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M edia Representations of Racial and Ethnic Population Change

in Atlanta, Georgia: 1990-2000

The U.S. population has experienced substanti@lrand ethnic change in recent years,
becoming far more diverse in 2000 than in previdersades. Groups such as Latinos and Asians
experienced strong population growth and became geographically dispersed within the
country during the 1990s. Most Americans were likellearn about these demographic shifts
from mainstream media coverage of Census 2000tsediiis study considers how journalists in
Atlanta, Georgia, a non-traditional destinationlfatinos and Asiansonveyed a simultaneous
and large influx of Latinos, Asians, African Amaits and Whites to the area. Analysesenfenty
Atlanta Journal Constitutioarticles published between 2000 and 2G8&al that reporters were
unlikely to provide balanced coverage about loaaial/ethnic change. Instead, journalists provided
far more statistical information about Latinos a&sians than either Whites or African Americans.
Overall, the study reveals hpeven when reporting “hard” statistics, news dafarticipate in
discourses that help sustain atishuise the racialized hierarchy in the Unitedeta
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INTRODUCTION

Since 1980, the United States has experiencedgspropulation growth of non-White
groups, particularly Latinos and Asiaftéobbs and Stoops 2002¢onsequentlyby 2000, the
country had become far more racially and ethniadiNgrse than in previous decadasother
important demographic trersl the geographic diffusion of where such grougsde For
instance, although native and foreign-born Latiomstinue to be concentrated in cities like Los
Angeles, Miami, Chicago, and New York City; othbessze moved to “new” places, including
rural locations and metropolitan areas that tradélly have not had a substantial Latino
presence (Kandel and Cromartie 2004; Suro and aa2004). Like Latinos, U.S. and foreign-
born Asians have traditionally been geographicadigcentrated, but are rapidly becoming more
widely dispersed across the country (Min 2006; afie Goyette 2004). Indeed, by 2005, 27.5
percent of recently arriving Asian immigrants weedecting “new destination” states compared

to 24.2 percent selecting California (Massey anpaBzro 2008).

Despite a burgeoning scholarly literature aboutréoent growth and changing
settlement patterns of Latinos and Asians, mosti#gaes were likely to learn about these shifts
from mainstream media coverage. The current prapeetstigates how newspaper reporters in
one non-traditional destination, Atlanta, represdrocal racial and ethnic demographic changes
documented in the 2000 census of the U.S. populafibe study examines seventy articles
published in thétlanta Journal Constitution (AJCd)he most widely-circulated newspaper in the
Southeast, over a four-year period. Of particiiterest are journalistic practices regarding the
usage and context of census figures about raciaétmic groups; that is, how journalists use
and frame demographic statistics about the fogekstrgroups in Atlanta: African Americans,

Asians, Latinos, and Whitd's.



Statistics generally are framed as an impartialsmentific form of categorizing and
measuring individuals into units (Porter 1986)/dileg “hard” numbers that are widely
considered to represent an objective reality thate from bias. However, journalists, policy
makers, and others have many choices ahowtandwhento use statistics about any issue or
group. This study focuses on whether reportersigealvparallel and balanced statistical
information about all four racial and ethnic gropsconcentrated on the dynamics of some
groups and not others. Identifying how reportess statistics about racial/ethnic groups provides

important insights about contemporary represemniatal race and ethnicity in the United States.

A large body of research connects media coveradgablic opinion and/or behavior
(e.g., Freedman and Goldstein 1999; Preiss e0@l/;dyengar and Kinder 1987). Media
representations of statistics vis-a-vis racial atiohic groups may influence the public’s
perception of demographic changes occurring irctutry, which can have profound
implications for interpersonal and structural raeaiad ethnic relations. Indeed, how members of
the media present the increasing racial and ettinersity of the United States could have
significant attitudinal and behavior implicatio®r instance, news coverage that provides
uncontextualized references to the rapid increésem White populations could help create a
widespread perception of racial and ethnic thieairn, perceived threats could encourage
some policy makers, communities, and organizationmirsue policies that impede the targeted
groups’ social, economic, and political mobilitguch actions can have a chilling impact on
native and foreign born members of groups suchsi@n& and Latinos, who tend to be
homogenized in the U.S. (Oboler 1997; Kim 2007; Pagpanic Center 2007). Moreover, such
representations ignore the important historicaktibutions of Latinos and Asians to the U.S.

economy and society (e.g., Garcia 1996; Kwong 2002)



This project makes two contributions to existingaarship about race, ethnicity, and the
mainstream media. First, the study links a recemagraphic trend—increasing racial/ethnic
diversity in a Southern city—with media portrayafghis pattern. Scholars have devoted
significant attention to analyzing media coverafjpapulation dynamics such as unauthorized
Mexican migration and related legislation in Califia (e.g., Santa Ana 2002; Ono and Sloop
2002). The movement of Latinos to “new areas”; hasvehas received far less consideration.
Past research on media representations of Asiaresiti@ntified common stereotypes associated
with Asian men and women (Mansfield-Richardson 20@88mamoto 1994; Shah 2003). To
date, no published study has examined newspaperage of the simultaneous geographic
dispersion of Latinos and Asians across the cowartdythe ensuing diversification in cities like
Atlanta. The investigation of media representatioingiultiple Non-White racial/ethnic groups
undertaken here also is unusual; few studies camparia coverage of minority groups to each

other (e.g., Shah and Thornton 1994; Shah and Ttm2004).

Second, the present focus on media representati@tatistics about racial and ethnic
change in the U.S. connects the media and demogtiaptatures. As described in the next
section of the paper, scholars have identifiedgereerally negative media representations of
non-White groups in the U.S. and elsewhere; howekiey have not explored how mainstream
news outlets frame statistical information abogerand ethnicity/. Others have examined the
use and misuse of statistics in newspaper repottingnone has focused on media coverage of
statistics about racial/ethnic minorities. Convrsdemographers and other quantitative social
scientists use “official” state-collected statistabout racial and ethnic groups, but rarely
consider how such demographic information is sc@instructed, much less how they are

communicated to the larger public or how their oght shape public opinion and policies.



From 1990 to 2000, the Atlanta metropolitan aredtha largest population increase of
any Southern city; in 2000, Atlanta was the mogtysated city in the region (Census Bureau).
African Americans have a long and rich history itieAta and the South (Dorsey 2004). In
recent years, a considerable number of African Acaas moved to Atlanta from other parts of
the country. In fact, the city gained the largashber of African Americans of any U.S.
metropolitan area during the 1990s (Frey 2003).ddwer, Atlanta is now considered an
“emerging gateway” for immigrants, with rapid grawgiforeign-born populations from Mexico,
India, China, and elsewhere from 1980 to 2000 (&i2904). As a result of these trends, Latino,
Asianand African American populations increased by 300 petor more in some Atlanta-area
counties between 1990 and 2000. Over the same elegtdnta also gained the second largest
number of Whites in the country (Frey 2003); a patincrease of 17 percehThe substantial
growth of all four racial/ethnic groups within arfg short period of time points to Atlanta as an

important site to study media representations afermporary racial and ethnic change.

BACKGROUND AND LITERATURE REVIEW

Analyses of the news media have considered sudtstap discourses of power and
inequality (Van Dijk 1988; Fairclough 1995; Gumpé&@83) and framing practices (Entman
2004; Entman and Rojecki 2000). This literatureeceds how members of the media participate
in the construction of knowledge in society, sustdaveloping particular interpretations through
the selection, emphasis, and juxtaposition of net@Entman 2004). Through these practices,
media members participate in producing discoufisaisare not simply reflecting an objective

reality. Rather, such discourses help create “whatvledge is considered useful, relevant and



‘true’. . . and what sorts of persons or ‘subjeetsibody which characteristics” (Hall 1997/2003:

6).

Theoretical work about race and ethnicity is retéva the current study. Scholars of
racial formation and critical race theory emphasieecentrality of race abe organizing
principle in society (e.g., Banton 1998; Omi anchafit 1994; Fanon 1968). Racial formation
theory contends that definitions of racial/ethrategories and the selection of particular
individuals to identifywith those categories are established, changedjestdoyed via societal
level “racial projects,” which explicitly link soal structures and cultural representations (Omi
and Winant 1994). These historically-situated ptgewhich include media discourses,
simultaneously interpret, represent, and explatralalynamics and how resources are (and

should be) distributed by race (Omi and Winant 1 %8).

Extensive empirical scholarship shows that mediaegentations of non-White groups
tend to be negative. For instance, Latinos, pderbuMexican migrants, are consistently
depicted with dehumanizing language that charaserihis group as foreign others, threats,
economic units, as having educational deficien@ad,as lower-class peons (Chavez 2001; Ono
and Sloop 2002; Santa Ana 2002; Gutiérrez 2008eE12003; Padin 2005; Rodriguez 1999).
Media dissemination of these negative images hipeti¢o create a generalized “Latino Threat

Narrative” in contemporary American society (Cha2698: 3).

Coverage of other racial/ethnic minority groupodknds to be negative (Entman and
Rojecki 2000; Dixon and Linz 2000; Hamamoto 1994iswh, Gutiérrez, and Chao 2003). For
example, native-born Asians have been portrayedaally inassimilable foreigners for decades

(Lowe 1996; Ngai 2005; Shah 1999; Tuan 1988Yon-White groups are not portrayed



identically. For instance, analyses of media atisiag suggest that Latinos and Asians are
presented as more “exotic” compared to African Aoars, who are recognized as an integral
part of “U.S. national identity and black/white i@dmagery” (Davila 2001: 225). Moreover,
U.S. reporters emphasize the individual or cultdediciencies and “lifestyles” of racial and
ethnic minorities as both the cause and the selutaacial/ethnic conflict (Shah and Thornton
2004). They also ignore the effects of societaklenequalities and minimize the involvement of
Whites in such conflicts (Shah and Thornton 200%sum, this research complements the racial
formation perspective, particularly through docutirenhow the mainstream media highlights
the perceived shortcomings of non-Whites, reinfettbe invisibility of White privilege, and

supports the status quo.

To date, two studies have examined media coverfilgeSo Latino population growtt’
In one, Rodriguez (2007) examined mainstream nepespaoverage of a Census Bureau report
showing that Latinos had become the largest U.8omty in 2001; she found that the
predominant frame of is one of competition betwkatinos and African Americans to be the
largest minority group. In the second study, McGah(2008) reveals that journalists depict
Latinos and recent Latino population growth usimg dramatic language of combustion, natural
disasters, and the foreign “other”. Moreover, régerframe Latino population growth as

jeopardizing the resources and structural positadrmoth Whites and Blacks (McConnell 2008).

Research focusing on journalistic usage of staisgveals that some reporters have
difficulty with mathematics and quantitative da¢ag(., Paulos 1996; Maier 2002; Berger 2000,
2001). Common errors include the misinterpretatibnumbers and incorrect usage of
mathematical terminology (Maier 2002). Inaccuragarting of statistics also can take the form

of providing numbers without sufficient contextappropriate benchmarks and confusing



correlation and causation (Paulos 1996). Textdevritor journalists emphasize that statistics
should be used with care (Meyer 2002), as usingdig) like percentage increase when the
population base is small can lead to “hype” thatatis the reality of a phenomenon (Cohn and

Cope 2001: 97).

Analyses of media coverage of “hard” science readditional problems. For example,
reporters’ focus on compelling narratives and ditarstorylines can lead to misrepresentations
of scientific issues such as chroh&alth hazards (Bomlitz and Brezis 2008) and thlesri
associated with fatal motor vehicle accidents (@oramd Wesolowski 2004). At times,
journalists omit important data about the methodialal features of scientific investigations and
make errors of inference (e.g., Molitor 1993). Wsimumbers inappropriately can lead to
erroneous reporting. For instance, journalistsudismg trends that appear to be worsening over
time are more likely to present frequency data tiaé® data (Berger 2001). However, using
frequency data can exaggerate and dramatize sitgathat may or may not be deteriorating over
time, as they do not account for simultaneous cbsutgthe population on which the frequency
is based (Berger 2001). Even when reporters prayigeopriate quantitative information, the
presentation of statistics can be less appealingaders than a few dramatic but

unrepresentative exemplars (Gibson and Zillmanm1B@ulos 1996).

Taken together, previous empirical and theoreschblarship is useful for developing
specific expectations about how #hé&C covered racial and ethnic change in Atlanta. (test
with analyses of media coverage of statistics dratd” science generally, | expect that reporters
used quantitative information from the Census Buiiaaa selective and incomplete manner, in
order to emphasize the demographic trends thatdbesidered to be particularly dramatic and

compelling. The racial formation perspective anst genpirical research offer insight about



whichracial and ethnic trends reporters were likelgaasider especially newsworthy: the
growth of non-White groups. | expect that the iase of Whites in Atlanta was minimized,
consistent with the minimization of White hegemamyther contexts (Shah and Thornton 2004;
Shah and Nah 2004).

In addition, | expect that reporters provided dife&t amounts of coverage about the
growth of Latinos, Asians, and African Americanktiee to each other. Previous research
suggests that Latino population growth, and perltiagisof Asians, may be represented
differently than the growth of the African Americpopulation. As noted earlier, Latinos and
Asians are commonly portrayed as being on the ésraf American society; their historical
contributions to the U.S. are not as well-knowA&scan Americans. There are also significant
differences with respect to each group’s experiemcbedemographic presence in Atlanta.
African Americans have a rich history in Atlantadahe South and have represented the largest
non-White group in the area for many years. In 2@y a small proportion of Blacks in
Atlanta, 5.1 percent, were foreign born (CensusBu). In contrast, the majority of Latinos and
Asians in Atlanta were immigrants, 77.6 and 87 .2 @et, respectively and to be recent arrivals
in the United States (Census Buretor these reasons, journalists were likely to reé¢ae
growth of Latinos and Asians as more notable thait@&n Americans, and focus more on the
changes in the former groups than the latter. Binaatin American immigrants comprised 51.7
percent of all immigrants in 2000 (Census Bureasdimates suggest that they comprise the
majority of immigrants lacking legal status in teited States (Passel 2006). In the current
economic and political context, reporters may hasen especially attuned to changes in the

local Latino population over other non-White groups



METHODOLOGY

The Atlanta Journal Constitutiors the largest daily newspaper in the SoutheastyP
2004) and its Sunday newspaper has the highestatian in the region (Editor & Publisher
2000). The U.S. Census Bureau began releasing €@080 data about the racial and Hispanic
origin characteristics of the population in 200180 and Cassidy 2001)The current study
includesAJC articles published between January 1, 2000 an@mber 31, 2003 to capture the

media attention devoted to Census 2000 and resftst racial/ethnic population change.

Twenty counties comprise the Atlanta MetropolitaatiStical Area, all with different
growth rates of Latinos, Asians, Blacks, and Whitesveen 1990 and 2000. The study focuses
on media coverage of one Atlanta-area county, Geitnfor two reasons. First, Gwinnett
County had the largest Latino, Asian, and total igrant populations in 2000 of any Georgia
county (Census Burealf)Second, it had the most equivalent percent grofitiatinos, Asians,
and African Americans of all Atlanta-area countiesing the 1990s: a 657% increase of
Latinos, 319% growth of Asians, and 330% growtfifcan Americans (Census Buredt).
Therefore, media coverage of Gwinnett County’s siameous increase of multiple non-White

groups should be more balanced than other countiese the growth rates were less equivalent.

The LexisNexis Academic database was employedcetddJC articles that referred to
relevant census results for Gwinnett County. ThiBesa available census data about racial and
ethnic groups, and hence the most widely-reportetie media, referred to broad categories
such as “Black or African American,” “Asian,” an#lispanic” (e.g., Grieco and Cassidy 2001).
| used these terms in the keyword search to fitidles. Seventy articles included the keywords

“Census” and “Hispanic” (or “Latino”) and “Asian’ha “African American” (or “Black”) and



“Gwinnett” within the main text of the article ameere analyzed in the study.| examined each
article for the presence of statistical informatard forwhichgroups were statistics supplied. |
categorized articles as including statistics ifytpeovided specific figures such as a group’s
absolute size in a particular year or percent gndvetween 1990 and 2000. When appropriate,
illustrative examples are provided to suggest heporters contextualized the statistics within

articles.

MEDIA REPRESENTATIONS OF DEMOGRAPHIC STATISTICS

Table 1 presents two types of information. FiragreAJC article was examined for
whether reporters used at least one statistic alpmbr more of the four race/ethnic groups. The
figures shown in the first column of the table based on all seventy articles in the study; the
second column is limited to the fifty-five articl#sat included specific statistics about one or
more groups' Second, each article was examined to determin¢ghehstatistics were supplied
for only one racial/ethnic group, several groupsalbfour groups. Each row indicates whether
an article provided statistics about a race/ethroeip, either in isolation or along with other
groups. For instance, the “African Americans, Asidratinos, and Whites” row indicates the
percent of articles that included specific demobgramformation about all four groups within
the same article. Similarly, the “Latinos only” raefers to articles that mentioned other

racial/ethnic groups but only included specifidistac information about Latinos.
Table 1 About Here

Table 1 shows that journalists described racialethdic change in Gwinnett County in
three primary ways: providing statistics about Asiand Latinos only, all four race/ethnic

groups, or only Latinos. The most common pattsrthat articles were most likely to provide



specific statistics of only one or two groups. ledgthe “Asians and Latinos” row of Table 1
indicates that in 24.3 percent of articles, repsrfgovided demographic information about

Latinos and Asians with no parallel information ab@hites and Blacks.

In the second most common pattern, representing@ircent of all articles, journalists
supplied one or more statistics about African Aiceans, Asians, Latinos, and Whites. A careful
examination of these articles suggests that althatagistics about all four groups were
provided, there were often distinct differencesdaw muchinformation was supplied about each
group. For example, a team of journalists contgdub a lengthy article that provided the most
detailed reporting on Census 2000 results aboudlf@ihnic change in Atlanta and thirteen
metropolitan-area counties, including Gwinnett (feoning population affects counties
differently" 2001). Five of the fourteen geograpareas, including Gwinnett County, were

described using the same number and types oftatat&bout each group.

However, disparate information was provided abachegroup for nine of the fourteen
areas. A good example is Cobb County, Georgia, tianta-area county whose population
increased by more than a third between 1990 an@.Zd@ican Americans, Latinos, Whites, and
Asians accounted for approximately 44 percent,&4ent, 20 percent, and 7 percent of the
county’s growth over the decade, respectively (Gsrureau). Journalists described these

changes in detail:

Whites, who comprised 94.6 percent of the populaitiol 980, now claim 72.4 percent.
The Black population saw an increase of 159 perderihg the last decade, rising to
114,223 in 2000, about 19 percent of Cobb’s pomrat®nother boom was recorded in
the Asian population, which rose 139 percent inli®@0’s. The most eye-popping trend
toward diversity is reflected in the Hispanic paidn. A 400 percent increase was
recorded since the 1990 census. During that ctmtnumber of Hispanics was recorded
as 9,403. That rose to 46,964 last year ("Burgeppopulation affects counties
differently” 2001).



In this passage, the reporter focused on the “sstor¥y of a declining proportion of Whites in
the past two decades and a rapidly increasing nbite\ldopulation. The growth of African
Americans and Latinos was accentuated throughgeetimultiple statistics compared to
Whites and Asian¥’ Dramatic language accompanied the statistics:steunh as “boom” and
“eye-popping” described the growth of Asians antinas, more neutral language referred to
African Americans (“saw an increase”), amaldescriptive imagery was used for the
proportional decline of Whites. Such articles siggdgieat even when statistics about all four

groups were provided, the coverage of racial/etbhange within the article were not balanced.

In addition, although multiple groups were mentidmneeach article, when statistics were
presented about only one group, it was most frettppabout Latinos. Indeed, one-fifth of all
articles provide statistics about the size or ghoeftthe Latino population, even though
references to other groups appear in the text emaganied by statistics. For example, one
article noted that an “incredible number of Latireosgl Asians” have settled in Gwinnett County,

but only specific figures about Latinos warranteehtion:

Gwinnett’s population, with a whopping 657 perceatease in Hispanics in the past
decade, now claims the greatest number of Latimélsa Atlanta region. More are
coming, too, furthering Gwinnett’s explosive grow@hapman 2001).

Clearly, the more than six-fold increase of Latimo&winnett Countys newsworthy,
especially compared to the smaller growth ratestloér race/ethnic groups. Yet, in much of the
news coverage, reporters did not provide paraifeirmation that would put this growth in
perspective. As noted earlier, this provided awimnglete portrait of the changes occurring in

Gwinnett Countyall groups experienced substantial increases sind@ I88rnalists’ selective



use of statistics meant that readers were not giues to contextualize the “whopping”

population growth of Latinos.

Moreover, the emphasis on the growth of a few raoekethnicities and vague but
ominous statements such as “more are coming tocg wieen linked with Gwinnett’s
population boom and the subsequent problems assdaiath this growth. For instance, in an
article about Gwinnett County’s controversial demigto take part in the metro Atlanta bus
service after years of declining to participatéfa@lr groups were mentioned, but only the size

of the Latino population was identified:

One of the fastest-growing counties in the stateas seen a dramatic demographic
change. The county population soared from 352,84&@ents in 1990 to 588,488 in
2000, according to the census. Many of those newcemoved from cities or countries
where public transit was a part of life. Fifty-fiteousand of those newcomers were
Latinos. Asians also moved to Gwinnett in recorchbars, buying houses, filling
apartments and starting businesses. White peodlblank people continued coming, as
well (Quinn 2001).

Here again, by providing figures about Latinos whgnoring similar information about other
groups, reporters did not accurately convey hovinbgbopulation growth fit within broader
patterns of change occurring in Gwinnett Countyfalet, 1990 and 2000 census data
demonstrated that the absolute size growth of batin Gwinnett County (55,667) was actually
smallerthan the absolute increase of Whites (78,616)lackd (58,866) (Census Bureau).

However, this point was never made in reportingualbacial/ethnic change in Gwinnett.

The same lack of context occurred when journalised statistics only about Asians, as
occurred in 7.1 percent of articles. Like LatinAsjans also had a smaller numeric increase over
the decade (32,065) than either Blacks or Whigatistics about all three non-White groups,

African Americans, Asians, and Latinos, were preddar less often, appearing in only 5.7



percent of articles. Table 1 reveals still anostgking result: journalisteeverprovided

demographic statistics of Whites and/or African-Ait&ns alone.

The next table identifies which groups receivedriost media coverage in terms of how
frequently journalists used statistics about eack/ethnicity, whether in an article providing
only quantitative information about that group athwothers. For example, the row for “Asians”
in Table 2 notes articles where demographics wetednfor all four groups, only Asians and
Latinos, or only Asians. The results clearly dentiate the extent to which media coverage
about all four racial/ethnic groups in Gwinnett Gouwas skewed, revealing the concerted
repetition of statistics about Latinos and Asiaosipared with Whites and Blacks. For example,
71.4 percent of all articles recounted statistlosua Latinos and 58.5 percent referred to Asian
demographics (column 1, Table 2). In contrast, igeguantitative information about Whites
and Blacks was provided in only 21.4 percent and pércent of articles, respectively. The
second column shows that, of articles that expfigitovided statistics about any group, statistics
about Whites were provided three and a half tiraes bften than those about Latinos and nearly
three times less often than those about AHiaR8 percent, 90.9 percent, and 74.5 percent,
respectively). Journalists were somewhat moreylikelcite the demographics of African
Americans than Whites, yet statistics about Blatksappeared less than half as often as those

referring to Latinos and Asians.

Table 2 About Here

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The analyses support the above-mentioned expeatsatioout how journalists cover

statistics about racial and ethnic change. Althowegiorters may appear to be relaying statistics



in an objective manner, they were selective in bimey used quantitative information.
Journalists clearly emphasized some aspects @l @il ethnic demographic change over
others. Approximately one-fifth of articles provilene or more statistics about all four racial
and ethnic groups. This suggests that nearly 8@epépf the time, the simultaneous growth of
all four groups wasot considered to be newsworthy or relevant to readéoseover, as
expected, non-White population dynamics, especialysize and growth Latinos and Asians,
were particularly prominent in the media coverdeportersieverreported statistics about just
Whites and/or African Americans in articles, anéythvere far less likely to include specific

statistics about both groups compared with LatmoAsians.

Some might argue that the extensive focus on Lagopulation size and increase is
warranted; after all, the group increased by mbaa 600 percent in Gwinnett County in one
decade. Yet, if the percent growth of a local papah were the primary determinant of media
attention, Asians and African Americans would heaeeived comparable coverage: they
increased by 319 and 330 percent, respectivelgwmnett over the decade. Further, if other
features of the population dynamics motivated cagey such as the absolute size of each
group’s increase, then reporters would have devokae attention to the changes in the White
and African American populations than to eitherihag or Asians. These are not the patterns

uncovered in this study.

Instead, the selective and uncontextualized ushggtistics in theéAtlanta Journal
Constitution's meant that the newspaper’s audience was unlitkelynderstand how all four
populations were growing in the area. Accordingefoorters, the realtory was about the
“whopping” growth of two non-White groups, Latinaad to a lesser extent, Asians. Journalists’

repetition of statistics about both groups meaat thaders were likely to be well-versed about



how those groups were changing compared with WhitelsBlacks. Moreover, reporters not
only provided unbalanced information about shiftshie local population, but as the cited
passages suggest, their use of colorful languagwio@d with specific figures powerfully

conveyed to the audienaghich changes were most important and dramatic.

The AJCs coverage of racial and ethnic change in Atlatigned with the patterns
uncovered by media and race scholars. Indeed,\&lien using ostensibly objective information
like statistics, reporters, regardless of inteattipipate in “racial projects” that help sustaimda
disguise a racialized hierarchy in America andrtbarly-invisible hegemony of Whites.
However, this study also hints that the growthoafll African Americans in Atlanta is treated
differently than Latinos and Asians. The historigatl political context of the area, the centuries-
long presence of African Americans in the Soutlupted with national and local concerns about
non-White immigrants may explain why changes inBkeck population received much less
coverage than similar dynamics among Latinos andmnss In-depth research comparing media
representations of all three groups in a varietggarhains would provide more insights about the
symbolic position of Latinos and Asians in medipresentations vis-a-vis African Americans.
Such work would also contribute to emerging schebigr about the position of Latinos and
Asians within the traditional U.S. divide betweelaéks and Whites (e.g., Bonilla-Silva 2004;

Lee and Bean 2004).

Native-born Whites routinely underestimate the sizthe White population and
dramatically overestimate the size of Latinos atietominority group populations (Ortman and
Kluegel 2005; Nadeau, Niemi, and Levine 1993). ¢erd study finds that when it comes to
estimating the size of racial and ethnic groupth@United States, thgerceivedsizes of racial

and ethnic populations in one’s local area is ahraionger predictor than actual census figures



about each group’s size in the local community (@&/2007). The extensive focus on non-White
growth and change in th&JC particularly regarding Latinos and Asians, anditédi own
personal experiences with non-White newcomers niégitt to inaccurate estimates about the

racial/ethnic composition of both the local ared #re country as a whole.

Moreover, unbalanced news coverage of racial dmietemographic change may
influence public opinion about the threats and lelngles posed by non-Whites, particularly the
recent, rapid increases of “new” groups such ambsatand Asians. Misperceptions about the
size and growth of non-White grougse associated with attitudes. For example, U.S.-born
Whites who believe that Latinos comprise more tB@upercent of the U.S. population and think
that Latinos will continue to increase significanith the near future are more likely to favor
restricting Latin American migration (Ortman ancuggel 2005). Moreover, the combination of
racialized discourses and uneven news coveragémamgdirectly linked with specific policy
responses that inhibit the full incorporation ofr@groups in the United States. Indeed, policy
makers and community leaders in Gwinnett Countyeltalken action affecting local Latinos. In
2006, county officials outlawed mobile street-cortaeo stands (Jonsson 2006) and the
Gwinnett County Public Library’s Board of Trustesgninated funding for Spanish-language
library materials (Jarvie 20084 Additional studies are needed to document sintigsrand
differences in media coverage of racial/ethnic pafion change across U.S. contexts and to
examine the connections between media represemaifaacial and ethnic population

dynamics, attitudes, and policies.
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Table 1: References to Statistics about RacialiEttroups in thétlanta Journal Constitution

Jan. 1, 2000 — December 31, 2003

Percent of all articles in Percent of articles
study* (count in including demographic
parentheses) statistics**
African Americans, Asians, 21.4 (15) 27.3
Latinos, and Whites
African Americans, Asians, 5.7 (4) 7.3
Latinos
Asians and Latinos 24. 3 (17) 30.9
African Americans and Whites 0.0 (0) 0.0
Latinos only 20.0 (14) 25.5
Asians only 7.1 (5) 9.1
African Americans only 0.0 (0) 0.0
Whites only 0.0 (0) 0.0

Note: *N=70. **N=55. Percentages do not addaf00.0 percent across rows or columns.



Table 2: References to Statistics about RaciabEthproups, alone or in combination, in the

Atlanta Journal ConstitutionJan. 1, 2000 — December 31, 2003

Percent of all articles in Percent of articles
study* (count in including demographic
parentheses) statistics**

Articles that refer to group alone
or in addition to other groups:

Asians 58.5 (41) 74.5

Latinos 71.4 (50) 90.9

African Americans 27.1(19) 34.5

Whites 21.4 (15) 27.3

Note: *N=70. **N=55. Percentages do not addaf00.0 percent across rows or columns.
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' The terms Latino and Hispanic are used interchainigeo refer to men and women of Hispanic
origin, regardless of race. Whites, Asians, andcafi-Americans are those who are not
Hispanic.

" Many are not technically “new” destinations, asxian and/or Chinese

migrants worked in agriculture, railroads, or heavgnufacturing in such areas in earlier
decades (Kwong 2002; Garcia 1996).

" Another race group, American Indian or Alaskaniweat, comprised a tiny fraction of
Atlanta’s population in 2000 and were absent frooal news reporting of racial/ethnic
demographic change.

v Davila (2001) notes that Latino demographics aeuto identify U.S. Latinos as a specialized
advertising market.

¥ Exceptions include Ellis and Wright (1998) and i&uez (2008).

' The smaller percent change of Whites is due tgthap’s large population base in 1990.

I Popular press images that stereotypically depi@mssas a successful model minority can
encourage a perceived threat of competition andfesman attitudes (Osajima 2000; Tuan 1998).
Vil \Weill and Castafieda (2004) analyzed the respdrBlck newspaper editors to Latino
population growth. Padin (2005) examined representaof Latinos as social assets or
liabilities in a Portland, Oregon newspaper, nacHcally representations of local Latino
population increases. To date, no published waskihvestigated media coverage about recent
Asian population dynamics.

XIn 2000, approximately 29.2 percent of Latinos118ercent of Asians, 2.3 percent of African
Americans, and 1.5 percent of Whites in Atlantaded in a foreign country or were at sea in

1995 (Census Bureau). U.S. island areas and PlRgroare not considered foreign countries.



*The Census Bureau offers specialized servicg®@tonalists, including briefings about census
data, available at http://www.census.gov/pubinfoywimews/index.html.

X' Nearly allAJCarticles using Census 2000 data to discuss racéakthnic change, more than
600, were published during this period.

X By 2000, Gwinnett County was 72.7 percent non-kisp White, 13.3 percent Black, 10.9
percent Latino, and 7.2 percent Asian.

X Gwinnett County’s Non-Hispanic White populationrieased by 24.9 percent during the
1990s; Whites increased nationwide by 3.2 percent.

XV Multiple keyword searches were conducted to loaatieles that included terms like African
American but not Black and vice versa. Articles dad have to refer to Whites or Caucasians;
the analyses examine how often journalists did@ndt refer to this group. Editorials and
letters to the editor were excluded; newspapef ataf the reading public do not consider them
to be unbiased journalistic reporting (Fowler 19%jicles that referred to Census 2000 results
solely as supplementary material in an appendx\akse excluded.

* The other fifteen articles included the keywords diid not report specific statistical
information about any race/ethnic group.

X The figure for African-Americans includes thosentifying as Hispanic; the number of non-
Hispanic Blacks is actually 112,924.

i Nationwide negative response led to a reinstatéofethe library’'s Spanish-language budget

(Bardales 2006).



