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Since the early nineteenth century, African-Americans
have turned to black newspapers to monitor the main-
stream media and to develop alternative interpretations
of public events. Ronald Jacobs tells the stories of these
newspapers, showing how they increased black visibility
within white civil society and helped to form separate
black public spheres in New York, Chicago and Los
Angeles. Comparing African-American and “main-
stream” media coverage of some of the most memorable
racial crises of the last forty years such as the Watts riot,
the beating of Rodney King, the Los Angeles uprising
and the O. J. Simpson Trial, Jacobs shows why a strong
African-American press is still needed today. Race,
Media, and the Crisis of Civil Society challenges us to
rethink our common understandings of communication,
solidarity and democracy. Its engaging style and thorough
scholarship will ensure its appeal to students, academics
and the general reader interested in the mass media, race
and politics.
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Introduction

Los Angeles is wonderful. Nowhere in the United States is the Negro so
well and beautifully housed. Out here in this matchless Southern
California there would seem to be no limit to your opportunities.

(W. E. B. DuBois, 1913)

Stop your protest or we will use Los Angeles measures against you.
(Tadzhikistan police, 1992)

This book is about three disturbing events in the history of Los Angeles,
and the ways in which those events were made meaningful in African-
American and mainstream news media. The 1965 uprisings in Watts, the
1991 videotaped police beating of Rodney King, and the post-verdict
events of 1992 have transformed the image of racial Los Angeles from one
of a Utopian Oz, extolled by DuBois in 1913 and named by the Urban
League in 1964 as the best city for blacks to live; to a dystopian Blade
Runner, with Los Angeles the setting for a tale of moral decay, despair, and
the loss of authenticity.? Images of racial violence and police brutality hang
heavily, casting a dark shadow over glitzy images produced in the dream
factories of the City of Angels. Tourists no longer have to wonder what lies
on the other side of the Hollywood sign; it is the haunting specter of racial
fragmentation.

While most research on Los Angeles has focused on economic change,
population shifts, and public space, this book focuses on civil society,
culture, and the spaces of representation. The Watts and Rodney King
crises were certainly indicative of significant structural strains which
heightened racial tensions in Los Angeles and the nation. But they also pro-
vided key moments of public debate and public reflection about such heady
matters as the meaning of the American dream, the promise of the civil
rights movement, and the rights and responsibilities of citizenship. These
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2 Introduction

crises offered social drama of the highest order to the American public.
Would they end with unity or fragmentation? Trust or suspicion? An
opening of social boundaries, or an increase in tribalism and other hyper-
active forms of social closure? People who were otherwise disengaged from
public life turned on their television sets and opened their newspapers, in
the process having often heated arguments about what each crisis meant,
and what should be done to resolve it. By exposing racial representations
in their rawest form, the Watts and Rodney King crises changed public dis-
cussions about matters of common concern in ways which were far from
trivial.

Mass media and civil society

In the social sciences, the study of public communication and democracy
is coming increasingly to be framed through the twin concepts of civil
society and public sphere. Civil society refers to the entire web of associa-
tional and public spaces in which citizens can have conversations with one
another, discover common interests, act in concert, assert new rights, and
try to influence public opinion and public policy.® This rather expansive
definition includes the activities of social movements, voluntary associa-
tions, public relations specialists, media personalities, reading groups, and
any other individuals or groups who gather together to discuss matters of
common concern. It includes the pursuit of common political agendas as
well as common cultural identities and solidarities. It understands that a
vibrant civil society is supposed to prevent the state from dominating and
atomizing the rest of society, allowing groups and communities simultane-
ously to resist subordination and to demand inclusion.* Finally, and most
importantly, it binds the normative ideals of democracy to the arena of the
public sphere.

The concept of the public sphere refers to a particular type of practice
which takes place in civil society: the practice of open discussion about
matters of common public concern. The concept owes much of its aca-
demic popularity to Habermas, and the publication of his now-classic
Structural Transformation of the Public Sphere. Habermas wanted to
explain why the normative model of politics changed, during the seven-
teenth and eighteenth centuries (particularly in the Anglo-American
world), so that the principle of open public discussion came to replace that
of parliamentary secrecy.” He explained this change in politics as being
caused by the development of a bourgeois public sphere, which he defined
as the sphere of private people come together as a public, who claimed the
space of public discourse from state regulation, and demanded that the
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state engage them in debate about matters of political legitimacy and
common concern. Envisioning the public sphere primarily as a political
space that could help challenge, engage, and regulate public authorities,
Habermas emphasized face-to-face communication, rational-critical dis-
course, and a single public arena.

More recent scholars, however, have begun to question the historical,
empirical, and normative validity of a single public sphere grounded in
rational-critical discourse. Instead, contemporary theorists argue that civil
society consists of multiple, frequently nonrational, and often contestatory
public spheres, which are oriented just as often to cultural issues as to polit-
ical ones.® Established and maintained by communication media, these
public spheres support many different (but overlapping) communities of
discourse.” The new model of civil society that is emerging is one of a multi-
plicity of public spheres, communities, and associations nested within one
another, most of which are also oriented (in differing degrees) to a putative
larger “national sphere”.?

In this portrait of overlapping, interconnected, and competing public
spheres, which are likely to remain always fractured and disconnected in
some degree or another, the mass media —and in particular, the news media
— take on an ever increasing significance.” News media provide a common
stock of information and culture, which private citizens rely on in their
everyday conversations with others. Indeed, sixty-eight percent of the
American public watches at least one television news program in a typical
day, for an average duration of fifty-eight minutes.!® Fifty-four percent of
adults read a newspaper every day, and eighty-eight percent read the paper
at least once a week.!! This common stock of information makes intersub-
jectivity possible, even among those who may never come into contact with
one another. By creating an open-ended space where ideas can be expressed
and received by a potentially limitless and universal audience of present
and non-present others, modern communications media — contrary to
theories of “mass society” — have actually expanded the public sphere.?

If mass media have expanded the public sphere, however, they have done
so in rather unexpected ways. On the one hand, they have expanded the
spatial and temporal limits of publiccommunication, creatinga “global civil
society” that has the potential to impact any public discussion about matters
of common concern. International media events today are addressed to a
fictional world audience that is believed to be an important source of inter-
national public opinion.'* On the other hand, mass media have multiplied
the number of publics immeasurably, stretching the beliefs about shared
communication, so important to democracies, to the limit. Mass media
serve simultaneously as forces of inclusion and exclusion, universalism and
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particularism, globalization and localization, integration and fragmenta-
tion, freedom and constraint. To understand their impact, they need to be
located within a communicative geography of civil society.

In Chapter 1, I offer a theory about the role of news media in a civil society
consisting of multiple public spheres. Recognizing that news media do not
offer perfect public forums for open dialogue about matters of common
concern, I argue that there are, nevertheless, many instances where news
media do act as public spheres: during press conferences, interview shows,
call-in shows, live broadcasts of public events, and the like. In addition, news
media shape most other publics in significant ways, by defining the public
agenda — a fact which leaders of social movements, voluntary associations,
and other civil society organizations ignore at their peril. In order to gain a
voice in the larger, more politically-consequential public spheres, these
leaders must develop successful strategies for gaining media access.

In a civil society consisting of multiple publics, the media strategies of
citizens, associations, and communities can be accommodated most
effectively when there are both large and small news organizations. Access
to large news media such as ABC News, the New York Times, and the Los
Angeles Times is crucial for those who want to try to influence public
opinion and public policy. Indeed, the lure of this kind of publicity leads
many people to adapt their media strategies to the preferences and practi-
cal routines of mainstream journalism. But there are risks involved when
people try to participate in large public spheres over which they have little
or no control. There is no guarantee of gaining a larger public voice, and
there is a danger of too much accommodation and too little cultural auton-
omy. Because of these risks, there is still a powerful need for smaller, more
local spaces of discussion and news which offer greater autonomy and
more control. This suggests that alternative media such as the African-
American press have an important role to play in the creation of a more
open and inclusive civil society.

If Chapter 1 provides a theoretical justification for multiple publics and
multiple news media, Chapter 2 offers a more historical one, by describing
the development of the African-American and mainstream press and
public spheres over the last 200 years. Separate public spaces and commu-
nicative institutions formed among Northern free blacks in the 1700s; the
black press was established in 1827. At least forty different black news-
papers were published before the Civil War, and the establishment of a
national black press was generally agreed upon as the second most press-
ing issue among African-American leaders. The historical need for a strong
black press was three-fold: (1) to provide a forum for debate and self-
improvement; (2) to monitor the mainstream press; and (3) to increase



Introduction 5

black visibility in white civil society. African-Americans could not count on
the mainstream press of the time to publicize black voices or to represent
black issues in a non-patronizing manner. By establishing an independent
black press, African-Americans were able to secure a space of self-repre-
sentation: not only to craft common identities and solidarities, but also to
develop arguments which might effectively engage white civil society.

The African-American press was never intended to substitute for partici-
pation in the majority media. Rather, it was designed to encourage continu-
ous discussion about matters of common concern, to develop arguments
for later engagement in the majority public spheres, and to correct the pre-
judices and misrepresentations which resulted from engagement in those
other public spheres. The point was to continue discussion and conversa-
tion, and to keep open the possibility of expanding the conversation to
include new participants and new venues. This, after all, is the ultimate
value of civil society, regardless of how many different publics compose it:
to keep a conversation going, to open up ongoing dialogue to new narra-
tives and new points of difference, and to expand the substantive content
of existing solidarities.

The normative vision of the black public sphere does not map perfectly,
however, onto its history. The African-American press was strongest
between 1900 and 1950, during the period of forced residential segregation
and mainstream press neglect. During this time the black press provided an
important and powerful space for forming arguments about integration
and civil rights which would later find their way into the public spaces of
communication in white civil society. Thurgood Marshall summed up the
power of the black press in 1954, when he remarked that “without the
Negro press, the NAACP would get nowhere.”!* In a certain sense, though,
it was easier for African-Americans to prioritize the black press during the
first half of the twentieth century, given their near-total exclusion from the
mainstream press and public spheres. Before the 1960s, fewer than one
percent of journalists were African-American, and it was rare for race news
to account for more than one percent of total news space in the mainstream
press.”’ Quite simply, the only publicity African-American leaders could
count on was that which came from the black press.

Since 1960, however, most black newspapers have seen their circulation
decrease rapidly, by some fifty to seventy-five percent. This decline has a
number of reasons: a more general decline in newspaper use resulting from
the rise of television news; an inability of black newspapers to publish a
successful daily edition (with the notable exception of the Chicago
Defender), which became more of a problem with the fast pace of life char-
acteristic of the modern media age; and the increased distribution costs
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arising from a more residentially dispersed black middle class. But in addi-
tion to these structural factors, there was another, more subjective one.
Between 1950 and 1970, the attention to African-Americans and African-
American issues increased dramatically in the mainstream press, as a result
of the civil rights movement and the 1960s urban uprisings. With this
increased visibility came an increase in participation and voice for African-
American leaders desiring to speak in the mainstream media. This
increased participation was limited and, as Chapter 2 shows, it has stag-
nated or declined ever since the early 1970s. Regardless, however, a
significant minority of African-American intellectuals during the 1950s
and early 1960s were beginning to believe that racial integration would
remove the need for a separate black newspaper, and began arguing that the
black press should fight for its own disappearance.!¢

There are new forms of black media, of course —such as talk radio, Black
Entertainment Television, and Internet discussion groups —just as there are
more black journalists and more black voices in the mainstream news
media. But even if these new public forums were able to support a vibrant
black public sphere without African-American newspapers, the loss of a
vital black press would still constitute a crisis, just as the disappearance of
multi-newspaper cities has been interpreted as a crisis for the mainstream
press and mainstream civil society. A diversity of news media helps to guar-
antee a diversity of public voices, and increases the likelihood that there will
be vital public debate about matters of common concern. The crisis of the
black press, then, is a crisis for American civil society.

While the current crisis of the black press is largely the result of declin-
ing circulation, the actual power of the black press is not only tied directly
to the number of people who read it. In addition to circulation, the poten-
tial power of the African-American press resides in the fact that people
know it is there, available to be read should the need be perceived. Indeed,
during periods of racial crisis, such as the Watts and Rodney King upris-
ings, sales of black newspapers surged, as African-Americans sought out
the “black perspective,” compared it with the news stories in the New York
Times, Los Angeles Times, or ABC News, and then proceeded to have con-
versations. Put simply, the existence of the black press adds diversity to civil
society, and offers the possibility of new forms of discussion to emerge.
Alternative news media provide public forums for subordinate groups to
develop arguments free of the hegemonic gaze of the dominant group.
They also provide public spaces for repairing the symbolic damage which
inevitably occurs with participation in the larger, mainstream media.
Chapters 3, 4, and 5 support this claim about symbolic repair conclusively,
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as would any empirical analysis comparing African-American and main-
stream media coverage of racial crises.

Comparing racial discourses in the news

Because news media are plural, the study of media discourse is best accom-
plished through comparative research. How does news coverage of racial
crisis differ in Chicago, Los Angeles, or New York? How is race news in the
mainstream press different from the African-American press? How has it
changed over time? Does it matter if the events being reported took place
in the geographic “home” of a newspaper and its readers? These are some
of the empirical questions this book addresses, by comparing news
accounts of the Watts and Rodney King crises in the African-American
and mainstream news media of New York, Chicago, and Los Angeles.

Three goals motivated my selection of news sources: (1) to use the same
news sources for all three racial crises; (2) to compare news coverage in
different cities; and (3) to compare African-American and mainstream news
coverage. Ultimately, these goals led to the selection of six newspapers as
primary source material. The Chicago Tribune, Los Angeles Times, and New
York Times, as the largest daily newspapers in their respective cities, were
obvious choices to represent the mainstream news media. For the African-
American press the choices were slightly more difficult, because circulation
sizes for many African-American papers are not audited. In addition, there
are very few black newspapers which are published daily. Only the Chicago
Defender, in fact, has published a daily edition continuously between 1965
and 1992."7 To try to equalize the comparisons of the African-American
newspapers, I chose the weekly edition of the Chicago Defender (published
Thursdays), as well as the two African-American papers regarded as the
most important in New York and Los Angeles: the New York Amsterdam
News and Los Angeles Sentinel, respectively. Data collection involved exten-
sive microfilm research, as well as the use of electronic databases such as
Lexis-Nexis and Ethnic Newswatch, and included the collection and analy-
sis of every news article from the first twelve weeks of each crisis. All told,
there were a total of 2269 news articles in the six newspapers.

News reports from 4BC News were also collected, but only for the two
Rodney King crises. Because transcripts of its news broadcasts are stored
on the Lexis-Nexis news database, ABC News was the obvious choice
among the television news organizations. Unfortunately, this collection of
transcripts dates back only to 1990. In fact, systematic collection of televi-
sion news broadcasts did not begin until 1968, with the establishment of the



