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TeLevisiON Can children get more educational

programming without help from the E.C.C.?

HEN Disney offered $19 bil-
WIion for Capital Cities/ABC,

amajor asset cited was the
outlet that ABC could provide for
Disney's children’s programming.

The Fox Children's Network, a fix-
ture on weekday afternoons and Sat-
urday mornings, pulls in more than
$200 million a year in advertising
revenue for its cartoons and action-
adventure series.

And last week Nickelodeon — the
cable network already viewed as an
industry marvel for the way it milks
money from toys, theme parks, trav-
eling shows, magazines and other
merchandise based on its shows —
announced a deal to install Nickel-
odeon *‘Toy Factory'’ sales depart-
ments in every Toys ‘‘R’’ Us store.

Meanwhile, PBS will introduce
only one new childrert’s series this
fall. Moreover, the Children's Televi-
sion Workshop stopped producing
new episodes of the inventive, educa-
tional and highly popular PBS show
“‘Ghostwriter"" for lack of financing.

Is there something wrong with this
picture?

Reed E. Hundt thinks so. The |
chairman of the Federal Communi-
cations Commission has been speak-
ing out more stridently than ever re-
cently in favor of specific F.C.C. reg-
ulations requiring broadcasters to
produce a certain number of hours
of educational programming for
children as a condition for keeping
their licenses.

“It's time to abandon the fiction
that asking the broadcasters to do
better on a volunteer basis has any
chance of producing the desired re-
sults,” he said in a speech on Thurs-

| day, his third speech on the subject
in a week.
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Mr. Hundt is not suggesting that
the Government tell Fox it cannot
show ‘‘Mighty Morphin Power Rang-
ers’ and must instead underwrite
“‘Ghostwriter.’”” Nor is he necessarily
saying that Fox, ABC, CBS or NBC
individually must produce a certain
number of educational shows, much
as he might love to see them do so.

But he says his office has been
flooded with letters and E-mail from
parents concerned about the vulgari-
ty and violence on television, espe-
cially in the daytime talk shows and
in the earlier hours of prime time.
Mr. Hundt says that the law requires
broadcasters to insure that alterna-
tives exist for those families and that
someone out there, whether at a net-
work, at PBS or independently, gets
the financing to produce quality pro-
grams for children.

The legal obligation is twofold. As
a condition of their licenses touse
the public airwaves, television and
radio stations are supposed to serve
‘“the publicinterest, convenience
and necessity."* Also, the Children's
Television Act of 1990 specifically di-
rected the F.C.C. to make sure
broadcastersincreased the amount
of children’s ‘‘educational and infor-
mational‘’ programming.

But the act did not define *‘educa-
tional and informational’’ program-
ming, nor did it specify the number
of hours that constituted an increase.
Congress and the F.C.C. left this to
the industry. Making a mockery of
self-regulation, many stations count-
ed ordinary cartoon shows or sit-
coms toward their obligation, or did
not bother reporting to the F.C.C. at
all.

Paul umrros/m New York Times

Reed E. Hundt of the F.C.C.

So Mr. Hundt now proposes requir-
ing each station to provide a mini-
mum of three hours a week of such
programming — either on its own, or
by financing programming on other
stations.

At least two of the F.C.C.'s five
commissioners oppose setting a spe-
cific hour target, saying it would vio-
late broadcasters’ First Amendment
rights. Mr. Hundt, a lawyer, calls
that *‘a red herring.’”” He and Susan
Ness, a commissioner, favor such a
quantitative requirement. Another
commissioner, Rachelle Chong, is
undecided. .

In four speeches in the last month;
Mr. Hundt used harsh language to
castigate broadcasters and his own
agency alike.

He bemoaned the F.C.C.’s “‘long
and undistinguished history of fail-
ing to apply responsibly its mandate
to make sure broadcasters use the
airwaves to serve the public.” He
alsocriticized ABC for canceling one
of its two educational programs, a
show called ““Cro,’”” which actually
got good ratings, and replacing it
with a cartoon adaptation of the Jim
Carrey mavie “Dumb £ Dumiber.”
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Mr. Hundt said he sympathized
with the broadcasters' argument
that “'it takes serious time, money
and commitment to program chil-
dren's educational television’’ and
that ‘it's easier and more profitable
to do almost anything else.”

That is why he wants the F.C.C. to
play the heavy. ‘‘As long as the
F.C.C. does not ask allbroadcasters
to deliver concrete, specific, public-
interest services,’’ he said Thursday,
‘in the heat of competition no single
broadcaster can afford to do any-
thing less commercial than the next
broadcaster.”

Miss Chong, a Republican com-
missioner who apparently will cast
the deciding vote, said in an inter-
view last Thursday that she had re-
ceived more mail on children's tele-
vision than on any other topic, add-
ing that parents were especially up-
set that there are not more chil-
dren’s programs available after
school, between 3 and 6 P.M.

Ms. Chong said she shared the con-
cern, but stillleans toward encour-
aging broadcasters to increase edu-
cational programming voluntarily.
1 do believe broadcasters are get-
ting the message,* she said.

Thedeadline for comment on the
F.C.C.’s proposed rules had been
Sept. 15, but on Friday the F.C.C. ex-
tended it to Oct. 15 — at the request
of ABC,CBS and NBC. It will be in-
teresting to see if the networks come
up with something new in those ex-
tra 30 days.
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Philip Morris Revels in Rare ABC News Apology for Report on Nicotine

By MARK LANDLER

Executives at Philip Morris were trying
hard not to appear smug last week. But as
three of the company's top public-relations
officers relaxed with Marlboros on a sunny
Thursday morning, they were clearly revel-
ing in the rare public apology they extracted
from ABC News three days earlier for a
report it aired on the tobacco industry.

I don’t think vindication is the right
word,"’ said Steve Parrish, the senior vice
president of corporate affairs at the Phlllp
Morrls Companies Inc. *‘But | do feel that
our message is finally starting to get
through.”

Simply put, that message is: Usclgarette
makers would rather fight than quit. Philip
Morris and other giant tobacco companies
have served notice that they will draw on
their formidable legal resources to combat
any news megdia report that they deem
unfair or inaccurate.

At a time when the tobacco industry is
under fierce attack and President Clinton
wants to further curtail cigarette advertis-
ing, Philip Morris and other tobacco compa-
nies are training their sights on the news
media. With fewer and fewer effective ways
to get their message across, cigarette man-
ufacturers are trying to influence the news
itself.

Such a strategy is not unique to the tobac-
co industry. But Philip Morris has already
been uniquely successful at it. In the case of
ABC News, a unit of Capltal Cltles/ABC, the
" network opted to apologize for its report
rather than fight a $10 billion libel lawsuit
brought by Philip Morris, even though the
network'’s own lawyers felt they had a 65
percent chance of winning the case.

*“This is called the pay-the-$5-fine syn-
drome,” said Reuven Frank, a former tele-
vision news producer and president of NBC
News, which is owned by the General Elec-

trlc Company. “Philip Morris could have
tied up ABC in court for months.”

Mr. Parrish, a former tobacco litigator
and the architect of the company’s new
aggressive publlc stance, said that Philip
Morris was not seeking to muffle aggressive
coverage of the industry.

“We're not asking people not to wrile
stories about tobacco; we recognize that we
make a controversial product,”’ he said.
‘“We're just asking the press to apply the
same skepticism to our critics as they do to
us.’

Mr. Parrish noted that just one report —
in this case, ABC's assertion on its ‘‘Day
One'’ program that tobacco companies add

The company says it’s
asking the press to
apply skepticism to its
critics, too.

extra nicotine to their cigarettes — prompt-
ed a chorus of calls for stricter government
regulation of the tobacco industry.
Immediately after the report aired on
Feb. 28, 1994, Congress held hearings, in
which lawmakers interrogated tobacco ex-
ecutives about whether they had done re-
search that proved clgarettes were addic-
tive. The Food and Drug Administration,
which had begun its own investigation, re-
leased its finding earlier this month that
cigarettes should be regulated as a drug.
By forcing ABC News to back down from
its broadcast — and then trumpeting that
retreat in a series of full-page ads in news-
papers like The Washington Post, The Wall
Street Journal and The New York Times —

Philip Morris has accomplished what no
amount of ordinary advertising could have
done.

‘At a point where the regulatory environ-
rment has become extremely difficult for
Philip Morris, rebutting ABC's charges was
tbsolutely critical to them,”” said Burt Neu-
horne, a professor of law and a specialist in
FFirst Amendment cases at New York Uni-
versity.

It is no accident that Philip Morris re-
sponded to ABC in legal terms. The presi-
dent and chief executive of Philip Morris,
Geoffrey C. Bible, has turned over responsi-
bility for public relations to the company’s
lawyers.

Mr. Parrish, who has defended Philip
Morris on the ‘MacNell-Lehrer News
Hour'’ and other news programs, used to be
a lawyer at Shook, Hardy & Bacon, a Kansas
law firm that has represented the company
in numerous tobacco liability cases. As an
in-house lawyer for Philip Morris, he
worked on the Rose Cipollone case, a land-
mark liability case that the cigarette com-
panies lost, but later won on appeal.

Philip Morris has tried an aggressive
approach to public relations before, but it
tended to rely heavlly on advertising. That
backfired, according to one former Philip
Morris public relations executive who asked
not to be identified.

In 1987, the executive said, Philip Morris
paid for ads taken out by third parties
friendly to the industry. One ad, which ap-
peared in The New York Times, promoted
the rights of smokers on commuter trains.
When Philip Morris support of that ad be-
came public, Philip Morris was embar-
rassed into retreating from the strategy.

Under Mr. Bible's predecessor, Michael
A. Miles, Philip Morris emphasized Federal
and state lobbying rather than high-profile
advertising. The company named Craig L.
Fuller, a former top aide to President
George Bush, as its senior vice president of

corporate affairs.

As the drumbeat of criticism against the
tobacco industry picked up, though, Philip
Morris decided it needed to take a harder
line. Mr. Fuller was replaced by Mr. Parrish
and the company's focus shifted to the news
media, which was starting to turn up previ-
ously undisclosed information about how
companies made cigarettes.

The information emerged from internal
documents from Philip Morris, the Brown &
Willlamson Corporation, and other tobacco
companies, including some documents that
the tobacco companies were required to file
in product liability cases. The Times and
other news organizations have published
numerous articles based on the material in
those documents.

Mr. Parrish said the documents had be-
come a powerful new weapon in the arsenal
of anti-smoking advocates. He said that
news organization often gave Philip Morris
little time to respond to the material in the
documents. Mr. Parrish said Phllip Morris
had asked news organizations only to delay
publication of the documents until the com-
pany could respond to them.

Critics of the tobacco companies said the
industry should be prepared to respond be-
cause it owned the documents involved.
Representative Henry A. Waxman, Demo-
crat of California, who has cited Philip
Morris documents in Congressional debate,
sent a letter to Mr. Bible on Thursday,
asking Philip Morris to make public docu-
ments it had filed in the ABC case. The
company declined to say how it would re-
spond to Mr. Waxman's request.

In one case last year, ABC News delayed
broadcasting a report based on the docu-
ments from Brown & Williamson until after
other news organizations had done so. At the
time, ABC was fighting the Philip Morris
lawsuit.

A spokeswoman for Capital Cities/ABC,
Julie Hoover, acknowledged that the report

Tobacco companies
say they will fight
what they call unfair
media reports.

was delayed. But she said, ‘“The Philip
Morris suit didn’t have anything to do with
the broadcast of the Brown & Williamson
documents.” Paul Friedman, the executive
vice president of ABC News, said that the
Philip Morris lawsuit had not chilled the
network’s approach to investigative stories
— about tobacco or anything else. He noted
that ABC News was currently at work on 33
investigative stories.

Mr. Friedman said ABC was also the only
network that interrupted its programming
on Aug. 10 to broadcast the news conference
at which President Clinton announced his,
intention to seek tougher regulations on
tobacco. ‘‘If we were running scared, we
wouldn’t have done that,’”’ he said.

As for Mr. Parrish’s charge that lawyers
and anti-smoking activists have mounted a
far more aggressive assault on the tobacco
industry, one prominent plaintiffs’ attorney,
John P. Coale, said he was flattered. :

‘“That’s the best compliment I've had in
months,” said Mr. Coale, one of nearly 60
lawyers who are bringing the largest class-
action suit in history against Philip Morris
and other cigarette manufacturers. ‘““The
thing is, we learned it from the tobacco
industry.”
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From: Diane Blair av/ %}/ﬁgy

Re: Novak’s column in today’s Post

1 have just been taxed a copy of this column, and I am
furious at its nunerous inaccuracies and innuendoes.

Attached is a copy of the memo which I presented to Dick,
Henry and Carolyn the second morning of our Board meeting,
outlining my objections to the contract. Note that it does not
contain one word about Mr. Weber‘’s relationship with Speaker
Gingrich, because that was not the basis of my concern.

Those who attended the Board dinner Monday night khow
that I was deeply distressed about the day’s events because 1 felt
so strongly that the Board, in letting the contract go forward, was
failing in its fiduciary responsibilities. I absolutely never said
anything about, "We’re going to give it to Gingqrich.” I wasn’t
thinking that way nor do I talk that way. (Could someone, second
or third hand, have heard my concerns that we were being much too
compliant with the wishes of those who wished to abolish or
privatize us, i.e. that we were Jjust "giving in" instead of
fighting, and twisted it into this?)

At the conclusion of the Board’s business on Monday I
returned a phone call from the Office of the First Tlady asking if
I would be available for dinner, and I said that I would not
because I was dining with the Roard. So much for the First lady’s
involvement. (The fact that someone on staff at the CPB is
monitaring Roard member'’s phone messages and reporting them to the
press is repulsive and should be of grave concern to us all).

That I am trying "to spread the story around" abcut the
contract is the most absurd untruth of all. I declined to talk to
George Archibald of the Washington Times. I did not return Robert
Novak’s call. I did sp=2ak to the Washington Poet when the reporter
called becsuse 1 wanted to refute the untrue story that my actions
ware somehow designed to "get Gingrich," and I repeatod thc recal
basis for my opposition to Karen Bedford of Current when she called
doing-a follow-up etory to the Post article. I do not know who is
tiyisg 4o fan the flames of this story, but it is not ne.



. FEB-13-8%5 MON 10:04 FULBRIGRT COLLEGE FAX NO. 15015752642 P.04

January 24, 1395

To: Richard Carlson, Presideut, CPB

Prom: Diane Blair

The wore I conslder the decision made yesterday by CPB
staff to hire Clark & Weinstock and Wasserstein Perella, the more
distressed I have become. ‘ltherefore, I want to registexr, to you,
this intexmal dissent to the "consulting" contract with which we

were presented yesterday as a fait accompli, for the following
reasons:

1. A contract of such cost and consequence should have
been discussed, in advance, with the Board, and at minimum with
the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Bcard. Given the fact that the
contract was signed yesterday morming, with the Board assembled
in town, there was certainly time to do so.

, 2. T think the strategy behind this contract was
misguided. Contrary to the assessment offered to us yesterday, I
think we are beginning to win the battle for survival in
substantially our existing form, albeit with some reductions in
funding. The outpouring of editorial support, the very strong
independent public opinion polls, the mail and calls to Capitol
Hill are, I think, beginning to have an impact. Thig actinn on
our part can and I fear will be construed as a sigmal of

resignation just at the time when a show of strength was called
for.

3. Ar the very time when questions are circulating
throughout Washington about the role of telephone and cable

companies in hastening our demise, we have asked consultants, who

have friends and clients among those privatae interests, for
strategic advice,

I profoundly hope that my misgivings are misplaced, and
that you will be proven correct. BHowever, I fc¢ar otherwise.

cc: Henry Cauthen, Chairman of the Board
Carolyn Bacon, Vicc-Chairman of the Board
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.rst- Lady Warns Against Cutting Nation's Cultural Life
24 14wl nvw

" By FREIDA RATLIFF FRISARO= Associated Press Writer=

PALM BEACH, Fla. (AP) Hillary Rodham Clinton just wants her Sesame
Street.

I have said I don't care what the new Speaker of the House says about
me, but I wish he would leave Big Bird alone,'' the first lady told a group of
750 at an Israel support group's dinner Sunday night.

House Speaker Newt Gingrich, who has criticized the first lady in the
past, has proposed making deep cuts in funding for the Public Broadcasting
System, which produces Sesame Street with Big Bird and all his friends.

““We need to try to make sure our cultural life stays alive by seeing that
prc--irams aimed at children and education are not sacrificed,'' Mrs. Clinton
sal . :

'he first lady, accompanied by brothers Hugh and Tony Rodham and mother
Dot ‘thy, spoke at a dinner of the Israel Bonds International Club at the
Ri' --Carlton Hotel.

~he group included Itamar Rabinovich, Israeli ambassador to the United
St- es, and Nathan Sharony, the president and chief executive for the State of
Is: <1 Bonds. The bonds are sold to help pay for basic services and utilities
in ‘srael.

.n addition to the educational value of PBS, Mrs. Clinton said tax cuts
shc:1d act as an incentive to provide for future generations.

""We need (a tax cut) tied to whether or not .people will invest in
edi'cation,'' she said. ~“Those are the kinds of commitments to the future that
ner-l to be rewarded.

"“We are a society that is largely consumer-driven,'' she said. ~~All of
us “re consumers, but too few of us are citizens anymore.''!

irarlier, she met with a group of South Florida women and physicians to
rai e awareness of mammography screening's benefits for older women.

““One of the things I.have become aware of is that a number of women on
Medicare who are eligible for financial assistance to pay for mammograms are
no! taking advantage of that,'' cClinton told a crowd of 250 people at the
Jo~~ph Meyerhoff Senior Center in Hollywood.

"*I hope to launch a public campaign this spring so every woman will hear
an’ know why a mammogram is so important.''

“hyllis Fellner, a local representative of the American Association of
Re'. ired Persons, said: "““Fear is the number one excuse I hear for not having a
mar "ogram, '’

“he first lady, who lost mother-in-law Virginia Kelley to breast cancer
la- . year, will participate in similar focus groups in Texas and California
la* r this week.

Medicare pays for diagnostic and screening mammograms once every two years
or s ordered by a physician. In 1992-93, 45 percent of women over 65 and
el’ jible for the mammogram benefit in Florida received the screening.

* k& k filed by:APE-(FL) on 01/23/95 at 02:13EST ***%
**** printed by:WHPR(JEL) on 01/23/95 at 08:43EST **#*%
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First lady  menqen 22,100

touts Bill,
Big Bird

Hillary Clinton speaks at the Ritz-
Carlton, hosts a seminar and visits .
family in a busy South Florida day.

By BRIAN E. CROWLEY
Palm Beach Post Political Editor

MANALAPAN — First lady Hillary Rodham
Clinton bragged about her husband, spoke about
peace in the Middle East and defended Big Bird
during a dinner speech Sunday at the Ritz-Carlton
Hotel. !

It was a busy South Florida day for Clinton, who
also hosted a breast cancer awareness seminar in
Hollywood and spent some time with her mother and
brothers at the Ritz-

Carlton before chang-

G ————— =
ing into an evening ‘ rea“y don’t

gown to attend a din-

ner for investors in care what the

Israel bonds.

Reflecting on a opeaker (Newt
terrorist attack that - :
killed 19 Israeli so- AINErich) says
diers Sunday, Clinton ghout me. | just
condemned the Kkill- 1
ers, saying “e\l/(i‘l is wish he would
once again working . . -
to prevent peace in leave Blg Bird
the Middle East. ’

Clinton said that alone,
after her visit to Isra-
el last year, she was
moved by the coun-
try’s “spirit of confidence and optimism about the

future” and wished that same spirit could be found
here.

While the United States and Israel are confronted
with increasing threats of international terrorism,
Clinton said, “Thousands of people are killed in the
senscless terrorism on the streets here every day.”

HILLARY CLINTON

Violence in our communities must be ended, she-
said.

is not afraid to take a stand against the NRA.”
resident Clinton has opposed efforts by the National

“And finally,” she said, ‘“we have a president who
Eﬂ]
ifle Association to keep assault weapons legal.

With Republicans in Congress, led by Speaker
Newt Gingrich of Georgia, looking at the possibility of
cutting money for the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting, there is a ‘“real threat” to the future of
children’s programming, Clinton said.

“I really don’t care what the speaker says about
*me,” said Clinton, referring to a remark repeated-by
Gingrich’s mother in which he once called her a
“bitch.” “I just wish he would leave Big Bird alone.
We must make sure our cultural life stays alive and
that programming for children is not sacrificed.”

Earlier in the day, in Hollywood, Clinton spoke to
about 250 people about the need for older women to
have regular breast exams.

“One of the things I have become aware of is that!
a number of women on Medicare who are eligible for;
financial assistance to pay for mammograms are not
taking advantage of that,” Clinton said at the Joseph:
Meyerhoff Senior Center. “I hope to launch a public;
campaign this spring so every woman will hear and:
know why a mammogram is so important.” Sl

Clinton asked 13 panelists why they believe
women over age 65 are not taking advantage of the.
mammogram assistance program.

“We have got to educate older women that thlS is'
not a stigma and is not a sentence of death,” said:
Alice Von Suskill, a volunteer with the American:
Cancer Society.

Medicare pays for diagnostic and screening mam-
mograms once every two years or as ordered by a
physician. In 1992-93, 45 percent of women older
than 65 and eligible for the mammogram benefit in
Flonida received the screening. Nationally, only 37.
percent take advantage of the Medicare benefit.

The first lady, who lost mother-in-law Virginia
Kelley to breast cancer last year, said she wants'to
start using Mother’s Day as an occasion for children;
and loved ones to ask their mothers and grandmother.
to get a mammogram.



Public

Stations
Going
Private?

Bell Atlantic Explores
Taking Over CPB Role

By Mike Mills and John Maynard
Washmngron Post Staff Waiters

Bell Atlantic Corp. is interested in
buying public television stations within
its telephone service region and taking
over the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting’s role as a funding source for
programming, company officials said
yesterday.

On the CBS News program “Face the
Nation” yesterday, Senate Commerce
Committee Chairman Larry Pressler
(R-S.D.) revealed that he has held dis-
cussions with Bell Atlantic and several
other telecommunication companies
about how they would go about becom-
ing a prnimary funding source for pro-
duction of such PBS shows as “Front-
line,” “Sesame Street” and “Nova.” CPB
currently provides $285.6 million in
federal funds to public radio and televi-
sion, accounting for 14 percent of the
total public broadcasting budget.

Bell Atlantic Chairman Raymond W.
Smith confirmed he met with Pressler
early last week for “very prelimmary”
talks regarding the matter, acoording to
Bell Atlantic spokeswoman Shannon
Fioravanti. Much would depend, she
said, on whether Congress strips CPB
of its funding and lifts the prohibition
against profit-making companies own-
ing public broadcasting stations.

“If Congress decides to privatize pub-
lic broadcasting, we would be interest-
ed in either exploring partnering ar-
rangements or possibly purchasing
stations within the Bell Atlantic region,”
Bell Atlantic President James G. Cullen
said in a statement yesterday. “We
would want to continue the public
broadcasting emphasis on educational
and quality community programming.”

Pressler said it would be possible to
write legislation that, through a private
corporation, would maintain CPB’s
goals of reaching every area of the na-
tion with educational programming. “It
could be done with a provision that they

See CPB, B8, Col 1

Fox TV, Reuter Join News Forces

Bloomberg Business News

LAS VEGAS, Jan. 22—The Reuter news
agency and Fox Television Group said today
that they will create a “television news service”
to help Fox provide its affiliates with footage
and news reports.

Terms of the agreement weren’t disclosed.
The service is to begin March 1, offering three
separate broadcast news packages a day with
expanded coverage expected later this year,
the companies said.

The service will be based in the Washington
bureau of Reuter, which will provide “news-
gathering expertise” and the technical services
and equipment for Fox to transmit the reports,
the companies said. Fox will control the re-
ports’ editorial content.

Fax, a subsidiary of News Corp., based in
Sydney, Australia, has said it has no immediate

plans to create a national news broadcast to
compete with those of the other national net-
works. Fox’s majority stockholder, Rupert
Murdoch, has said the company plans to focus
its efforts on its local affiliates’ news broad-
casts.

“This will help our affiliates that carry news
to maintain their news presence in their market
as well as make it possible for affiliates not car-
rying news to do so,” said David Evans, Fox
Television Group’s president.

Reuter, operated by Reuter Holdings Plc., of
London, will provide the international reports
for the service, while Fox will have reporter
and camera crews in Washington and New
York to oversee coverage of national news
events.

Fox and Reuter officials announced the pro-
ject at a meeting in Las Vegas of Fox’s affiliate
stations.

Bell Atlantic
Ekyeing CPB

CPB, From Bl

would continue children’s programming and ru-
ral broadcastng. They could do this without
spending any federal money,” he said on “Face
the Nation.”

Public broadcasting lobbyists immediately at-
tacked Pressler’s comments

“Sen. Pressler pretty clearly, for the first
time, made the real agenda clear in terms of
the supposed privatization of public television,”
said one public broadcasting offidal who re-
quested anonymity. “That agenda being cutting
deals with huge communications companies
whose goals aren’t to preserve public TV but to
carve it up and turn it into another commercal
network. PBS is a sitting duck for a communi-
cations company that badly needs a television
outlet.”

CPB President Richard Carlson, who ap-
peared on the show with Pressler, said he was
“totally taken by surprise” regarding Pressler’s
statement. “I don’t want to reject anything out
of hand, [but] some things are being said here
that aren’t necessanly in touch with reality.”

For example, it’s not clear whether Bell At-
lantic or any other communications company
would “purchase™ CPB from the federal govern-
ment, because CPB has few assets aside from
its staff and its annual appropriation from Con-
gress. There are some 650 public radio sta-
tions and 351 public television stations in the
United States.

Bell Atlantic needs video programming as it
prepares to compete agamst cable television
systems by offermg television over its phone

l\'lﬂlﬂwm
CP8 Prusidunt Richard Cartson: “Some things
are being sald here that aren’t necessardily in
touch with reality.”

lines. It recently wan federal approval to begin
test-marketing its video system in Fairfax
County, where it plans to offer more than 200
movies that viewers can choose at any time.
Other programmers also will be ahle to use the
network, which Bell Atlantic plans to expand to
its entire seven-state mid-Atlantic service re-
gion by the end of the decade.

Late last year, Bell Atlantic joined with two
other regional Bell companies, Nynex Corp.
and Pacific Telesis Group, and Hollywood su-
peragent Michael Ovitz to look for opportuni-
ties to purchase and create new programs. Any
efforts to finance public broadcasting programs
would be done “in concert with our other pro-
gramming partners,” spokeswomnan Fioravanti
said
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U.S. Medlator Optmustlc After Serb Tlks *

By Joel Brand ‘f; :
Specal to The Washington Post LR o

SARAJEVO, Bosnia, Jan. 22—A U.S. mediator met:.. -
with Bosnian Serbs in Pale today and afterwards was’

cautiously optimistic that the five-nation negotiating
“coatact group” could soon restart peace talks between
the rebels and the Bosnian government.

The envoy, Charles Thomas, told Bosnian Serb leader
Radovan Karadzc that the group would like to see more
Serb cooperation with a cease-fire agreement that went
into effect Jan. 1, a U.S. official said. Thomas asked that
the Serbs make good on their pledge to allow civiliap
traffic into Sarajevo, the offical said.

“It is very hard to see how the negotiating process can

2 ’reaﬂy move much ahead nnlesswe have sansfactory.lm-
. . ' plementation of themssamnd-hosuhues agreement“

the afficial 'said on conditiar of anonymity. X
Haris Silajdzic; the Bosnian prime: munste(,_ Sax&
Thomms's trip to Pale had yxelded nothmg in the\'way of
progress. “There is still no ‘yes.’ They go there [to'Pale]
and get ‘a0’ in dlfferent sth&s ‘and wrappings each

. time.”.

The. ot.he: represenntms of the contact group—from
Britain, France, Germany and Russia—are due to arrive
in Sargjevo on Mondayfox talks on restarting peace ne-
gotiations. :

The peace prmlns bem stalled since the Serbs met
with Thomas and the otber contact group representatives
10 dqys agoin talks that ‘produced no tangible results.

Heavy Rains Private Investment to Poor Nations
Add Mlsery N Hits a Record High at World Bank

Quake Area

By Paul Blustein
Washmngton Post Foreign Service

KYOTO, Japan, Jan. 22—Cold,
driving rain fell on western Japan to-
day for the first time since last Tues-
day’s earthquake, hampering relief
efforts and adding to the misery of
the 300,000 people huddled in emer-
gency shelters.

As the death toll from the quake
peared 5,000, efforts continued in
the rain to rescue survivors, bring
food and water to the homeless and
restore essential services. Officals
in Kobe, a city of 1.4 million where
the quake hit hardest, said electrici-
ty and phone service has been re-
stored in nearly all of the city and
water in almost half of it.

But the heavy rain raised fears of
landslides, Potice and military per-
sonnel evacuated 2,200 families
from 46 hilly areas deemed to be in
danger and brought them to the al-
ready crowded shelters. U.S. Ma-
rines based on the Japanese island of
Oldnawa helped members of Japan's
Self-Defense Forces erect tents for
the evacuees.

Some helicopters ferrying in food
were grounded and rescuers looking
for 30 missing people in the aty of
Nishinomiya had to suspend opera-
tians because of the danger of land-
slides, according to Kyodo News
Service. Relief workers distributed
200,000 plastic sheets to cover dam-
aged roofs as well as free umbrellas
and rainwear.

The weather also intensified con-
cerns about disease spreading
among the shelter residents, who
are hving in cramped conditions—
mostly in unheated school gymnasi-
ums, auditoriums and other public
baildings.

“While I've beard reports saying
that we've got enough medical per-
sonnel, it’s not true,” one doctor
working at a shelter told a local TV
station. “Influenza is starting to
spread. Among the shelters only a
few have medical personnel, and
there's no heat. If we don’t get some
help we’re going to have to deal with
lundreds of people with influenza

Associated Press

Pavate investment in Third World
development has reached an all-time
high and is more than triple the aid
coming from governments, the World
Bank reported yesterday.

The investments, up 50 percent in
1993, rose another 9 percent last year
to $179.9 billion.

Government aid, including $23 bil-
lion in loans from the World Bank, to-
taled $54.5 billion in 1994, relatively
unchanged from 1993.

The U.S. government, which has
been pressured by the new Republican
majority in Congress to reduce foreign
aid, contributes about a fifth of govern-
ment-sponsored development aid
worldwide. Same U.S. aid is funneled
through the World Bank, which is
owned by 178 governments and is the
world’s largest source of credit, but
the bulk goes directly to Israel and
Egypt.

More than half the worldwide gov-
ernment assistance—$30.5 billion last

year—aame in the form of grants that
do not have to be repaid. The remam-
der is in Jow-interest loans.

From 1990 to 1993, creditor coun-
tries forgave more than $25 bilion of
their loans, led by the United States,
which forgave about $7.4 billion.

Private investents, including mon-
ey to build plants, take over businesses
and buy stocks and bonds,
largely to what the World Bank calls
“middle-income countries,” such as
Mexico and Brazil, and to poorer coun-
tries with bigger potential markets,
such as China and India.

Government loans and bonds
bought by foreign mvestors both add
to poor countries’ debt which contin
ues to rise, Third World debt in 1994
was about $1.945 txillion, up from
$1.812 tnllion in 1993.

Brazil was the biggest overall debt-
or, owing $132.7 billion in 1993. The
nation was suppased to pay $16.3 bil-
lion in interest and principal that year,
but paid $10.7 billion.
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and other diseases.”

A 24-person medical team
today from California, including doc-
tars and nurses who worked in
year's Los Angeles quake.
landed at Kansai International Air-
port and beaded for
Kobe

*"A French search-and-rescue team
with dogs also arrived, as did 2,000
blankets and 600 cashmere gloves
from Mongolia, an impoverished
country that receives Japanese de-
velopment aid. The Japanese gov-
ernment so far has accepted assis-
tance from 11 countries of the 40
that have offered help of some kind.

Although the rain compounded the
overwhelming problems of the rescue
and reconstruction, policemen and
soldiers as well as individual volun-

teers slogged on as best they could,

and continued the grim work of sifting
through rubble for bodies. The pas-

sage of time dimmed hopes for finding
anyoone still buried alive, however.

- The death toll reached 4,936 this
evening, with 171 people still miss-
ing. That makes the quake the deadli-
est natural disaster in Japan’s postwar
history, surpassing a 1959 typhoon’
that kalled 4,697 in central Japan.

Ly
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Company
Eyes PBS

Foes of Privatization

Decry “Vultures’

By Ellen Edwards and Mike Mills

Waslungton Post Staff Writers

A second media company ex-
Pressed interest yesterday in taking
over the Public Broadcasting Ser-
vice, as supporters of the system ex-
pressed outrage at the possibility
that it could be “sold off for scrap to
the highest commercial bidder.”

Glenn Jones, president of Engle-
wood, Colo.-based Jones Intercable
Inc., the nation’s eighth-largest op-
erator of cable systems, said his
company is interested in getting in
on the “privatizing” of public broad-
casting. His interest was piqued, he
said, after hearing of Bell Atlantic’s
similar interest Sunday when Sen.
Larry Pressler (R-S.D.) announced it
on CBS's “Face the Nation.”

“We didn’t realize that it was be-
ing considered that deeply,” Jones
said yesterday. “If they proceed with
privatization, then we would want to
be in a position to plead our case and
be involved in the process.” Jones
wrote to Pressler yesterday ex-
pressing the company’s interest.

“I think it’s the true agenda com-

See PBS, E8,Col 1
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Another Bzdder for Public TV

PBS, From E1

ing out,” said Rep. Eliot Engel (D-N.Y.), an in-
creasingly vocal critic of Republican moves to
cut off federal funding for public broadcasting.
“This is not simply a way to improve public tele-
vision. This is a scheme to enrich corporate
friends. . . . This is the first week they have real-
ly exposed their hand. [The companies
waould] like nothing more than gettlng a piece of
the action and making a bundle on it.”

*The two companies “can call in any time and

a pledge if they want to help public televi-
sigh,” said Sen. Emest Hollings (D-S.C.), in ref-
esence to the firms’ expressed desire to help the
system. “We’ve got the mechanism in place now
without commercializing the license.”

»Public broadcasting officials sought to make
clear that the system is made up of roughly
1,000 radio and television stations, each individu-
ally licensed by the Federal Communications
Cammission to a municipality or educational in-
stitution for noncommercial, educational pro-
gnmming. As such, the officals said, the sta-
tigns cannot be sold to any for-prof:t
ogganization.

.An FCC spokesman, asked later for comment
on.the legalities, said it would be premature to

such sales were impossible.

this area, WETA, Channel 26, is licensed to

the Greater Washmgton Commumty with a

boeard in part determined by the station’s mem-

bership; Maryland Public Television, Channel 22,

isJoensad to the state, and WHMM, Channel 32,
Howard University.

:Raymond K.K. Ho, president and CEO of
Maryland Public Television, said yesterday that
heé' was wary of any telecommunications company
agerested in purchasing public television sta-

tians, calling them “vultures . cu'chng over the
eﬁdangered speges of public television.”

t the same time, a number of other large
teiecommunications companies sought to dis-
tagee themselves, at least publicly, from the fra-
< though insiders said that if all of the nation’s
pablic TV stations and the programming they air
wete placed on the open market, the attraction
cQild prove irresistible.

Both Warner Bros. and Paramaunt are trying
topart together national television networks and
afe having difficulty lining up stations—the fre-
q@mcies are not available. Many public broad-

stations were licensed in the '50s and are

ob%he most desirable low-number VHF chan-
‘nd, 2 through 13.

imilarly, cable operators are hungry for quali-

ty-programming, and many would be happy to

hold of the high-quality productions aired by

, especially in the children’s arena.

) -larherthls'month the FCC approved a “video
dﬂime trial for Bell Atlantic, which would en-

aﬂ; it to mrry its own video programming over

me said a lot of current PBS offerings would
bé#t home on Jones Education Networks, which
ithudes Mind Extension University, a college
cpdrse taught over cable systems that reaches
26°million households nationwide. A Jones com-
paay official testified by invitation last Thursday
inba congressional hearing on public television’s

.‘T’rivatizaﬁon could be considered on a socially
aynsciaus basis,” Jones said. “Our thought would
be to bend it more in an educational direc-
tion...."

Jones added, however, that PBS programs
would not receive identical treatment. “Sesame
Street” and “Barmney” would be candidates for
syndication on commercial broadcast stations, he
said. Other shows, such as “Reading Rainbow”
and “The Mechanical Universe and Beyond,”
would fit in with Jones’s education network.

“We would look at the syndication process in
terms of Big Bird and Barney and see what could
be done to bring funds into the organization so it
wouldn't require government funds,” Jones said.

In fact, “Sesame Street” and “Bamey” are not
owrnied by the system but by individual indepen-
dent producers who sell limited rights to air
them to PBS. As such, the producers would have
syndication rights.

Jones added that the company would “stay
away from political prograsmming more than PBS
does. We wouldn't see that as part of what we
do.”

He said the company would also be interested
in eventually buying local public stations.

PBS President Ervin Duggan said yesterday
that if the anti-public broadcasting forces have
their way, the system could be “sold off for scrap
to the highest commeracial bidder.” He issued a
statement saying he believed there were “three
distinct sources of pressure to defund and break
up public television.”

The first, he said, is a “determined group of
electronic book burners—specia) interest groups
who, seeing books that they don’t like on the
shelves of the public broadcasting library, wish to
close it down.”

The second “is a pay-television industry, which
may wish to remove free, high-quality television
from its path—or, failing that, control it.” The
third, he said, “4s a set of would-be commercial
broadcasting operators who seem to want to
snap up the broken remains of public television
for money-making purposes.”

Of Sunday’s amnouncement of Bell Atlantic’s
interest in public broadcasting, Eddie Fritts,
president of the Nationa) Assocation of Broad-
casters, commented, “It's understandable why
Bell Atlantic . . . would want to buy their way in-
to a wireless communications network reaching
99 percent of the population. But it’s not at all
clear why this would serve the public interest.”

Some speculated that Bell Atlantic and Jones
may be motivated by a desire to please Preasler,
who chairs the Senate Commerce panel that now
is rewriting the nation’s telecommunications
laws.

“It would seem to me that the commeraial in-
terest would be looking at the telecom legislabon
and want to be very cooperative,” said Delano
Lewis, president of Natianal Public Radio for the
last year and before that president of C&P Tele-
phone, owned by Bell Atlantic.

“The question is, what's of value? The sta-
tions, the licmnses, the spectrum alloation—
that’s what'’s of value. All of that has some rela-
tion to the telecom legislation,” Lewis said.

The country’s largest cable operator, Denver-
based Tele-Cammunications Inc., late last year
acquired a two-thirds share of MacNeil-Lehrer
Productions, wich produces the PBS “MacNei)
Lehrer NewsHour” along with publi¢ station
WNET in New York and WETA. TCI Senior
Vice President Bob Thamsan said the campany
is not-interested in buying public stations or tak-
ing over CPB and has no pusition on the privati-
zation debate.

Two cable networks that mest rival PBS in
content said they too are not interested in taking
over public broadcasting’s programs or stations.
Spokesmen for A&E Networks and Discovery
Communications Inc. said the cable networks
have close relationships with the public broad-
casting community and do not want to see public -
broadcasting privatized.

But Jim Boyle, a spokesman for the Bethesda-
based Discovery Channel, said the company is in-
terested in striking a new coproduction arrange-
ment with PBS in which the two would share
production costs. Shows would be aired first on
Discovery, then on the over-the-air PBS stations.
“We don’t want to get in the middle of the priva-
tization debate,” Boyle said. “But ideas like this
are a creative offer we can bring to the table to
help out.”

Special corvespondent John Maynard also
contributed to this article.
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The New Jersey Governor’s Fr

Political Future Lies in Her Past -

By Elisabeth Bumiller
Washingtan Post Stafl Writer
PRINCETON, NJ.
ov. Christine Todd Whitman, the
woman on every Republican's short
list for vice president, is taking a

band, her brother and state troop-
ers as controlled chaos reigns inside
Drumthwacket, the 18-room Greek Revival hulk
that serves as her official home.

It's early Sunday afternoon, a day before she
will present her annual budget message to the
state of New Jersey, and two days before she is
to deliver tonight's live, nationally televised Res
publican response to the president’s State of the
Union speech. Drumthwacket has a campaign!ike
buzz. CBS has just finished an interview in the
parlor, and Whitman’s political adviser amved
moments ago from Washington.

Whitman admits she is not sleeping well, wak-
ing at 2:30 a.m. with phrases for speeches that
she always forgets by morning. Her budget mes-
sage announcing another 15 percent income tax
cut, her most important state speech of the year,
was nipped up and rewritten on Friday; the State
of the Union response, composed by a speech
writer at the Republican National Committee, is
still in rough draft. Her chief of staff, her policy
planner and her deputy press secretary, three of
“the girls” who cause grumbles from the boys in
Trenton, are waiting inside, ready with the Tele-
PrompTer set up for speech practice in the k-
brary. All of them know that the Republican re-
sponse has the potential to be a make-or-break
event, the kind that can catapult Whitman,
America’s famous tax-cutting governor—or tax-
cutting fraud, if you talk to her critics—further
into the national spotlight, where she is already a
star for defeating Democratic governor Jim. Flo-
rio in 1993.

But Whitman is still on the court. It should
come as no surprise that she is competitive and
aggressive, and grabs the ball and charges in
hard. Her husband, John, plays a good game—
“Great shot!” they all shout to him—but a few
moments later he is injured. “Your knee!” his
wife says with alarm. “This is not good for yoar
knee.” John Whitman limps off the court, leaving
his wife with the troopers. She is in fact the ath-
lete in the family, a 48-year-old former tomboy
who rides mountain bikes, plays foothall, trap-
shoots—and once fox-hunted, which is some-
thing House Speaker Newt Gingrich may not
want you to know.

Because the woman Gingrich and the Repubk-
can Party have chosen to represent them tonight
is an East Coast blue blood, a woman who grew
up tn the horse country of New Jersey and at-

See WHITMAN, E2, Col. 1

break to shoot baskets with her hus-

WHITMAN, From E1

tended some of the nation’s most ex-
clusive private schools. At a time
when the party’s base has moved to
the South, the West, the working
class and the religious right, Whitman
i8 a throwtack with roots in the patri-
can Republican politics of three and
four decades ago.

- Unlike George Bush, whose party
fomedhnntomovetothenghtonso-

she says. In fact, ber grandfather built
Colonial Williamsburg for John D.
Rockefeller; her father, Webster
Todd, the chairman of the New Jer-
ey Republican Party m the 1960s
and '70s, built Rockefeller Center and

Radio City Music Hall Her mather's
family, the Schleys, were the first
New Yarkers to arrive in whbat was to
become a rarefied pocket of New Jer-
sey’s Samerset County. As the story
has it,—the—area was to be named
Schieyville until Mrs. Schley looked
out her window at the Watchung
Mountams one day in the late 1880s
and suggested instead that it be called
Far Hills.
Over the succredding generations,
Hills became both a magnet and a
eedmg ground for moderate and
a place of seri-
hs old where no one made
Qun of noblesse oblige. The young
$hrestie Todd grew up with a roll call
of America’s elite: C. Douglas Dillon,
a friend of her parents who lived
Sown the road, was ambassador to
France under Dwight—Eisentrower
treasury secretary under John
and Lyndoo Jotmson. Nicho-
lps Brady, whose estate Dogpatch
¥as five mmutes away, became trea-
secretary under George Bush.
hne Malnim Forbes, the founder
of Forbes magrrine, was also a neigh-
Bor; be ranfor governor of New Jer-
§ey at the came time kis son Steve
fYeat with Whmnan to Far Hills Coun-

Prefingtsysem, have sent six family
@embers to Cougreas. Whitman's
@wn mother, Eleanar Todd, was a Re-
fublican national qmmitterwoman,
mwmsmm

2 “‘It-waszpretty big matrarchy,
ofys Jobn Whitman. “These are very
wamen.”
My mother and grandmother

acyuss a paper
or '57 that sai, ‘Is New Jer

ready for a waman governar?

it tisted Mother as one of the six
AEentialswho were out there, Dad
was always pushing her to run for of-
fibe, because be never would, but she
ﬁthamahecmlddontmthhu

obligtiona®

th2 vice presidency seems to her
qundcvenumgh 'S po-
advisers are actively discyssmg
h:r_pntml as a vice presidential
Mtz..wlnhlmqumzmm
Whmnmsayaheanotﬂmkmg
about it at all
ﬂmlmmkabannmtheme
that people keep bringing it up,” she
s “And it does make other people
mggtat me. . . . There are others who
E m dmhn. who really
ese things, and want these

tEIZA. And [ haven't planned it, and I
S

But as
day to the C
“] learned long a
to anything.”
The Word on

Three views on Christi
@ “She turns out to be as
didate as I've run into si
Reagan,” says Lyn Nafzger,
time Reagan adviser who now
for Wihatman. “Some women
get strident, but she does not.
wumen tend to @y SmDeTimes, but
she does not. She’s tall, which belps.
She’s handsome. She is certamly not
sexy, which is a good thmg. And she's
got a husband and a couple of kids. It
would be hard not to talk about her as
a vice president ”

@ “She’s a very good salesperson,”
Thomas Byrne, the chairman of
the New Jersey state Democratic
speaking of Whitman's

proposed 30 peroent tax cut. “Where |
have problems with ber is the sub-
stance. Whitmanomics is Reagan-
amics brought to the state level The

%

¢ people,
she’s got a nice way about ber.” As far
as her more moderate palitics, adds
Dole, “we're sxyi on m—the
party’s big. We don't have to march in
Jock step.” Is be ready to run with a
wunan?'lnmywew.n'smtom




At the White House,

Radio Free America

No. 1 Fan Toasts NPR on Its 25th

By Roxanne Roberts
Washingtan Post Staff Writer

National Public Radio doesn’t have commercials as
such. Instead, it raises millions of dollars through
pledge weeks and challenge grants and 12 million de-
voted fans. Including one very important one.

“What can I tell you?” said Bill Clinton last night. “I'm
just an NPR kind of president.”

What that means exactly is subject to interpretation,
but Clinton likes NPR so much that he played host to a
star-studded black-tie performance in the East Room
launching the network’s 25th anniversary year.

Not only are the president and first lady members of
both local NPR affiliates in Washington, but back-in Ar-
kansas they used to set their clock radio to the local
NPR station. “Some days it was so soothing we didn’t

8ee NPR,C8, Col. 1

Stars Come

Out for NPR

g NPR, From C1

wake up,” he told the 200 invited
guests. “But still, it was a lot better
than talk radip.-And on those days
when we did wake up, we were ahle to
eat breakfast.”

That tasteful, rooderate, ah-sogen-
teel tone was center stage as the NPR
Playhouse presented “The Sound of
the White House.” Jason Robards,
Kathleen Tumer, Michael Feinstein,
Martin Sheen, Charles Dutton, Taj
Mahal and Bette Midler joined NPR’s
anar stars for a collection of one-
liners, history, aphorisms and observa-
tions about presidential life.

Tam and Ray Magliozz, the “Car
Talk” guys, myected a breath of life into
the radio play, which proceeded with
good humor despite the loose familiari-
ty with the script. Partisan politics, es-
pecally that liberal elite kind, didn't
rear its head until the end of the pro-
gram when Buck Henry, Jane Curtin,
and Robert Krulwich presented “Back-
five,” a spoof of the pundit round table.
A, randown on 290 years of White

-

; . BY KEITH JENIINS—THE WWON POST
Clinton: “What can | tell you? I'm
Just an NPR kind of president.”

House trivia was followed by a look at
what would happen to the mansion in
2000.

Henry predicted it would be priva-
tized. “If the NRA can be convinced
not to use it for for target practice,” he
said, “I suppose it could became a very
beautiful, electrified orphanage.”

Even Midler, who ended the show
with a charmung, irreverent song and
dance, couldn’t resist tiny jabs at Dan
Quayle and Newt Gingrich.

“But I'm not going to get political,”
she -teased. “We don't come to the

White House for that. We come hoping
that there will be embossed towels that
we can take home to our family and
friends. And there are! What a nation!”

Actually, they all came to the White
House to throw a spotlight on NPR. “1
think it serves a function that is really,
really vital in this country,” said Midler.
“I came, in a funny way, looking for a
little pulpit because I hear some people
would like to cut the funding for NPR
and I really don't think it’s a good idea.
[It really is] another voice in the wil-
demness that I think is so cecessary.”

Last night’s performance was part
of a whirtwind weekend of schmoazng,
lobbying and rainmaking for the NPR
Foundation, the fund-raising arm of the
nonprofit network. Contributors who
had pledged at least $10,000 to the
foundation were treated yesterday
moming to a congressional breakfast
hosted by Rep. Henry Hyde (R-IlL) in
the Rayburn House Office Building, the
White House performance and buffet
supper, breakfast this morming at the
NPR studio, lunch at the National
Press Club and a receptiap at the Em-
bassy of Finland.

This was the Clinton administra-
tion’s second public boost this week in
support of public broadcasting.

In a speech at American University
Thursday, Vice President Gore at-
tacked the “mean-spirited” Republican
attempt to privatize public broadcast-

ing. The Corporation for Public Broad-
casting, which distnbutes federal funds
to local television and radio stations
around the country, gave NPR $15
million in 1994, about 3 percent of its
annual operating revenue. NPR also
receives federal money indirectly from
member stations who pay for its pro-

gramming.

Last night, Clinton said that NPR
oosts about 29 cents a year per citizen.

“I know it’s fashionable today to con-
demn everythung public, but it seems
to me that public radio has been a good
deal for America,” he said._

Most of NPR’s personabties were
on hand, but “Weekend Edition” host
Scott Simon stayed away out of fear
that a White House event could create
a peroeption problem for NPR in the
mdst of the current battle for funding.

“I said I didn’t think it was a good
idea,” Simon said earlier this week. “I
don’t think there was anything wrong
with it ethically, but I didn’t want there
to be—at this particular point—any
possibility of an appearance that 1 was
participating in a partisan political
event.” ]

But Supreme Court reporter Nina
Totenberg had no quabms.

“] went to the Republican event this
moming and the Democratic event to-
night,” she said. “Anything to help NPR
raise its visibility and raise money, I'm
willing to do.”

——
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No More Smoke Screens

Cancer, Then Remorse Strikes an Ex-Tobacco Lobbylst

By Jason Vest
Speca to The Washington Post

t was November 1992. Victor

Crawford—former Maryland

state senator, trial lawyer and

lobbyist—was lying on a gur-

ney at Georgetown University
Medical Center, wondering if he'd
live to see Christmas.

The cancerous lymph nodes and
muscles from the left side of his
neck had been carved out; for the
time being, he couldn’t talk and he
breathed through a hole in his chest.
He was emaciated and the pain was
relentless. A state-of-the-art radia-
tion implant embedded in his neck
offered a chance of survival, but it al-
so left him very much alone, separat-
ed from even the nurses by a pha-
lanx of lead shields.

Like millions of other Americans,
Victor Crawford had cancer—*“a
textboak case,” his doctor told him,
“cmsed by smoking,” a habit he be-

gan at age 13.

A fitting fate, Crawford ruefully
thought, for a Tobacco Institute lob-
byist.

As he lay there, wondering if
death would be preferable to the in-
tense pain, he fleetingly recalled all
the times he'd attacked those who
wanted to limit smoking in public
places as “health Nazs.” He remem-
bered the pieces of legislation he'd
neutralized in the name of “smokers’
rights.” He considered the money
he’d made doing it, and how little it
now meant.

“I did this to myself,” he thought,
“and no one else should have to go
through this.”

Tnday, Crawford, 62, is a cancer
statistic. Until recently his disease
was in remission, but he doesn't
know how much longer be has.

While he'’s around, he believes he
owes the public an act of contrition.

-

— t

While it may not come as a revela- r

tion to some, Crawford believes that
the people who used to sign his
checks couldn’t care less about pub-
lic health.

“They’re in it for the money, I was
in it for the money, and [ was never
concerned if people were dying,” he
says. “I knew what I was doing—my
job was to kill bills that would dis-
courage smoking, and encourage
bills that would encourage smoking
and make them money. I did whatev-
er it would take to win, and a lot of
times, I won.” He pauses. “Now I'm
just trying to make amends, to stop
people from smoking so they won't
suffer like I have.”

A shrewd liberal who eamed the
moniker “Riverboat Gambler” in the
Maryland Senate for his personal
and political style, Crawford is some-
thing of a legend on the state’s legal |

and legislative scenes. He served
first in the House of Delegates and
then in the Senate from the mid-'60s
until 1982. He was, say friends and
colleagues, one of the most ostenta-
tious yet effective legislators to
serve in Annapolis.

“He had cigars, pinkie rings, pric-
ey three-piece suits—a New Dealer
in cowboy boots,” recalls a state-
house colleague. “And he had a gre-
garious personality and sharp wit to
go with his look. . . . It was hard not
to like the guy, and even harder not
to go his way on a vote after spend-
ing a night on the town with him.
And he loved to tell these hilarious
stories about his experiences.”

But now, the stories Crawford'’s
telling aren’t so funny.

In the past year, Crawford has been

See CRAWFORD, C7,ColL 1
1

CRAWFORD, From C1
treaking that cardinal rule of lobbying
loosely known as “don’t bite the hand
that feeds you” In public service ads
with former surgeon general C. Ever-
ett Koop, before state legislative com-
mittees and in Monday’s Ann Landers
column, the debogair Crawford (who,
with his own hair saarificed to chemo-
therapy, still looks sharp in a wig) has
been skewering the tobacco industry,

in the process becoming what one

ant-smoking crusader calls the “holy
grail for tobacco control” On Thurs-
day, he appeared with Gov. Parris
Glendening to endorse the Maryland
governur’s hard-ine ant-smoking pos-
on.

“What’s so fascnating,” says one re-
porter on the tobacco beat, “is bere's a
guy, a master manipulator, a guy who
was a hired gum in the worst sense of
the term, who's now using all his skills
bdomenghttlung.

Says Michael Pertschuk, an
anti-smoking crusader with the Advo-
cacy Institute and former chairman of
the Federal Trade Commission:
“There’s been nobody else like hmm,
smneane who would corne clean, talk
straight and tell the truth. He's provid-
ed valuable msighte about how the in-
dustry is disingenuous.”

While the tobacco industry bases its

arguments on reasonable-sounding ,

als for “accommaodation” of smakers
and “the right to choose,” Crawford
gays, the mdustry’s refusal to admit
that qgarettes are addictive amounts
to a genuinely grave public health
threat.

“Are they lying? If someone tells you
smoking is nonaddictive, they’re either
lying or they have a doubledigit IQ,”
be says. “Once you're hooked, choos- :
ing to stop gets hard.” |

Not surprisingly, the Tobacco Insti- |
tute is trymg to play down Crawford’s
message, as well as his relationship
with the industry assodation. “He real-
ly didn’t do that much for us,” says To-
bacoo [ntitute spokeswoman Brennan
Dawsm. “And we have said that smok-
g is a risk factor for a number of
heath atcomes”

————

= 7 don't blame her for saying ; that—
if I were in her position, I'd be doing
the same thing,” says Crawford. He

says he spent six years in the late ‘80s
as a contract lobbyist for the institute,
collecting about $20,000 in fees. “They

have a lot of people working for them,

a lot who were more important than
me. But it's like if you're a hit man

from the mob. Does it matter if you've
killed five people or 50? You're still a
\dller.”

Crawfard sits on a couch in his home
just north of Chevy Chase Circle,
where he hves with Linda, his wife of
12 years. He’s very matter of fact
about “what an ass [ was.”

‘I used the oldest trick in the
vook—when there’s no way you can
attack the message, attack the mes-
senger,” he says simply. “There was no
way I could attack anything advocates
said about health and addiction and
win. It wasn't even an option. So I'd al-
ways say, ‘Well, the jury’s still out on
the health stuff, but that’s not the real
issue The real issve is freedom of
choice, freedom of choice, and these
heaith Nazis want to take it away!’ |
oould make a hell of an argument. And
[ was smooth.”

Lebbying for the Tobacco Institute,
Crawfcrd could make up to $200 an
hour for chatting up state and local leg-
islators in Maryland. He did everything
from fighting a proposed Takoma Park
ordmance to ban cigarette vending ma-
chines to help water down
anti-smoking measures in the state-
house.

“The funnest of them all was a bill in
the Senate a few years ago, a bill to
ban smoking i elevators,” he recalls.
“It was going to pass. But it could be
amended. [ got it amended so . . . the
law could only be enforced by the De-
partment of Labor and Industry, and
the only way a person could be fned
$25 was if they were caught smoking
in the presence of a uniformed police
officer. And | was able to convince the

sponsar that this was good for her.” He

mirthlessly chuckles. “That was funny.
She still had her anti-smoking bill for
her campaign brochure, and my clients
were happy.”

The tobacco companies, he says, re-
alize any measure that might make
smoking look sodally unacceptable will
hurt therr market “Espedally younger
people, therr future market, so it's es-
sential they fight everything, even
smoking in elevators,” he continues.
“And I never had any moral qualms
about domg it.”

‘Black Hat’ Clients

By the time he retired from the
state Senate in 1982, Victor Crawford
had at his disposal a tight network of
everyooe who was anyone i
polma.Andhevmsneverafrmdtoget
his hands dirty, especxally when he
really wanted to win, colleagues say.

! /7_
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Pressler and the ‘Barney’ Backlash

bruised and battered in his battle with Big
Bird and Barney.

As the new chairman of the Senate Commerce
Committee, Pressler holds legislative sway over
some of the most powerful corporate executives in
America. But he can’t seem to get his arms around
the cuddly children’s characters who have come to
symbolize the opposition to his plan to cut taxpayer
support for public broadcasting.

“My message isn’t getting through very well,” a
clearly frustrated Pressler told us. “All they say is I
want to cut or kill Barney. That’s not true at all.”

Pressler apparently underestimated the
willingness of the Public Broadcasting Service—and
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting—to engage
in trench warfare in defense of the $285 million it
receives from the taxpayers each year. Although
the subsidy represents a mere 14 percent of public
broadcasting’s revenue—and 0.02 percent of the
federal budget—the battle of Barney vs. Pressler
has become an unwelcome imbroglio for GOP
budget-cutters.

PBS fans, officials and emnloyess at some of the
1,000 television and radio stations that depend on
the subsidy are not taking Pressler’s assault lying
down. The “Swan Lake” set is not intending
Pressler’s attack to be any swan song.

“Pressler is trying to treat a case of a little
dandruff here and there with decapitation,” one PBS
official told our associate Dale Van Atta.

Responding to his critics, Pressler says he’s

s en. Larry Pressler (R-S.D.) finds himself

simply been misunderstood. His plan would not kill *

public broadcasting, he says, simply remove the
taxpayer subsidy in favor of new revenue sources.:

“They [PBS] have a treasure trove of profits that
the taxpayers could get relief by getting a
percentage of,” Pressler says. Among other things,
Pressler wants public broadcasting to recoup some
of the profits generated by the marketing and
merchandising of PBS characters such as Barney,
the popular purple dinosaur. “The point I'm making
is there’'s some creative ways of having it be
self-supporting.”

With polls showing PBS enjoying 70 percent
public support, Pressler has his work cut out for
him. Some of his critics believe he is playing fast and
loose with the truth as he tries to make his case.

PBS officials predict that Pressler will find some

of the stiffest criticism coming from his own back
yard—his constituents in South Dakota. Support for
public broadcasting is strong there, and federal
funding is a vital lifeline for the tiny radio and
television stations there. As one PBS official put it:
“The scorpion’s own tail is going to come around
and sting him.” Not so, says Pressler, who believes
South Dakota stations will get more funding under
his plan.

While Pressler gripes about the lavish
programming budgets of some of the big-market
public stations, public broadcasting officials say such
complaints are shortsighted. Ninety percent of PBS
funds go directly to the 1,000 television and radio
stations, most of which are rural. Big-city stations
may get less than 4 percent of their budget from the
feds, while rural ones may get up to 40 percent of
their revenue from the government. If Pressler
succeeds, the first to black out may be the small
stations.

“We've got four of the poarest counties in the
nation here, and one of the highest percentages of
working mothers in the nation,” a television
executive in South Dakota told a top PBS official.
“They depend on ‘Sesame Street’ to train day-care
workers and give those kids in day care a chance to
learn to read, give them a little bit of a head start.”

The state official maintained that many rural
areas in South Dakota, including isolated Indian
reservations, depend on PBS for much of their
programming. Partly because of affordability, the
percentage of homes in South Dakota with cable
television is among the lowest in the country.

Pressler’s core concept, that PBS can be
privatized without losing its identity, also erodes
with a glance at Barney's history. Commercial
television rejected the purple dino-star because its
target audience was 1- to 5-year-olds, who don’t buy
much. “Barney and Friends” is now public
broadcasting’s most popular program.

“A complete cut in the federal contribution,” one
top PBS official warns, “will make public TV
consumner-driven, not education driven, and it will
be just another competing network running reruns
of ‘I Love Lucy’ and selling imitation diamond
bracelets.”



Abroad at Home
ANTHONY LEWIS

Dumb
And |
Dumber

We are told that we are moving to
a knowledge-based society. The fu-
ture will belong to the individual and|
the country that can best make the'
transition from brawn to brain.

No one is more committed to that
vision of the future, or more convinc-
ing in expounding it, than Newt Ging-
rich. So it is a puzzle when he also
says that he wants to wipe out thei
most effective instrument we have
for spreading knowledge of our-
selves and our world. That is public
broadcasting.

Destruction of public television
and radio has been made a cause by
many voices on the right. Over re-
cent weeks the arguments have been
heard with increasing intensity.
They seem to me to miss the point.

It is said, for example, that we no
longer need public broadcasting be-
cause there are so many commer-
cial broadcast and cable outlets. The
market will work best, giving the,
customers what they need. .

Market theory has, happily, tri-
umphed in economics around the
world. But it is hard to believe that.
those who say it can work in broad-
casting, giving us all we now get
from public stations, really mean
what they say.

What commercial network or
channel would conceivably make the
investment that public television did
to create and broadcast nine hours
on the Civil War? Yet those Ken
Burns programs told more Ameri-
cans more about a formative chap-
ter in the nation’s history than any-
thing else has.

Then there is the strictly education-
al role of public television. On WNET,
the New York-New Jersey public sta-
tion, 60 percent of all programs are
for schools or for children at home.
WNET has 100,000 viewers a day who
are learning to read or earning high
school equivalency diplomas.

Commercial broadcasting at its
best cannot be expected to perform
such functions. They fill a public
need, one especially compelling in

The attack
on public
broadcasting.

a knowledge-based society.

But it is not just programs desig-
nated as educational that matter in
public broaccasting. Bringing large
audiences to Trollope or Dickens also
does. And anyone who thinks com-
mercial television in this country will
undertake such ventures cannot have
watched a great deal of it lately, with
its Gresham's law of violence and
greed and tabloid tittle-tattle.

To that kind of rationale for public
broadcasting, the critics respond
with cries of ‘“elitism!’’ Why, they
ask, should the public pay for pro-
grams watched only by a well-to-do
elite in New York and Boston and
San Francisco?

What condescension toward the
American people that argument re-
veals. Eighty percent of all Ameri-
cans watch public television at least
once a month. It may be more widely
used by the public than anything the
Federal Government supports ex-
cept interst2te highways.

The point is that public broadcast-
ing offers, or can offer, higher values
to everyone, rich or poor, on the
coasts or in lowa (which has excep-
tional public stations). It is the very
opposite of elitism.

In today's terms — and tomor-
row's — public broadcasting is the
equivalent of Andrew Carnegie'’s
public libraries. It is open to all and
offers all a chance to expand their
minds and enrich their lives. And the
Federal contribution costs each of us
about $1 a year: one of the greatest '
bargains around.

The comparison with public li-
braries was made in a thoughtful
column on the public broadcasting
controversy by David Warsh of The
Boston Globe. He went on to another’

.intriguing point.

Conservatives like to talk about
reviving Victorian values, Mr. Warsh
said: morality, industry and the like.
But it was also a Victorian project to
spread culture and learning to the
masses through libraries, museums,
public education. Why would those
who profess to admire the Victorians
want to suppress today’s great mech-
anism toward those ends? Why would
they want to dumb the society down?

Of course public broadcasting
does not reach the ideal. But it does
some things well. National Public
Radio provides the only in-depth
news in this country that compares
with the BBC In any event, if public
broadcasting is less than it could be,
improve it, don’t kill it.

Underneath the critics’ argu-
ments, 1 think, is a premise that
everything in America should be
commercial. If that is the value the
voices of the right are really assert-
ing, they should say so. But somehow
1 do not think it is Speaker Ging-
rich’s vision. Let us see what ‘he
does, in the end, about public broad-
casting. a
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By Geo:ge Archibald
and Rod Dreher

THE WASHINGTON TIMES

A third private firm yesterday
expressed interest in acquiring
. part of the public broadcasting es-
tablishment as executives of the
federally funded Corporation for
Public Broadcasting said - they
would fight commercial sale of
PBS and National Public Radio.

The Public Radio Service, anon-
profit public broadcasting com-
pany in Baltimore launched to

ta compete with NPR, has drafted a
R : * plan to offer five different public
.-'r«:f affairs and ‘cultural formats to °
37 " NPRaffiliates and other nonproflt

JANUARY 25. 1995

Thje Wastinigton Tomes

WEDNESDAY,

U.S. government $1 to acquire
NPR and will run it on $10 million
a year ... and the government
would never have to give CPB an-
other penny for radio,” Mr. Gra-
ham told The Washington Times.
Bell Atlantic Corp., a regional
telephone company, and Jones
Intercable Inc., which has 26 mi}-
lion cable TV subscribers, pre-
viously expressed interest in tak-
ing over the Public Broadcasting

Service, which distributes “Ses- .

ame Street” andother programs to
351 public TV stations.

The Corporation for Public -
' Broadcasting (CPB), which will -,

ve $286.5 million in. federal'f
‘funds this year to abont 1,000 pub- '

" radio stations, said L. Edwin Gra- | lic TV and radio stations, has been il

ie ham, president of Supporters ofk
L - Public Broadcasting Inc. -
“We've been planning to do a

network on the air within the next **
three months, . . ; We will give the -

privatized public radio and put our- ' federal budget. . I
On Monday, Ervin S, Duggan' :

told by conﬁressmnal leaders that: 7'

ng will be cut or ended as:

part o ehc oL 1ol balance u:g DI.‘ .{far public broadcasting,” he said.
-+ { Yet Mr. Carlson said the CPB is
_“!ntally committed to the preser-

“ PBS presidentand chief executlve

:£ach him by telephone
;oou

officer, said Bell Atlantic’s an-
nounced interest “now make[s)
clear that ‘privatization, in the
eyes of those commercial oper-
ators, has precisely this meaning:
selling off the assets of publictele-
vision for scrap, to the highest
comniercial bidder”

But Ken McGee, a‘media ana-
lyst at the Gartner Group in
Greenwich, Conn., 'said he;ig not

inclined to take serlously re S

that Bell Atlantic might take over
public broadcasting. “This has
wonderful PR value: Big Bell
. saves Big Bird,” he said.
‘. CPB President Richard W, Carl-
&on told reporters yesterday that
had not yet spoken to a Bell
*Aflantic official who had trledol?
course we're interested in talking
“about any new sources of revenue

vation of public broadcasting as it
is”

“Public broadcasting ... is not
for sale in this country,’ he added.

Henry J. Cauthen, CPB chair-
man and president of the South
Carolina Educational Television
Commission, expressed doubts
about the Jones Intercable pro-
posal. “I'm very skeptical whether
their interest is in serving Amer-
ican education or building a
stronger Jones system,’ he told re-
porters at CPB headquarters.

Glenn Jones, chairman. of the
cable company, said he foresees
syndicating PBS programs such
as “Sesame Street” and “Nova” to
commercial outlets.

Jones Education Networks
(JEN), part of the Englewood,
Colo.-based cable operation, also
would use the nationwide PBS net-
work for its educational program-
ming, he said.

Public broadcasting ‘not for sale, official says as interest grows

JEN produces Mind Extension
University, a system of televised
for-credit college courses. Under
Jones’ ownership, PBS would con-
tinue to produce programis as it -
does now but their content would
be almost strictly educational, Mr.
Jones said.

Mr. Graham said the P}lbhc Ra-
dio Service intends to buy:spaceon
NPR’s satellite interconnect sys-
tem regardless of whethg¢r his of-
fer to acquire NPR is accepted.
He said the company will offer
publicradio stations five foarmats:
news and information; classical
music; jazz; African-Américan;
and multicultural arts progyams.

Currently, public radio stations
pay NPR.$150000 to $350 a
year for programs, including
“Morning Edition” and “Al’ Things
Considered.” “We’ll be avail Yle to
(2] Mr.

Graham said. i

stations that can't afford NP

“
i !
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By Nancy E. Roman

THE WASHINGTON TIMES

Republicans will likely glve
states more flexibility in deciding
whether to deny welfare benefits
to legal immigrants, House Speak-
er Newt Gingrich said yesterday.

But Rep. E. Clay Shaw Jr., Flor-
ida Republican and chairman of
the Ways and Means subcommit-
tee with jurisdiction over welfare
reform, said “narrow flexibility”
o : will allow states to make excep-
- tions_ only for noncitizens who
I : need extra help.

' Mr. Shaw noted that the welfare
bill outlined in the GOP’s “Con-
tract With America” would cut off
benefits after two years but would
allow states to make exceptions in
certain circumstances, such as
when a mother cares for adisabled
ild.

Y P S

GOP adds ﬂex1bility on immigrants

Legal residents in need would be ellglble for state aid

“I suggested that we put into
that category noncitizen immi-
grants who states believe need ex-
tra help,’ he said.

The compromise is aimed at
staving off a feud between Repub-
licans who say it is unconstitu-
tional to deny welfare benefits to

. legal immigrants awaiting citizen-

ship and those who say doing so is
necessary to get the savings
neededto pay for other parts of the
Contract.

Under the Contract, $22 billion
would be saved by cutting off

- benefits to legal immigrants.

The compromise emerged in a

Monday afternoon GOP meetmg
involving Mr. Gingrich, Mr., Shaw
and Reps. Lincoln Diaz-Balart and
Ileana’ Ros-Lehtinen, bath Florida
Republicans who refused to sign
the Contract because it denies
benefits to legal immigrants. Also
attending” were Majority Leader
Dick Armey of Texas, Ways and
Means Committee Chairman Bill
Archerof Texas, and Lamar Smith_
of Texas, chairman of the House
Judiciary immigration and claims
subcommittee.

Mrs. Ros-Lehtinen described
the meeting as a step in the right
direction.

“It was not a meeting to decide
as much as‘it was to discuss how
their needs can'be addressed in
this legislation,” she said.

Shesaid thatbecause cutting off
benefits to immigrants is so lucra-

tive, members have become at-

tached to the idea.

“Itis the financial motor driving
so0 many aspects of the Contract,”
she said, adding that the debate
over whether it is good policy has
become secondary.

Mr. Diaz-Balart said he is glad
Mr. Shaw and Mr. Gingrich are
considering some flexibility for.
states. But he said he opposes the

» i ¥ "7
general mandate that states not
provide benefits to legal immi-
grants.

“What I tried to emphasnze is
that we should not be mandating
excessively to the states” he said.
“We should be moving away from
mandates and not imposipg new
ones.” )

But he said he is not too con-
cerned about the House bill be-
cause he expects the Senate to
pass legislation that provides wel-
fare to immigrants awaiting citi-
zenship. ‘

While they are tryjng to keep
welfare reform on a fast track,
members said it isn’t easy. :

“There are a myriad of pro-
grams that directly impact peo-
ple’s lives,” Mrs. Ros-Lehtinen
said. “Everyone knows that when
you have a heavy-impact bill, you
have to move slower:”



'GOP hit by temblor

in Calif. Assembly

Delegate ousted: Brown is speaker -

By Steven A Caops

SAN FRANCISED EXAMNE

SACRAMENTYO, Calif. — In a
startling move that Republicans
called an abuse of power, Califor-
nia Assembly Democrats elected

Willie Brown to an eighth term as’

speaker early yesterday after se-
curing the majority vote they
needed by removing a GOP legis-
lator from the bouse.

It was a remarkable victory for
Mr. Brown, San Francisco Demo-
crat, whose 14-year run as speaker
was the longest in state history but
whose party suffered such serious
losses in the November election
that many had already written his
political obituary.

By a 40-39 vote Monday night —
with all Assembly Republicans in

Zon Bnrmrem - e

the minority — the lower house
ruled that Assemblyman Richard
Mountjoy, Arcadia Republican,
was not qualified to serve in the
body because he had also been
elected to the state Senate in the
November election.

Mr. Brown, who remained in
control of the floor as the Assem-
bly’s senior member, ruled that
Mr. Mountjoy couldn't vote on his
removal

Mr. Mountjoy called his ouster
“the most corrupt power play.in
the history of the Assembly”

That paved the way for the As-
sembly to re-elect Mr. Brown by a
40-38 vote in a session, that ex-
tended intp yesterday morning.
One  Republican, Assemblyman
Trice Harvey of Bakersfield, did
not vote.

Democrats also were preparing
to adopt a new set of operating
rules they said would lead to bi-
parusan operation of the house. As
part .of the new arrangement,
some of the power now enjoyed by
the speaker would be transferred
to a more powerful Rules Commit-
tee, which would have-an equal
number of Republicans and
Democrats.

Also, committee makeups
would be split down the middle be-
tween Democrats. and Republi-
cans. and committee leaderships
would be evenly divided — 13 for
each party.

The Democrats said thev had
been forced toact to end the seven-

week deadlock over who would be-
come the new speaker of the As-
sembly. But Republicans
considered the election of Mr.
Brown a declaration of war.

Quoting from .the Bible,
Assemblyman Ross Johnson, La
Habra Republican, warned Demo-
crats; “If you do this, ye shall reap
the whirlwind.”

*None of you will have a place to
hide.” he said. “Everyone in the
state of California is going to know
what you did and why'™

What the Democrats did was
break a 4040 tie vote for speaker
by voting to remeve Mr. Mountjay.
That gave them a 40-39 edge,
enough to elect whomever they
wished as speaier.

Democrats produced pages of
legal opinions ssying Mr. Mount-
joy was unfit to serve in the As-
sembly because he had been
elected to the Senate in a special
election Nov. 8, the same day of the
general election in which he was
re-elected to the Assembly.

Thelegal scholars quosed by the
Democrats said Mr. Mauntjoy’s
election to the Senate-took prece-
dence over his re-election to the
Assembly. But Mr. Johnson said
that both the attorney general and
legislative counsel had issued
opinions saying it should 'take
more than 40 votes to remove a
sitting legislator.

Mr. Mountjoy had remamed in
the Assembly since Nov. 8, freely
admitting he was doing so to pre-
vent Mr. Brown from being-re-
elected as speaker.

“The two offices are incompati-
ble” said Assemblyman Byron
Sher, Palo Alto Democrat, who
made the motion to disqualify Mr.
Mountjoy. “Mr. Mountjoy cannot
faithfully serve two different con-
stiruencies.”

The two sides had engaged in
negotiations to work out a power
sharing agreement since Dec. 5
but remained apart on crucial
points. The Republicans, hoping to
win.a few more seats in recall or
special elections this year, wanted
to end the arrangement when one
party could muster a 41-vote ma-
yority. Democrats held out for a
deal that would stay in effect for
the entire two-year session. -

Republicans charged Monday
that the Democrats had never
been serious about negotiating.

® Distnibuted by Scripps Howard.
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Housing secretary
agrees local control
would save billions

By Ruth Larson
THE WASHINGTON TWES

Henry Cisneros, secretary of
housing and urban development,
yesterday told a House Appropri-
ations subcommittee that giving
local communities control of hous-
ing funds would save billions of
dallars but still would require a
federal department to oversee the

programs. -

—MTr Cisneros said those who call
for dismantling his department ig-
nore the government’s contractual
duties to the American people.
“There'’s no way you can just wave
a magic wand and dismiss our
obligatioas,” he said.

-He said consolidating 60 pro-
grams into three and creaung a
Federal Housing Administration
corporation would save about $13
billion in current budget outlays,
with an additional $51 billion in
savings over the next five years.

Mr. Gisneros had come under
fire in recent weeks for what some
congressional Republicans called
superficial reforms, trimming
about 4,400 employees to save just
$800 million over five years. Now
the department has expanded its
package- of promised savings to
appeal to the budget cutters on
Capitol Hill.

Rep. Jerry Lewis, California Re-
publican and subcommittee chair-
man, outlined the panel’s
marching orders for the session:
“We're going to attempt to put the
federal government on a new
glidepath — reducing the deficit
and having the government's pri-
orities reflect those of the Amer-
ican people.”

The subcommittee oversees
about $90 billion in funding for
HUD, the Department of Veterans
Affairs and about 20 other govern-
ment agencies, all of which will

‘come under scrutiny in coming

weeks. Yesterday, HUD got most
of the attention.
Some witnesses told the panel

HUD should be abolished out-

_ right, with its responsibilities

turned over to private companies
or state and local governments.

“HUDS biggest expenses in-
volve taxing Americans, running
the money through the bureauc-
racy and then returming the
money to state and local govern-
ments based on its determination
of where the money should be
spent,” said Bryan Riley, an econo-
mist with Citizens for a Sound
Economy Foundation.

He added: “Rather than taxing
Amernicans’ money in order to
divvy it up to earn political
Brownie points, Congress should
let Americans keep their money.”

But even some subcommiteee
members were skeptical of local
communities’ ability to handle
housing responsibilities.

Rep. James T. Walsh, New York
Republican and chairman of the
Appropriations subcommittee on
the District, noted the continuing
pafttern of waste and mismanage-
ment by D.C. housing officials. For
example, he noted there were
more uninhabitable housing uanits
in the District than there were
homeless people, and he ques-
tioned local officials’ ability to-
properly manage housing dollars.

Mr. Cisneros said he believes
the District’s problems were the
exception, not the rule, among the
nation'’s housing programs. In gen-
eral. though, he said it is prefer-
able to invest money in states and
local communines (“the govern-
ment closest to the people™) than
having the funds be absorbed into
an ever-larger bureaucracy. “It's a
leap of trust,” he said.

Nevertheless, the president still
needs a Cabinet-level officer to fo-
cus on housing issues and serve as
“a clearinghouse for good ideas,”
he said. “You need someone to
speak for the cities. someone to
speak for the force of these eco-
nomic engines.




't,v natlilonail.wa
“emocrats line up at their national committee meeting to throw barbs at
Giagrich

By Angie Cannon =

Knight-Ridder Newspapers

WASHINGTON A day after House Speaker Newt Gingrich lobbed another grenade
at Democrats, his high-profile targets took a few shots of their own.

From the president to the first lady to the party's new general chairman,
it was their time to roast their political nemesis Saturday during the annual
winter meeting of the Democratic National Committee. “°1I thought on the way
over maybe I shouldn't say anything,'' first lady Hillary Rodham Clinton told
the gathering, noticeably anxious for her to speak her mind. ~~You know, maybe
I should just learn to sit quietly by.

“"But then, I thought I don't really care what the Speaker says about me,
but I do have this to say: I wish he would leave Big Bird alone,'' she said,
sparking the crowd to thunderous cheers and applause.

The first lady was referring to Gingrich's attack Friday on the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting as a propaganda tool for the elite. In
the assault he depicted PBS children's program character Big Bird as a
millionaire and character Barney as "~ “richer than Jay Rockefeller.''

Turning to the controversy over Gingrich's handling of his book contract,
in which he accepted a‘$4.5 million advance for writing two books then gave it
back after a public outcry, the first lady offered no sympathy. '

“"I love watching the Republicans squirm when the tables are turned,'' she
said. ~"They are great at dishing it out, but they really can't take it.''

President Clinton was a bit gentler.

“TIt's a funny world, that world they are sketching, a world in which Big
Bird is an elitist and right-wing media magnates are populists,'' Clinton
said, in an apparent reference to publisher Rupert Murdoch, whose company
offered Gingrich the book deal.

The crowd was also fired up with barbs about giraffe-hunting.

While teaching a history class at Reinhardt College in Georgia, Gingrich
went on a rambling lecture about the differences between men and women in
military combat. Among other things, he called men ~~little piglets,'' and
said men are ~“biologically driven to go out and hunt giraffes.'!'

Seizing those comments and squaring off with Gingrich over any attempt to
repeal last year's assault weapons ban, Clinton delighted the crowd when he
declared: ~~You may need assault weapons to hunt giraffes, but you can go at
ducks just fine with an ordinary shotgun.'!

Tipper Gore, wife of the Vice President, also weighed in: ~“Hillary, isn't
it nice to be in the same room with both the president and the vice president?
The reason I say that is that usually one of them is out hunting giraffes.''

The new DNC general chairman, Sen. Christopher Dodd, D-Conn., continued
the pummeling in more strident tones.

""I want to give a little advice to our friend Newt because he's seems
upset these days. He's blaming the media. He's blaming the Democrats. He's
blaming Republicans. ... These folks think they're going to get a contract
passed in 100 days. If Newt doesn't cool down,

I don't think he's going to be around for 100 days.''

* % % X filed by:KR-F(--) on 01/21/95 at 16:50EST #*#***
**** printed by:WHPR(JEL) on 01/23/95 at 08:45EST ***%
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Let’s free Big Bird from his gilded cage

By Sen. Larry Pressler

very time a reform initiative comes along to
halt public broadcasting’s dependence on
federal subsidies, caricaturists can't resist
portraying Big Bird as a lovable sitting duck
threatened by some ruffian with a shotgun.

That's cute, butitdistorts the real picuire.

Free market reformers don 't want to harm a feather
on Big Bird. Instead, they want to liberate him from his
$300 million gilded cage. )

Federal subsidies always arrive with strings attached.
For public television and radio, this means the costly
yoke of bureaucratic managementand the strain of
partisan tug-of-war.

In 1967, the heyday of the Great Society expansion of
federal power and spending, President Johnson and
the Democratic Congress created the mechanism for
federal subsidies for broadcasting, the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting.

The GreatSociety architects of the CPB built their
program on a theorycalled “market failure.” Because TV
then was dominated by the Big Three commercial net-
works, with their middle-brow programming, the theo-
rists believed educational and cultural fare would never
make it on the air without government support.

As the years went by, the market failure theory crum-
bled. Technological advances and loosened regulations
have encouraged the increase of broadcast TV stations
from 769 in 1967 to 1,688 today. The number of broad-
cast radio stations also has more than doubled to 11,725.
What's more, the percentage of homessubscribing toca-
ble TV has grown from three percentto 63 percent, with
cable now accessible to 96 percent of homes with TV.

Cable TV offers CNN, C-SPAN, Arts &
Entertainment, Discovery Channel, The Learning
Channel, Bravo, Nickelodeon and many other chan-
nels oftering programming comparable to public
television, but without the governmentsubsidy. The
free market also has made a wealth of cultural pro-
gramming available for VCR's and on personal com-

Barney the dinosaur
is the 3rd richest
entertainer in the U.S.

puters, products that did not exist in 1967.

And this is just the beginning of a new era of infor-
mation plenty. As chairman of the Senate Commerce
Committee, I will work to pass as soon as possible a
deregulation bill for the telecommunications industry.
This reform will give Americans an explosion of new
media outlets as telephone companies, electric utilities
and other new plays enter the media field.

In this new age of market freedom and innovation
for the overall telecommunications industry, the sys-
tem of “public” radio and television broadcasting will
become lessand less relevant unless we set it free from
itsdependence on government.

That’s why Iam developing legislation to reinvent
public broadcasting. Federal subsidies now amount to
[4 percent of public broadcasting spending. [ aim to
wean the system from all of this middle class warfare
within three to five years.

Like so many other relics of the Great Society, public
broadcasting today is mired in waste and duplication.
CPB estimates that one quarter of the 400 PBS stations
are redundant, that is, they cover the same territory as
other PBS stations.

A study by the Tiventieth Century Fund recently
found that 75 cents of every dollar spenton public tele-
vision went to overhead. Much of this goes to cushy
salaries for CPB and station executivesinsulated from
the rigors of market competition. And not to be over-
looked are the expensive lobbyists hired attaxpayers’
expense to make sure the taxpayers keep spending.

To make matters worse, public broadcasting man-
agers have failed to negotiate contracts to return to the
CPB and the stations a reasonable share of profits from
the spinoff products of their popular shows.

Forbes magazine recently listed Barney the dinosaur
as the third richest entertainer after Steven Spielberg
and Oprah Winfrey. Through spinoff products and
promotions, the purple reptile is estimated to gross al-
most 3! billion a year. Sesame Streetis not far behind
with $800 million.

Lestwe beso inured to the federal government's
habit of spending in the hundreds of billions, a billion
dollars isstill a lot of money in the private sector. To
have just one perspective, Sesame Street's $800 million
in annual revenues exceeds all the annual revenues of
the National Hockey League.

Still, the CPB system and the American taxpayer who
make all this possible do not participate in such market-
ing windfalls as enjoyed by Barney and Sesame Street.

If there is anything that managers with such arecord
of squandering resources and opportunities deserve,
it's not an annual federal subsidy of $300 million. The
taxpayers should send these failed managers back to
the drawing board. That’s what my legislation to rein-
vent public broadcasting and cut it loose from federal
subsidies will do.

Both the viewing public and the creative people who
seek to serve them with quality programming deserve
freedom from the political pressures that go hand in
hand with the federal dole.

With freedom from politicsand bureaucracy, both
quality programming and quality management will
earn their due reward. Not only will good program-
ming have a chance to thrive, butalso the stations that
launch and carry popular programs with be given the
rightincentives to geta fair share of profits. This s the
surest way to send aloft more popularand critical suc-
cesses like Big Bird.

Sen. Larry Pressler (R-S.D. ) is chairman of the Senate
Commerce Commiltee.

Big Bird: meet Beavis and Butt-head
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Big Bird: meet Beavis and

By Kitty Eisele

t. Paul, Minn. — It’s five a.m. and forty below

zero and I'm late for work. Alistair Cooke on the

BBC Overnight urges me from sleep, explain-

ing Congress with eloquent insight. Waiting at
my office are tapes to edit, newscasts to write, and
more Arctic weather to monitor.

When I finish work, Minnesota Public Radio will
have given its listeners eight hours of quality program-
ming, including a call-in on how to payfor college; a
feature on sacred music; an analysis of farm subsidies;
apoem about the flu;a program on investing your
money wisely; and the always popular Weekend
Edition from Washington.

Just for comparison, I scan the Twin Cities television
stations: They lead with a deerstuck on a freeway, and
another unlucky snowinobiler drowned in a lake.
Grozny didn’t even make the cut.

Inastate where it takes eight hours to drive from
Canada to the lowa border, our broadcasts reach 98
percent of Minnesota’s four million citizens. Not bad
foran enterprise that receives only 13 cents on the dol-
lar from Washington. Like government, all our corpo-
rate, foundation and individual supports are under
pressure to give where the hurtis the greatest. There’s
no shortage of need in America.

But I don’t think that's reason to abandon aservice
thatin its own way heals and enlightens by bringing
people and ideas together in civilized discourse. |
don’t find much of that nowadays on Rush Limbaugh
or Howard Stern.

I've worked in public broadcasting for adecade, in-
cluding the years [ spent sleeping on friends’ couches
while we shot “The Civil War” on ashoestring. During
that time, the same Ken Burns team also produced a
documentary film historyof Congress for its 1989 bicen-
tennial. That film reached a national audience, and mil-

Public Television
engages, inspires,
makes us care

lions of high school and college students; italso came
complete with teaching materials. [ doubt you would
have seen anythingsimilar about the first branch of gov-
ernment on say, ABC. Congress just isn't thatsexy.

Public broadcasting isn’t owned by the U.S. govern-
ment. Butwe were created by it, as President Johnson
explained, because “our security depends on the en-
lightenmentofour people ... our freedom ... on the
communication of many ideas through many chan-
nels.” So here are some of the voices that found ex-
pression on our channels thisyear. They're not notori-
ousor newsmakers: They're just the unheralded peo-
ple who make up our state and region.

Begin with the Hmong teenager, a Laotian emigre
to St. Paul who spenther high school years deter-
mined to learn fluent English and escape asstrict fami-
ly. She ended up at Harvard, where, with no familiar
language or friends, she became lonesome for the
things she had despised before. Her meditationon her
experience gave us all insight into the wayimmigrant
children must straddle cultures to fitin.

And from a hamlet near the Canadian border we
spoke with the “winningest coach” in high school
basketball about the gifts team sports have given his

kids: discipline. self-esteem'and the chance to work
together for something larger than themselves.

earn their due reward. Not only will good program-
ming have a chance to thrive, butalso the stations that
launchand carry popular programs with be given the
rightincentives to geta fair share of protfits. Thisis the
surestway tosend aloft more popular and critical suc-
cesses like Big Bird.

Sen. Larry Pressler (R-S.1).) is chairman of the Senate
Commerce Committee.

Butt-head

Compare them to the pot-smoking eighth
graders from Edina, bored suburban kids who
shocked our listeners with their apathy and their
disdain for parents and teachers not savvy enough
to catch them.

There was the Butterfly Lady, who harvests Monarchs
in chrysali from milkweek stems along the highways.
She gave us a biology lesson that morning and a deeper
respect for the natural world so many of us overlook.

Or take the Radio Friends program we inaugurated.
From Belgrade — the one in the Balkans, not the one
in Minnesota — Nena, an English professor, talks
about whatmakes for a fun Saturday night in a war
zone. Or Hannu, our Finnish fan, who catches our
programs on his shortwave and calls to tell us about
the annual reindeer migration passing by his window.

Then there’s the eightyear-old who came in last
month, the youngest participant in a writers-in-the-
school program. We asked this budding artist to tell us
what poetry was. His instant response: “Well, poetry is
the boss of the imagination!”

Well, public broadcasting is the boss of my imagination.
Itengages me, inspires me, makes me care. Atits best, it
connects me with the rest of the world. I can’tfind any-
thing thatdoes that on commercial radio or television.

Whywill the marketsuddenly sprouta garden of
“Civil Wars,” “Sesame Streets,” “Great Performances,”
and future “All Things Considereds?” It certainly
hasntso far. If you think America’s children will be
better served by commercial broadcasters, let me
introduce you to Beavisand Butt-head.

I don’twant to see Big Bird puton an IV drip.
Strengthen us, or kill us, butdon’tleave us hanging.

Kitty Lisele is arts producer for Minnesota Public Radio,
and an Emmy Award-winning producer of the PBS series,
“The Civil War.™
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(ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS FROM ADVANCE)

Most of us think of Thomas Jefferson as our third President, but of course, on
Jefferson’s own list of accomplishments, the Presidency finished far down the list. His
tombstone doesn’t even mention it. The inscription he wrote for it, reads, "Here was buried
Thomas Jefferson, author of the Declaration of American independence, of the Statute of
Virginia for religious freedom, and father of the University of Virginia."

He was passionately committed to the University. During the first year of its
existence, there was an incident in which students rioted, then, armed with bricks and canes,
attacked the professors trying to restore order.

Jefferson was devastated. The next day, at a meeting between the students and the
University Board, he began to speak, then burst into tears. At which point the students were
so penitent that each of the guilty ones confessed, one of them saying, later, "It was not Mr.
Jefferson’s words but his tears."

It is not surprising that Jefferson cared so deeply about education -- this voracious
reader with 12,000 books in his personal library that later became the foundation of the
Library of Congress.

"If a nation expects to be ignorant and free, in a state of civilization," he wrote, "it"

expects what never was, and never will be."



Why talk of Jefferson today? Because at this moment, an all out attack is being
waged against an institution born of the principles that governed his life.

It is an institution that has done much to enrich the educational and intellectual life of
America -- and that can do a lot more.

That institution is public broadcasting.

I want to talk today about public broadcasting. I want to describe for you the many
ways in which it serves as a full partner in carrying out this nation’s commitment to public
education -- particularly for children.

Next, [ want to take head-on the arguments propounded by some that public
broadcasting is a frill this nation can no longer afford -- or a luxury that could be (quote)
"privatized."

And, then, I want to suggest some principles that should guide those of us who care
deeply about education and want to help reshape it for the future.

r Finally, I want to point out that the attack on PBS has not occurred in isolation. It is
part of a broad assault on programs that enrich the lives of American children, offer them
hope of a brighter future, and care for them when no one else can or will.

The Contract presently being rushed through the House of Representatives will deprive

children of programs that can teach them to read. It will deprive them of the healthy lunches

they get in the school cafeteria. It will deprive them of inoculations against polio or measles.
It will deprive them of the programs which help them steer clear of drugs -- or get a summer

l job. It is mean-spirited. And it is wrong.



And there is nothing that’s more wrong than the attacks the Republican leadership is
now waging against public broadcasting.

Frankly, when [ talk to people around the country about this attack, they are absolutely
mystified. People tell me they understand some of the of the proposed cuts, but "why would
anyone want to threaten public broadcasting?"

It’s a mystery to me, too.

I know you heard from Fred Rogers earlier -- and I’d like to thank him for being here.
But allow me to paraphrase Mister Rogers when I ask those who want to gut public
broadcasting:

Can you say "children?"

Can you say "education?"

Let me give you some facts about public broadcasting as an instrument of education.
And keep in mind that I’m going to skip over many of the crown jewels of public
broadcasting like the "MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHour," Bill Buckley’s "Firing Line," "Scientific
American Frontiers," and "Talk of the Nation." They are all great programs. But children
rarely watch or listen to them.

Close to 90 percent of the 70 million children in this country, though -- from all areas,
ethnic groups, and socioeconomic strata -- were reported to have regular exposure to at least
one of the many PBS programs. Those numbers are so big even The Count from "Sesame

Street" would have trouble explaining them.



The fact is, public television is often the first exposure many young children get to
numbers and letters -- the joy of counting to ten for the first time, or spelling their name.
And for older children there are programs like "Nova." Stanley Johnson -- a.local Jr. High
teacher whose with us today -- has been using "Nova" to teach his students for years. And
there are, as you all know, countless other programs which have transformed our living rooms
in classrooms.

There’s also a side to public television for children that many of us never see. But it’s
a side that is well-known to day-care providers, to classroom teachers, and to hundreds of
thousands of Americans trying to prepare themselves for the future.

For instance, PBS and dozens of public television stations around the country have
launched a service called "Ready to Learn" -- a program designed to ensure that our children
are, in fact, "ready to learn" when they start school. "Ready to Learn" combines an energetic
outreach program with the best pre-school programming in the business -- featuring the great
icons of educational television like Fred Rogers and Bert and Ernie.

The result?

Parents, day-care providers and teachers who know how to use these programs to help
children learn through television -- and to keep learning once the TV is turned off. Public
television’s a learning tool once a child is in school as well. Public television reaches about
70,000 elementary and secondary schools throughout the United States. It’s the number one
resource for instructional classroom programming.

And that’s just television.



National Public Radio has been indispensable to its local listeners across this country.
Each station across this country tailors its programming to meet local needs. For instance,
when school funding for classical music training was cut, it was KUER in Salt Lake City that
produced a series introducing elementary school students to classical music.

In Kodiak, Alaska, on KMXT, children learn about life and earth sciences by tuning in
to "My Green Earth" -- a program hosted by a local science teacher.

On "Tree House Radio," kids in Urbana, Illinois have the opportunity to read their
own poetry and play music on WILL-AM/FM.

WCBE’s "Kids Sundae" allows children in Columbus, Ohio to take part in all aspects
of production from sound effects to news reporting. And it sheds light on yet another way
public broadcasting influences and teaches children (and adults)... even when it is not seen
and heard. The backbone to public broadcasting is community involvement.

Who knows that more than people on this campus? WAMU, a public radio station,
provides forums for students to talk about violence in local schools and volunteer recruitment
drives -- in addition to all the wonderful programming it makes available for the entire greater
Washington area.

Yet there are some who argue that public broadcasting is somehow elitist.

That’s absurd.

Ask Daniel Castro, the host of "The Sancho Show" in Pasadena, California if public
: broadcasting is elitist. His radio show, which has been running for over ten years, teaches

kids in poor, minority communities the value of staying in school. That doesn’t sound elitist.



Ask the 40% of all Americans who do not have cable -- many because they can’t
afford it, or because they live in rural areas where they don’t have access... ask those who
depend on public broadcasting as their lifeline to news and culture if it’s elitist. 60 percent of
public television viewers live in families that make less than $40,000 a year. That doesn’t
sound elitist.

Ask Wanda Cromer (CROW-MER) if public broadcasting is elitist. She’s also here,
today. She has a job, a husband, and two children. And soon she’ll have an Associate of
Arts degree earned through "Distance Learning" telecourses -- classes offered over television.
She’s one of 2.8 million people who have jobs, children, and who’ve earned credits in
telecourses. That doesn’t sound elitist.

And ask the parents and teachers of our young children if "Sesame Street" or Mister
Rogers are elitist. Public broadcasting is the only source of educational programming
available to every American. That doesn’t sound elitist.

What does sound elitist is trying to take away a valuable resource from the people who
need it the most. What sounds elitist is a small group of ideologues in Washington telling the
American people that public broadcasting isn’t good for them.

Could such programming exist without government support?

[ The Administration’s record on this issue is clear. President Clinton and I believe in
federal funding for public broadcasting. We view it as crucial to the enterprise. We see it as

i'.:*.ound investment and a sound federal policy.

J

And a great value.



The fact is all of public broadcasting -- all of the programs, all the stations, all of the
marvelous educational services that help our children -- all of that costs each American just
$1.09 a year.

About a dollar. That might be something worth complaining about if you’re Oscar the
Grouch. But if you’re not a little green furry guy who lives in a garbage can (or the Speaker
of the House), you realize what a great deal this is. As the President of PBS, Ervin Duggin,
points out: a Sunday newspaper in any city in America will cost you more than public
television costs in a year.

Our federal investment may be the most highly leveraged dollar the government puts
into any educational effort: Public TV and radio stations raise five or six dollars from private
sources for every public dollar they receive.

They are, in short, doing exactly what the federal government has expected them to do
for more than 25 years: taking a small share of public money, leveraging it into generous
private support, and producing excellent, diverse and universally available services that all
Americans can use every day.

So why continue federal funding at current levels?

Why not require even more leverage of public broadcasting?

Because the small amount of seed capital that the government provides -- about 14
percent of the total public broadcasting budget -- the seed capital is what makes the rest
possible. Without it, many radio and television stations would fall immediately, and the entire

superstructure of public broadcasting would begin to crumble.



It’s like baking bread... yeast makes up a very small percent of the total ingredients.
But if you don’t sprinkle that little packet of yeast into the bowl, the bread will never rise.

That’s why I must disagree with those Republicans on Capitol Hill who want to kill
off public broadcasting, or to throw it into the marketplace as just another commercial
alternative.

Republicans have suggested that we "privatize" the funding arm of public broadcasting
-- the Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

This idea simply would not work.

"Privatizing" CPB would mean selling off its assets in the open market. CPB,
however, has no assets, as its President, Richard Carlson, pointed out in his testimony before
Congress.

CPB is merely the instrument through which federal funding passes on its way to
nearly 1,000 public radio and television stations across the country. For that reason,
privatization is just a codeword for stopping the flow of federal dollars to small and local
stations -- the small-town, rural stations who need this money most, and who will die if this
money is taken away.

As for PBS and NPR... they are already private.

Those who propose "privatization" really mean commercialization. We all know that

commercial broadcasting is vastly different than public broadcasting.



Recently, I heard a humorist suggest a new schedule for a commercialized PBS:
SESAME STREET: Jerry Falwell teaches Big Bird to be more judgmental.

WHERE IN THE WORLD IS CARMEN SAN DIEGO? Guest detective Pat
Buchanan helps kids build a wall around the U.S.

MISTER ROGERS SEGREGATED NEIGHBORHOOD

Republican leaders argue that privatizing public broadcasting would be a good example
of reinventing government. The marketplace, they say, should determine what our families
watch on television.

There’s nobody more interested in streamlining government than President Bill Clinton
and me. We want to increase efficiency. Introduce market forces. Privatize where it’s
appropriate.

After all, it was the Clinton Administration that has cut the federal bureaucracy by
100,000 positions... and there are more cuts to come. It was the Clinton Administration that
has cut the deficit by 700 billion dollars. And it was the Clinton Administration that reduced
the deficit for three years in a row... something not seen in this country since Harry Truman
was President.

But there’s a big difference between cutting government and killing it. I’'m reminded
of the veterinarian and the taxidermist who went into business together. Their slogan was:
Either way you get your dog back.

We don’t want to kill government... stuff it and put in on the wall. We want to fix

government so that it works better and costs less.



And nothing works better and costs less than public broadcasting.

Some say, "Sure public broadcasting does some good things. But, why do we need
government involvement when we have an alternative in the private sector?"

Well, what about libraries? There are bookstores all over Washington. But because
there are Dalton’s and Borders does that mean we no longer need libraries? Of course we
need libraries. That’s why we have made a commitment as a nation to supporting these
institutions that provide all citizens, regardless of income, with access to books.

And that’s not the only example. We have no turnstiles or ticket booths at the
Smithsonian. Art in the National Gallery isn’t pay-per-view.

Public broadcasting fills a similar role as part of our system of universal education.
[t’s a national treasure... and one that is increasingly important as we enter the Information
Age.

Are there ways to make it better? Sure. But first you have to believe in it. And we
will make it better. But we can’t if the extremists win in their crusade to scrap it.

And let me say this without mincing words.
When [ said the attack on public television was no isolated event, I meant what [ said.
How could anyone who picked up a newspaper this week -- or watched

MacNeil/Lehrer -- feel otherwise? [NOTE: YOU MAY WANT TO AD-LIB A REMARK

ABOUT THE ARTICLE IN TODAY’S STYLE SECTION ANNOUNCING THAT ABC IS
DROPPING A KIDS’ EDUCATIONAL SHOW... AND ADDING A CARTOON VERSION

OF "DUMB AND DUMBER."]
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The Republican attack on public broadcasting -- an attack on our children -- is part of
a pattern that makes my blood boil. You’ve seen it when they go after everything from school
lunches to national service to summer jobs.

Of course, public broadcasting isn’t and shouldn’t be a political issue. It was founded
and has been maintained through bi-partisan support.

But, because the attacks on it are political, please allow me a partisan note.

Public broadcasting is a part of our culture. People have grown up with it. We rely
on it. It has educated millions of American children at a yearly cost to families of what we
spend on two candy bars. And if you try to kill it... we’ll fight you every step of the way. /
And if you do kill it, the American people will not forgive or forget. /

You know, if you make a million dollars a year and belong to a country club, you
might not think that you will ever need any help. You may not think that you have to depend
on your neighbors.

But, whether you make a million or the minimum wage, if you have children, you
sometimes face problems money alone can’t solve -- problems that can only be solved by
working together. You’re going to need help... from your neighbors, from your community,
from the federal government.

One of these problems is finding positive, high-quality, educational television.

For over 25 years public broadcasting has been there. And they want to take it away?

11



I can tell you... if it didn’t exist, we’d be trying very hard to create something like it.
But you just can’t create "Sesame Street" or "Mister Rogers Neighborhood." We are lucky
enough to have something very special, something very dear to so many families. And they
want to take it away!

Now...

To stand for this institution is not to ignore the need for change. We must begin to
think about principles that might guide public broadcasting in the future. I believe any reform
of public broadcasting -- and I mean reform, not extinction -- should be mindful of the
following:

First : public broadcasting must retain its noncommercial character. Trying to combine
commercial imperatives with the educational and instructional mission of public broadcasting
is a recipe for failure.

Second: public broadcasting -- and particularly public television -- should go back to
its educational roots, and further improve its services for children, for adult learners, and for
teachers.

Third: We need to ensure that public broadcasting is operating with maximum
efficiency. The federal government is right to ask how its seed capital is invested, and
whether it is being used wisely. Public broadcasting’s 1000 TV and radio stations have
maximized their reach. Now they must maximize their service by eliminating duplication.

Fourth: and finally, I believe we need to find a stable, permanent source of public seed
funding for public broadcasting -- a stream apart from annual federal appropriations, and

insulated from politics.
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So far, I’ve talked as an elected official.

Let me talk for just a minute, as a parent.

When Tipper and I had no children, we had many theories about how to raise them.

Now we have many children -- and no theories.

But we do have some observations. And one of the things we’ve observed is how
children learn.

In our culture, much of learning comes from television. For some children that means
an endless diet of robot superheroes flattening people with punches and kicks, punctuated by
ads for plastic toys or cereals with a sugar content higher than sugar itself.

That’s why I’'m so grateful for public broadcasting.

I’ve known Fred Rogers for some time. About ten years ago, Tipper and I and our
children had our picture taken with him. That picture means a lot to me.

For one, it hangs on the wall in my daughter Karenna’s bedroom. But more than that,
it reminds me of all the times I watched Mister Rogers... with Karenna, then with Kristen,
then with Sarah, and finally with Albert.

If you ask me where Oscar the Grouch lives, or what the Count sounds like, or who
lives in Mr. Roger’s neighborhood, I don’t have to do any research. It’s all in my head, the
result of twenty years of watching these programs with my children -- and watching the

effect it has had on them.
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Of course, my children don’t watch Sesame Street or Mister Rogers any more. But as
they have developed, so has their taste in programming. And so we watch together and
discuss programs on the Civil War, or Joseph Campbell or the five senses.

And what I hope is that in the future, they’ll be sitting down to watch Oscar and Big
Bird once again, watching the next generation learning to count to ten in‘Spanish.

When Thomas Jefferson offered his library to Congress he talked about the educational
tool of his age: books. "I cannot live without books," he wrote. And as soon as the last
wagon-load of them left Monticello bound for Washington, he began collecting again.

In our age, one in which whole libraries can be entered from thousands of miles away
by pushing a few buttons, the tools are different, but the thirst for knowledge remains the
same. Let us preserve a system that has worked so well for so many. Let us use government
to stimulate education in the Jeffersonian tradition.

Let us remember that if we take away a tool our children use to learn, we lessen their
ability to achieve. But if we enhance it, whether through Bill Buckley or Big Bird, there’s

no limit to what they will get done.
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We Need Your Help!

Gl

e nation’s well-being
depends on a certain
level of literacy and
common culture in the
population. ... When
the government makes
its small contribution
to public broadcasting,
these are the social
benefits it provides;

the cost is not irrational

or disproportionate.) )

[.eonard Garment,
Counsel to President Nixon
in The New York Times, Dec. 19, 1994

ome mcmbers of the new Congress regard public radio and
television as a frill that the United States cannot afford. They
have expressed their intention to “zero budget” public broad-
casting as a means of getting America’s financial housc in order.

In fact, the United States cannot afford to cut off this vital communi-
cations link. The Corporation for Public Broadcasting supports the only
free electronic educational media available to all Americans. There are
many millions of Amecricans out of the reach of cable television. There
arc millions more who cannot afford to pay the $240 average annual bill
for programs on cable or satellite. There are many millions who cannot
attend live performances of concerts, opera, dance or theatre. And,
above all, there are millions in this country who find that the quality of
programming on public stations is unmatched in the commercial sector.
Because it is the concerns of listeners and viewers that influence public
broadcasting rather than the concerns of advertisers, we can dedicate
oursclves to a biography of Frederick Douglass, to a children’s serics on
geography or to in-depth radio news coverage. Our covenant with the
Amcrican people is to keep them informed, entertained and enlivened.

Like public libraries and public schools, public television and radio
perform a service for all Americans. We reach across the country with an
cducational resource available to all. We celebrate the richness of the
nation’s cultural life, determined that this celebration should include
everyone, not just those who could spend hundreds of dollars for tickets
to the three tenors’ concert, but the many millions who watched it as it
happened. We strive for balanced news reporting. Sometimes that means
an individual program may offend, but that is a risk we must take. We
endeavor to explore the difficult issues of our times instead of covering
the latest tabloid sensation.

There are many things this country cannot afford. One of them is
denying the power of telecommunications to some 40 per cent of its
citizens who cannot pay to see programming on cable. Another is to
abandon the children of America — who will watch television anyway —
to hours of programs created to satisfy advertisers instead of nurturing
young minds.

The money WETA receives from the division of federal funds amounts
to about 15 per cent of our unrestricted budget. It serves as a crucial
investment, the seed money to attract production funds from individuals
and corporations. We then, as you well know, turn to our members and
business and community partners as our main support. Curtailing an
already-lean budget will mean curtailing our programs. I know these
programs and services are important to you and to our whole community.
Plcase join me by writing to members of Congress, asking them to
support public broadcasting in America.

Daniel K¥YMayers
Chairman, WETA Board of Trustees
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June 23, 1995

Ervin Duggan

President and CEO

Public Broadcasting Service
1320 Braddock Place
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dear Ervin:

During these many months of Congressional debate about the future of
public broadcasting, CPB has labored long and hard to identify the issues
and tasks which are central to a smooth and productive reorganization of
our industry. With no certainty in sight as to CPB’s future
appropriations, we have begun in earnest the process of streamlining our
own organization and operations. As part of this continuing process we
have been forced to examine and evaluate ail of our pending and future
business and financial arrangements. Naturally, the television program
fund could not remain exempt from such scrutiny.

It should come as no surprise that -- after careful consideration of
all the issues involved -- we must inform you that CPB cannot agree to
extend the current national programming contract between CPB and PBS beyond
its September 30, 1996 expiration date. Earlier in the legislative
upheaval, candid discussions between CPB and PBS management concerning the
funding crisis, PBS’ reorganization and the restructuring of PBS’ program
distribution system, led to the conclusion that any commitments beyond
CPB’s fiscal year 1996 must await further clarification of such matters.

We have watched and waited, but with no definitive legistative answers on
the horizon and no further word from PBS, we could not delay in notifying
you that we must let the national programming contract expire on the date
agreed to in the contract amendment. Having not heard otherwise from PBS,
we assume that you share our reluctance to incur future financial
obligations which CPB, PBS and/or the stations quite likely will not be
able to fulfill,

The purpose of the underlying legislation, our joint proposal, the
funding allocation plan, the report to Congress and the contract itself was
to develop and maintain a sound program planning and funding process as the
means for improving the quality of national public television service to
the American people. In addition to implementing the plan, CPB is
responsible for continuing to examine the plan and recommending ways to
further improve CPB's ability to meet its mandate in serving the public.

At the same time, CPB must meet its continuing obligation to be accountable

901 E Street, NW
Washington. DC 20004-2037
(202) 879-9800

FAX: (202) 783-1020
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to Congress for any and all funds distributed. In order to fulfill these
responsibilities, CPB must maintain sufficient flexibility to reallocate
limited financial resources in a manner that best serves the Nation. In
the current environment, it is impossible to predict the extent to which
CPB’s resources ultimately will be 1imited. Accordingly, we cannot
prospectively evaluate whether the current arrangement will be the most
efficient and effective way to further CPB’s mission. Without a more
definitive outlook as to our appropriations and any possible rescission, we
cannot responsibly commit the Corporation to a financial arrangement that
CPB may not be able to fulfiil. Faced, as we are, with a real risk that we
may not be able to live up to the contract commitments, it simply would not
be prudent to proceed.

CPB is well aware of the advance planning process in which PBS must
engage in order to implement the production and distribution required by
our current funding arrangement. Being sensitive to this need, we are
giving you as much advance notice as reasonably possible under the
circumstances so that you will have the opportunity to plan accordingly.
We are providing substantially more than two years notice with respect to
fiscal year 1998. As to fiscal year 1997, two years advance notice was
impossible since our funding crisis did not unravel until after the
November 1994 election. In any event, the mechanical two year notice
schedule in the contract is expressly limited to terminations and funding
reductions which are based on CPB’s and PBS’ annual evaluations, and thus
is not applicable in this instance. Furthermore, we are concerned that
waiting for explicit or implicit directions from Congress, or for the
triggering of a reduced funding equation, will unfairly delay and hamper
your planning activities. The bottom line is that final Congressional
action may come too late to allow for advance warning.

Once the Congressional debate has been settled and the final numbers
are clear, we will be in a position to determine whether it would be
feasible to reinstate the contract through fiscal year 1997, and/or
worthwhile to negotiate a new national programming agreement for fiscal
year 1998 and beyond. In the meantime, we have a written commitment
through CPB’s fiscal year 1996 which we will try to fulfill to the extent
we are able ~-- barring any unforeseen financial blows (e.g., sequestration,
rescission or the like). It is our intention to stand by our legal
obligations to the full extent possible. In addition, in order to avoid
any hardship, we are willing to discuss the possibility of CPB contributing
some portion of the funding commitments already made to producers by PBS
through PBS® fiscal year 1997 (through June 30,1997).
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¥

June 27, 1995

Bevin 8. Duggan
President &
Chief Exacutive Oificor

Ambassador Richard W. Carlson
President and CEO

Corporation for Public Broadcasting
901 E Street, N.W.

Washington, DC 20004

Dear Dick:

I must tell you how surprised PBS was to receive your June 23 letter
indicating CPB's intention to terminate the agreement with PBS to
provide funding for the National Program Service — the core of
public television's national programming. As we collectively plan the
financial future of public broadcasting, all of us within the national
organizations must walk a fine line: a line between making prudent
plans, on the one hand, and taking unilateral actions that may carry
damaging and unintended consequences.

Your letter was unexpected for several reasons. First, as you know,
the purpose of the agreement between CPB and PBS is to implement
the public television Funding Allocation Plan prepared by CPB as
directed by Congress under the Public Telecommunications Act of
1988. This agreement was reached after extensive discussions
among CPB, PBS, APTS and all public television licensees and
represents a renewed commitment on the part of all public television
to strengthen PBS's national schedule. We would have expected any
decision to shatter such a carefully crafted relationship to be
preceded by equally systematic discussions. Ample time exists, of
course, for such discussions to take place, although I fear that the
dynamic created by CPB’s sudden and unilateral actions will
fundamentally change future conversations.

Your actions are unexpected for a second reason: While there is
indeed considerable uncertainty as to the status of funding for public
broadcasting in Congress, we are unaware of any precipitating
event that would give rise to your letter. As you will recall, I briefed

Public Broaacasting Sarvics
1330 Biaddock Place Alexanarna VA 22314-1408 (703)739-501S5  rax (703)739-7500
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Ambassador Richard W. Carlson
June 27, 1995
Page two

your senior staff and your board last fall on PBS’s goals for
realignment of our organization and the creation of new
programuming ventures through PBS Plus and PBS Select. Indeed,
members of your senior staff attended every planning session of the
task force that led to those programming changes, and our staffs
talk regularly about programming issues. Until I received your
letter, I was completely unaware that you were awaiting “further
word” on any of these issues and certainly had no expectation that
this important funding agreement was contingent on any such
discussions.

Third, even if we had been told to expect such a unilateral move on
your part, your letter is not an effective means, legally or practically,
of terminating the agreement between our two institutions. The
agreement specifically addresses the possibility of a change in
Congressional funding. At a minimum, the agreement requires that,
in the event of such a change, CPB and PBS will negotiate an
amendment to account for such change, while still achieving the
purposes of the agreement. These discussions have not yet
occurred. Tl.e two-year notification provision you refer to was
intentionally devised to prevent just the sudden action your letter
presents and is a key provision of the agreement.

Finally, Dick, I fear that the member stations of PBS and our PBS
Board will be incredulous about your moving in this way at this time.
While the restructuring of relationships within public broadcasting
may be appropriate in the current climate—and the need for such
planning will surely grow in importance in the coming months—the
stability and reliability of funding for the National Program Service
should surely be one of the last items to put in jeopardy. Every
study of public television in recent years demonstrates that a strong,
vital NPS is critical to generating funding for our other efforts. As
you know, although CPB contributes only 14 percent of our total
programming budget, that percentage is “seed capital” for our
member stations and for national programming. This is a time when
we should be demonstrating maximum stability and unity. We at
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Ambassador Richard W. Carlson
June 27, 1995
Page three

PBS have every desire to achieve this unity, to reduce uncertainty in
the system, and to prevent sudden, unpleasant and highly
destabilizing surprises.

I would therefore like to suggest, Dick, that the staffs of CPB and
PBS arrange to sit down and discuss CPB's continued commitment to
the National Program Service, including the dire consequences for
our member stations and producers, and the prospects for
maintaining the excellence of our national schedule, if this sudden,
unilateral action were to stand. We share your desire to plan

ange, and we want to work cooperatively.

ANSN—
Eewifi S. Duggan
President and Chief Executive Officer

cc: PBS Board of Directors
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PBS: A child’s best friend

y Feqry Charren

e new leudeiship of the Kouse of
Reproaontulives iv joopwrdining the
futwe of one of e best fricads cur
childien ever had.

They claim thai public broadcast-
ing daesn't deserve the federd! government's
suppart, So they threalea to *zero out” fund-
ing for the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting, thereby pulling the plug on one
of the most cost-cfTicicnt and eflcctive cducy
tonul resources avaikuble today,

For Congress” investment of less than $300
million 4 ycar — about $1 per citizen ~— the
United States gets an educationa) resowce that
reaches every Anerican. Public whevision
and public radio are available in even the most
rural pockets of the country, ad they're froc.

What family hasn't benefined from public
TV's innovaljve chikdren’s programs? PBS
programs pique cuniosity. They lead children
to want 10 leam more. Commercial tclevision
only mutkes children wait 10 buy iore.

Even PBS progruins not specifically crout-
cd for young viewcrs open their eycs Lo new
ways of soeing: the scicnce of “NOVA,” the
history of *“The Civil War™ und “The
Amcrican Expericnoe” and “Masterpicce
Theaicr.” Intormative, thought-provoking ani
uninterrupled by messages 1o buy, buy, buy.

Beyond the progrums, theie's pudlic browd-
casung's outreach (o classrooms, Teachers'
guides, studem newspapers and inwractive
multimedia software based on public TV and
rudio browdiists multiply their cducational
value nuny times over. Ala ume whien teach-
o3 we sbject 1 1acsousing demands but
shrinking budyets, public broadcasting
rEOaIng 4 rue partner (o educion.

Publi brosdeasting also has led the way in
serving aar mast indeesserved populations. It
was public ielevision — Boston's own
WGHBH — that pioncered captioning for deaf
and hard-of-hearing Americans back in 1972,
It was public television — again, WGBH —
that inboduced television for blind and visual-
ly impuired viewers with the 1990 launch of
Descriptive Video Service, Public broadcast-
ing provides access to people isolaied from
mainsirean socicty by economics, location,
language or disability.

Every dollar the federal government invests
in public broadcasting pays off. Every dolles,

marcovcr, keads (o five tnore in viewer ard lis-
Wine vonvibutions und grants from privaie
founduions and arparuians. ‘That cascial
wed oy i vitdd. Without it, programs such
a “Semanw Streel ™ “The MacNeil-Lehrer
News Hour,” and “All Things Consiered”
could ncver have been created

Opponents of federal funding insist thas the
media landscape has changed since public
braadeasting's 1967 creation. Tulevison, they
say, is no longer a vast wastcland.

Those of us who woery about chikiren
might agree that cable TV gives us more
options. Bul most of the programs chikdren see
on comnicrcial television, cable or not, are as
unpry uf substaxz, aad as full of viokenxe
and ads for unhealthy foods and unimagina-
tive toys, as thoy cver were. And for the 40
pereens of US, homes — 90 million
Amoricans — not bovkad up 1o cable, public
Lelevision remains the oasis.

In the 27 years since I founded Arction fur
Children's Television, commercial broadcast-
o5 have had two words for me: public televi-
sion, Let PBS be tho placo where the botom
line is quality, not advertising reveaue, Lot
public bruadcasting wuarry sboul Use datlosest
needs of different age groups, about exposing
chlldren 10 ans and culture, scicnoe s i,
biography and public affairs. Let PBS be icle-
visioi of substare,

Bven when the fedend govenwwst lad
duwa Uic law, with the Children's Tekevision
Actof 1990, cammercial broadaswers said let
PBS be the place for truly oducatonal fare.
Our brand of education & cartoons such as
“The Jetsons™; wfler ull, dean't it teach chil-
dren whia life will be like in the 215t century?

We'ne ik far away fron the 215t century,
and the prospects are looking gloomy where
children arc concad, Schools with no
maney ... parents who ere increasingly less
available for parenting” .~ ~widaning gip— —
between haves and bave-nots. And, if we
don't act fast, ielevision dictated by popularity,
Nl purpass.

But not if we do something. Nt i we let
Congress know that public brukasting
deserves support. Not if we send the raessage,
loud and ckeas, Uit public bramdcasting isn't i
problem — it's & solution.

Peggy Charrea is the fowider of Action for
Children’s Television.
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Unpopular Culture

In the Race Against Depravity

By ELIZABELTH KDLRENT

T hws like Murphy Bruwn 15 Bowg to be
ger!ing \ume (suIpuny.
Trroe years have paysed since Yice
reeskient Dan Guayle, stivexling to get
reicctad, denounced the single, regnant
and nhiclional teldvicinn characler, acousing
her of undermining famiiy values. Now. 3< 2
new olcction cycle beging, opén seacsn an
populer culture hac agaia been declareqa

Lact week, Senator Rob Dole (8% mn
Hollywood, cherging tie eofertminment mes
dia with markoting evil (0 American cni.
«dren [His attack wae the most strigent so
far, but thc Kansac Rapudlican was nol the
flest Drocidential candidat¢ this year (n
Isyvc a broadride agsinst the industry tha!
beings the world song8 like **Cop Killer' and
wvien like “Die Hard With a Vengeance.”
Nov is hie Ukely to be the last.

Puliticisns from both partres htive discoy-
vrad el vwdernmuing Lhe entertanment
nAuslZY 13 Uk nearly perfecl campeigs
causo. Mr. Quayl's eaverizitee notwith-
MANMING, Anwrhians lapgely 2giree el
what Mir. Dulw termed Ui ""casual vivlence
and even wie wesusl weX' of television,
movies and popular pluste hely breed aati-
cocinl behavint. And as Joug &> you don‘l yu
alier u baloved characier like My B8rown by
nade, there is almost na downyide Tisk 10
ths attack. Unkke advocatng say, gun con.
trol, eriticizing the produccrs o “night
mares of depravity,” as Mr. Dole put it is
utihilicly to offend any interect i onpe ¢rcept
the producers.

‘‘Pocple DRIICVE a ot AT Aur prcbiamk
stem [rom & declire in valves,” Mark Mei-
man, s Demaocratic polister, ¢al@, “ And they
sce the eMectainmant media contributing
dircetly to that deeline i calues.™

Tne {irst Prerideat:al conignder w scudd
tha cheing (his yoar wae e Pregsdyat him

9)f, 1y 1l State of the Uninn nddress, Mr.
Clintus wold 1he @ntertaiansent INANSiry that
# thould consider ‘‘dsmage (hal comex
{rom the incezsant, yepetitive, mindtess vio-
lence and jrresponsible condust that perms.
atc our mMedia olt the time.'' The appeal of
the argUment waa ltymediately apparent;
in public ¢pinion testing, the linc roceived
the higlieat score of any In the gpocch.
Sincw thren, Vice Prasident A) Gore hes
o with cluldien’s advucates and €uter-
tainment ‘nduill y executives Lo disciss me-
Mia veoience. Next raonth, Mt. Guss amd Lis
wifa, [ipDer, an warly ciusader against
praphic song syrduv. wit) Ine e hosts of a
confersnce an the wophe in Naslevilhe.

Maybe It's True

Of course, Just because vioience ainl <ala-
clovsiiers it the ruedir are 40 artaciive
targel {or poliiCians doasn’t mean thas they
are not legltimate ¢ouse for concern Scares
of studies havo atlempted 0 289@$% tha
¢ffect of meda imoges on children's devel.
opmient, 8od many socia! ycignticto 43y the
resultd 8re conoldtent cnough (o indicate
that media vielenee doe? cncourage, if not
sctualiy causg, reel-iife violencs,

Hallywood has & hard timg rcfuung tha
atgument, although it has gonc to some
wengthy (0 us. Recently, the Cabifornia Stace
Stenate WOk ul 4 resolutivie ¢ondemning
motnisculty and viclence in Ue entertain-
el asd I8 an efrort — ultmately suc-
cesst) = t¢ get the resolntion watered
aow:, 2 ibbbwvist (O0r the mMotinn Piriure
assnciBrian 0f Americs wimie (0 the spunyut
[aying thar there was no wvidence hat
anpiclions ot scX Or violence lead o thetr
real-hie cninrerparis

“in faCL” Ihe Jobbyisi, vans Stevengan.
wrot@, ‘ Lhe oppod:te may be trve Tre firs
ganerylion of chi!gren Lejovision viewers
that grew up n the 190 and 1460° wilh 5

Deathy cuse of the faumly valuss of 'Cantain
Kengardg.' ! ather Fnows Rest,' ‘The fon
na Reed Show' and ‘C22se and Ilarret isttic
came genesativn that cgused (he sexual
revalutiun of the iate 1800°s and early
1y0°s " (hnb Keashan, whe plaved Capiain
Kangarmn, whe quoted as calling we felte:
“abgohste drivel ')

10 the extent that madia images foste
20¢isl HIL, they would certainly sgem nn
oppropriate Lopic for & Preakiential canai.
date, But after Me, Dole’s gpeech, even
many critics of the media ac¢used him ot
ubing the tasue simply far poiltseal tnileage.

*| think thet Dole is talking out of bown
sides of his mouth,”* taid Pe Charreq, an
advocate for childron's televigion snd a crit.
ic of the entertainment industry. *"The way
to deal with spesch you don't lke wn &
demoxracy i3 to make sure thare's roon for
il speech. Dole is working to do in public
hrosdeasting, Hy iy leading the ¢flort to do
in the Children’s Televisivi A

AWK {0 MrLiote's Ivils were &l show
(eat 0! his matjves. aven Hwugh thals caadh
Gates have made Similar argumentn,

“1t ¢ hard for Metn imagine thas Seuatue
Doig was histenirg ta ROUK 111 (DS mory-
ing and said, *You knaw, | ke rap. YUt this 2
Live Crew goes 150 far,' " sanl Afmx Custe-
N8n0s, Mmadie advisqr Senarar Pl
Grumm 0f Texs. ““IC cerlamly seems a
colncideace tha! thic has become such A
corcern now that he's 4 candidate for Prese.
duont.”

I @ wureinsorrow-than-In-anger tone,
Jech vatenll, president of the Metion Die
wne Assoclatiah of America, 3ald he undor
stovd why a pol:ticel sandidcie would oud-
dendy deuide 10 attack movies snd record
imgo. ““Thie preblesne that infect the land
roveily, ‘vu mary Jivge, children having
chifdses, gUn3 — you can't (ix those over
night.”” fc saic Byt ‘V'm going 10 get r:0 of
this 1IN ~ thyl his a2 oice romg””













































want to visit these problems on
Chile?" asked 349 labor and environ-
mental groups in a June 30 letter to

President Clinton and the leaders of

Canada and Mexico. The groups are
correct in thinking that if fast track is
renewed, the next trade negotiations
would add Chile to NAFTA. Prelimi-
nary negotiations between Chile and
the other NAFTA partners started
earlier this year. Over the long term,
free-trade proponents hope to see
NAFTA extended throughout Latin
America.

“1 waver between being very op-
timistic and very pessimistic about do-
ing any fast track at all this year,” said
Rep. Jim Kolbe, R-Ariz., an ardent
proponent of free trade who rallied
votes for NAFTA and is working to
win support for adding Chile. By far
the biggest issue is workers’ rights and
the environment,” he added.

Democratic free-trade proponents
agree. "It comes down to the environ-
ment and labor provisions,” said Rep.
Robert T. Matsui, D-Calif., who is
gathering support for fast track.
“Democrats want a statement on envi-
ronment and labor to be part of fast
track, and Republicans want fast
track to be silent on it; it’s not certain
vou're going to see fast track this
year."”

The legislation that Ways and
Means is crafting would extend fast
track for four or five years and would
allow the administration to negotiate
any trade agreement it wants. Though it
would include no directive to the ad-
ministration to consider labor and envi-
ronmental issues in negotiating trade
pacts, it also would have no impact
technically on the administration’s abil-
ity to negotiate such agreements on its
own, according to trade law experts.

“As long as environmental and la-
bor side agreements don’t require
changes in U.S. law, and the current
ones do not, there is no need for con-
gressional approval to extend similar
agreements to Chile or to any other
country,” said Stephan E. Becker, a
trade law specialist at Keller and
Heckman, a Washington law firm, who
worked on NAFTA.

However, unless fast track covers
environmental and labor concerns, it
could weaken the United States' nego-
tiating position on those issues and
hurt the administration’s ability to win
congressional approval of a pact.

Administration Position

\While Clinton administration offi-
cials have been careful to avoid mak-

“Democrats want a
statement on environment
and labor to be part of fast

track, and Republicans want
fast track to be silent on it;
it’s not certain you're going
to see fast track this year.”

—Rep. Robert T. Matsui, D-Calif.

ing any direct declaration of their po-
sition on including environmental and
labor provisions in fast-track renewal,
they may be on a collision course with
House Republicans.

In a hearing before Ways and
Means on June 21, Deputy U.S. Trade
Representative Charlene Barshefsky
said the administration views labor
and environmental provisions as
“trade related,” adding that many
countries have “stressed the impor-
tance” of labor and environmental
considerations in trade pacts, and said
that the administration expected to
continue to include them in trade ne-
gotiations.

However, because administration
officials have not declared definitively
whether they want environmental and
labor provisions in a fast-track re-
newal, Republicans and Democrats
have different impressions of where
the administration stands.

“I don’t think they will push the
environmental and labor provisions at
the risk of derailing fast-track exten-
sion,” said Crane.

Quite the opposite, said Rep.
Sander M. Levin, D-Mich.,, a Ways
and Means Committee member. “I
certainly don’t think the administra-
tion wants fast track at any price,” he
said.

ECONOMICS & FINANCE

Congressional Troubles

Past experience suggests that if the
administration fails to push hard for
the passage of fast track, it will be
difficult to muster the votes for it in
Congress. In 1991 when President
George Bush sought to extend fast
track in order to continue GATT ne-
gotiations and begin the NAFTA ne-
gotiations, it took a three-month lob-
bying blitz of Congress by
administration officials to win support
for renewal. (1991 Almanac, p. 118)

This year, little has changed except
that there may be even less support in
Congress than there was four years
ago. Now, in addition to the Demo-
crats who are set to oppose trade
agreements because of environmental
and labor concerns, there are a num-
ber of conservative Republicans who
oppose free-trade pacts, arguing that
trade agreements often put American
industry at a disadvantage, resulting
in a loss of jobs.

They also say that by entering into
trade agreements, the United States
obligates itself to abide by interna-
tional standards and loses some of its
sovereign power.

There has been no official count
yet of how many of the 73 Republican
freshmen are likely to support fast-
track legislation, but Kolbe and others
worry that a number of them may op-
pose it.

“I confess we haven't done what we
should have done and what needs to
be done in terms of doing broader
education on trade issues with our new
members,” said Kolbe.

For both the Repubilican leader-
ship, which supports free trade, and
for Clinton, the uncertain congres-
sional environment for trade makes
pushing through any agreement an
uphill battle and one that may not be
worth the political capital it will take
to win.

The House Republican leadership
has said it supports extending fast
track but has not committed itself to
pushing through the legislation.

“The reticence you're seeing in
Congress this year is first and fore-
most that domestic issues have prior-
ity,” says Jeffrey J. Schott, a senior
fellow at the Institute for Interna-
tional Economics, a Washington think
tank that supports free trade.

Adds Matsui, “Fast track is a pri-
ority for the administration, but not a
high priority. There’s a lot going on
already, and if they don’t get fast
track this year, I don’t think anybody
is going to lose any sleep over it.” =

CQ  JULY 8, 1995 — 1993
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) September 19, 1995

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt Y
Chairman = §--
Federal Communications Commxsslon

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing to express my strong support for clear, specific rules ipplementing the
Children’s Television Act of 1990. Five years after passage of this landmark legislation,
parents still cannot find educational programming for their children on many comrmercial
broadcast stations. Clear guidelines and tough enforcement are- needed to give children and
parents the educational programming choices this law was intended to provide.

OncofthestrongestinﬂucﬁcesonachﬂdgrowingupinAmbricais the electronic
media. The average child in America watches about 25 to 30 hours of television every
week. Many of these hours are filled with vioience and aduit. sexual marerial.

Broadcasters, nlike other busnmsw mcludmg cable television, use the publlc
airwaves free of charge. In return, they are supposed o serve the public interest. But over
the years, the public has received less and less in this bargain. Programming covering local
communities and local issues, as well as programming that serves children in the commuaity,
has been steadily reduced in favor of more lucrative commercial programming. Children’s
educational programming has bcen reduced to less than half an hour a weck ofl many
commercia} stadons. _. :

Recent studies, including one conducted by researchers ar the University of Kansas,
have confirmed the positive influence television can have on children’s learning. The smdy
found that viewing as little as)a balf hour per day of educational programming improved
children’s test scorgs on a variety of subjects. Perhaps more important, television bas the =
power to capture children’s mcnn'on and inspire them to learn about the world around them.

th most commercial tclevisxon stations choose not to use their power to inspire or to
educate our nation’s children. Because of the highly compeunve nature of the commercial
advertising market, it is very difficult for a broadcaster to air an educational children’s
- program that does not attract the top adverdsing dollar if his.competitors decide not to air

any educational children’s programs. The zesult is very little service for children in that .
commumty :
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The 1990 law was passed to address exactly this problem. It was designed to give
broadcasters broad discretion to decide how to serve children in their. communities. At the
same time, it created a level playing field by requiring all broadcasters to provide some
minimal level of educational service to children. However, the flexibility of this Jaw has
been stretched too far, allowing many broadcasters to virmally ignore its” requirements.

Some broadcasters -actually redefined programs-such as the Flintstopes and Yo Yogi as
educationa! in order to mest their obligations to children, While these programs are certainly
unobjectionable as enefaimment, they are not specifically designed to serve the educanonal
peeds of children. - ;

Clearly, thc current regulatfons are not working. For this reason, I urge you to
establish clear guidelines requiring broadcasters to air at least three hours, and preferably
more, of children’s educational programming cach week during hours when ch:ldnn are in
the audience. I'also urge you to consult with industry, educators and parents, ‘1o devclop
more specific guidelines for broadcasters on the types of programmmg that serve the
educanona! or informational needs of childcca.

It is:time for strong cnforocmem of cmldrcn 3 educatianal pmgtammmg laws by the .
FCC in order to ensure that all citizens, including the youngest, arc served by broadcasters
who use the public airwaves, I look forward 10 action by the FCC on your pending
rulemaking to more fully enforce this important public law.

' SitBerely,
QN 4
Ty Irving -

cc:  The Honorable James H. Quello

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
The Honorable Susan Ness. '




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

September 18, 1995

The Honorable Reed Hundt

Chair

Federal Communications Commission
8th Floor

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

The Children’s Television Act of 1990 recognizes the
power and value of television’s influence on our nation’s
children. The Act sets forth a reasonable exchange -- it
requires commercial broadcasters to honor their public trust
by offering programming that enhances children‘’s learning.
The dissemination of true educational programming across
the public airwaves is a priceless gift to our children.

The American public had every reason to believe that
when the Children’s Television Act was signed into law,
programming specifically designed to benefit children would
become an important part of the choices on every broadcast
channel. The American public has been disappointed, and
American children have lost countless opportunities to
learn and to be challenged intellectually. .

I urge you again to review the purpose of the Children’s
Television Act and the broadcast programming our children are
offered today. To paraphrase former FCC Commissioner Newton
Minow, if we can’‘t figure out how the public interest standard
relates to children, the youngest of whom can‘t read or write,
and all of whom are dependent in every way on adults, then we
will never figure out the meaning of the public interest
standard.

I believe the public interest should require broadcasters
to air at least three hours per week, and preferably more, of
quality children’s programming at reasonable times of the day.
The FCC and the broadcast industry have an unequaled opportunity
to redefine how television can serve the public interest, espe-
cially with respect to our children. I urge you to do so.

Sincerely,

7 .

AN
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THE WHITE HOUSE

Office of the Press Secretary

For Immediate Release September 29, 1995

REMARKS BY THE PRESIDENT IN
PRESENTATION OF THE PRESIDENTIAL MEDAL OF FREEDOM

The East Room

9:45 A.M. EDT

THE PRESIDENT: Good morning and welcome to all of you,
especially to the honorees, their family members, their friends,
distinguished members of Congress. The Presidential Medal of Freedom
is the highest honor given to civilians in the United States. It has
a special history, established 50 years ago by President Truman, to
honor noble service in time of war.

In 1963, President Kennedy expanded its purpose, making
it an honor for distinguished civilian s2rvice in peacetime. The 12
Americans we honor today embody the best gqualities in our national
character. All have committed themselves, both publicly and
privately, to expanding the circle of freedom and the opportunities
the responsible exercise of freedom brings at home and around the
world.

In this time of change, where people's living patterns
and working patterns are undergoing such dramatic transformation, it
is necessary and fashionable to focus on new ideas and new visions of
the future. We are here today to celebrate people who have always
been for change, and who have changed America for the better, but who
have done it based on the enduring values that make this country
great =-- the belief that we have to give all of our citizens the
chance to live up to the fullest of their God-given capacities; the
conviction that we have to do everything we can to strengthen our
families and our communities; the certainty that when the chips are
down, we have to do what is good and richt, even if it is unpopular
in the short run; the understanding that we have the obligation to
honor those who came before us by passirg better lives and brighter
opportunities on to those who come after.

This medal commemorates the remarkable service and
indelible spirit of individual Americans. But it also serves as a
beacon to all Americans, and especially to our children. For our
children, especially now when so many of their lives have been
darkened by violence and irresponsible or absent role models, the
robbers of innocence, of poverty and drug abuse and gang life, the
excesses of our modern commercial media culture and other forces that
are undermining the fabric of good 1lives.

All of these things require more and more people to live
by the values and measure up to the example of the winners of the
Presidential Medal of Freedom. They represent in so many ways the
true face of American heroism today.

Let me begin now by introducing each of them in turn.

As a young mother 27 years igo, Peggy Charren took a
good look at her children's frequent comwanion: television. And she
did not like what she saw. But unlike others who simply bemoan the
problem, she actually did something about it. She took a stand
against entrenched and powerful institutions in government and in

MORE



business and she made them listen. She started Action for Children's
Television. As a result, she uplifted the quality of what comes into
our homes and inspired a whole generation of citizen activists.

In 1990, the campaign that began in front of Peggy
Charren's television set reached Capitol Hill when Congress passed
the Children's Television Act. And, for the first time, the
television industry was challenged to fulfill its responsibility to
educate our children, not just to entertain them. Peggy Charren,
mother and now grandmother, leader and reformer in the best American
tradition, has put all of our children first, and we thank her for
it. (Applause.)

Now, I'm going to change the order here a minute -- just
a little -- and go to Joan Ganz Cooney. While Peggy Charren forced
television to change its ways from the outside, Joan Ganz Cooney did
the same thing from the inside. 1In 1968, she launched the Children's
Television Workshop and a whole new landscape of joyful education
opened up before our children's eyes. Cut of this effort came
"Sesame Street," "The Electric Company," "3-2-1 Contact," and other
programs that enlighten not only our youngsters, but older people as
well. With a host of loveable characters like the Cookie Monster and
Big Bird, who became as familiar to me at one point in our family
life as the people I grew up with =-- (laaghter) =-- these shows have
helped teach a generation of children tc count and to read and to
think. They also teach us more about how we should live together.
We all know that Grover and Kermit reinforce rather than undermine
the values we work so hard to teach our children, showing kids every
day what it means to share, to respect differences and to recognize
that it's not easy being green. (Laughter.)

Joan Ganz Cooney has proven in living color that the
powerful medium of television can be a tool to build reason, not
reaction, for growth, not stifling, to help build young lives up
rather than tear them down. We all know that T.V. is here to stay.
Most of us, frankly, love it even when we curse it. But we also know
that there are clear, damaging effects to excessive exposure to
destructive patterns of television. As the Vice President and Mrs.
Gore have pointed out on so many occasions and as their recent family
conference on media and the family demonstrated, the numbing effects
of violence or the numbing inability to concentrate that comes from
overexposure to mindless, repetitive programming are things that we
have to fight against.

Peggy Charren sounded the alarm; Joan Ganz Cooney
developed an alternative. And even today as we grapple with this
challenge -- how to get the best and repress the worst -- we know
that we would be nowhere near where we :te, were it not for these two
remarkable American heroes. We thank trem. Thank you so much.
(Applause.)

William T. Coleman, Jr.'s, first public act to advance
equal opportunity came early in his life. He tried out for his high
school swim team, and in response, the school disbanded the team.
(Laughter.) For four decades =-- in the courtroom, the boardroom, the
halls of power =-- Bill Coleman has put his brilliant legal intellect
in service to our country. He was the first African American
accepted on the Harvard Law Review; the first to serve as a clerk on
the United States Supreme Court; the first to serve in the
President's Cabinet -- the second to serve in the President's
Cabinet; and the first to reach the pinnacle of the corporate bar.

As Secretary of Transportation to President Ford, he
helped to open the doors of opportunity to thousands of black
entrepreneurs. As a corporate director, he broke the color barrier
in the nation's executive suites. Today, as Chairman of the Board of
the NAACP Legal Defense and Education Fund, he continues the fight.

MORE
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Westinghouse bends on

children’s programming,

but was is it voluntar.y?

Y Congress is considering a
sAbiIl, or a Federal agency is de-
bating a proposed regulation.

Lobbyists descend, like pigeons to
bread crusts, on the corridors of

" Government. Their job is to per-
suade Congressional members, or
regulators, to vote in favor of their
Sponsors.

But last month, after a group of
lobbyists got what they wanted, their
success provoked an outcry worthy
of some heinous scandal. Powerful
senators and representatives were
outraged. Accusations of ‘‘green-
mail”’ and coercion flew. The sub-
committee on oversight and investi-
gation of the House Commerce Com-
mittee ordered an inquiry.

Were vital matters of public policy
at stake? Critical conflicts of inter-
est? Shadowy ethical violations? No.
At issue was whether one more hour
a week of educational programming
for children should be added to
CBS's television schedule.

The network has agreed to be
bought by the Westinghouse Electric
Corporation, which needs waivers of
some Federal Communications
Commission rules to take over the li-
censes of spme CBS stations. Several
public-interest groups had filed a pe-
tition urging the F.C.C. todeny West-
inghouse’s applicatijon, saying that
the stations did not provide enough
children’s educational programming
to meet requirements.

On Sept. 20, Westinghouse an-
nounced that it would voluntarily in-
crease educational programming

. for children from one hour a week to
' two in 1996, and to three in 1997.

There was an immediate fuss .
about how voluntary this pledge was.
- Some Republicans attacked Reed
E. Hundt, the F.C.C. chairman, who
is a Democrat. They said that West-
inghouse had conveniently satisfied
the public-policy desires of Mr.
Hundt. Senator Larry Pressler, Re-
publican of South Dakota and chair-
man of the Senate Commerce Com-
mittee, and Representative Jack
Fields, Republican of Texas and
chairman of the House Subcommit-
tee on Telecommunications, accused
the advocacy groups and Mr. Hundt
of ‘‘legalized extortion,” of twisting

. Westinghouse’s arm for the three
hours of programming as a quid pro
quo for the needed waivers.

Then the chairman of the House
Commerce Committee, Representa-
tive Thomas J. Bliley Jr., Republi-
can of Virginia, and Representative
Fields directed the investigations .
subcommittee to review the matter.

In response, Mr. Hundt said that
his position on children’s educational
programming was no secret to West-
inghouse; he has been trumpeting it
in speeches for months. And while he
said he doubted that Westinghouse's
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pledge was ‘‘intended as.a quid,” he
added, “‘If it was, there was no quo.”

And even if Westinghouse, which
is stilllawaiting an F.C.C. decision,
made its pledge to appease the advo-
cacy groups, the groups say Republi-
cans have no business attacking
their lobbying success.

*‘Is this part of their Contract With

America, this intimidation tactic?"’

+said Kathryn Montgomery, whose
organization, the Center for Media
Education, is one of the groups peti-
tioning the F.C.C. to deny Westing-
house’s requests. ‘‘We did what we
have every right to do, which is par-
ticipate in the public debate on this.
Haven't these men got something
better to do?”’

[ ]
Representative Edward J. Mar-

key, Democrat of Massachusetts,
was a key sponsor of the Children’s

* Television Act of 1990, which re-

quires broadcasters to carry pro-
grams that educate children, but

The F.C.C. could set
a quota for
educational
children’s programs.

does not specify how many hours.
‘‘How mangled have the morals of
this town become when only special
interests seeking profits are allowed
to participate in the license renewal
and transfer process?’’ he asked.

But the Republican critics had a
larger concern. In a letter to Mr.
Hundt, Representative Fields said
he was bothered by the notion that
the chairman might have used West-
inghouse’seagerness for F.C.C. ap-
proval to achieve something that
should have been part of the com-
mission’s rule-making process.

The five-member F.C.C. will vote

by earlynextyear on a proposed
rule to require broadcasters to carry
three hours a week of children’s edu-
cational programes, or to pay for
their three hours to be carried on an-
other station. At least two commis-
sioners said setting such standards
was beyond their mandate and
would violate the First Amendment.

Mr_Hundt considers it a minimum *
fulfillment of the Children's Televi-
sion Act, which directs the F.C.C. to
insure that broadcasters provide
educational children’s programs.
And he argues that it would actually
make it easier for broadcasters be-
cause each one would have to meet
the same quota. If that means lower
ratings for one, it will mean lower
ratings for all.

Meanwhile, Congress appears to
have gutted a provision of the Chil-
dren’s Television Act: a smallen- .
dowment set up to distribute about
$2 million a year in seed money to
groups developing new educational
programs for children. The current
House and Senate versions of the
budget bill for next year provide no
money for the program.

A poll conducted by the Opinion
Research Corporation of Princeton,
N.J., and released Thursday by the
Center for Media Education, found
that 82 percent of Americans think
there is ‘‘not enough’’ educational
programming on broadcast televi-
sion now, and that 60 percent believe
broadcasters should be required to
show one hour or more of such pro-
grams aday.

Next on the merger agenda is the
proposed Disney acquisition of Capi-
tal Cities/ABC. The same coalition
of public-interest groups has already
filed a petition to deny Disney the
waivers it needs unless the company
demonstrates a stronger commit-
ment to chiidren's educational pro-
grams. !

Will Disney, like Westinghouse,

_take the pledge?
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Advert1sing |suer i

‘At a national get-together of advertisers, talk

quickly turns to the 1996 Presidential campaign.

BocA RATOCN, Fla.

HE 1996 Presidential election

I is still more than a year away.
But political affairs are much

on the minds of those attending the
86th annual meeting and business

conference of the Association of Na- |

tional Advertisers.

The conference, which began on
Saturday with about 5§00 people at-
tending at the Boca Raton Resort
and Club here, has the theme ‘“‘Lead-
ers and Leadership.” That, of
course, includes sessions on subjects
like building brands and corporate
re-engineering that are of intrinsic
interest to members of the associa-
tion, who are the nation’s largest
marketers and advertisers of con-
sumer products.

Yet assessments of the political
landscape, particularly Presidential
politics, ran like a thread through all
the deliberations of the conference,
which is scheduled to «conclude.this
afternoon. That was underscored by
the reading of a letter from Presi-
dent Clinton that was a paean to the
“freemarket system’ and the role
advertising plays in it.

One speaker yesterday, Richard
B. Wirthlin, chairman and chief ex?
ecutive of the Wirthlin Group in Mc-
Lean, Va., a strategic opinion re-
search company, likened advertising
to political campaigns in a presenta-
tion titled *Leadership: Building
Brands and Pursuing the Presiden-
cy,” which examined what he de-
scribed as the ‘“‘complex decisions’’
Americans make “‘about Presidents,
pastas and pesticides."

Whether promoting a brand or a
politician, an advertising campaign
is most effective, Mr. Wirthlin said,
when it ‘‘persuades by reason and
motivates by emotion."” Both types
of advertising work best, he added,
when they focus on traits like trust,
caring, consistency, ‘‘delivering on
promises’’ and ‘“‘creating a positive
vision for the future.”

One significant difference be-
tween them, Mr. Wirthlin said, is
that ‘‘unfortunately, in the political
arena, the negative message seems
to stick more than the positive mes-
sage."”

Presidential politics was the focus
of a live version of ‘“Crossfire’” by
Michael Kinsley, the co-host of the
popular CNN program. Lou Dobbs,
the host of CNN’s ‘‘Moneyline’ and
the executive vice president of the
CNN America unit of Turner Broad-
casting System, filled in" for one of
Mr. Kinsley's conservative counter-
parts. At one point, Mr. Dobbs re-

.ferred to Mr. Clinton’s popularity
probiems as his ‘‘decline in brand"
loyalty."’

There was also a re-creation of
another popular political television
program, ‘‘The McLaughlin Group,”
during a session on Saturday.

One of the liveliest aspects of the
conference so far has been the de-
bate over a decision to exclude re-
porters from covering the activities
on Saturday, when the conference

opened with a ‘‘members day’' that
included the types of events usually
featured in the sessions open to all
attendees. Among the closed events
Saturday were the McLaughlin pre-
sentation, a panel on agency-client
relatiops and a dinner speech by Ted
Turner, head of Turner Broadcast-
ing.

The grumbling among the dozen
reporters covering the rest of the
conference was echoed by some non-
members who participated in the
panel on Saturday but, were then
excluded from the dinner.

“We had the best members day
we've ever had,” John J. Sarsen Jr.,,
president and chief executive of the
association, told reporters at a
breakfast yesterday, ‘‘Our members
are thrilled with it and want to do it
again in the future."

However, after some reporters
said they would consider not attend-
ing the conference next year if pan-
els and similar functions were.closed
to the media again, Mr. Sarsen and
other executives of the association
said they would reconsider the mat-

ter.
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Colin L.

Powell to attend and was hopeful

that he might do so.

8 — Louis

Farrakhan, who is organizing a mas- -
speaking on the

ton next week, said today
ABC News program ‘““This Week,"

By NEIL A. LEWIS

WASHINGTON, Oct.
Mr. Farrakhan,

Farrakhan Says He Invited Powell to Black Rally -

sive demonstration of black men in
said that General Powell had recent-
ly spoken with him by telephone and

that he had invited Gen.

Washing

men employed by the White House
would be given the day off to attend
the march.

led the
Million Man March because organ-

discussed the event,

which has come to be cal

that they had

President Clinton, he noted, had
expressed support of the event’s

izers are hoping to attract a million

a blend of

prayer and protest scheduled for

Oct. 16.

black men to the event,

goals of emphasizing responsibility
to the family, but was ‘very con-
cerned’’ with the participation of Mr.

Mr. Farrakhan said he had invited

Farrakhan, the leader of the Nation

of Islam, Mr. Panetta said.

y general to speak at

the event. Asked how he had re-

the retired Arm

o
o0
<

f the

Million Man March, spoke to re-

.

, organizer ol

Louis Farrakhan

Newsweek magazine reported to-
day that O.J. Simpson‘and the for-

her he could

Mr. Farrakhan replied,

“That he would see whet

sponded,
make it."”

porters yesterday on the ABC:
News program “This Week.”

mer chief lawyer of his defense

4

Johnnie L. Cochran Jr.,

planned to attend the event.

team,

General Powell’s

spokesman, did not return telephone

Bill Smullen,
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Rez‘um to Gender

WASHINGTON

Is Hillary Rodham Clinton playing
the gender card — from the bottom
of the deck?

On a Latin American trip, she told
reporters that the criticism of her
lead role on health care, politics and
policy was not really about perform-
ance. As Ann Devroy reported in The
Washington Post, Mrs. Clinton sees
the criticism more as an attack on
her 20-year partnership with her hus-
band because some Americans find
it “‘threatening.”

“The criticism is clearly meant to
try to demean and divide men and
women,"” she said. ‘You know, ‘Know
your place, know where you are sup-
posed to be,’ that is something I wish
we could overcome. I mean, judge
people on their merits. You don’t like
my health-care plan, criticize my
health plan. But don’t turn it into
some huge attack on the role.”

Mrs. Clinton made the same argu-
ment after “her’ health-care plan

died. “A friend told me I've turned -

into a gender Rorschach test,” she
told The Wall Street Journal last
year. ‘‘If somebody has a female
boss for the first time, and they've
never experienced that — well, may-
be they can’t take out their hostility

against her so they turn it on me.” °

If Mrs. Clinton wishes to play a
prominent role in the political life of
the country, then she must be willing
to take the scrutiny that goes along
with it. She is too sophisticated to
argue that crititism comes simply
because she is a womnan.

It is true that female ambition still
elicits irrational fears, and that
women in‘public life are trapped by

Do we fear the
. power partners? -

an exacting set of expectations. And
it is also true that the right has tried
to turn Hillary into Evita. (Don't cry
for me, Arkansas.)

Nevertheless, it is hard to believe
that most Americans have a problem
with Mrs. Clinton because she is a
strong woman. Her health-care plan
was not rejected to send a message
about her relationship with the Pres-
ident. The plan was judged on its
merits. And so was she: Her per-
formance as an unelected co-Presi-
dent was spectacularly maladroit.

President Clinton bears responsi-
bility. He ceded a lot of domestic
policy and personnel turf to his wife
and she reinforced the stereotype
haunting the Democrats — the big-
government tax-and-spenders, be-
holden to special interests.

At the heart of the Administration
is the unstated bargain of the Clinton
marriage. As brainy and articulate
as her husband, Hillary Rodham sac-

rificed a high-powered career to

hitch her star to an Arkansas comer.
She chafed at the material sacri-
fices, according to David Maraniss’s

Clinton biography, “First in His-

Class.” When Dick Morris, the Gov-
ernor’s political consultant, told her
that voters would be-angry if she
built a swimming pool at the gover-
nor's mansion, she blew up. “Why

can't we lead the lives of normal
people?’’ she asked angrily.

Her sense of what was due her also
seemed to dull her sensitivity to con-
flicts ef interest.

When she came to Washington,
Mrs. Clinton appeared to wilifully
ignore the political dangers of as-
signing herself so much power with
no accountability.

Although everyone knew it was
folly to put the First Lady out front to
formulate and sell the Administra-
tion’s principal initiative, the Presi-
dent atted like a husband in debt to
his wife. He was. She had stood by
him through the humiliating phllan-
dering rumors that threatened his
campaign.” So he did not interfere .
even when it became clear that her
health-care plan — developed in
high-handed secrecy — was balloon-
ing into a Great Society nightmare.

The First Lady was never willing
to acknowledge the tensions and
problems caused within the Adminis-
tration by the ‘‘two for one’’ deal, as
she once called it. Everyone tiptoes
around- any President’s wife. But
when the boss’s wife is also a boss,
aides are even more afraid to say *I
don’t think this works."”

Mrs. Clinton seems to feel that if
she occasionally plays Pat Nixon —
giving interviews to food writers, in-
viting gossip columnists to lunch,
watching children dance — she
miight allay angst about her power.

She thinks Americans fear the
partnership with her husband. What
they really fear is a bargain that
ignores dccountability. It’s not about
being a woman. It's about not being
elected. a

A Cure for:Kids' TV

By Reed E. Hundt
and Newton N. Minow

WASHINGTON

uppose you run a success-

ful business, but 80 per-

cent of Americans think

the product you sell

harms children. You

have three choices:

claim that 80 percent of America is

wrong, say that 80 percent of America

is hypocritical because it consumes

the product anyhow or recognize the
problem and take steps to solve it.

We are not referring to tobacco

products or alcohol. We are talking

about television aimed at children.

Under laws dating from the 1930's,

broadcasters use scarce publicly

owned airwaves without charge and

in return promise to operate as trus-

tees for ‘‘the public interest” — a

term never clearly defined.

Reed E. Hundt is the chairman of the
Federal Communications Commis-
sion. Newton N. Minow was chair-
man from 1961 to 1963.

Broadcasters once accepted that
nurturing children Is part of the pub-
lic interest. In 1951, when TV was
still new and broadcasters wanted to
convince adults ti‘at -buying a TV set
would enrich, theirchildren’s lives, 27
hours of children’s programming
aired each week, much of it high
quality. But over the years, commer-

cial TV has virtually abandoned its

responsibility to kids. Increasingly,
children’s programs — at least on
commercial TV — have become less
about education and enrichment and
more about merchandising. Today,
broadcasters too often see children
simply as consumers.

In 1990, finding that there was *‘dis-
turbingly little”” educational and infor-
mational children’s programming on
commercial TV and that market
forces would not create more, Con-
gress passed the Children’s Television
Act. It requires broadcasters to pro-
vide some ‘‘educational and informa-
tional” programming that *‘serves the
special needs of children.” But it left
to the Federal Communications Com-
mission the task of defining such pro-
gramming and writing rules to imple-

m_the law.

The F.C.C. is now seeking to define
the public-interest standard and to
adopt rules to carry out the mandate
of the Children’s Television Act, in-
cluding a unambiguous definition of
educational . programming and re-
quirements that TV stations air a cer-
tain amount of it each week — we
propose at least three hours — at
times when children will to see it.

Some broadcasters argue that the
First Amendment bars the Govern-
ment-from imposing specific require-
ments for children’s programming.
But the courts have consistently up-
held reasonable rules protecting chil-
dren; the F.C.C.’s rule against broad-
tasting indecent material before 10
p.m., for example, has been upheld by
the courts. What else would guarantee
that all broadcasters meet their re-
sponsibilities to children? We would
require each broadcaster in each com-
munity to say at the beginning of its
licensing period what it intends to do
for the kids it serves. Then in license-
renewal proceedings the F.C.C. could
consider whether the broadcaster
kept its promises. These rules would
help make broadcasters genuine trus-
tees of the public interest. S






hlence Floods

hildren’s T'V,
New Study Says

By ELIZABETH JENSEN
Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

An exhaustive examination of the
broadcast networks' programming during
the 1994-95 television season has concluded
that *'sinister combat violence'* pervades a
significant number of Saturday-morning
children’s cartoons.

The 180-page, network-funded study,
released yesterday by the Center for Com-
munication Policy at the University of
California at Los Angeles, also deemed 42%
of the theatrical movies aired on ABC,
CBS. NBC and Fox inappropriately violent.
Meanwhile, though, the researchers found
that regular network series and made-for-
TV movies carry little violence.

Overall, “‘the world of television, from
broadcast networks to syndication, to
cable, to home video, is not as violent as we
had feared and not as wholesome as we
might have hoped,” the study said. While

_cautioning that there *‘is room for substan-_

tial improvement,’ the researchers noted-
that the networks, in particular, *‘have
begun to get the message about television
violence."

The report comes at a time‘ when the
entertainment industry — including the
networks — is under fire for showing too
much violence and sex, particularly in
programs aimed at children.

The UCLA study was funded by the four
major broadcast networks. It was intended
to be more comprehensive than past stud-
ies of television violence, assessing nearly
3.000 hours of network programming as
well as a sampling of cable. syndication
and home video. The networks agreed in
early 1994 to pay for the appraisal, which
will be repeated in each of the next two
seasons. in hopes of forestalling federal
legislation to control televised violence.

Nonetheless, both House and Senate
versions of pending telecommunications
legislation require television-set makers to
include a *"v-chip'* device that would allow
parents to block shows that are rated as
violent.

Martin Franks. CBS Inc.'s senior vice
president in Washington, said he hoped the
study would “*begin to refute the cocktail-
party logic'* that network series and made-
for-TV movies are too violent. In state-
ments. Capital Cities/ABC Inc.'s ABC,
News Corp.'s Fox and General Electric
Co.'s NBC said they were pleased with the
study’s findings regarding prime-time
series and would take into consideration
the report’s suggestions for improveinent.
CBS Broadcast Group President Peter
Lund added that the network regrets
that Congress ‘‘recently chose to legislate
In this area without even waiting for
UCLA's findings."

But Rep. Edward J. Markey, one of the
chief proponents of v-chip technology,
wasn’t backing down yesterday. The Mas-
sachusetts Democrat praised the UCLA
study. saying it would “‘contribute enor-
mously to our understanding of how to
label television shows so that parents can
make Intelligent decisions to protect their
children’" using the v-chip.

Unlike previous quantitative TV vio-
lence studies that simply totaled the num-
ber of violent acts in a program. UCLA's
methocology was designed to be more

qualitative, focusing on ‘‘whether the vio-
lence raises concerns within the context of
the show."

UCLA students trained as monitors
were randomly assigned to watch various
series, and they filled out a separate form
for each act of violence they observed.
These reports were then followed up with
group discussions and reviewing of the
acts deemed violent.

Among the criteria used in_evaluating
the context: the time the violence aired,
whether the show contained a parental
advisory, whether the violence was inte-
gral to the story, the duration and explicit-
ness of a violent act, what portion of a
program was devoted to violence, whether
violence was glorified and the conse-
quences of the violence.

Still, as with many previous studies on
TV violence, the UCLA report drew conclu-
sions that are sure to be controversial.

Though it had previously been assailed
by some critics, CBS's airing of .“The
Silence of the Lambs,"" about a cannibalis-
tic serial killer, didn't bother the UCLA
researchers because the most graphic
sscenes were deleted for television. Yet
the series '‘America’s Funniest Home
Videos,'* which airs on ABC, was cited for
viewer-recorded video clips that are
“'merely decontextualized violence as hu-
mor."' Theresearchers conceded that their
criticism of ““Videos' *‘is the finding most
likely to produce a loud ‘Oh, comeon!’ from
readers of the report."
< 'Seven Saturday-morning  network
shows for children were singled out for
‘‘sinister combat violence,” or containing
*‘violence for the sake of violence.' While
such programs aren't new, the study found

rmaLiLh.Lﬂark overtones and unrelenting. .
combat in tbese shows eonstitute'a fairly -

! recent trend which appears to be on the
rise.” -

Three of the shows ~ *‘Mighty Morphin
Power Rangers.”” “X-Men'" and ‘‘Batman
and Robin" — air on Fox. Of three CBS
shows cited—‘‘Teenage Mutant Ninja Tur-
tles,”” ‘‘Skeleton Warriors” and ‘‘Wild
C.A.T.S."” — only *“Turtles’ is returning to
the schedule this season, ABC's ''Super
Samurai Syber Squad'' aired only briefly
on the network last season, although some
local stations carry the program. ‘‘Mega
Man,"” the eighth show cited by the study,
is a syndicated program.

Jeff Cole, director of the center and
author of the study, called such shows “‘a
worrisome {rend."" AsJor children's shows
generally, the study found few that *‘deal
with intense violence.""

Of the 121 network prime-time series
monitored, the study found 10 — including
one on the upstart United Paramount
Network — that ‘‘raise frequent concerns
about the mannerin which they deal with
violence." Of these, five have already been
canceled.

Among those cited was CBS's **Walker,
Texas Ranger,’ of which the study noted:
“Violence is completely integral to this
series.”

Dr. Cole said one surprise was the level
of violence in on-air promotions. even for
shows that otherwise handle violence well.
Often promos contain scenes ‘‘back to back
to back of violence,'* he said.

While the study criticized the networks’
airing of theatrical films, only 14% of the
161 that were broadcast last season
'raised concerns’ about violence. It is
clear,” the researchers said. ‘'the net-
works are using their power to make some
improvements in this area."
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House Panel
Clears Measure

On Thrifts

By ALAN YONAN JR.
Dow Jones Capital Markets Report

WASHINGTON — A bill that would
merge the thrift and commercial-banking
industries and ease community lending
rules passed the House Banking Commit-
tee on a 26-20 straight party-line vote.

The bill, which would force federally
chartered thrifts to get national bank or
state thrift charters, now goes to the House
Budget Committee for consideration.

The Banking Committee also voted to
eliminate a number of federal housing
programs to reduce the budget deficit $2.39
billion over seven years. Much of the
savings would come from a $6 billion
recapitalization of the Savings Association
Insurance Fund. Included in the recapital-

ization effort is the proposed merger of the

thrift and commercial banking industries.

The Senate Banking Committee today
is expected to vote on its own budget bill
with provisions that address the thrift
insurance fund recapitalization.

In the House, the concepts behind the
insurance-fund recapitalization and the
changes in the Community Reinvestment
Act—the key community lending law—
were borrowed from separate bills and
added to the budget-reconciliation legisla-
tion at the last minute.

The SAIF provision, similar to a bill
introduced by Rep. Marge Roukema (R.,
N.J.), would merge the thrift-insurance
fund with the Bank Insurance Fund after
the recapitalization. The federal charter
for thrifts would then be eliminated, forc-
ing the institutions to adopt either a na-
tional bank charter or a state thrift char-
ter. Federal thrifts would no longer have to
specialize in mortgage financing, as the
thrift charter requires.

To ease the conversion process, the bill
gives thrifts a break: It exempts them
from the current requirement that they
pay back tax breaks received on their bad
debt reserves when they switch to a
bank charter.

As for the community-lending rules,
banks and thriftg with assets of $100 mil-
lion or less would be exempt from most
reporting requirements, while those with
assets of as much as $250 million would be
able to self-certify that they are in compli-
ance with community-lending rules.

Committee Democrats, who voted
againstrollingback the lending rules when
the changes were considered as part of a
separate deregulation bill, said that add-
ing it to the reconciliation legislation was a
**back door’' manuever toram the proposal
through Congress.

Treasury Secretary Robert Rubin said
the Community Reinvestment Act provi-
sion ‘‘represents a step backward for
America’s communities.’, .. .

-
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Mining Interests Win Key Concession

By Conferees, Boosting Business Gains Increased 0.6%

By DAvID ROGERS
Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAL

WASHINGTON —House and Senate ne-
gotiators, in a major concession to West-
ern mining interests, narrowly agreed to
renew the government practice of letting
companies take title to federal lands where
they have staked mineral claims.

The sudden reversal capped a series of
victories for business interests competing
for provisions in spending bills even as
lawmakers make cuts elsewhere in domes-
tic programs for the new fiscal year begin-

ning Oct. 1.
Having conceded ground to mining
companies, negotiators last evening

agreed to allow federal timber sales of as
much as 418 million board feetannually in
the Tongass National Forest in Alaska.
Southern poultry producers and agribusi-
ness exporters triumphed in Senate votes
on a separate $63.7 billion agriculture bill
scheduled to clear the chamber today. And
even vodka manufacturers have jumped
into the fray, winning language to block a
new labeling rule regarding the purity of
their product.

In the case of the mining claims, both
the White House and an activist bloc of
younger House Republicans havé criti-
cized the so-called patenting process as
outdated and a giveaway to the industry.
Yesterday's action, together with the tim-
ber provision on Tongass, could provoke a
veto confrontation with President Clinton
on the underlying $12 billion bill funding
the Interior Department.

Only two months ago, the House voted
271-133 to continue a ban on the processing
of patent applications through the new
fiscal year. Among those supporting the
ban then was Rep. Norman Dicks (D.,
Wash.), a veteran member of the House
Appropriations Committee. But in the talks
yesterday, the Northwest lawmaker sur-
prised many of his colleagues by casting
the deciding vote on a 7-5 roll call to allow
the ban to expire Sept. 30.

“*No deals. I don’'t make deals on big
issues like this," said Mr. Dicks, brushing
aside any suggestion that he was swapping
votes to gain support in separate negotia-
tions on the Pentgaon budget now under-
way across the Capitol.

As a Westerner, with his own home-
state timber interests, Mr. Dicks said he
was responding to arguments made by
mining-state lawmakers. And he gave his
vote after being promised that the House
would move ahead on a 3.5% net royalty on
the industry as part of the budget process
this fall.

In fact, such a bill began moving
through the House Resources Committee
vesterday but was roundly attacked by
Interior Secretary Bruce Babbitt. The
measure promises far smaller revenues
than alternative proposals considered by
the last Congress. '‘The mining law ‘re-
form’ provision basically perpetuates . . .
the egregious shortcomings of the current
law,’* Mr. Babbitt wrote to Rep. Don Young
(R., Alaska), chairman of the House Re-
sources panel. The secretary said the

royalty provision—cited by Mr. Dicks—
was a ‘'‘token” and ‘‘'so riddled with
exemptions and deductions . . . that it will
likely cost more to administer than it will
collect.™

The industry-backed Mineral Re-
sources Alliance hailed the reversal yes-
terday. But having made concessions al-
ready this summer on salvage-timber
operations in the West, the White House is
likely to resist any further compromise
now,

Mindful of these concerns, negotiators
agreed to restore an estimated $86 million
to the underlying bill to soften Senate cuts
from the Bureau of Indian Affairs. In
addition, while the National Endowment
for the Arts would be reduced by almost
40% from current levels, the final compro-
mise drops any requirement that an autho-
rization bill first pass the House before the
money may become available.

Elsewhere, the measure would phase
out the Bureau of Mines, though its major
functions would be continued elsewhere in
the government. Similarly, the National
Biological Service — a prime target for

Please Turn to Page A6, Column 2

_ Continued From Page A2
Western Republicans — would be trans-
ferred from the Fishand Wildlife Service to
the U.S. Geological Service, where core
natural-resource research activities would
continue with a reduced budget. of $137
million.

Infloor, debate yesterday, the full Sen-
ate voted 61-38 to uphold an amendment to
block a proposed Agriculture Department
rule setting tougher standards for the
labeling of frozen poultry. And on a 58-42
vote, senators rejected efforts to kill fund-
ing for the government's market-promo-
tion program to advertise American prod-
ucts overseas.

The poultry-labeling rule hds met
strong opposition from Southern pro-
ducers, who argue it is inflexible and will
impede their ability to transport chicken to
the West Coast market. Many California
poultry producers favor the new standard
which gives them a marketing edge as the
unfrozen “‘fresh’” product. But the state’s
senators were frustrdted in their efforts to
appeal to senators on the grounds that the
fight was a consumer issue, not a regional
ohe.

“*They ought to know if a product has
been frozen and defrosted,” said Sen.
Barbara Boxer (D., Calif.). **This is reatly
all about money. It's all about dollars . . .

‘What's a little lie? | say it’s wrong."

Housing Starts

During August

By CHRISTINA DUFF
Staff Reporter of THE WALL STREET JOURNAILL
WASHINGTON—Continuing a four-
month revival, housing starts rose 0.6% in
August, spurred by favorable mortgage
rates and an uptick in new-housing sales.

The Commerce Department also re-
vised July’s big housing-start gain to 7.1%
from 6.7%. -After that surprisingly large
increase, analysts had expected the Au-
gust rate to fall a bit. But buyers again took
advantage of low mortgage rates, pushing
up housing starts to an annual rate of
1,398,000. Long-term interest rates are
still well below the 9.15% rate in January,
though they creeped up a bit recently to
7.85% in August.

Also, analysts noted, housing starts are
taking their cue from a boost in new-home
sales that began in the spring. In July,
new-home sales rose to their highest an-
nual rate in more than a year. Builders
apparently have pared the inventories
they bhuilt up earlier this year when de-
mand for housing fell, and are ready to put
up homes again.

Pointing to recent strong productivity
and employment numbers, economist Mi-
chael Carliner of the National Association
of Home Builders said the continued hous-
ing starts surge might also reflect the
economy'’s apparentacceleration. Housing
starts last month rose in every region of
the country except the South, which posted
a decline of 3.2%. The South’s annual rate
of 644,000 in August was still its highest
since December 1994, the government
said.

Single-family starts, which are particu-
larly sensitive to interest-rate changes and
make up about 80% of total starts, rose
1.4% in August, while construction of new
apartments and condominiums. a volatile
sector, fell 2.4%.

Analysts noted that housing starts
probably have completed their comeback
after a weak winter. ‘“We're probably
pretty close to the peak of this little housing
cycle,"* said David Berson, an economist
at Federal National Mortgage Association.
The Mortgage Bankers Association's
weekly index of mortgage applications — a
good barometer for future housing activ-
ity — has been trending flat for several
weeks. And in the National Association of
Home Builders’ latest housing market in-
dex, members wéaren’t optimistic about
sales for the next six months.

All figures are searonally adjusted.




Drawing a Bead
On TV Violence

Study Finds Prime-Time Shows Improve;
Movies, Kids’ Programs Still a Concern

By Paul Farhi
Washuogta Post Staff Writer

hen it comes to vio-
lence on prime-time
series, the networks

“have begun to get the mes-
sage,” an extensive new survey

. gro

——

The promos, for instance, were
sharply criticized for taking short, vio-
lent scenes out of context and repeat-
ing them to build audience interest in

- an upcoming show.

The UCLA report drew a distinc- ]
tion between made-for-TV movies !
and theatrical movies that are shown

of programming concluded yes-~_on TV. While only 15 percent of the

terday. But gratuitous or inap-.
propriate violence continues to
be a serious concern m many
children’s programs, theatrical
movies and on-air promos.

The independent study, paid
for by the networks but conduct-
ed by researchers at the Univer-
sity of California at Los Angeles,
included a review of more than
3,000 hours of programs aired
nationally by ABC: CBS, NBC
and Fox during the 1994-95
television season. Under prod-
ding from Sen. Paul Simon (D-
11l.), the networks agreed to un-
dertake the study in early 1994

in the face of congressional ef-
forts to legislate against violence
onTV.

“Today we see few programs
with violence as their central
theme,” the study said. “More
programming uses violence well
or does not use it atall....Itis
possible to create popular pro-
grams that do not resort to inap-
propriate use of violence.”

Of 121 TV series that aired
last season on the four networks,
only 10 were found by the
UCLA panel to raise “frequent
concerns” about violence. These
included CBS’s “Walker, Texas
Ranger” (“fight scenes are .ex-
cessively long and graphic”),
ABC’s “Lois & Clark” (“surpris-
ingly frequent use of intense vio-
lence”), and Fox's “The X-Files”.
(whose suggestions of violence,

were criticized mainly because
See VIOLENCE, F2. Col 1

VIOLENCE, From F1

the program briefly aired at 7 p.m. on
Sundays).

The 190-page study praised gritty
urban dramas suck as “Homicide” and
“NYPD Blue” as “models for how to
deal with violence in an intelligent and
responsible manner.”

It added: “Violent images that
might have routinely been shown
years ago, such as bullets entering
the body, are in little evidence in
1995.”

Unlike previous studies that have
counted the number of acts of vio-
lence on TV—and found a rising or
steady diet of violent acts—the
UCLA study attempted to put TV vi-
olence in context, assessing, for ex-
ample, the time period in which a vio-
lent act occurred or whether violence
was “necessary” to advance the plot

of a show.

TV movies had violent themes dr “in-
appropriately graphic scenes,” more
than 40 percent of the theatrical re-
leasesshownon TV fellinto this cate-
gory. : ‘
These included such action mowies
as “Under Siege” (which aired on
ABC), “Black Rain” (CBS), “ Last Boy
Scout” (CBS) and “Hard to Kill”
(NBC). It also rapped NBC for airing
the comedy “Home. Alone” (“filled

. with extremely sadistic and mean--

spirited acts of violence”), particularly
because it began at 8 p.m. without a
parental advisory.

It also found that eight popular Sat-
urday-morning children’s shows used
heavy doses of “sinister combat vio-
lence,” in which characters are de-
fined by their ability to fight enemies
and battle scenes are the main plot el-
ement. These included Fox’s “Mighty
Morphin Power Rangers,” “Mega
Man” and “X-Men,” as well as CBS’s
“Teenage Mutant Ninja Turtles” and
“Skeleton Warriors.”

The report, which willbe followed
up annually for the next two years,
recommended that the networks
schedule violence-laden shows after 9
p.m.; reexamine policies regarding
promotional announcements; “re
think” the airing of violent theatrical
movies; reduce the amountof fighting
on kids’ shows; and apply advisories
more consistently.

The four networks issued state-
ments endorsing the report’s find-
ings, and ABC, CBS and NBC each
said they, were “pleased” that it ac-
knowledged' progress in dealing with
the issue.

. However, Robert Peters, president

of the advocacy group Morality in_

Media, said this progress is relative.
“There may be less violence on televi-
sion and they may be handling it bet-
ter, but the fact of the matter is
there’s still too much of it,” he said.
“There is a lot more to life than [TV
depictions of] the underside of it.”
Another YV violence researcher,
Robert Lichter, questioned the
study’s comparisons with earlier
years, given that the UCLA panel

sampled only a few pro
previous years.

Lichter, co-director of tht
ington-based Center for M
Public Affairs, found in a study
year that the number of violent a
depicted during one hour of netwo!
programming had risen from 25 pe
hour in 1992 to 43 per hour in 1994.

TV violence research is inevitably
controversial because few academics
agree on what precisely constitutes
an act of violence. Jeff Cole, who di-
rected the UCLA project, said his
was less interested m counting
spedfc instances of violence than in
gauging how all kinds of violence—
whether intentionally inflicted, slap-
stick or even verbal—fit into the
overall plot of a program. “It raised
concerns for us if it was more graphic
than it needed to be, or if it was
shown without also showing conse-
quences,” he said. -

Simon called the UCLA report “sol-
id,” but he added that its findings are
nevertheless -unlikely to persuade
lawmakers to curtail their ardor for
the so-called “V-chip.” Congress this
summer approved the V-chip legisla-
tion, which will require TV manufac-
turers to add special circuitry that en-
ables viewers to automatically block
programs with objectionable material.
Final details will be worked out in the
HouseSenate conference of the tele-
communications bill in the coming
weeks.
~ Simon continues to oppose the V-
chip idea, agreeing with broadcasters
that it raises First Amendment con-

cems. President Clinton has endorsed
the idea.

[In another foray into the television
issue this week, Clinton also urged
the Federal Communications Com-
mission to press the networks to pro-
vide at least three hours a week of
quality children’s programming. In a

“ﬂzere may be less
' violence on
television and they
may be handling it
better, but the fact
of the matter is
there’s still too

much qf it.”

—Robert Peters,
president of Morality in Media

letter to FCC Commissioner Reed
Hundt, Clinton noted that provisions
of the Children’s Television Act of
1990 had not been implemented, and,
as a result, “children have lost count-
less opportunities to learn and to be
challenged intellectually.”

[Next month the FCC will consider
rules designed to strengthen the act.
The broadcasting industry has op-
posed children’s programming re-
quirements.)

—
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WEDNESDAY. SEPTEMBER 20, 1995






\

Study

Of TV’ :
Violence :
Points i
To Films ;
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By LAWRIE MIFFLIN
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Television networks are showing
“positive signs’® of reducing vm;
lence in their own prime-time senes
and in made-for-television moviésy
but serious problems persist in tB@
theatrical movies they broadcast, in

. 8
some children’s shows and in promoe
tional spots, according to a study b}
the 1994-95 television season 1€
leased yesterday.

The study, by the Center for Corig
munication Policy at the University
of California at Los Angeles, was
commissioned by the four majdd
broadcast networks in June 199431§
response 0 public pressure, the
threat of legislative restrictions aig
the networks' own complaint that g
study had sought to analyze televi
sion violence in context and from.l
neutral perspective.

The cable television industry hus
commissioned its own separale
study, which is due in January. 23

“We couldn't exactly say we eee
improvement, because this is the
first year of our study,” said Jefftg}
Cole, director of the U.C.L.A. Centgg
which has contracted to study three
seasons at a cost, he said, of ab&{
$450,000 a year. ““Next year we wi}j
say we see improvement Or worsem
ing, and we'll have a base line ﬁi‘
saying so.’ o7

Most of the violence on television

Yl

In the most recent season, Mr. Colg
said. “'especially the most extrepg
violence.” was in films previous}y
shown in theaters. >a
“We found 42 percent of thetd
raised a great deal of concern,” he
said. "' The networks can edit out the
worst parts. but with films lil§
‘Terminator 2' or ‘Under Siege,’' )
vou take the worst parts out, you rumn
the risk of having very little left."o

The report also raised \\'armqgs
about the increasing use in childreir's
programming of what it calls *sinis-
ter combat violence.”” charactets
fighting at the slightest prov ocauon
And it criticized networks for on-air
promotions using the most violetit
scenes, often out of context, to adves
use a forthcoming film or show. It
also said networks were inconsistetjt
In placing advisories on the air at lhe
start of shows that include violencé

Continued on Page CI7 i

~
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The four networks — ABC, CBS,
NBC and Fox — agreed to finance
the U.C.L.A. study as pressure in-
creased for legislation that would
limit the amount of violence on tele-
vision, institute a ratings system or
require that television sets be
equipped with a V-chip that parents
could use to block individual shows
from their sets.

Particular pressure has come
from Senator Paul Simon, Democrat
of Illinois, who urged the networks in
August 1993 to better monitor their
own programming as a means of
avoiding Government regulation.

“It’s a very solid report,’” Senator
Simon said in a telephone interview
yesterday. ‘It acknowledges the
progress that has been made but also
says we still have some problems.
And it makes the point that this sort
of independent audit should be an
ongoing thing, as a way to avoid
Government intervention in the con-
tent of programs. I totally agree.”

Martin D. Franks, a senior vice
president of CBS, said he hoped the
report marked ‘‘Day 1 of an in-
formed, legitimate debate on the sub-
ject of television violence, because
we haven’t had that so far.”

He praised the report for being
‘‘written in English’’ and for present-:
ing a ‘‘qualitative rather than quanti-
tative analysis” that “finally sets up
the potential for a debate of some
intellectual rigor."”

__Mr. Cole said he designed the re-

port ‘‘for the public,” and that the
contract allowed U.C.L.A. to study
and recommend whatever it wanted.
Although the networks paid for it,
“they had not an ounce of control
over it,”” he said. ‘‘Nor did they try to
influence it, I must add.”

The report studied all network en-
tertainment programming in prime
time and on Saturday mornings dur-
ing the 1994-95 season, including spe-
cials, television movies, theatrical
movies and children’s shows. For
comparison purposes, it also exam-
ined violence on local and syndicated
shows, public television, cable televi-
sion, in rental videos and in home
video games.

Each of 121 television series was
reviewed at least four times. If
issues of violence arose, the series
was reviewed- longer, often for the
entire season. The study reviewed
161 made-for-television movies and
118 theatrical films.

Reviewers who noted an act of
violence filled out ‘‘scene sheets”
noting why and how the act fook
place, its relévance to plot or charac-
ter development, whether it was pro-

voked, what its consequences were, *
whether it was more gory than nec-
essary, the time periodudn which the
violence occurred and whether the
show carried a violence advisory.

‘‘All these contextual criteria were
applied to every scene, which was a
lot of work,” Mr. Cole said. ‘“‘But I
think it was worth it.” )

He cited the example of a doctor
slicing open an abdomen on one of
the hospital dramas, like “E.R.” or

"*“‘Chicago Hope,” as a scene that

might. be bloody and graphic but
would not he considered violent. The
same action committed by a murder-
er, however, would be.

Representative Edward J. Mar-
key, the Massachusetts Democrat
who is a principal sponsor of V-chip |
legislation, said the U.C.L.A. report
confirmed that such a device is need-
ed. He said the report would promote
‘‘a better understanding of how to
label television shows so that parents
can make intelligent decisions’
about the shows they want to block
from their sets.
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Giuliani, at U.N. Opening Ceremony,

Assails New Isolationist Mood in Congress

By CHRISTOPHER S. WREN

UNITED NATIONS, N.Y., Sept. 19
— In a strongly-worded attack on the
isolationist mood swelling in a Con-
gress dominated by his fellow Re-
publicans, Mayor Rudoiph W. Giuli-
ani helped kick off the 50th session of
the United Nations General Assem-
bly today, criticizing the ‘‘potent
strain of isolationism that once
again is infecting our political dis-
course."”

The Mayor did not mention the
Republican Party by name and said
in an interview later that he was not
singling out his party or fellow politi-
cians. Still, his defense of the United
Nations' achievements and of immi-
grants’ contribution to the nation
marked the latest in a series of at-
tempts by Mr. Giuliani to set himself
apart from the newly dominant con-
servative wing of the Republican
majority. Many of those Republi-
cans want to end or cut back financ-
ing to the UN. and favar severe
immigration restrictions.

‘‘Sometimes, leadership means
taking unpopular positions, rejecting
harmful political fads,”” Mr. Giuliani
said today. ‘‘Sometimes, leadership
requires challenging myths. That's
the kind of leadership we need in
defining our relationship with the
U.N. and also on the issue of immi-
gration.”

Mayor Giuliani’s speech echoed
his criticism last month of immigra-
tion restrictions proposed by a panel
named by the Speaker of the House,
‘Newt Gingrich, which recommended
cracking down on benefits for illegal
aliens. At the time, Mr. Giuliani said
such resirictions not only violated
basic decency but could also have
‘‘catastrophic social effects’’ on New
York and other large cities. :

Today’s speech marked the first
such appearance by a mayor of New
York City in nearly half a century.
The last mayor to address the Gen-
eral Assembly was William O’'Dwy-
er, who welcomed the delegates at
their temporary quarters in Flush-
ing Meadows Park in 1947.

Mr. Giuliani spoke to delegates
from 185 member states who con-
vened in the. General Assembly
chamber for the opening of three
months of speeches and debate.

While the United Nations invited
Mr. Giuliani to attend the Assem-
bly’s opening session, the United
States representative, Madeleine K.
Albright, gave her spot on the list of
speakers to the Mayor.

The Mayor's kind words about the
United Nations came at a time when
it is beset by an array of problems,
ranging from a rocky peacekeeping
mission 1n the Balkans to a financial
crisis caused by the failure of mem-
ber states like the United States to
pay their full assessments.

“The U.N. provides a crucial for-
um for international debate and co-
operation,’ the Mayor said.

Mayor Giuliani described the
drive on Capitol Hill to cut back
support and funds for the United
Nations as ‘‘an ill-conceived proposi-
tion that would achieve only symbol-
ic .savings in the Federal budget,
while greatly impeding the opera-
tions of the United Nations and hurt-
ing the economy of the United Na-
tions’ host country, the United
States," as well as that of New York
City. -

The case he made for immigration
was even more spirited. “You can’t
be a New Yorker — you can’t be part
of this city — and deny the contribu-
tions of immigrants,” said Mr. Giuli-
ani, whose grandparents immigrat-
ed from Italy. J

‘‘Our nation owes its existence to
the hard work, determination and
vision of immigrants,"’ he said, ‘‘and
in the end I am confident that sup-
port for immigration will prevail
over.this latest advent of suspicion.”

The Mayor hailed New York as
‘‘not only the world’s most diverse

The Mayor again
sets himself apart

fromG.O.P.’s

conservative wing.

city but also the world’s most cosmo-
politan and tolerant city.”

The Mayor also has an economic
incentive to be supportive of the U.N.
A recent .study for the city's Com-
mission for the United Nations, Con-
sular Corps and International Busi-
ness found that_the United Nations,
its agencies and .atcredited diplo-
matic missions spend $3.3 billion a
year in New York City and create
30,000 local jobs, according to Jane
R. Steiner, a deputy commissioner.
She said this includes $10 million for
parking tickets. e L
. Mr. Giuliani joked that he wanted
the delegates to visit every part of
the city “‘and spend money."" But he
also stressed that New Yorkers wel-
comed their presence.

‘‘We want to say to all of you that
wherever you come from and howev-
er long you are here, you are New
Yorkers,"” Mr. Giuliani said.

The General Assembly will open
its general debate next Monday and
wind up in mid-December. More
than 150°foreign leaders are expect-
ed to attend a special session com-
memorating the U.N.’s 50th anniver-
sary, which will take place from Oct.
22 to 24.

[N
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Heeding Congress’ Call on Kids’ TV

In proposing quantitative requirements to implement
the Children’s Television Act of 1990, the FCC is simply
enforcing the constitutional judgment of Congress.

broadcasters, having 1ealized televi-
sion’s possibilities as a source of
enterainment, should do more to exploit
television's potential to educate the
nation's children. In the Chlldrcn s
Television Act of 1990. C

Fvc yeass ago. Congress decided that

And that constitutional judgment is sound.

BY WILLIAM E. KENNARD ANO JONATHAN E. NUECHTERLEIN

than almost any other form of mass com-
munication. Accordingly, we believe the
courts would likely vindicate the propos-
al’s constitutionality.

THE QUESTION OF SCARCITY

o
TV stations, in exchange for their free use
of the publlc airwaves, to serve “the educa-
tional and i J needs ol’ hild
through, among other means, “program-
ming specifically designed to serve such
needs.” Congress did not spell out precise-
ly what broadcasters must do: that task it
left 1o the Federal Communications
Commission.
This past April. the FCC invited public
ona ber of proposals de-
sigocd to give effect to the act. Under one
proposal, favored by many broadcasters,
the commission would monitor the
amount of educational children's pro-
gramuming aired over the next three ycars
before deciding whether to take further
regulatory action. Under another, more
controversial proposal, the commission
would require broadcasters to air a mini-
mum quantity—for example, three
hours—of educational children’s televi-
sion per week. A variant of this proposal
would make the broadcast of a certain
amount of educational programming a
sufficient, but not in all cases necessary.
conditton for compliance with the act.

Although praised by groups representing
millions of parents and teachers, the pro-
posal for quantitative programming
requirements has drawn a (airly hostile
reaction from much of the broadcast indus-
try. Many broadcasters have contended that
this proposal. whatever its policy menits.

iolates the First A d

Reasorable people can and do disagree
about whether (as Congress believed) a
market failure is responsible for the curent
pawcity of educational children’s program-
ming and how, as a policy matter, the RCC
should enforce that congressional judg-
ment. So far, however, these issues have
received (oo little aention, largely because
opponents of quantitative standards have
raised the First Amendment as a shield to
fend off further discussion about the under-
lying merits of such standards.

In our view, that tactic is misguided. If
the Children's Television Act is to have
any concrete effect on educational pro-
gramming—an outcome that Congress

(nd dently and in concert three fea-
tures of the broadcast spectrum define the

governnrent subsidy than there are frequen-
cies that can feasibly be allocated.

It was this last consideration that led
Justice Felix Frankfurter to conclude in
1943 that “(u}nlike other modes of expres-
sion, [broadcasting] is subject to govern-
mental regulation.” The Supreme Court
unanimously reaffirmed this principle in its
landmark 1969 decision in Red Lion
ing Co. v. FCC. Red Lion con-

o First, the airwav;'es over which stations
broadcast are, by congressional choice and

Fust Amend: nghls of tek broad-

castars and, y, the itutional Broad
debate over the pmposed three-| hour -per-

week requi for educational chil-

dren's programsming.

cemed the RCC's “fairness doctrine.” under
which any broadcaster that aired one side of
a public issuc was required to air opposing
views on the issue. As the Court made clear
in 1974 in Miami Herald Publishing Co. v

are (requencues to allocate, it is ldlc 1)
bridgeable First A
ny'lt o bnndtzst comparable to the right
of every individual to speak. write, or pub-
lish. . . . There is nothing in the First
Amendment which prevents the Gov-
emment fiom requiring a iomnsex to share
his frequency with others and to conducy
himself as a proxy or fiduciary with oblig-
ations 1o present those views and voices
which are rep ive of his ¢ j
ty and which would otheswise, by neces-
sity, be barred from the airwaves.
Twenty-scven years laler, this posidon re-
mains the law. As recently as 1994, in Turner
Broadcasring System v.
FCC. the Supreme Court
reaffirmed that television
broadcast stations remain
subject to a broader range
of speech restrictions than,
for example. cahle opera-
tors, who do not use the
public airwaves, or the psint
media. The difference in
constitutional standards is
significant. Under the tradi-
tonal First Amendment test
applicable to newspapers.
the government is virtually
never permitted 1o regulate
spoech based an viewpoint
or subject mafter, Under the
Red Lion sandard applica-
ble 10 broadcasters, how-
ever. the government nay
regulate speech based on
subject matter. so long as
the regulation is neither an
attempt to foreclose speech
on conlroversial topics nor
a subterfuge for favoring
one viewpoint over othos.
As the Supreme Court
held in Red Lion itself. the
fairness doctrine, a con-
tent-based regulation of a
broadcaster’s “speech,”
satisfied these require-
ments. Indeed, the Court
not only upheld the re-
quirement that stations air
opposing viewpoints, but
also ruled that if this
obligation ever induced
rs (0 avoid con-

- 5

surely i ded—the Fisst A d
itself requires the FCC to give the act
effect by means of clearly defined stand-
ards. The proposed quantitative require-
inent is an exceptionally mild, viewpoint-
neutral effort to address a serious societal
blem in a medi d televi-
sion—ihat has always been subject to a
greater range of constitutional regulation

William E. Kennard is geneial counsel
and Jonathan E. Nuechrerlein is special
counsel at the Federal Communications
Commission. The opinions expressed in this
article do not necessarily refiect opinions
adopted by the FCC.

di '3 judlCIal interp
lic pfopcuy

® Second, broadcasters lease these air-
waves from the government for free. Free
use of the ekrvomagnetic spectrwn confers
on broadcasters, in effect, a massive govern-
ment subsidy that is denied to many other
users of the spectrum—including, for exam-
ple, providars of some forms of cellular tele-
phone service, who must bid for specific fre-
quenaies at public auctions. Those licensees
recoaly paid the U.S. Treasury some $9 bil-
lion for the right to use the airwaves.

© Third. it remains true today, just as it
was at the advent of broadcasting, (hat there
are many more willing recipients of this

pub-

Tomillo, any analogous regulation of news-
papers would be flatly unconstitutional:
The government could not. for example,
force The Washingion Post 1o cvote space
10 competing views on controversial topics.
In Red Lion, however, the Court deter-
mined that television broadcasting is funda-
mentally different from newspaper publish-
ing. and, as a result. it upheld the content
n:gulalion inherent in the faimess doctrine.
The unique properties of the broadcast spec-
trum, the Coun hcld m:kc it more sus-
plible 10 gulation than
more traditional forms of cc
Wheie these are substantially more indi-
viduals who want to broadcast than there

troversial topics altogeth-
er. the FCC could “insist
that they give adequate and fair atiention to
public issues. It does no( violate the First
Amend to treat | given the
privilege of using scarce radio frequencics
as proxies for the entire community, oblig-
aled 1o give suitable time and attention to
matters of great public concern.” That
authority to order “suitable time and atten-
tion to matters of great public concem™—
reaftirmed in the Coun's 1981 political
access decision in CBS Inc. v. FCC—
would cenainly seem to include the author-
ity to require a few hours of educational
children’s programming per week.

SEE KIDS’ TV, PAGE 30
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Clinton to Pursue
Aduvisories for TV

Ratings Would Be Similar
To Those Used for Movies

By Paul Farhi
Washington Post Staff Wniter

P resident Clinton will ask leaders of the televi-

sion industry to offer voluntary ratings for TV

programs and to publish those ratings in daily
newspapers and program guides, a top White House
adviser said yesterday.

As part of a meeting tentatively scheduled for the
end of February and first mentioned in his State of the
Union speech, Clinton will seek an agreement to create
a uniform advisory system that would warn viewers
when a program contains excessive violence or other
potentially objectionable content, said White House do-
mestic policy adviser Greg Simon.

Clinton wants such an advisory system in place be-
fore the so-called V-chip comes into wide use, said Si-
mon. The V-chip is an electronic device that would be
embedded in new TV sets, under legislation that is
close to approval in Congress. The circuitry would en-
able viewers to automatically screen out programs as-
signed an electronic rating encoded in the program by
brdadcasters.

See RATINGS, D6, Col. 1

’ RATINGS, From D1

Clinton has endorsed the V-chip legislation,

' but broadcasters have vowed to fight it in

court. They dislike the idea primarily because

they fear advertisers will withdraw their spon-

sorship of any program that would be automati-
cally blocked in millions of households.

Assuming it survives a court challenge, the
V-chip won't be in many households for years
because viewers would have to replace their
TVs with sets equipped with the blocking cir-
cuitry.

“With or without the V-chip, we need a way
to let parents know what their kids are watch-
ing,” said Simon. “We need something that pro-
vides families information about a program in a
readable way that tells them the age-appropri-
ateness of a program.”

Clinton will ask the TV industry to come up
with its own system, which would be applied uni-
formly to cable and broadcast programs, Simon
said. TV listings could carry a symbol or a one-let-
ter rating indicating a program’s content, much as

movie ads carry the Motion Picture Assodciation of
America’s voluntary letter ratings, he suggested.

Broadcasters and cable programmers now offer
wamings or parental advisories on some shows,
mainly made-for-TV movies and theatrical releas-
es that oontain acts of violence or sexual situa-
tions. The use of these warnings was part of a
1993 agreement between broadcasters and con-
gressional leaders to forestall legislation address-
ing violence on TV. '

However, Simon said these advisories don’t ap-
pear often enough, and are applied inconsistently.
“You might get the same [advisory] for violence on
‘Hot Shots, Part Deux’ as you get on a Clint East- ‘
wood movie,” he said. '

Several industry representatives were sur- |
prised by the White House’s idea yesterday. But
orie network official said, “It's something that we’ll |
seriously consider.”

This official, who asked not to be named, said
the industry might look on such a plan favorably if
Clinton were amenable to modifying or eliminating
the V-chip. “We might do some negotiating on this
one,” he said. But, Simon said, “this is not about a
quid pro quo.”

At the February meeting, Simon said, Clinton
will also reiterate his support for a proposal to re-
quire broadcast stations to air at least three hours
of “educational” programs each week for children.
The chairman of the Federal Communications
Commission, Reed Hundt, has been campaigning
for such a regulation for months in the face of stiff |
opposition from broadcasters. A majority of the
five-member FCC appears to oppose Hundt as
well.
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Examiner Describes ‘Sham’

Dealings at Madison S&L

By Susan Schmidt’
Washingtoo Post Staff Weiter

A federal bank examiner told the Senate
Whitewater armmittee yesterday that the Arkan-
sas savings and loan at the center of the sandal
was beavily mvolved in fraudulent real estate
deals that amounted to a “pyramid scheme.”

James Clar, whose 1986 examination led to a
.federal takeover of Madison Guaranty Savings &
Loan, described “sham” dealings that he said en-
riched Madison executives, focusing on the
1,050-acre Castle Grande real estate project
south of Little Rock, which cost taxpayers close
to $4 millioa.

The corumittee and other mvestigators, in-
cluding & onmsel Kemmeth W. Starr,
are looking into what role the Rose Law Firm
and thenqartner Hillary Rodham Clinton may
have had in Castle Grande transactions. Newly
discovered records, including legal bills found at
the White House early this month, show that Hil-
lary Clinton did some work on the project. She
has said she has little recollection of her work.

The Federal Deposit-insurance Corp. said
Moanday that it has obtained an extensivn of the
statute of limitations until March 1 for bringing
avil daims agamst the Rose firmn. Outside law-
yers hired by the agency to evaluate a claim want
more time to examine the billing records and oth-
er Castle Grande doamments.

Democrats on the panel yeterday mounted a
new offensive to try to contam the long-nmning
Senate Whitewater mvestigation, msisting that
the mquiry could be completed by the end of Feb-
ruary and that the committee does not need
more time, as ité chairman has proposed.

And Senate Minority Leader Thomas A.
Daschle (D-S.D) said committee Chairman A}
fonse M. D’Amato (R-N.Y.) should not head up
the Whitewater committee at a time when he is
nmnning Senate Majority Leader Robert J. Dole’s
New York presidential campaign committee and
the National Republican Senatorial Committee.

“I can'’t think of a roore demanstra-
tion of conflict of interest dealing with one of the
most sensitive ssues we've had to confroat in
this Coagress than that,” Daschle said.

D’Amato brushed aside the criticsm yester- °

day, saying his hearings have been fair. “No

amount of bullying is going to dissuade this sena- :
| “You come to expect delays.” He said he does not

tor from going forward,” he said.

In his testimany, Clark described how Madison |

prindpals, inchuding James B. and Susan McDou-

gal, the Clintons’ Whitewater business partners, |

“obin[ed] cash in what amounted to a pyramid
scheme.” They would buy land, then sell parcels
at inflated prices to “straw” buyers who received
full Anandng from Madison. The S&L would thus
appear to have more valuable loans on its bools,
increasing its net worth and allowing it to raise
its depositor interest rates.

\ ; : .
The growing deposit base provided more cash
for real estate investments, Clark said, keeping
the cycle going. ; Al
Also yesterday, the Whitewater grand jury |
bere faed to reach a quorum and could not
meet. The first lady’s lawyer, David E. Kendall,
and White House spedial counsel Jane Sherburne
chowed up to testify about the sudden discovery |
of Hillary Clinton’s legal billing records Jan. 4, on- |

ly to be sent away. |
The grand jury’s failure to draw enough mem-

bers was pot unusual, but was .,?{pﬂ:.
cially since the panel spent four hours thh_ -
ry Clinton only last Friday. Shertarme said she
was disappointed. “I'm anxious to talk to these
folks and tell them what I know,” she said, adding
thatshedo&not}mowwhenshewﬂlbeaskedto
return to tesufy. {
Kendaﬂmidhewasnotmpr'sed-"fluszsthe
way the legal process often happens,” he said.

Kknow when he will be called back to testify.

|

Staff writer Toni Locy contributed to this yeport.
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THOMAS KEAN (R-NJ): Former Govemor'of New Jersey... President of
Drew University... Sent word during last ye 's political crisis that he
would like to be he.lpful in supporting public television and wrose op-eds,
Ci|... Moderate Republican, but probably egsily confirmable.

.f\ALD OR VIVENNE WARREN (R-CAL): He, former Nixon
writer, editorial page editor of San Diego Union, and frequent
guest on MaNeﬂ/Lehrer . She, clvic and arts volunteer and member of
APTS Board of Direcotrs... Both active friends and volunteers of public
- televiaion locally and naticnally.

HENRY KRAVIS (R-NY) Billionaire congiomerateur... Republican (and
perhaps Dole) fundraiser... Board Chairman of WNET Channel 13, New
York, and heavy contributor to that public television station... owner of
broadcast properties, which could create a eived conflict... Oklahoma
n:{lve . Member of 20th Century Fund Tas i Force on Future of Public
Television.

JAMES G. MARTIN (R-NC): Former Republican governor of NC...
Chemdst and college professor before entering politics... moderate,
relatively non-ideologxcal Southern Republlﬁan . native of South
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Carolina... would be favorably dispoéed to pl'ublic television.. [college

t

RICHARD ROGERS (R-TEX): Dallas business executive and hea

. fundraiser for Dallas public station KERA...|Son of Ralph Rogers, famous

- Dallas millionaire and "savior” of public television when Nixon
. Administration threatened the enterprise... Richard has just won major

PBS Award for national leadership in f\mdmr,m for public television.

" JOAN GANZ COONEY (R?D?-NY): Founder of Children's Television

' Workshop and longtime friend of public television... Wife of Peter G.
- Peterson, former Nixon Secretary of Commarce,

TERESA HEINZ (R?D?-PA): Widow of multizillionaire Pennsylvania

Senator John Heinz, now married to Democrat John Kerry of

- Massachusetts... Philanthropist and advocate of arts and social causes.

1 U AL SWIFT (R-WASH): Former member of Congress from Pacific
7 Northwest state with history of support for p*:blic broadcasting...

~ broadcasting. g

Edu&|ation-oriented, moderate and eminently conficmable.

OLIVIA JONES (D-OKLA): Attorney and businesswoman... wife of former
Olkahama Congressman and American Stock Echange President Jim
Jones, now US Ambassador to Mexico... Very intelligent, forthright and
independent of mind... a versatile andiaeativi thinker. _

v ';.,IAMB'[S' HUNT (D-NCQ): Governor  of North Cl;irolin&... very education-

minded Southern governor... Former Chairman, Education Commisaion

.. of the States... strong supporter of public and educational broadcasting.
ANN BRADFORD MATHIAS (R-MD): Wife of former Maryland US

Senator Charles Mathias... salty New Englander, reputedly descended

~ from John and Priscilla Alden... very independent of mird, of decidedly

moderate-liberatbent... friendly to arts, education and public

|

DAVID O. MAXWELL OR JOAN MAXWELL (R-PA/VA): He, former
Chairman and CEO of Fannie Mae who turned the institution around in

.~ early 80s, invented the mortgage-backed security and was awarded a $28

' million bonus by a grateful board (funds were phtintoa charitable












16 BIRD entertains and educates. So, unfortunately,
does everything else on television—in one way or
another. Which is why it is so amazing that Big Bird
and the rest of the Public Broadcasting System are tar-
gets of congressional budget-cutters. Market forces drive virtu-
ally everything that reaches us through television, from the
daytime talk shows with their pathetic discussions of perverted

topics to advertising which celebrates
stupid frogs that use their sticky
tongues to attach themselves to beer
trucks.

If Congress deprives PBS of public
funding;, it will threaten the creative
independence of programs like
Sesame Street, which for 26 years has
utilized Big Bird and his friends to
serve rather than exploit young view-
ers. Commercial programs for chil-
dren tend to have a heavy emphasis on
violence, and are designed to sell pro-
gram-related toys.

What Newton Minow so aptly
named “the vast wasteland” is even
more toxic now than it was during
Minows’s reign as chair of the Federal
Communications Commission in the
1960s. Television is increasingly
shaped in the interest of profits, with
little concern for its impact on devel-
oping minds. Preschool teachers and
parents know that children use the
tactics they see on television to resolve
playground and classroom differ-
ences. They have “learned” from tele-
vision that kicking and punching is the
way to solve problems.

The national trend toward deregu-
lation over the past 20 years has seri-
ously eroded the power of the FCC to
object to content that is clearly detri-
mental to children. Current FCC
chairman Reed E. Hundt, who is
struggling to regain some of the au-
thority behind the FCC, recently told
a Chicago audience, “As a matter of
law and and as a matter of good policy
for the country, broadcasters cannot
be merely commercial exploiters of
the airwaves. They must be guardians

of the public trust.” Hundt compared
the crisis of “violence and indecency”
on television to the crisis about safety
that challenged car makers in the
1960s:
There was then for the car compa-
nies and there is now for television a
fork in the road: one way is the path
of denial and confrontation. The
other way is the route to opportuni-
ty and renewal. Nonviolent, decent,
familly-friendly and even education-
al shows can be for broadcasters
what safety now is for

programs designed to reach children
“whose learning may be more closely
tied to musical or mathematical abili-
ties than linguistic ones.” Sesame
Street has used “music, dancing and
shape-sorting” before, but upcoming
programs will more deliberately
focus on a wider range of learning
skills.

The makers of the show also pay
attention to the impact that charac-
ters like Big Bird and Oscar the
Grouch have on children. According
to Blumenthal, Big Bird gets the
highest approval rating from children
(90 percent) because of his willing-
ness to try again and correct his mis-
takes. Oscar the Grouch is out of
favor with children because they “re-
alize that people on the show are sup-
posed to be ‘nice to each other.””
While Big Bird conveys the virtues of
perseverance, commercial programs,
according to Hundt, bring “so much
unwanted violence into . . . homes.”
Television violence, said Hundt, is
the “uninvited guest” in American
homes.

In addition to this deliberate ex-
ploitation of children with little con-

cern for the results, com-

the car companies: . mercial television ignores
broadcasters can take it Television the way children pick up
as an opportunity to win violence on messages sent to
again the trust of their  is the adults. Sports teams cap-
public. It can be a ¢ ninvitad ture the interest of chil-
chanice to redefine TV e dren, and they become in-
programming product SLGELE] tensely loyal to their
so that it more perfectly ~ @ great teams. When they watch
mirrors thevaluesofour  many the games on television,
country. American they are subjected to slick
Through programs like haies advertising that devotes
Sesame  Street, public i considerable time to
broadcasting provides a scantily clad young

model for how commercial television
can use the medium to benefit rather
than exploit children. Rather than
look for ways to sell products to chil-
dren, programmers could emulate the
Children’s Television Workshop,
which had produced Sesame Street for
PBS since 1969.

Ralph Blumenthal reported re-
cently in the New York Times
(Novermber 19) that the creative
team biehind Sesame Street is alert to
the latest insights into how children
learn. The new season will present
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women, beaches and beer. The ads
tell us that a preoccupation with these
features of life is essential to maturity.
Though the ads are designed for
adults, children are watching, and
they are learning from what they see.

Big Bird is teaching children num-
bers, letters and some wisdom. Con-
gressional budget-cutters think that
public television, which supplies such
an important part of children’s educa-
tion, does not deserve funding. Given
the choice between Big Bird and that
beer-loving frog, Congress is prepared
to choose the frog. Bad choice. .
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LETTER FROM HUNGARY

Religious learning

by Richard R. Crocker

INCE THE END of communist
rule in Hungary, religion has
been restored to a place more
commensurate with its histori-
cal role in the country’s culture. Dur-
ing the communist years (1947-89),
church property was confiscated and
religious schools were curtailed or
closed. Since 1989, how-
ever, the government has

logical faculties were removed and
placed in self-contained seminaries.
Other professional schools such as
law and medicine also became sepa-
rate universities. Socialist higher.edu-
cation emphasized technical institu-
tions while denigrating traditional uni-
versity education. As a result, Hun-
gary now has 25 state uni-
versities, ranging from the

made an effort to compen- Though three mentioned above to
sate for the years of op-  poised to the Budapest University of
pression, resulting in a provide Economics (formerly Karl
new atmosphere of free- leadership, Marx .LJnlver§1ty),. the
dom and opportunity for e Hungarian University of
the historical religions. SELunaiice Physical Education and
By “historical religions”  lack the University of Horticul-
Hungarians mean Roman resources ture and Food Industry.
Cathollmsm., Calvinism and qualiﬁed In addition to these, the
(the Hungarian Reformed I government now also rec-
Church), Lutheranism teachers. ognizes five religious uni-

(the Evangelical Church)

and Judaism. IHungary is unusual
among East Central European nations
in having a substantial number of
Protestants. Jews, who numbered
nearly 1 million prior to World War II,
now claim fewer than 100,000 out of a
population of over 10 million. Al-
though Islam has some title to being a
historical religion, having been the es-
tablished religion during Turkish rule
in the 16th century, only a handful of
mosques remain. Although
Methodists, Baptists, Hare Krishnas,
Mormons, Seventh-day Adventists,
Pentecostal groups and others operate
in Hungary, their roots in the culture
are shallow.

In Hungary as elsewhere, religion
gave birth to higher education. The
oldest universities, Janus Pannonius
University (now located in Pecs) and
Lorand Eotvos University in Bu-
dapest, were founded by the Roman
Catholic Church. The University at
Debrecen, now Lajos Kossuth Uni-
versity, was a product of the Calvinist
Reformation. Under communism the
secularity of these universities was
dramatically asserted when their theo-
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versities: the Reformed
Theological Academy of Debrecen,
the Budapest Lutheran Theological
Academy, the Karoli Gaspar Universi-
ty of the Reformed Church, the Jew-
ish Theological Seminary of Budapest
and Peter Pazmany Catholic Universi-
ty. Together, they enroll approximate-
ly 2,700 students (78,000 are enrolled
in state universities), ranging from
eight students at the rabbinical uni-
versity to 800 at the Catholic universi-
ty. Since other institutions of theologi-
cal education are also free to operate
in Hungary, various Catholic and
Protestant groups sponsor universities
offering numerous certificates and
diplomas.

Partly in compensation for the
communist oppression of reli-
gious institutions, Hungary has com-
mitted itself not only to allowing reli-
gious groups to exist, but also to sup-
porting religious institutions that per-
form a service to the country. Thus,
religious schools are entitled by law
to the same per capita support as
nonreligious schools (approximately
$500 per student per year). In addi-
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tion, the country has tried to return to
religious bodies some of the property
seized in 1948, though much of this
property has been destroyed or con-
verted to other uses.

In addition, the law on religious
liberty guarantees the right to volun-
tary religious instruction in schools.
Small village schools are often affili-
ated with a religion. This is deemed
appropriate if it is the wish of a ma-
jority of the parents in a particular
district, in which case the nonreli-
gious students are guaranteed that
their right not to believe will be re-
spected by the school authorities.
How all of this will work out in prac-
tice remains to be seen. Sometimes
the property returned to religious
bodies is in disrepair. Further, reli-
gious groups often lack the re-
sources to carry out educational
tasks that are expected of them by
the government as a condition of re-
covering property.

The major problem for higher edu-
cation is the increasing cost of main-
taining a high-quality program with
dwindling resources. The inflation
rate over the past few years has been
30 percent, while state allocations to
higher education have decreased. To
gain new resources, the parliament
has ordered universities to begin
charging modest tuition fees, amount-
ing to about $20 per month. Though
student protests have delayed the im-
plementation of this decision, the days
of totally free higher education are
numbered. Some of the church uni-
versities, such as Peter Pazmany, have
already begun charging tuition.

In all Hungarian universities, the
lack of resources has created a crisis
for faculty. Professors are paid very lit-
tle (an average of $250 per month).
Those with skills that are in demand
can earn several times that amount in
the private sector; consequently, some
of the best teachers have left the pro-
fession. The socialist system took most
basic research away from universities

Richard R. Crocker, dean of college life
and associate professor of religious
studies at Elizabethtown College in
Elizabethtown, Pennsylvania, was a
recent Eisenhower exchange fellow in
Hungary.

















