlsh, Engllsh,

German, ScandlnaV1an, Hungarlan, Croatlan, Sv1ss, Xugoslav,

<

Austrian, Jewlsh and Russian), * and ZUZUﬁx White. This

g¢ﬁnic mixture approximates the population around the CSUDE

~

cawmpuk, located in south-central Los Angeles county /and

represented 104 different 21p-coded neighborhoods.

AN

Approxlmately 14.7% of thé sample were born outside of the

——USA with the majority of these immigrants being from Asia

(59% of thé'Asiam.repreéentation in the sample) and 25% of

both the European and Hexican—hmerican?groups in the sample.

’ N
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About 31% of the éample responded that they have watched
¥ . N °
ethnfc television Programming. Among thg ethnic groups, 13% g
. ,

“

of the European audience, Q@% of the Black audience, 32% of

-
‘.

the .Rhite, 33% of the Mexican-American audience, and 40% off—

the Asian audience had watched this ferm, of television

Ay

N before. There were ng' sigqific;nt differences between

'ﬁ\? .eihnic television Viewers vﬁénl categorized - by work type
(rgnging fronm 2&%"6f'tﬁe Skilled workers viewing ethnic

television to 34% of the student audience viewing), sex (32%

-« ’

- éf‘both the females and the males\ wvere viewers), or age -
1

(both viewers and ﬁon:vievers had a mean age 50?_30 years). -

.. There were differences when the sanmple was. grouped by

whether they. were foreign-born (44% were ethnic television

-

viewers) and JSA-born (28% were viewers).

1

4 al

~

‘Ethnic television programs were not considered preferred

progranming by ethnic group members in this _survey. Oquu

., 2.6% of the Eqropean group, 1.7% ofsthe hsian group, and
0.5% of.£he Black group preferred ethnic prograns. Tgere
¥as no ﬁ;eference gor this' form of progfamning amdﬁg the
Mexican-American and White groups in this survey. These
small or no percentaqe of preference proves interesting in /
light of tﬂese audigncés' responses to their viewing of
miﬁdrity,ethnic television described next.

) - e

. LS
The respondents were asked to identify ethnic television

. / - ’
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programs that they watch. Some of the respondents in the
N . ‘ .

Black audience identified such programm;hg as "Soul Beat",

"The Jeffersons", "what's Happenning?",« ®"Sanford and Sons",

or "Roots".” .: The Mexican—-American and Asian ‘audlences
1dent1f1ed programming Qn UHF stations in Los Angeles, KMEX~-
TV-channel 34, RSCI-TV-channe€l 18, “KWHY-TV-channel 22, or
‘KéSC-TV-chénnel 52. The European and White seﬂf identified
reSpondents were generally unable to give specific exampﬁia,

except,for "Holocaust" or some religious [rogramming.

The respondents were asked if they felt there was enough

ethnic television .programming. .Sixty-five percent of the
&y )

sample (more than tvice the percentage that noted that they
vatched ethnlc telev151on) responded h?at there wasn't

enough of such programming, This percentage 51g1n1f1cant1y
— A}
varied among ;he ethnic audiences ranging from 22% of the

White audiemce responding that there was not enough ethnic
. C A
television to 63%*qf the ﬂexlcan—Amerlcan audlence, .79% of

the European audlence, 81% of the Black audience, and 84% of
‘= . !
the Asian audience. , ‘ . —
' . -~

Concuring with a study of Spanish-language television in
) 4 -
Los Angeles by Lopez et. al. ' (1973), the foreign-born were
more likely to watch ethnic television than those born in

the USA. 1In contrast with this study, though, there were:no

significant diffe;ences between audiences grouped by work

§ ’ . .
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type and the non-viewers ahd viewers did ot significantly -

differ in age (both with a mean of .30 years).

Implications of these studjes

It seems from an - overview of each of stations in Los
‘\Angeles broadcsting ethnic televsion and brief descriptions
of the céﬁtent of —these~ programs that .smaller scale
television orerations are nmore likely to involve the

community. The programs on for a hour or two a weekegg~ the

s

Armenian, Italian, Jewish, and Persian programs -- were more

likely to involve 1local institutions , newspapers, and
<* * R '

events than the 1longer 'packaged progranming from Japan,

Koféa,-Taiwan, Hong Kong, and Mexico., Villaneuva's prodel of

'ithnic television development in a coammunity (from small
\

-

cale fringe programming to station opefation to 1local and
national out-reach. progr#as) siggests that these 1less

.developed progranms are more likely t4 reflect 1local events

than the larger stations' operations. .
. a -

From the audience survey, it seems that althéugh'&bout a
U third ‘of the sample had watched programming designed

specifically for their ethnic group, less than 3% preferred
. , -‘ N
such p;égramminq over the general television fare. This may

2

result from the 1limited amoliit of ethnic . television

broadcast on the sometiues‘inaceésible UHF stations. There

.seems to be some demand_for more ethnic: progranming with 65%

18 ’




. ’ - N T . ~.
of the Samplejresponding that there currentf?\\asn't enough

+ of ' sych programming Being broadcast to the Los Angeles

»
audiences. , o { -

- * g
It is not hard to predict’ from this demand that .with the

3

growing acceptance of cable tef}\§sion systens hfx’the

general audience, the expansion of such televi'sion netwoxks

as the Spanish International Network, the Bl4ack
- . )

Entertainmént Network, and the Jewish Television Network,

and the increasing presence of ethnically " identifying

-

individuals in lelevision production and Tesearch, the
nature of ethnicity on television‘ will coptinue to change
for the rest of the. decade. ‘ How‘,these cEanges affect
ethnicity, tglévision, and society,mag prove ‘to be one of
the §alient issues sf future research: aﬁ\least, fo} those
interested in how individuals .create fheir oyn‘_soéiai

-

reality in a mediated age.

\C
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