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THE TREATMENT OF ORVAL FAUBUS BY
FIVE PUBLICATIONS DURING THE
1957 LITTLE ROCK SCHOOL INTEGRATION CRISIS

Bobby Shepherd

Fall Semester, 1970 ouachita Baptist University
Special study



The followling research paper is the result of many hours
of research into the events of September and early Qctober,
1957, the height of the Little Rock School Integration Crisis,
as recorded by the nations press,

This paper 1is concerned, in varticular, with the treat-
ment in newé reporting and editorial comment which Governor
Oorval E. Faubus received during this period ffom five pub-
lications, three newspapers and two news magazines. These
publications are; The NeWw York Times, The Arkansas gazette,
The Arkansas Democrat, Time and Newsweek magazines,

The objective of this paper is to dgtermine to what
extent, if‘any,PFaubus was wrongly or unfalrly represented to

the readers of these publicatlons.



Before 1t is possible to describe and analyse the treat-
ment which Orval Paubus received at the hands of the nations
press during the Tittle Rock School Crisis, it 1s necessary to
set the stage and describe briefly the events which were to
‘lead to this confrontation.

The svent which probably set i1n motion the chain of actions
which was to ultimately lead to the crisis in rittle Rock,
was the decision by the United States Supreme Gourt, in 1954,
that seperats schools for whites and blacks are by nature un
unequal. This was the opinion handed down in the historic

case of, Brown vs, The Board of Rducation of Topeka.l

Three years passed before this historic declsion was to
affect the make up of the student body at Little Rock's Cen-
tral High School., In the fall of 1957 the eyes of the natlon,
gulded by the extensive coverage provided by the natlions news
media, were focused on the South, a&s more and more school dis=
tricts were confronted with the integration question.

In TL.ittle Rock a plan submlitted by the 1ittle Rock School
Board for eventual total integration was accepted by the TU. S,
District gourt. Under the plan, Central High School was %o
receive black students in 1957, with progressive integration of
81l the city's schools by 1963, Although few in Little Rock

actively supported integration only a small minorlty, chlefly

R i’}?,rown vs Board of Educatlon of Topeka, (U. S. 295).



the White ¢itizens Council, actively sought to prevent it.g

On the national scene, the controversial ¢ivil Rights Act
was just passed by the senate, Tt was a watered down version
of the original bill, passed chlefly as the result of a deli-
cate and long sought compromise between Northern liberal Demo-
crats and Southern Democrats, englineered by ILyndon Johnson of
Texas, It passed despite an attempted one-man filibuster by
the then Democratic Senator Strom Thurmond of South carolina.5

In short one of the major issues facing the people of the
Ue S. In the rall of 1957 was the controversy over integration
amd race relations in thils country.

The central character of the crisis was Qrval Eugene Faubus.,
A product of the Qzarks, Faubus was a former school teacher and
chairman of the state Highway Commission during the adminlistra-
tlon of governor sid Mcmath.4 Faubus was considered, prior
to his second election to be essentlially a.moisate to Liveral
Democrat who had & flne record as governor in his first two
years.5 In his second race, however, Faubus faced Jim Johnson
of Crossett, an ultra-conservatiwe and arch segregationist can-

didate, Taubus was forced to adopt similar methods and sporting

2“Little Rock Sets Ene of Pupil pias,¥ New york Times,
July 21, 1957, Sec. 1, p. 36.

Swwhat orval Hath Wrought,"™ Time, September 23, 1957,
P. 12,
4

*old South amrAdwWest meet in Tittle Rock,” New yvork Times,
September 15, 1957, Sec.ll, p. O.

S1p1d.



a like philosophy won a second term, Most observers considered
this turn about to be purely political in motive and not an
indication of his true beliefs.6

The flrst 1ndication of the impending crisis to appear
in the worth Eastern press is found in the July 21, 1957
edition of the New York Times. In a small column on a back page
the newspaper reported that the capitol ¢itizens Council had
appealed to'the Governor to stop integration, to which Faubus
replied, ", . . everyone knows that state laws cantt super-
sede Federal laws,"

In order to facillitate the description of the news and
editorial slant of the five publications; The New York Times,
Time and Newsweek magazines, The Arkansas gazette and The
Arkansas Democrat, during the crisis, I have divided the a-n
approximately six weeks of the height of the confrontation
into four time periods, I will attempt to describe and
explore the news descrintion and editorial attitude of each
of these publications.

The first significant time period to be covered by the
North Eestern news leader, The New York Times was the period
of roughly four days, August 29 through September 2, 1957,

In this period an injunction issued by a state court as a
result of a private suit supported by Faubus which barred

integration was over-ruled by Federal Judge Ronald N. Davies.

6"Hillbilly, slightly Sophisticated," Time, Sentember 16,
1957, p. 24.



Faubus commented on the outcome if integration was attempted.
The New York Times carried the story in its August 30 edition,
A small article on page 21 reported the court appearance of
Faubus on behalf of a private sult to delay integration.
Faubus warned of violence if integration was attempted, The
article pointed out that the I,ittle Rock School Board dis=-
agreed with FPaubus. On September 1, in an article reporting
the defeat of the injunction, 1t quoted Faubus as saying,
"The Federal government is cramming integration down our
throats.” Regarding actions he might take, he sald, "No
one has asked me for any help, but when the time comes T
willl exerclise my own judgement in the matter.” The Times
took no notice of these seeds of crisis in its editorial
section, nor did Time or Newsweek magagines report them,
of the two Iittle Rock newspapers the Arkansas gazette

was most vocal lnccommanting on the court struggle and inte-
gration order, In a front page edltorial of Sunday September
1, the gazette hardly endorsed integration:

"....few of us are entirely happy over the

necessary de¥elopments in the wake of changes

in the law,"
The dditorial did, however, urge co-operation and compll-
ance 1in the matter. The court battle was covered extensively
by the gazette in an objective manner. (Governor Faubus 1is
not mentioned in these early editorials, and by the tone

of these editorials, it seems that the gazette foresaw no

7Editorial, Arkensas gazette (Little Rock), "A Time of
Testing," Septemberl, 1957, Se€C. l, P. le

L e



trouble,

The Arkansas Democraﬁ also covered these early days quite
completely, but refused to take one side or the other in its
edltorial policy, it merely urged cltizens to take no violent
action and endorsed the School Boards integration plan.

The second time perlod of the (Crisis brought a landslide
of editorlal comment to bear upon the governor. The ¢all up
of the Arkansas National guard by Faubus on September 2, 1957
was the actlion which brought more coverage than at any other
point of the crisis.

The N. Y. Times reported the Governor's action in a
front page story on September 3, 1947. It reported Faubus!
claim that the call up was necessary in order to prevent
violence. It‘reported Faubus! television address to the state
in which he reported caravans of people en route to Little
Rock to dempnstrate and & vast increase in the number of knives
and guns being sold in the city, nessitating the prevention of
integration for thegpesent time. On September 4, a short bio-
graphical sketch of Mr. Faubus appeared in the Tlmes, these
sketches of the central figures in the crisls, Jugge Davisg,
School Superintendent virgil Blossom, Nati®nal quard Com-
mander (linger and others were featured throughout the crlsis,
The sketch briefly described Faubus'! history, his record as
highway commissioner and his victory over Francis Cherry in the
gubernatorial election of 1954, That edition also reported

Judge Daviest! order that integration proceed immediately,



despite Faubus' stand, The September 5, edition reported the
turning away of the nine black students at the door of Cen-
tral High School, by National guard troops. Faubus again
insisted that his rotives were to prevent violence. The Times
repeated Faubus' charge that his mansion and office telephones
were tapped by Federal agents. He appealed to President
Elsenhower for an end to Federal interference. On Septem=-
ber 6, the first editorial concerning the events in T,ittle Rock
appeared in the Times, The editorial recognized that gener-
ations of prejudice couldn't be erased a single court dec-
ision. The editorial condemned the manner in which the Negro
students were treated at the High School by the crowd. Sup-
risingly Faubus'! name wasn't even mentioned, nor were his
actions condemned. In a second editorial on September 7, The
Times condemned the reported harassment of reporters in Little
Rock, it devoted a single paragraph to a rejection of Faubus!
actions, on the grounds of constitutional and Federal sup-
remacy., It made no mention of possible motives for the gov-
ernors actions, nor d4id 1t personally attack him.

The Sunday, September 8, edition devoted a full page to
quotes from the editors of various newspapers around the natlon,.
and a series of cartoons condemning the call out of the guard.
An editorial in the same edition was concerned primarily with
segregation and the harassment of Negroes, primarily in the
South. It urged support for the Federal Government. The editor-

ial mentioned Faubus only in passing. On Septembertg the N. Y. = __.



Times reported Faubus! re jection of any settlement, and Tittle
Rock's mayor Woodrow Mann's plea for Presidential interven-
tion. Tt carried & full transcript of Faubus! television inter-
view of the night before. An editorial condemned mob violence
at Little Rock but still refused to criticize Faubus for hids
actions. In an editorial of Sevtember 10, the precedents to
Faubus' actions were pointed out including the decislon of

Moyer vs, Peabody, a case from Colorado, declded by the U. 8.

Supreme Court in the mineteenth century supporting a governorts
right to call up the militia in order to prevent insurrec-
tion.8 on september 11, the Times finally took & firm stand
agalnst Faubus! actions., TIn an editorial it called them,
"proyocative," and a Ydefiance of Federal judiciary."
It accused Faubus of bullding up emotions to the breaking
point and of glving strength and hppe to the extremist minor-
ity. The actions of Paubus, andeditorial on September 12,
reported, had "plunged the Democratic party into devisdvise-
ness," and had upset the delicate compromise between Northern
and Southern Democrats over the Civil Rights Bill. A Septem-
ber 13, editorial accuéed Faubus of, "panicing at the thought
of a few Negro boys and girls attending a white school."

Both Time and Newsweek magazines gave complete and exten-
sive coverage to the governorts actions in thelr september 16

and 23 issues. There was, however, striking differences in the

8 -
Editorial, New vork Times, September 10, 1957, Sec. p. 16.




manner in which the events and the governor himself were pre=-
sented in each magazine,

Newsweek, in its September 16, edipion used a low key
approach in covering the events. It gave a complete account
of the actions which led to_the call up. It gave several
possible motives as to why raubus called out the guard, pol-
itical motivation, that is an attempt to satisfy segrega-
tionist voters, an honest feeling that Pederal power was over
stepping its boundaries, or his "own! reason; "to prevent
violence."” The magazines seemed to accept the latter reason
as the truth. Newsweek presented a brief but objective blo-
graphical outline of the governor and seemed to neither con-
done or condemn Faubus! actions‘.9

The Time magazine issue for the same week covered the
ILittle Rock crisis in three pages, the same as did Newsweek,
but here all but superficial simlilarities vanish. Where the
Newsweek attitude was objective, and as fair as 1t seems pos-
sible, Time filled its article Wwith a decidedly anti-paubus
slant, Tt described the Ggovernor as a, "slightly sophisticated
hillbilly."lo Time declared that there was, 'fino reasonable

explanation (for the call-up) except that he hoped to make pol-

9"The Great Issue', Newsweek, September 16, 1957
Pe O35=56,

lO"Hillbilly, slightly sophisticated," Time
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that), orepgring to reap new publicit
benefits."TZ ) P 7

The Arkansas gazette was the newspaper which was prob=-
ably the most involved in the School Crisis during this
second phase,

In an editorial on September 3, the day after the Nat-
ional guard was called up, the gazette stated:

"In taking this action the governor has

publicly aligned himself with the Ark-

ansas White Citlzens Councll and other

extremist groups of the South."1lB
That same editorial pointed out that Paubus! action dif=-
fered from the moderate actions of other "upper South"
governors, It also recalled Faubus statement of three years
befores "School integration is a local problem,"”

Throughotliethe crisis the gazette reported the news in
a most ob jective and commendable manner, with probably the
most extensive coverage of any other newspaper 1In the nation.

In a front page editorial of September 4, the gazette
sald that raubus' actions had ralsed the, "most serious con-
stitutional question since the ¢ivil war." The same editorial
acfused Faubus of revealing too Little of his reasons and not
backing them up with provable fact, It urged the immediate
recall of the guard. In its news coverage of September 4,
the gazette refuted PFaubus! contention of increased weapons

sales in the city and the threat of violence.

14Ibid.

15Editoria1, Arkansas gazette, September 3, 1957
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Through out the crisls the gazette carried the editorial
opinlon of many newspapers across the country., These edit-
orials were evenly divided for and against the governort's
actions, and they presented a cross-section of viewpoints,

In its September 8 and 9, 1957 editions the gazette
resigned itself, editorially, to the fact that neither rau-
bus nor the U. S. government would give in, It spoke in terms
of the shame which the governor's actions were bringing to
the state., The gazette gave full blame to raubus, and con-
cluded that the conflict was between the United states and
Faubus not the people of Littie Rocke & cartoon appearing 1in
the September 10 edition, depicted & vulture of hate gloat-

ing over the rittle Rock (‘,'r*is;j.s.j‘é

Through letters to the editor the gazetts presented
viewpolnts from the readers on all sldes of the lssue. It
seemed to give all view points an equal hearing. Typical oftikhet
hbstextreme of the letters, but still unusual in its reason-
Ing, was this letters

"I am a segregationist, and when the gov-
ernor called out the guard a week ago T
thought he was one too and so did my
friends..... he 1is only trying to delay
Integration and not maintain segregation
seee He 18 sti1ll the same old Faubus strad-
dling the fence. He is tryling to run for
a third term and T am against him,"17

16cartoon, graham, Arkansas gazette, Septemker 10, 1957,
Sec. 1, p. 4.

Lpp oo the tPRopRa BIAsRIRs AFERESEE 832985 Bember 12, 1957,
Sec. 1, p. 4.
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In reporting the editorial comments from newspapers around
Arkansas, the gazette printed this comment from The Southern
Standard, in Arkadelphia;

®eeones We can be more than thankful that
Arkansas had a man with foresight and
Integrity enough to take initiative to
awaken the psople to the fact that they a
are fast losing their sovereign right to
govern themselves."

The Arkansas Democrat also carried extensive coverage of
this phase of the crisis, However, its editorial comments
were more selective and tended to waver in predominantly
newtral fashion.

The Democrats flrst edltorial after raubus called out
the guard, in the Septemberi5s, edition, neither condemned nor
" condoned his actions. ©No editorials appeared September 6 and
7. The september 8 edition endorsed law and order, but in
a muddled double talk almost completely ignored the School
Crisis, The next editorlal appaesed in the September 11
edition. The ®ditorial seemed to accept prevention of vio-
lence as the reason Faubus called ouﬁ the guard., This was the
last editorial concerning the crisis to appear until Septem=-
ber 17, 1957,

The third phase of the crisis included governor Faubus!

meeting with President Eisenhower on September 13, 1957 and

the events that occurred until the guard was removed by Faubus
on

lsﬂMore comment on the Tittle Rock Situatlon,” Arkansas
cazette, from The Southern Standard, September 15, 1957, Sec. 1,
P. 11,
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on September 20. During this period editorial comment and
coverage of the crisis was generally slack as most people
apparently thought'that the crisis had ended.

The New York Times continued to carry complete coverage
of the crisis and of governor Faubus'! meeting with the Pres-
ldent at Newport Rhode Island. An edltorial appearing on
Sunday September 14, insisted that the crisis was over,
that Arkansas was, "returning to the union."19

Although complete coverage continued, the next editor-
lal concerning 1T,1ttle Rock and Faubus did not avpear until
September 19, In 1t the Times seversely criticized presi-
dent Eisenhowerts lack of leadership during the crisis,

The edltorial assured the natlon that Paubus was sure to
be defeated for re-election,,but that he stirred up both
Northern and Southern extremists.go

Oon September 21, in the same edlitlon which reported the
removal of the guard from Central High School by Feubus, an
editorial again accused him of stirring up extremists and
of attempting to be & martyr.

Finally on September 22, the newspaper praised the law
ablding ma jority of Little Rock,

The magazlnes, in general gave less coverage to the

events of the week of September 13-20, than to the previous

lgEditorial, YRendezvous at Newport," New vork Times,
September 14, 1957, sSec. B, pP. 1l2.

goEditorial, fThe Showdown Nears," The New York Times,
September 19, 1957, Sep. 1, p. 28,
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weeks! actlvitlies, BRBoth Time and Newsweek ran feature articles
on QOrval Faubus, as has alresady been mentioned,

Time magazine concluded that Faubus was backing down in
the face of Federal power.21 The magazine continued to give
an enormously slanted account and analysis, particularly in
its references to Faubus. TFor example in the September 23,
edition the magazine declared that Faubus was responsible for
all the viliolence across the South such as the dynamiting of
a Negro home in Nashville, Tennessee. Time continued to
describe governor Faubus as a power hungry politicilan,

Newsweek, 1n general, conceded that the worst was over
in 1ittle Rock, It concluded that Faubus was retreating in
the face of Federal authority.

Although Newsweek gave the ILlttle Rock crisis slightly
less coverage than did Time magazine during the perilod of
September 13 through 20, 1t continued to be more ob jective
in its description and analysis of the events than did Time.

The Arkansas Gazette continued, in this period to give
extenslve coverage to the crisis and Faubus! meeting with the
President, Tt also continued 1lts editorial attacks on raubus,.
On September 15, the gazette accused Faubus of attempting to,
"rule by rumor and secret poll.” On September 16, the gazette
compared rFaubus! actlons with those of North Cearolina gover=-

nor Hodges, who handled integration without the use of troops

21“Retreat from Newport,® Time, September 23, 1957,
p. 1l.



and with no resulting violencs.

The (azette'!s continued editorial barbs finally earned it
a place on a list of those who Governor Faubus sald were attempt-
ing to, "crucify" him, 22

The Arkansas Democrat continued its policy of ed;Eor-
-1al silence until September 17, when 1t sald that neither
"Paubus nor the Preslident could take any other position whth-
out violesilhg thelr oaths of office," a position which some
could construe as an endorsement of the (overnor'!s action.

The Democrat agaln urged observance of the law in 1ts Sep-
tember 21, edition, in its last editorial of the period,

The final perlod of the I,ittle Rock (Qrisis includes the
mob violence of September 22, the sending in of federal troops
by President Eisenhower on September 24, and thelr presence
in 1ittle.Rock duringlthe first week of Qctober 1957,

After governor Faubus had removed thegzguard from Central
High School, the New york Times relegated news from Jittle
Rock to its back pages. This allvchanged on September 23,
1957, when the Times reported the mob violence of the day
before, when Negro students attempted to enter Ccentral High.
The Times gave the incident four pages of coverage, 1In the
editorial of that day, raubus received the blame for the mob

attack, 1t insisted that his actions had created an explosive

atmosphere,

22"141aubus says He 1s Hovlng for tio Unrest," Arkansas
gazette (Little RockY, September 23, 1957, gec. 1, D. I
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The day after the mob violence in Tittle Rock, Pres-
1dent Elsenhower insisted upon governor Faubus! promise that
the Black students would attend Central High School and that
the law would‘be honored in Tittle Rock, Paubus assured
EBisenhower that he would not prevent the enforcement of the
court orders., This assurance was not good enough for Eisen-
hower and on September 24, 1957, he signed a document order-
ing units of the 10lst Alrborne division into rittle Rock to
assure peaceful iIntegration at centr'al.z5

The New York Times reported the entrance of the Federal
troops into Little Rock in four pages of pletures and news

24

stories.” In an editorial it gave PFaubus blame for the

federal troops call-up and accused him of, "irrationalitiss."25
On September 25, the Times reported that Black students
were admitted to Central High School., It gave editorial sup-
port to the Presidentts action in its September 26 edition with
1little mention of Faubus,
In a September 28 edltorial the Times accused Paubus of

inciting to riot and of issuing, "inflahatory statements,"

26
which were a, "grotesque distortion of facts." These comments

2
3"President gends Troops to Iittle Rock,"™ New vork Timses,
Septembsr 25, 1957, Sec. 1, p. lo

241p14d. e

25Editorial, ®rroops in Little Rock," New vork Times,
September 25, 1957, ssc. 1, p. 28,

26Editoria1, "ealm in rittle Rock," New York Times, Sep-
tember288, 19%7, sec. 1, p. 16,
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were the result of statements Faubus made accusing troops of
bayoneting school girls and innocent bystanders and of Nazl-
like conduct.27

The Times made no further editorlal comment until Octo-
ber 2, when 1t accused Faubus of, "interference with the plan
to remove troops." On Pctober 3, The Times commented that
the, "people of Arkansas could thank FPaubus for federal troops
eeee H® 18 stubborn and devious.... he pulled the rug from
under moderates.,”

Time magazine contlnued to report the events of this
period but inslsted on using a heavy editorial slant in
1ts reporting. Typlcal of thils slant is the statement found
in the september 30, edlitlon: "rFaubus chose to set himself
up as a segregationist hero by manufacturing violence 1n I.ittle
Rock."g8

In the Qctobser 7, 1957 lssue the magazine carried this
quote from a Southern Governor who accompanled Faubus to the
Texas~georgla football game the previous week:

"Hets really lapping up the glory, there
were 33,000 people at the game and every

- time they cheered a play, he stood up and
bowed,"29

BV"Faubus geets poccupation; Tension at §chool RBases," New
York Times, September 25, 1957, sec. 1, p. 1, "Text of Address,"”
r. 1O,

28v0ase o, 3113," Time, September 30, 1957, pecl?

29"Quick Hard and Declsive," Time, Qctober 7, 1957 p. 22



18

Time also stated that a paubus ald, James Karam was a
primary instigator of violence in rittle Rock and typifiled
Faubus! aids as henchmen., A Faubus televigion address was
called a monument to demaguguery, by Time.5o

Newsweek gave only minimum coverage of the call-in of
federal troops, and continued its practice of objective jour-
nalism without excessive editorial content.

The Arkansas gazette centinued its objective news
reporting during this final perlod, but i1t also kept up a
relentlass editorial attack upon the Governor. In comment-
ing on the use of rederal troops in Iittle Rock, the gazette
called rauvus'! actions, Yreckless, deliberate defiance of the
law,” and sald that he had rellied agitators and rioters,5l
On September 27, it sald that raubus was using, "demagogues
tools," in explaining his actions. In commenting on a Faubus
television appearance, the gazette called it, "an exhibitlon
of crude campalgn techniques, adistortion of tﬁutho"sg In
editorials on October 3,44uand 10, the gazette made the com-
ment that PFaubus! defiance would make the task of Southern
moderates more difficult., It also asserted that, "Faubus

changed places with Jim Johnson as hero of the racist ele-

HIBNT o 2
*3
OIbido

5lEditorial, "The High Price of Recklessness," Arkansas
gazette, September 26, 1957, Sec. 1, p. 4. ’

32
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mlﬂ¢§5 In surveylng Faubus!' political position the gazette
observed that, "raubus can't give in without sacrificing
temporary political gains."54

Although it continued to report the crisis in Little
Rock, the Arkensas Democrat made only one editorial cormment
bstween September 23 and 28, when it endorsed, in brief edi-
torial the president's actions. On September 29, the Demo-
crat continued 1its practice of neither condoning nor con-
demning Faubus' position by emphasizing the points of agree-
ment with Paubus, Qther than this, the Democrat had little to

say of this phase of the crisis.

CONCLUSION

In order to decide whether the treatment Orval Faubus
received from these five publications, during the Little Rock
School Integration Qrisis of 1957, was falr or justified, some
decision must be reached as to the actual motives involved,
How else can an editorial or a news report be judged, unless
one forms some oplnion as to where the truth lies and what that
truth is¢?

An editorial comment whether it is found under a cleér
label on the editorial page of the New York Times, or mixed
with a news report as in Time magazine, 1s only the oplnion

of a group of men who sort out the news as reported by, suppossc

5aEditoria1, "7im and orv,"” Arkansas gazette, September 4,
19567, sec. 1, p. 4. .

54Editorial, m"r, Faubus 1ls Where he Was,", Arkansas (az=-
ette, September 10, 1957, Sec.ll, p. 4.
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posedly objective, journalists. The motives behind the actions
must be ascertained by the only means possibls, the examination
of those actions from every vossible angle wlith 2 respect for
the viewpoints of others and a consideratlon of these viewpoints,
even 1f they are dlrectly opnosed to the edltorst' own views,
After what 1s bellieved to be the truthels obtained 1t must be
welghed against ones own beliefs, Only in this way can ann
editorial comment be an honest one,

Before I can make judgement as to the falrness or object-
lvity of any of these publicatlons, I must state my oplnions
regarding the events of September 1957,

From the evidence avallable to me I must conclude that
there was no real threat of violence in Iittle Rock in the
Fall of 1957 as schools opened., Thls 1s a conclusion which is
sasy to make now, thirteen years after the fact. Wo doubt
it was less obvious then, never the less, I feel it is safe
to assume that with leadership and the example of the gov=-
srnor, violence could have been avoided even 1f the threat
orlginally existed. Accordingly, it 1s evident to me that
the primary and over-riding reason for Governor Faubus!
actions was to keep Central High School segregated, Ppolitilcal
expediency was the vprimary factor in his reasoning, I feel.
This especlally evident in light of hls subsequent politlcal
carser, In elesction after election, the segregationist line
was OQrval Paubus! primary tool in winning office and before
1970, 1t hed never failed him, T will now state my views as

to the treatment which orval Faubus received at the hands- of
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these five publications.

The New York Times consistently, throughout the crisis,
gave abj$etide end cdorlplats coverage to almost every avent in thBse
six weeks, I could not detect any editorializing in any of
1ts news stories. 1Its editorlal comments concerning the gov-
ernorsgrew 1n intensity and in its condemnation as the days
went by. Its editorials were usually well founded and backed
up by evidence, It was surprising to note that paubus him-
self was not editorially attacked until well into the crisis,
the editor apparently accepted RFaubus'! reasoning for his call-
up of the guard.’. As a rule, the Times editor walted for
evidence to back up his charges.

This is not the case, however, when we examlne the edi-
torial slant of Time magazine, In its flrst reports of Fau-
bus actlons Time resorted lmmediately to the, I feel, degrad-
ing practlice of launching personal attacks against the gover-
nor. Time gave the most one-sided accounts of the crisis of
any of the publications. It is exceedingly difficult to
seperate proven fact and the opinion of the magazine from
sach other, in newstories of the events in Little Rock. The
magazine's condemnation of Faubus! actions 1s apparent in every
article on the subject, and 1t 1s apparent to such an extent
that it detracts from the facts of the story as they were reported.

Newsweek magazine seemed to present a more balanced report

of the crisis, instead of stating editorial opinion as definite

e



22

fact, it pave several possibilities and the arguments for
each and left it up to the reader to decide for himself the
merits and demerits of each. Although it's reports were well
balanced, it is not too difficult to discover that Newswesk
was also in definite disagreement with the Governor, however
1t is obvious, in those cases, what 1s fact and what is opin-
ion.

The Arkansas Ggazette, as one of the two newspapers closeft
to the crlsis, probably presented the most extensive coverage
of the events of those six weeks of any newspaper in the nation,
Its reports were consistently well balanced and ob jective. Its
editorials were consistently and from the start in direct oppos~
ition to Gavernor Faubus! actions. The (gazette was probably
the first newspaper in the nation to accuse Mr. Fgubiiasoff
basing his actions on purely political motives. The Gazetters
editorials seemed to be consistently based on thoughtful ref-
lection of the events of that month. Although the newspaper
expressed doubts as to the wisdom of integration, 1t never
the less sunported the supremacy of Federal law and Judicial

authority.
The Arkansas Democrat's editorial policies of this period

of crisis were very dissappointing indeed. Instead of coming
out one way or the other for or against Mr. Fauhtsg the news-
paper remained uncommitted, even to the extent of ignoring
the crisis on its editorial nage for days at a time, When at
last it did support the President's action it did so with

reluctance and an obvious ladk of enthuslasm. Perhaps by
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refraining from editorializing extensively upon the situation,
the Democrat sought to avold the creation of unnecessary ten=-

slons, But for what ever the reason, it seems to me that the

newspaper had an obligation to the community, to at least com-
ment, to a greater extent, upon the events of that month,

The Pemocrat, &g did the other two newspapers, reported
the Tittle Rock crisis in annob jective and impartial manner.,

Orval Faubus recelved coﬁpletely fair and impartial treat-
ment in the three newspapers covered 1n this paper. Almost
as much objectivity was attalned in Newsweek., Only in Time
magazine dld the fervor of its editors interfere with 1ts obljec-
tive reporting of the news,

However, on the editorial page Governor paubus was sub-
jected to the full intensity of these men's opinions, as 1is
only right under our concept of a free press, In fact, it
seemed to me, that these editors based their opinions and
charges on evidence far more sustancial then that upon which

the governor based his actlons,
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