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Our perceptions of Education, minority ethnic groups, and television .

have gone‘througn several changes in the last decade. ¥e have .begun to-.

?

rethink our reliance on formal education -~ the pa¥lic schools,
. ,a < . L]

. academia, and other educational institutions -- as more and more people

chose to'erter into thelr studies at different stages of thelr l}vés and

as alternative, extension un1vers1t1es, educatlonal 1nnovatlons making

o

use ot television,'comphters, and other medza, new societal definitions

financial attitudes towards
A\ ‘f
1nst1tutlors 1nfluence ever-changlng educatlonal processes (Illich,
’ >

1371; Cremin, 1976; Paure et. al., 1972). As a society, we have .

‘of what it is to be educated, and changes i

. - . . ' ()
~ also shifted in our attitudes towards nminority ethnic groups; we have.
gone fron jntegrationist to icolationist, from emphasis on grou$

solldarlty to 1nd1v1dual achlevement froh political action to apathy
{(Schermerhcrn, 1970 Glazer and #cynihan, 1975; Ogbu, 1978). Ethnicity

in thevearly elghtles seens to ke defined as a characterlstlc of another

1
& \

- * spec1al interest jroup that 90vernments are beginning to declare [

-

; they will no longer consider in the face of the common good. The

. TN ' |

technology of teieviSion‘is also rapidlj gigﬁging with the ﬁdvent of

. ' £ : . . .. BN
_ ¥ideo-cassettes and video-discs, cable televisicn networks,

'L "

telecommun ications satellites, low-power mini-stations, and VHF
o . \ - N - *

drop~ins. Some look at these changes and proclaim a "video revolution®

(Youngblood, 1Q77); most recogniZe’that'television has had an

~ . — .

immeasurable effect on.our lives (Comstock et. al., 1978; -

-Stoloff 1¢80) . . . , | |

[
N -

In the wake of these changes in technology, attltudes, and

) gogniatlons entrepreneurs, concerned citizens, leaders of minority .

ethnlc groups, broadcasters, andgeducators have joined ‘together to \&




0 : ) N

" produte anc¢ present. television programming for specifically targeted
1 - t .

. t Ve . . . _ C T

audiences.< Two cases in point -- how minority. ethnic tefevision is

~
N ¢

produced, lroadcast, and regulated in two North Anerican cities, //

Tofonto an¢ Los Angeles —— may illustrate how these sea-chanyges

within different societal contexts have resulted in differring
mangfestations of te;eviiion for specific -groups in their

communities. These cade histcries may also tell ‘us a bit about these

two different cities and how theéy function and have changed in tne
areas of education:)ethniéify, and television broadcasting during \\'

the 1970s. This article will alsc explore and extrapolate on the .°

-

potential effects of minority ethnic television on the nature of
& h .

. <
the communities in which it is bzoadcast. S

-

o’ -

°§;hogitz ethnic television:® A de f ltlon with exa gle§

4

-~ Ninority ethnic television ig progranming specifically designed
/ ' ) ’ !

’ / * Toe B * '
ando:icagcast for a group that shares a comzon lanSuage or culture. In

Tor
. "y > . \ .
langjuage televisjon in recognition of,tWe inportance of "lingualismq\

L4

. . . ; . " A !
in the Canedian_ context., In Los Angeles, programming is uSuall§

1 e .
identified with the name of the yroup «for yhichk it is tafgeted -~ i.ea,

-

|
Spanish (or Hispanic) TV, Jaganese TV, Armenlan Tlme. the lssﬁe lni
~ B

Los Angeles is focused more on ethn1c1ty than language group.' T have

.

chosen the general term “minority ethnic teleV1§1qn" to stréss that

-
“ .

this form cf programming is first "ethnic" and then "minorityda' -
. * M) ) . . - .
Ethnicity tends to cross national boundaries, while minor%€;>status. :

depenps on the particular circumstances of a communlty. for example,

3

Enylish-speakers are often minorities in t?e imnigrant Communities of -

4 .

N -

‘Los Angele= and Toronto, but in the broad context of these &ltleb, they

. . v
Lo R

. -y

.

ttis form of programibing is identifie¥ as multilingual or third .



would not le considered members of a linguistic mimority. = . °
} o S ) ,
Several nations broadcast programming for mipority ethnic grodps'
on a limited basis. 1In several European nations, radio broadcastinghfor

minority ethnlc groups who are migrants is a gurreant practice. HWest

t *

'Germany's ratlonal radio service devotes QBX of 1ts broadcast time to

radro proglamnes for?mlgrants, sweden's offers 17%, France and Belgium's

’

9%, Switzerland's 8%, -and the services of Austria, Britain, Luxembodrg,

and the Netherlands offer between .3% and 4% of their “broadcast t)me

(Anwar, 1978) . -In a survey of 200 ccuntries, UNESCO (1975) reports

L]

that Israel uses 16% of its television time for broadcasts for ethnic

minorities, Lebanon 6%, Dijouti, Uruguay, and Rouimania 5%, 3razil,

.

pakiétan, Lenmark, Italy, anthunisia 2%, and Argentina and Algeria 1%.

'Broun {1980) notes that the British Broadcasting Corporation

Y

(BBC) , tbrcugb its Asian Programmes Unit, has produced and presented

two one-half hour prqgrammes in Hindi, 'Urdu, and English sincé 1965.

-

These programs provide information.and debate on Asian community

affairs an& oh health, education, and law in Britain.";TheffEEhon

’

. Heekend TV %ddltlonally produces a program on .the Black communlty,

v

whlle a Bsci;ipﬁlack soap-opera has been recently cancelled.

Robb (1979)

°

orts that three reglonal centersLof the Radiotelevision

Esyanola (RTVE) in Spain broadcast wholly or pa tlally ih local-

papn el

dlalectg "Radiotelivi-sone Itallana broadcasﬁe 1.5 hours of telev1elon4

-

dally for the German-speaklng m1nor1t1es in Alto Adlge (UNESCO, 1978). ~

’
- .

Durlng a sample veek, June»21 to June 28 1980, 237.5 hours of -
broadcast time in Toronto could be categoriZed as minority ethnic

television. Representing over 30 ethno-cultural groups, these

,ptogransfwere primarily broadcast on 4 UHF (ultra-high ffequencyf’.

.

N



stations in Torontoi-- TV-Ontario, c{anne} 19, an educatiéhal l v
'teletiaion station funded by the Frovincial Government of ? tario; -
CBLFTl;channel 25; -the- Canadian Broadqastiné Corporation's ?'erch-
lanjuage station in Toronto} CEFMT, chahnel Q], a- privately d"edv
'station run by Hultiliﬂguai Televisrqn (Toronto) Ltd.; and

CITY, chanrai 19, a grivate, ;ndepéndsnt station. These 237.5% S

hours of minority ethnic television'represents 13% of the total

amoudt of televisioh time broadcast by 13 statians serxing‘the )

o

‘Greater Toronto area and 23%iof the total broadcast time” of the

&

seven Canadian stations broadcastinyg from -Toronto.

In Los Angeles, mlnorlty ethnic television broadcasts totaled |

T

333.5 hours durlng a sanple ueex, February 22 to 28 1981. This %

programmlnc for ten ethno—cﬁ ural grougs represents 17% of the

\ & ) :
total broaccastlng\gﬁggmgf the 16 telev1s1on stations” §efviny the R
f%s Angelecvgﬁifﬁ?ﬂﬂltan area7 Los Angeles! minority ethnic :'
— S8, ! e
A s
television'is also brpadcast from 4 UHF stations -~ KSCI, channel 1§,

"owned by Global Television-and.the first Age of Enlightenment :

television station following the philgsoghy°of the Maharishi Mahesh,

Yogi and Transcendental Meditaticn; KhHY, chanpel 22, owned by Cpast

b4

\

Broadcastingy Corpotation and the first station to offer subscription ’

television in the Unitéd States; KMEX, channel 34, an owned-anld‘ -

. . . /

operated station in the Spanish’ International Network; and KBSC, - //
~ : . L ' ° &

channel-52°, 6HD€9 ﬁf Oak Broadcasting who also own a subscription

+televisipn systém in Los Angeles. ) o )
Table 1 breaks dowan -minority ethnic prograaming in these two . -

cities By ethnocultural group and -compares- the amount -of

L3 . @ - ] .
\ -




The amount of ‘minority et

Table 1 .
nic television for spe c1§1c qroups

tural
group

(1)

Arabic
Asian
Bulgarian
' CHINLSE
Czecho- ° .
Slovakian 1
Dutch 2
ESKIMO/NATIVE
PEOPLE 1
French " 149
GERMAN 3
Greek 4
Hungarian 1
.Italian 22
JAPANESE 1
2
2
5
0
1
4
1

«5

W oaa &N

JEWISH i
Polish .
Portuguese

RUSS1AN
Scandinavian -

SPANISH
Ukrainian
West Indiap ., .
Yugoslaviar 2
OTHER ETHNIC ~

ARMHENIAN 1

BLACK 2
East {ndiaz 2
English ; 1
FILIPINO | 2

3
2

KOREAN -

. Macedonian
uispecifi€d
‘progrannes 5

.-

. totals ~

June 21- 28,
{2) MIV, 1980

. @;n Toxonto and Los Agg_lg

Tonou¢o

. » €thno- \nunber of "hours
cul- of broadcast
time durinyg
sagple week

. 232.0
(1) Starkeek, Torontg'Star,

{3) Television Times,:
L.A. Iimes, Feb

"<+ ethno-

during a sample week with éstinates
of these grcups' po gg;atlon .

LOS ANGELES

333.5 -

(4) Nakano, 1981 -(5) Roof, 197.6

* number of hours .
estimate of cultural of broadcast estinate of
Jroug's group time during- group's
population sample week population
(in thcusands) .. “(3) ~ {in thousands)

(2) .

13 Samoan 0 — 45 (4)

81 " Sri-lankan 0 “15 (4)

6 Tongan .° 0 3 (4)

58 CHINESE 7 100 (4) -

Taiwanese 0 - 20 (4)
42 Vietnamese 0, 60 (4)
148 Lao 0 ) : 7 (4)
« AMERIGAN ¢
26 INDITAN 0 25 (7).
180 Hawaiian 0 6 (4)
309 " GERMAN R _ k%
-84 Guamanian ,%)/ 13 (4)

60 Kampuchean 6 (4)
453 - N

19 . JAPANESE 16.5 > 190 (4)
130 . JEWISH 4.5 . 478(s6)

115 ’ .
108
\11 RUSSIAN 0 %%

41 , , .

64 HISPANICS 287 ‘ 1795 (5)
1137 .
103 ’

90
9167 OTBER ETHNIC 3724
** % ARHENIAN 1 N xx %
%% BLACK <5 1025 (5)
Kk * ) )

*k % .

X% PILIPINO 2.5 110 (4)

**x % KOREAN 6.0 L . 80(W)

*% % .o ‘
Thai <5 17 (4)

TT7296(5)

(6) World Almanac, 1981
(7) L.A. County CommisSsion on A
Huhan Relations, 1974

B
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) programning during the.sample weeks with an estimate of the

group's pojulation in the broadcast region. These population

@ o

eé%%nates‘are'very tentatiye,~esgecially for Lcs Angeles,‘considering
that they are from various sources.‘ ihey;should_be used for '
comparative purposes onlf. Groups not ineluded in either of -

. the lists 1ay euist in the cities but are not formaiiy represented -

on television and their population estimates were not avaiiable

a; the time of nhis writing. Groups in all capital letters are comnon

to both Gities.| , ‘ : ' - 1

"

-~ The fbllouing sections will ccmpare how the contexts of these

<

two cities have affected this grouth of minority ethnic teleyisiog‘
. . £
and Hill\stggest its purposés<and future in North American 'society.

Qomgaratlve contexts of two Nofth American cit ;gs-

Sgolsk) {1977) 'suggests that the economlc, polltlcal, soc1al,

linguistic, cultural—rellglous, and psychologlcal contexts of T
'situation affect the estaplldﬁment o; a language educatlonal

pollcy,ln nultlllngual soc1et1es. Stoloff (1%30) applles these
contexts gc_analyze language Eclicy in Quebec. Other factors of

gderstandlng a community's development may involve,

«?

importance in_

its geogra;ii histqty. o

. . A
Geograp_x Both Toronto ‘and Los Angeles arewbrimarily located.

on coastal plalns' this sxtuatlcn affecbs the nature of

/

bndadcasting in a region. - Broadcasts.from the top ‘of the Canadian

National tcwer on the lakefront in Toronto can reach: the 4.5 million

b

peop;e who live within a radius of a hundred miles from this antenna

-

v h Y

,(%?V,'IQBO). The Bost pbwerful UHF étation in Los Angeles claims |

to be able to reach 3.4 mllllcn homes through over the air broadcastg/
~ % ]
’ <




and cable =ys ens (K¥HY-press release; 1980) . Géography has also

.pléyed'a rcle by heIping‘both cities to develop into majbr s "

-~
7

transportation, commﬁnicatiqns,'aqd regional centers and to attract |

large immigrant populations. | ! T

% )

r History Both Toronto and los Angeles followed parallef‘

) 18

.aistorical developmenps. jgth were small towngs on the periphery’of

colonial regions into the ¥Wth cénthry. The town of ¥YQrk was founded \

in 1793 on the site of a French fort and became the capital of the.
British Colony of Upper Canada. E1 Pueblo de Nuestra Senora la Reina’

de los Angeles de Porciuncula was forﬁally tounded in 1781.

Toronto, an Indian word meanlng "the meeting place" was incorporated

\

as a city in 1834, while Los Angeles was 1ncorporated in 1850. Both

cities developed gradually into the 20th cehtury vith massive
. . . .

transtormations occurring following the.second world ua}. Toronto
is cdrrently the largest city in Canada and ‘the 15th lapgestwin s . ‘

_North America with a city population of over-a half a millior .

- .

and a metrcpolitan population of 2.8 million thabi;anfs. Los Anyales

County is the third largest.urﬁan area in North America with i
7.1 million inhabitants-and a city population of 2.8 (World \

‘Almanac, 1S81). Both cities, unlike many cities.on the continent, _

. . s 4
ar& continting to grow, attract major industries, the frts, and the

\
young)\gnd to become cities with a central core surrounded by e
satellite towns. * o -,
gggggg;gg ggifgg;;g;ég Geograéhygand higtsrf héye also _' .
affected tte economics and pclltlcs pf mlnotlty ethnic bfoadcastlng '
in Toronto and Los Angeles. Iﬂ; Canadlan'government, due to the g ‘ }

proximity to the US border an& the media that easily transgénds the

e : ‘?‘@/f . T




boundary, &andates ‘throuyh. its official ccmmunications licemsing

agency, the anadlan Radlo-TeleV151on and Telecommunlcatlonb "

- - ]

Commission (LRTC), that Canadlan telev151cn stations hawg no

*

4 -
\

. more ., than 20 per cent’forelgn ounershlp, ‘that the.programmang of tuﬁ'
~ gquasi-governmental Canadian Broadcasting Corporation_(CEb) ne 60
per cent Canadian in general content and in the evening hourss 'and .
cﬁat privaie‘television networkaihave 60\per cent Canadian cén;ent
and not less than 50 per cent during the événing (ﬁzbﬁ, 1975). .
\' fbeinggn;g S;ar lists 13:television‘stations that serve the

. Toronto area. Of these stations, one 1>/the Frewnch language statlon ol -

2

of- the TBC, anothef\lb the English language CBC statlon, two are the
rlagshlp statlonS‘for 2 Canadian private networks -- Global aud

Canadian Jelevision (CTV), two are local Toronto independent stations,
: ! 3 P

’ R
~» one is an independent staticn broadcasting from the neighboring

Ontaridn city of Hamilton, one is a provincial educational $tation,
. 4 e
and five are from Buffalo, New York,(including three netwotk

e 7 ‘ -

affiliates, a local Public Broadcasting System (PBS) station, and

an independenf. Of these thirteen statioms, 7 are VHF and 6 are UHF. !

»

The difference in broadcasting quality between UHF and VHF btatlon$

is not as important a factor in Toronto as it hould be in other cities

. [ y -
= . e

for 1.6 million homes subscribe tf a cable television system (HTV, 198&) .
.Vﬁfvxmf-LBcoadcastin§;invthe~0nited States is-currently being studied -
for potential changes in theé Communications Act of 1934 -that has

‘, f . .
governed radio, television, and other forms of telecommumications {/—/NT
. bl ~ PO 1 f

.

through the Federal Communications Commission,(FCG) for nearly nalf

>

a centufy. " The FCC's major enforcement power lies in its power

‘ . . ]
- to-grant ard renew broadcasting licedses. Licenses are limited for

e . -, \

',0 - 1‘(’ ) ’ . %




.4 N . - . . ‘ s
- . . N .

a term ‘of r[C more than three years. . As ‘'in Canada, no more than' ) '
20 pér~cent of the capital stock of a snati%n‘can be owned by,
a foreign'individdal or cdrporation. Unlike the'CRTc; tﬁough,
the rCC does not formallyiproscrlhe spec1f1c llmlts on, progfammlng. : -

k 'The ECC does expect the station seeking renewal to bave a. hlatory ’

of surveylng communig§ leaders for programmlng toplcs on' local

needs and ;roblems, airing. program materzal wltnln certain préad - N

lpércentages (1;e. 5 per cent neue )5 per cent publng affarlb, and

90  per cent entertalnment{, and ataylng nlihln l;mlts on the amonnﬁ ‘ -
- of commerc1al tine within a nour (Robb, 1979H . The Los Angeles.

T es 115t< 18 stations in the Los Angeles area,_lncludlng three "

network owred and operated statlons, two gBs statlons, and elevex}> -

1ndependent stattions, Seven of these statlons,broadcasn on VHE' and

N‘vA = . * -

hine are ot UHEF. g . . . . .
,' . The Cazailan Radlo—TeleV1510n and Telecomnungcatlons Co:;}géi?n
(CRTC) has played a more act1v1st rcle towards mlnorlty ethnic

-

-broadcastiry than\lts US counterpart, the Federal’ Coumunications ///fﬁ

Comaission. On Harch 28, 1977, the CRTC published a public notice

-

calling for applications for a multilingual television station

" to sefve tle Toronto area. Ome applicant noted that “the celebration
' . % N -

of cultural di%ersity has taken rodt as a prevail;ng aspiratxon of
; ) .
. the Canadiah community and of governmental policy at the federal, -
' . ~
provincial and-municinal level. Aé televisien”has beconme the dominant

neans of cultural expreiglon, multilingual media in Canada has Leen

1ncrea51ng]y recommended for serlous con51deratlon" (Marchant et. al.,

t
-

1978)0 e ‘ ) ‘ ‘ ;

The FCC does not play as actlve role in setting pollcy towards

\ « ~—




.midority ethnicxbroadcastinj. Ira re71eu of legai cases involving .

- L
\aad when ccnflicts have arisen betwéen time brokers and stations

" risky procedyre for, both the.station license-holders and tbe

.occur;\\ ' Iﬁe time brokers, those meabers of special 1nterest

Hm

- ) - - . ‘11~ ‘ “ )
. . ) {TL ~_’_' .}‘ :-’

. »
\~

BN \.)'N"

. ' ‘1\

minority ethnic broadcasting for‘KHHY in Los Angeles, .Russell (1974)

notes that there is no distinc;ion made by the commission between
. N L . ~

3

the supervision of Bzogramning presented in the English.laﬁyuage

as compare¢ with programming in a.foreign languagye. Foreign : .
~ s - ' . »

a ’ : .
language broadcasting has Jbeen an issue in ;he’ﬂqited States . .

.
-~ »

whep conpeting radio stations Havefagpiied.to reheu,;héir“‘ervice

- v
- . .

. . « <
over procecuress’ Time brokerage(rqr\forergn language broadcasts,

o - -~ L
-

wvhere the station sells broadcast time to a corporation that is L. i
.. ’ N - M R . . ” . 1Y )
responsible for packaging a program and finding advertisers, is a

N

RN . ’
P

corporatior. The FCC's polioy is to consider the ihdividual

licensee tc be in a far better position to set the broadcastiny .

procedures and amounts of foreign.language prograns inm their -

communlty and hold the llcensee responsxble for monltorlng the:

'broaacasts and determ;nlng 1f V1clat10ns in tife F.CC code have !

- ‘.

‘ R}
JLOUES that buy tae station's tlme, .are responslble to the = ..
v
licensee fcr,any misuse of time on the station.' The FCC allows the
L ’ . , . :
local stations to control foreign=language~programming within limited

g

N

.
l

standafds {such as the.avoidance of ‘excessive.commercial matter,

s A . . ; '. v . ° . .

lotteries, and personal attacks) that apply to all television g
. . s < .

. |3

broa&castirg.in the United States. :° : I . ‘ o C

~ ~—

In the first nonthf‘of 1981, the Fcc notified broadcasters ~ o
that they llSh.tO encourage increased time hrokerage to m1nor1ty . }
1
1

/ '
ethnic television on both UHF and VHF’statlons. This was 1nterpreted

) ' v " < ' - T - -

. _ |
12 T



]
/

as a change in Jovernmental policy to encourage cultural programmin 3.

produced by minority ethnic groups on all stations in a community

{National Association of Broadcasters, 1981).

.

. # . - '
f-,eSocial, linguistic, and cuwltural contexts W®alfgang (1975) notes

)

that'"multiculturalism in Canadian reéfs, however uneasily, Qn_thé

Qual nature of Canadian institutions, which are, by history and

*

by law, both English and French." Canadians, he suggests, would
therefore te "less likely to accept officialli Al assimilationmist

attitude tc other ethnic groups than a'mono—culépral.naéion like

{
i
¢

the United States or Australia(" From this form of argument often

arises the notions of the "Canadlan mosaic" vs. the "US meltlng
. ‘e . J /
pot" views of assimilation and acculturation. The presence of

minority ethnic tglevision may support’ this notion for the Torontonian

14

mosaic but may trouble the Angeleno melting pot.

Since the second world war, immigration_to Canadian .has

//Z;;trgbuteé about 40% of the net increasé i&tpopulationf The

Canadian Department of Manpower ahd Immigration statistics suygests
; ‘ . > —ir

. that over €0% of the migrants chdse Ontario as their destinat:.ion,'”'t

with the majority settling ih .the Metropolitan Toronto area. .-

°

Ramchara'n' (1975) notes that aktout half the house-hold heads in 5'
Toronto uere born outside of Canada and that of thesheads of house—

holds, a;ptoxlmately 60%vcome %rom countries where Engllsh was not

-

the mother tong%e. A survey for Hultlllngual Telev151on (Toronto)

Ltd. notes that the ethnocultural population gf Toronto is
apprbximately 2 million, comprising 28 gfoupingé,u12'of which have
populatiorns grqater than fifty thousand. Of this populationf

s

.41.8% list a third. language, other than French and Engllsh, as .
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the "language most often spoken at home" (MTV, 1980) } Other

ev1dence oi the Torontonlan mcsalc is that it na.dntains u2 forelgn

language hewspapers (Uorld Alnanac, 1981) . ‘

———— — e — -

-

Los Angeles was 1n1t1ally a regional éapital of Alta~CaIi§6fnia‘

and becamel a US city with an English—lahguage presence on;x 130
years ago. The ﬂexican-Spaﬁish influecﬂe has continually‘$een o ‘ ]

equenced in the architecture of the c1ty,\place and street nanes,

te

and several of the city's tradlta\\s., lee TorpntQ, Los Angeles
was transfcrmed by waves of ymmlgratlon followlng world War 11I,

prlmarlly torm other parts of the US, Hexico and other Latin

/ o O ’

American ncetions, 4nd from A51an and other Pacific nations.

Na;ano (1981) estimdtes that there areﬁﬁt least a half a million .
' A51ans frox twenty-six ethnocultural groups currently living 1n* ;\

I . ~

Los Angele Estimates of the Hispanic populatlon in theé broadcast -~

,Lejion range as hlgh as 3.5 m111110n, making this audience the seventh

- §

largest television market in the United States (hSCI—chanﬂel 18 news

release, 1€80)*= Estimates are that there are more tham 2 half a’

~
.

million Jews in Los Angdeles (Ror;guglmaugc, 1981) and \ .

’ suhitantial populations of Armenians, Italians, German, English,
Irish, Russians and seVeral other ethnocultural groups. Los Angeles ‘\\
-3 . .

maintains cver u5-pgﬁgpapers in English and foreign languages, -of

°

which 25 are published daily (World Almapac, 1981). The.presence

4 of minority ethnic television, distinct ethnic communities through
the city and the county,-and these population statistics suggest '
1
that Los Ardeles may also ppe a mosaic, not a melting pot, for

\

ethno—-cultctral dgroups.

In reviewing Table 1, the reader might note that popqlation

wert
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size of an*ethno-cultural group does not necessarily correlate
* N . g ’
with the asount of broadcasting time given a patticular group.
/ . &
Historical reasons, such.as the ItaIiéﬁ,communiti's*long—standing use

¢
-

,0r the media for intra—groﬁp communications in Toronto, political
M . o L .
reasons, stch as the presence of a French Capadian Broadqis(ing

¢

)
)

Corponatipq'statidn.in‘Toronté, Or economic reasons, such as the recent

3

'doubling of Spanish language televisiom in recognition of the size
= 4 v, - N

- of the pqtential market in Los Angeles,'inﬁluence'ghe amount of

L

programaing for a yroup. . Why ihdividualg chose to be invoived_ﬁith’

s

the production agp broadcaéting of ninority ethnic television may -

also play a role in inflnenc;ng progragming. i
Psycholoyical context and ~purroses In‘conVerSatipn.uith

'

N £
broadcasters and'pgoduceré in both Toronto and Los Angéles, the
- purposes of minority ethnic television tended-ot cluster in four

jeneral areas —-- economic, political, emotional, and philosophical

. \ :
*\i motivatiqgﬁ {Stoloff, 1981). ) 2 ) i
M \ .

~ “fip'many of 'the news releases from the stations, the size of the

Il
~

~

\

" 4 ethnic comaunities and their kuying power ‘are eamphasized. One of .

the Statior Managers in, Los Ange@es,’ﬂr. Robert Bunn of KWHY-channel

-

. ; . . - g Ny
22y believes that his station was tyrned around from an econonic
’ o

decline when he became the firft broadcaster in lios Angeles to work'

rd " i N -~
with proyramming assqciateg.froi/the minority ethni¢ communities:.and
broadcast frime-time Japanese, Chinese, Korean, and Spanish prograkmes
. - N

{Barber, 1¢74). At.about the- same time in Ioronio,sa broadcaster with

?

a long tradition of ethnic radio programming fromn his"qwned and .‘ "

N

6perated FE station moved intc minority ethnic television to eipqu.

the pbtential audience of -his programmeé. Broadca§ting on Sundays

P

-

-
o
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‘2w from 10 ;ﬁ the morning to 2 in Qhe.afternoon by:«first bux}ng time on
an Qgt-of-town station in Barrie, Ontario, and later on‘Global TV -
chaznelos, Mr. Johnny'Lonbardi's television programming could@

.'potentiab;y reach 50%-of Sontbern Ontario and the half a nrilion

ﬁtalians tlat. make up the largeést ethnic market in metropolitan >

!

Toronto. /tE. Lenny Lonbﬁfﬁfrﬁzisecond generétion'bro&dcaster,
. suggests that-uitn the increasing Jtechnical exéertise of minority

ethnic programmers eventually Toronto may be able to export

telev;s;on in forelgn languages tc-nurope.

- hd «
l

KﬂFx-channel.3u,‘the second owned and operated station of,the

-~

Spanlsh Internatlonal“Network, a network currently of 51xty—tuo
- ‘affillates in 13 states om the Us-ﬂexipan border, is viewed by-

d 1ts General uanager, ﬂr. Danlel Darlo Vlllaneuva as "the voice of
. . [ .

the Spanlsh-SPeaklng populace of tne Los Angeles aree, but a wvoice

’ -

'ﬁg?oderatzon“ Fe¥feeks tnat KMEX has a strong relationship with
ot

the compunity and often serves a leadershlp role on political

M ° . -

issues (villaneuva, 1975)2 Tc¢ promote community solidarity and to

play such a leadershiﬁ role, several Chinese langnage prograummers in\

Wt - .

Los Angeles de51gn news broadcasts in both uandarln and. !antonese.

od

Countering the clalms that mlncr&ty ethnic television‘'may promote .
»

- polltlcal chettolsm& ur. Lenny ‘Lombardi notes that in the five years

of such. prcgranmlng in Toronto, many of- the cultural barrlers between

groups have begun to fall and nultlculturallsm has been promoted

N -

lnstead. i - T
., ey -,

Emotlonally, several broadcasters 400k to minority ethnlc

television as "a way of- keeplng in touﬁffwlth the forelgn lands

of ope s origins, their films, sports, performers, people amd

<
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politics"'(uTV; 1980) « ﬁs. sandra Gibson, KMEX's Public Service
. |
°0fr1eer, nctes that the statlon é"?ed as an lnformatlon and -
support center for-mmlgrantc durlng crises such as th .Guatemalan
_eartﬁquake and the Cuban sea- llftﬂ as a fuhd-raising center for

community jfrojects Sﬁfh a§ the yearly collectlon of Christmas gifts

and dlnners for poor famllles in the barrios, and as a center for a
- N ~ : s
weekend census-taking campaign. ' . .

. -
v ) " .

That tele%ision'can be used to Help maintain the cultural identity

of childrer and slow the loss cf cultural "values and customs is the

2

philosopnical motivation of one Korean programmer=in Los Angeles.

Dr, Barry Char les, a member of the board of directors at K3CI in

-

Los Angefew, used, a medical metaphor that rejects the meltlng pot

~

notlon cf cultural as51mllatlon. Dr. Charles suggests that the

nealth of the entire urban ccemunity dependc upon the health of each
of*Its organs; the mlnorlty ethnlc communlties. Through carezful
' a

' selection ¢f programming that avcids excessive violence or sexual

-—-\ - ¥ .

‘behavior, F§CI'sees television as an’imbortant medium for creatiny \\\ -

' &n ideal scciety (Stoloff, 1981) - - o

- Few of the broadcasters and programmers interviewved felt that
{ L]

mlnorlty ethnic telev1slon prlmarlly serves ap educatlonal

function. Hany recogn1ze that is does serve an Lnfornatlonal

function with pugllc affairs and’neus programmlng, In Les Angyeles,

- )

~though, ldss than 15% of the S;anishrlangnage broadcagt\tlmeA}s

devoted to public affairs and news programming and Only 1%\€f,the

time is assigned to children's prbgramming. Dr. Fred Rainsberry,

a professor at The Ontario Institute for Studies in Education, also

seTves as a consultant to MTV-channel 47 in Toronto and as‘a;?rodu%er

\lt'i- f \
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- of chlldrer's programmlhg. Dr. ERainmnsberry notes that CFMT (MTV) does

produce sogé educatlonal prograames for school—age youngsters and
adults but :hey are done on -modest budgets for the station is Just
startlng and fimancial conslderatlons are of primary importance.
He relates that #r. Dan Iannuqi, the President ot Multflingual
Television (Toronto) Piuited and of the station, is so conce;ned
aﬁout the suCcesZ of the staticn that he serves as Executi?é\

Producegafc all programming. Ffr many of these stations, wnose future,

[ ‘ E)
depends so closely on the eccncmics of special audiences, educational

programminc targeted far even smaller subsets of the community may Le

-
——

dlrflcult to fund in these early stages of thelr developnent.

The L é ure of m; gltz ethni ’g telg_;§;_g in Toronto and Los Angeles

Smith .{(1979) states that "broadcastlng has become the essentlal
5

means for assertlng, relnforc1ng, the perimgter. values of SOC1ety,l

R

be they political,, moral, economlc." "If this is true,.theu_mlhorlty

& - Y :

ethnic grd%ﬁszand individuals who are concerned about nulticulturallsm

have best look to thé& futures of mlnoriiy eth™c television in Toronto,
Los Angeles, and dther’ gltﬂes. Currently 1n Loszngeles, man& of the
non sPanhst language prggramn1ng axe beglnnlng to, be squeezed out of:

the limited broadcastlng_schedules by either 1ncreases in time .for

Spanlsh'languaee progxanues cr for subsprigtion television. Just in

the first two ueeks of -March 1981, the one-half hoyr of Thai

o

)
(4

'programmlng and two and a half ‘hours of Jeulsh programmlng lost their

time slogi!ko Spanish language pzogrammes. The' amount of Aslan

danguage Frogrammes are gradually belng reduced as broadcasters :
-

find SUbSCIlptlon television mcre profltable. In Toronto, news

prggramming for minority ethnic groups was reduced at one station
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by five hours a week in July cfv1980 because of finamcial councerns. In
neither c1ty has mlnorlty ethnic televisjion yet established L&rm enough

audiences for 1ndependen£\§at1ng services to calcualte the number of

.

‘its viewers. 3

The future is not that dim, tbough, for minority éthnic television
in Torontg‘or Los Angeles. Hﬁltilingual Television Limited hopes to
expand intc other Canadian m;rke;s using'the ANIK communications
satellite and cable televisior systems and into the United States
through calle companies in Western ﬁeu Ydrk state.~ KSCI in Los Angeles

hopes to sjndicate its Age of Enlighténmeﬂz—heus and some Spanish
\ .

-

'programsing¢ to other markets tbroughout the United States. 3Several

X
Asian proglammers are vying for a UHF station in one of the ethanic

commumities surrounding Los Angeles. Added to these devqifpments o

are recent-FCC rulings to licenfg:lowfpowec te;evision stations and
éﬁcaurage ‘their ownersﬁlp by minority ethnic groups: .These

mini-staticns géuld‘éerve urban communities within a broadcasi’cigcle"

with'a radius of 15 km. The ECC also is encéuraging more time
brokgg;ge -- the buﬁiﬁg;of braodcast time bﬁlspecial 1nterest grougs.
The spread of éable»systéms, the fplanned addition of more VHF and

UHF statiors, and the increase of éatel%ite to home broadcasting

¢ ~

may also affect the éultural divefsity ofﬁtelgvision in the future.
Cultural ‘intejration, according&to Roy Jenkigg; is "not ;44
fiattening process of assimilation but ... of egﬁiI’é??Bfthﬁiﬁ?T_"*” o
écco.paniéd’ﬁy‘cuitural diversity, in an Atmosphére of mutual

tolerance" ‘(Anwar, 1978). Minority ethnic’ television in‘:Toronto . ,

4

Conparative;;gﬂ\fpt@%nationél ducation, such pLogranming offers

and Los Angeles is in its earlz history. For those interested in

1
~
%

2 .19




:opportuni-ties ‘to study how different cultures make use of a

<

communica'tive and educative mediim to’make,senge of daily events
. ‘ - & .

and to hel} their communities learn about changes in their

&

\ O .

environment. For those interested in intercultural relatioms, the
~ \ *

interactions of groups as they ccapete for audiences and broadcast

time may stpply insight into cther societal g»namics. ' For all members
of society, it is hoped that the future progress of ﬁﬂgority ethnic

television represents a beginning of ikcreased tolerance of cultural
. ° 1 ‘ ~
differences and ever-increasing understanding among people not only'
N . '
in Toronto 'or Los Angelegs, but withingother cities, ‘nations, and
. \

‘ A

throughout the world. ' -
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