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TELEVISION Can children get more educational 

programming without help from the RC.C.? 

W
HEN Disney offered $19 bil­
lion for Capital Cities/ ABC, 
a major 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. 

ls there something wrong with this 
picture? 

Reed G· 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 keepini 
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. 

• 

Mr. Hundt is not suggesting that 
the Government tell Fox it cannot 
show "Mighty Morphin Power Rang­
ers" �rid 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 vulgar!• 
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 to use 
the public airwaves, television and 
radio stations are supposed to serve 
"the public interest, convenience 
and necessity." Also, the Children's 
Television Act of 1990 specifically di­
rected the F.C.C. to make sure 
broadcasters increased 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 Hoocrrosrn,c 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 aud his own 
agency alike. 

He bemoaned the F.C.C.'s "long 
and undistinguished history of fall­
ing to apply responsibly its mandate 
to make sure broadcasters use the 
airwaves to serve the public." He 
also criticized 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 jjm 
Carrey movi� "01.111"1:> !! !)umbH." 

• 

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 all broadcasters
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 still leans toward encour­
aging broadcasters to increase edu­
cational programming voluntarily. 
"I do believe broadcasters are get­
ting the message," she said. 

The deadline 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 JO days.
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Philip Morris Revels in Rare AI3C 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 
oHicers 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 Philip 
Morris Companies Inc. "But I do feel that 
our message Is finally starling 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 media report that they deem 
unfair or inaccurate. 

At a lime 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 fewe·r 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 Capital Cities/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 P.resident or NBC 
News, which Is owned by the General Elec• 

tric 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 wrife 
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 or calls for stricter government 
regulation or 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 cigarettes 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 or 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
r,ent has become extremely difficult for 
Philip Morris, rebutting ABC's charges was 
1:bsolutely critical to them," said Burt Neu­
borne, a professor of law and a specialist In 
First Amendment cases at New York Uni­
·,ersity.

It Is no accident that Phil{p Morris re­
sponded to ABC In legal terms. The presi­
den.t and chief executive of Philip Morris,
Geoffrey C. Bible, has turned O"Jer 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 emphasiied 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 & 
WIiiiamson Corporation, and other tobacco 
companies, including some documents that 
the tobacco companies were required to file 
in product llability 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 lime to respond to the material In the 
documents. Mr. Parrish said Phlllp 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. Al the 
lime, 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 Phlllp 
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 al 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 complimenr 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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To: 

From: 

Re: 

FULBRIGHT COLLEGE FAX NO. 15015752642 

February 13, 1995 

President Carlson and CPB Board 

Diane Blair 

Novak's column in today's Post 

P. 03

1 nave just been raxed a copy of this column, and I am 
furious at its numerous 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 niqht know 
that I was deeply distressed about the day's events because l felt 
so stron9ly that the Board, in letting the contract qo forward, was 
failing in its fiduciary responsibilities. I absolutely never said 
anything about, 11We're qoing to qive it to Ginqrich." I wasn't 
thinking that way nor do Ital� that way. (Could someone, second 
or third hand, have heard mv concerns that we were being much too 
compliant with the wishes of those who wished to abolish or 
T;>r i vati ze us, i.e. that we were just "giving in" instead of 
fighting, and twisted it into this?) 

At th� conclusion of th� Board's business on Monday I 
returned a phone c�11 from t.hA Offit"'.A nf t-.hP. F.ir.�t r.a(;ly asking if

I would be available for dinner, and I said that r would not 
because I was djning w.it.h thP. Be>aro. So much for the First Lady's
involvement. (The fact that someone on staff at the CPB is 
monitoring RC>ard member's phone messages and reporting them to the
press i.s repulsive and should be of grave concern to us all). 

That I am trying "to spr€ad the story around" about the 
contract ia 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 spaak to the Wa�hington Poet when tho reporter 
called because I wanted to refute the untrue story that my actions 
WQrQ som�how designed to "get Gingrich," and I ropcatod the rco.l
basis for �y opposition to Karen Bedford of current when she called 
4p,J.A9,-a·��low-up ctory to the Poet article. I do not know who ie
��:� �an the flames of this story, but it is not me. 
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To: 

From: 

FULBRIGHT COLLEGE FAX NO. 15015752642 

January 24, 1995 

Richard Carlson, Pres.Lu.eat, CPB 

Diane Blair-

P. 04

The ino.t·I:! I consider c.he 6ecision made yesterday by CPB 
staff to hire Clark & Weinstock and Wasserstein Perella, the more 
diBtreast:tl I have become. 'J.'heretore, � want to register, to you, 
this internal dissent to the ''consulting" contract with which we 
w�re presented yesterday as a tait accompli, for the following 
reasons: 

1. A contract of such cost and consequence should have
been discusaed, in actvance, with the Board, and at minimum with 
the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Board. Given the fact that the 
concract was signed yesterd�y morning, with the Board assembled 
in town, there was certainly time to do so. 

1 2. I think the strategy behind this contract was
m:i!sguided. 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 
f'unding. The outpouring of editorial support, the very Rtrong 
independent public opinion polls, the mail and calls to Capitol 
Hill are, I think, beginning to have an impact. This action on 
our part can and I fear �ill he construed as a signal of 
resignation just at the time when a show of strength was called 
for. 

3. At the very time when questions are circulating
throughout Washington about thA rol� 0£ telQphone and cab1e 
companies in hastening our demise, we have asked consultants, who 
have friends and clients among those private intQraete, for 
strategic advice. 

I profoundly hope that my misgivings are misplaced, and 
that you will be proven correct. Ho-ever, I fear otherwise. 

cc: Henry Cauthen, Chairman of the Board 
Carolyn Baoon, Vioo-Chairmnn of the Board 

� i , • 
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F! .· Hillary Clinton, Bjt,0460 
.rs� Lady Warns Against Cutting Nation's Cultural Life 

!:<414\J I nvw 
I By FR�IDA RATLIFF FRISARO= Associated Press Writer= 

PALM BEACH, Fla. (AP) Hillary Rodharn 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 
prr·:rams aimed at children and education are not sacrificed,'' Mrs. Clinton 
sa: 

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

·.he group included Itarnar Rabinovich, Israeli ambassador to the United
St-· '?S, and Nathan Sharony ,· the president and chief executive for the State of 
Is: •) l Bonds. The bond? are sold to help pay for basic services and utilities 
in · srael. 

.n addition to the �ducational value of PBS, Mrs. Clinton said tax cuts 
shr·:ld act as an incentive to provide for future generations. 

·'we need (a tax cut) tied to whether or not.people will invest in
ed 1 cation,' ' she said. ''Those are the kinds of commitments to the future that 
ner•i 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.'' 

earlier, 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 
Me<!icare who are eligible for financial assistance to pay for mammograms are 
nol taking advantage of that,•• Clinton told a crowd of 250 people at the 
Jor--·--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�:red 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. 

�fedicare 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 
eli ;ible for the mammogram benefit in Florida received the screening. 

**** filed by:APE-{FL) on 01/23/95 at 02:lJEST **** 
**** printed by:WHPR{JEL) on 01/23/95 at 08:43EST **** 
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1 First lady
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
ing into an evening 
gown to attend a din­
ner for investors in 
Israel bonds. 

Reflecting on a 
terrorist attack that 
killed 19 Israeli sol­
diers Sunday, Clinton 
condemned the kill­
ers, saying "evil is 
once again working" 
to prevent peace in 
the Middle East. 

Clinton said that 
after her visit to Isra­
el last year, she was 
moved by the coun-

'I really don't 
care what the 
Speaker (Newt 
Gingrich) says 
about me. I just 
wish he would 
leave Big Bird 
alone.' 

HILLARY CLINTON 

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 
senseless terrorism on the streets here every day." 

Violence in our communities must be ended, she­
said. 

"And finally," she said, "we have a president who 
not afraid to take a stand against the NRA." 

esident Clinton has opposed efforts by the National 
e Association to keep assault weapons lej:{31. 
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 
..-rte," 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. 

{N Pa I rn t ea. c h f o s f / t (
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"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," 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." , •. : 

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

"We have got to educate older women that this i� 
not a stigma and is not a sentence of death " said­
Alice Von Suskill, a volunteer with the �erican: 
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 
Florida 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'.. 
ancl loved ones to ask their mothers and grandmother 
to get a mammogram. 

•



Public 
Stations 
Going 
Private? 

Fox rv, Reuter Join News Forces 

Bell Atlantic Explores 
Taking Over CPB Role 

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, __ 
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ports' editorial content. -------'-------- Fox, a subsidiary of News Corp., based in 

Bell Atlantic Corp. is interested in Sydney, Australia, has said it has no immediate 
buying public television stations within 

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 Pie., of 

Loudon, 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 p� 
ject at a meeting in Las Vegas of Fox's affiliate 
stations. 

its telephone service region and taking --------------------------....... ,..,....,,---­
over the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting's role as a funding source for 

B ll programming, company officials said eyesterday. Atlantic 
On the CBS News program "Face the 

Nation" yesterday, Senate Commerce D�e ·n� fY n D
Committee Chairman Larry Pressler .l.!J' l lAr"
(R-S.D.) revealed that he has held dis-
cussions with Bell Atlantic and several ______________ _ 
other telecommunication companies CPB, From Bl 
about how they would go about becom- . . , 
ing a primary funding source for pr� would contmu_e children s pr�g � ru­
duction of such PBS shows jS "Front- ral br�tmg. They � do � without 
line," "Sesame Street" and "Nova." CPB spending any federal money, be said on "Face 
currently provides $285.6 million in the Nation." 
federal funds to public radio and televi- Public broadcasting lobbyists inuJJediately at-
sion, accounting for 14 percent of the tacked Pressler's comments 
total public broadcasting budget. "Sen. Pressler pretty clearly, for the first 

Bell Atlantic Chairman Raymond W. time, made the real agenda clear in terms of 
Smith confirmed he met with Pressler the supposed privatjzltioo of public television," 
early last week for f<yery preliminary" said ooe public broadcasting official who re­
talks regarding the matter, according to quested anonymity. "That agenda being cutting 
Bell Atlantic spokeswoman Shannon deals with huge communications companies 
Fioravanti. Much would depend, she whose goals aren't to preserve public TV but to 
said, on whether Congress strips CPB carve it up and tum it into another commercial 
of its funding and lifts the prohibition network. PBS is a sitting dude for a communi­
against profit-making companies own- catioos company that badly needs a television 
ing public broadcasting stations. outlet." 

"If Congress decides to privatize pub- CPB President Richard Carlson, who ap-
lic broadcasting, we would be interest- peared on the show with Pressler, said be was 
ed in either exploring partnering ar- "totally taken by surprise" regarding Pressler's 
rangements or possibly purchasing statement. "I don't want to reject anything out 
stations within the Bell Atlantic region," � band, {but) some things are being said here 
Bell Atlantic President James G. Cullen that aren't necessarily in touch with reality." 
said in a statement yesterday. "We For example, it's not clear whether Bell At­
would want to continue the public !antic or any other communications company 
broadcasting emphasis on educational would "purchase" CPB from the federal govern­
and quality community programming." ment, because CPB baa few assets aside from 

Pressler said it would be possible to its staff and its annual appropriation from Con­
write legislation that, through a private gress. There are some 650 public radio sta­
corporation, would maintain CPB's tioos and 351 public television stations in the 
goals of reaching every area of the na- United States. 
tion with educational programming. "It Bell Atlantic needs video programming as it 
could be done with a provision that they prepares to compete against cable television 

See CPB, 86, Col I systems by offering television over its phone 

,\l 
ll'I-IIIJaLOUA$ 

CP8 � Rlcurd Cerlsoft: ·Some thlnp 
.. belaC uld .... that --•t .... ..., In 
tNctlwltllflalltJ." 

lines. It tta!Dtly won 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 able to use the 
network. which Bell Atlaritic 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," spokeswoman Fioravanti 
said. 
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U.S. Mediatol.Optimistic Mter Serb, Wks ·t
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By Joel Brand � ::: >: ·.: r�m�.-much �:�� ha��-satisfactory.� 
�ton.. Waa,gte11 Po&t .: . � • ., , · pfemeotatiOD of �--�-hostilities a�eement� 

1
� 

. . . tbe official 'said on conditfon:of anonymity. ··· -; _ . , 
SARAJEVO, Bosnia, Jan. 22-A U.S. mediator met;,. · Haris .Silajdzic; ·the-Bosoian pr ime•mi�iste( ·sai'c:f

with Bosnian Serbs in Pale today and afterwards Wets' Thomas's trip to Pale bad yielded no�in thi�y of 
cautiously optimistic that the five-nation negotia�g prpgress.-"There i$ stilh10 'yes.' They go there.fio· Pale] 
"contact group" could soon restart..�-talks between and get 'ao' in .'different· shajres'·lmd. Wtil)pings each 
the rebels and the Bosnian government. . time.".· . · : · · : · .. · · · 

The envoy, Charles Thomas, told Bosnian �b leader Tbe.o�represe� of the contact group-from 
Radovan Karad%ic that the group would like to see more Britain. France. GeniitlY and' Russia-are due to arrive 
Serb cooperation with a cease-fire agreement �t went in �o on �Y.� talks on restarting peace ne-
into effect Jan. 1, a U.S. official said. Thomas asked that gotiations. .: · · .- · :-,: . ..
the Serbs make good OD their pledge to allow. civilian· Th.e

.
peaceproces.f�been stalled since the Serbs met 

traffic into Sarajevo, the official said. · · with Tho!D3$ and the
°
otfier c;ontact group representatives 

"It is very bard to see how the negotiating process.can 10 �s aaoin.talks thafF.oc;fuced no tangible results. 
, .. . . 

Heavy Rains 
Add Misery in 
Quake Area 

By Paul Blustein 
Waobiactan Post Fomp 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 
neared 5,000, efforts continued in 
the rain to rescue survivors, bring 
food and water to the homeless and 
restore essential services. Officials 
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 Police 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 
Okinawa 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 city of 
Nisbinomiya bad to suspend opera• 
tions 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 
andrainwear. 

The weather also intensified con­
cerns about disease spreading 
among the shelter residents, who 
are living in cramped conditioos­
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 
w,rking 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. H we don't get some 
help we're going to have to deal with 
hundreds of people with influenza 

Private Investment to Poor Nations 
Hits a Record High at World Bank 

Associated Press 
Private investment in Third World 

development has reached an all-time 
high and is more than triple the ;rid 
coming from governments, the World 
Bank reported yesterday. 

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

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. Some 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-came in the form of grants that 
do not have to be repaid. The· remain­
der is in low-interest loans. 

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

Private investments, including mon­
ey to build plants, take over bosinc • s 
and buy stocks and bonds, bas gone 
largely to what the World Bank caDs 
"middle-income countries," such as 
Mexico and Brazil, and to poorer coun­
tries with bigger potential martcecs, 
such as China and India. 

Government loans and bonds 
bought by foreign investors both add 
to poor COWltries' debt which cxmtin­
ues to rise. Third World debt in 1� 
was about $1.945 trillion, up from 
$1.812 trillion in 1993. 

Brazil was the biggest overaB debt­
or, owing $132.7 billion in 1993. The 
nation was supposed 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
tors and nurses who worked in 
y:ear's Los Angeles quake. 
landed at Kansai Internationa1 Air­
port and beaded for 
Kebe. 
·:A French search-and-rescue team

1'itb dogs also arrived, as did 2,000 
btankets and 600 cashmere gloves 
from Mongolia, an impoverished sage of time dimmed hopes for finding 
CQWltry that receives Japanese de- aQYODe still buried alive, however. 
vek,pment aid. The Japanese gov- · The death toll reached 4,936 this 
e:mment so far has accepted assis- evening, with 171 people still miss­
tance from 11 countries of the 40 ing. That makes the quake the deadli­
that have offered help of some kind. est natural disaster in Japan's postwar 

Although the rain compounded the history, surpassing a 1959 typhoo.n· 
overwhelming problems of the rescue that killed 4,697 in central Japan. 
and reconstruction, policemen and 
soldiers as well as individual volWl· 
teers slogged on as best they could, 
and continued the grim work of sifting 
throu� rubble for bodies. The pas-



Another Bidder for Public TV 

u le
Company 
Eyes PBS 

PBS,FromEl

ing out," said Rep. Eliot Engel 0:)-N.Y.). an in­
aeasingly vocal critic of Repu�lican mov� 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 . .. .  [Th� companies
weuld] like nothing more than getting a piece of
the action and making a bundle on it." 

'The two companies "can call in any time and
qike a pledge if they want to help public te.Jevi­
sitb," said Sen. Ernest Hollings �S.C.). in ref­
ezx:e to the firms' expressed desire to help the
S]l)tem. "We've got the mechanism in place now
wj(hout commercializing the license." 

.public broadcasting officials sought to make
� that the syste� is �de up of . ro��
1,900 radio and teleVJSJon stations, each �<ih'.idu­
alfy licensed by the Federal Commurucat1ons
Commission to a mtmicipality or educational in­
sdtution for noncommercial, educational pro­
�- As such, the officials said, the sta-

Foes of Privatization ���=ot be sold to any  for-profit

';fet FCC spokesman. asked later for comment oar: the legalities, said it would be premature to
&af such sales were irllpoMible. 

----------- !In this area, WETA, Channel 26, is licensed to
By Ellen Edwards and Mike Mills l¥ Greater Washington Community with a

Decry 'Vultures' 

W-"nclonl'wlScaffWriten board in part detennined by the station's mem-
. benhip· Maryland Public Television, Channel 22, A se�ond media comp_any �x- � to the state, and WHMM, Channel 32,pressed mte�t yesterday � taking �oward University. over the Public Broadcasting Ser- ;}u

ymond K.K. Ho, president and CEO ofvice, as supporters of the sys�.�- t4ryiand Public Television, said yesterday thatpressed outrage at the possibility hlfwas wary of any telecommunications company that i_t could be "sold _off �or so;,ap to � in purchasing public television sta­the highest commercial bidder. tiims. calling them "vultures ••• circling over the
Glerul Jones, president of Engle- e$1angered species of public television." 

wood, Colo.-based Jones lntercable �t the same time, a number of other largeInc., the nation's eighth-largest op- telecommunications companies sought to dis­
erator of cable systems, said his tice themselves, at least publicly, from the fra­
company is interested in getting in CO-though insiders said that if all of the nation's
on the "privatizing" of public broad- pqbtic TV stations and the programming they air
casting. His interest was piqued, he wete placed on the open market, the attraction
said, after hearing of Bell Atlantic's c4lld prove irresistible. 
similar interest SwKlay when Sen. ,oth Warner Bros. and Paramotmt are trying
Larry Pressler (R-S.D.) announced it � together national television networks and
on CBS's "Face the Nation." � having difficulty lining up sta�the fre-

"We didn't realize that it was be- � are not available. Many public broad­
ing considered that deeply," J� +. atatioos � licensed in the '50s and are
said yesterday. "If they proceed with -«-:the most desirable low-number VHF cban-
privatization, then we would want to :n6, 2 through 13. 
be in a position to plead our case and · �milarly, �hie operators are hungry for quali­
be involved in the process." Jones t)l"S>rogramming, and many would be happy to
wrote to Pressler

. 
yesterday ex- �hold of_the ���aired by

pressing the company's interest. Pl;$. � m the children s arena. . 
"I think it's the true agenda com- -larlier this month the FCC approved a "video

See PBS, r.e, Col 1 -cfilttone" trial f� Bell A�tic, which w_ould en-
.Jda> it to cany its own video programmmg over 

j 

·ij$honelines. "?ones said a lot of current PBS offerings would
bl'it bomt! on Jones Education Networks, which
� Mind Extension University, a college a,urse taught over cable systems that reaches
· 2$"million households nationwide. A Jones com­
� official testified by invitation last Thursday 
irta congressiooal hearing on public television's 
futDre. 

�"Privatization could be considered on a socially
Q)nsciotJs basis," Jones said. "Our thought would 
be to bend it more in an educational direc-
tion. ... " 

Jones added, however, that PBS programs
would not rec.eive identical treatment. "Sesame
Street" and "Barney" 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 "Barney" are not 
owned 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 programming 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 commercial bidder." He issued a 
statement saying he believed there were "three
distinct sources of presmtre to defund and break 
up public television." 

The first, he said, is a "detennined group of
electronic book burners-special 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�uality television
from its path-or, failing that, control it." 1be
third, he said, "is a set of would-be commercial
broadcasting operators who seem to want to 
snap up the broken remains of public teJevisjon
for money-making purposes." 

Of Sunday's announcement of Bell Atlantic's
interest in public broadcasting, Eddie Fritts,
president of the National Association 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 Pressler,
who chairs the Senate Commerce panel that now
is rewriting the nation's telecommunications
laws. 

"It would seem to me that the commercial in­
terest would be looking at the te1ecom legislation 
and want to be very cooperative," said Delano
Lewis, president of National Public Radio for the
last year and before that president of C&P Tele­
phone, owned by Bell Atlantic. 

"'The questioo is, what's of value? The sta­
tions, the licenaes, the spectrum allocation- .
that's what's of value. All c:l that has some rela­
tion to the teleaxn legwat:ion," Levm said. 

The country's largest cable operator, Dmw:r•
based Tele-Communications Inc:, late last year 
acquired a two-thirds share of MacNeil-Lehttr 
Productions, which produces the PBS "MacNeil­
Lehrer NewsHoui'" along with public station 
WNET in New York and WETA. TCI Senior
Vice President Bob Thomson said the aimpauy 
is not interested in buying public statiooa or tak­
ing over CPB and has no poaitioo oo the privati-
zatioo debate. · · 

Two cable networb that moat 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 � aired �t on 
Discovery, then on the over-the-air PBS stati�s.
"We don't want to get in the middle of the pnva­
tization debate," Boyle said "But ideas like this 
are a creative offer we can bring to the table to 
help out." 

SJ,ttial correspondmt John May,,ard also
C011tributed lo tJtis article. 



Christine 

WIIJTMAN, Proa 11 
tended some of the nation's most ex­
clusive private schools. At a time 
when the party's hue bu moved to 
the South, the West, the working 
class and the � right, Whitman 
is a throwback with roots in the patri­
cian Republican politics of three and 

. ,.�. four decades ago. 
. ;:; 

· Uohlle Gecqe Bush, whoee party

ITTn 
··:::: 

lorced him to move to the right on»

l·tman, .,==�'. =:-���=can. "We're an endangered species;
: .:�: ,tae says. In fact, her grandfather t.lilt 

Colonial Williamsburg for John D. 

B R 
·· ..;· Rockefeller; her father, Webster 

· orn to uli ��i!9:
.,: Radio City Music Hall. Her mother's 

Th N J Go , . :;":; family, the Schleys, were the first 
e ew ersey vemors __ ,, __ . NewYorkerstoaniveinwbatwasto ·· ,�- become a rarefied pocket ex New Jer-

Political Future Lies in Her Past · -· leY's Srmenet County. As the story 
bas it, the area was to be named 

By Elisabeth Bwniller Schleyville Wltil Mrs. Schley looked 
•----,-sc.r•rilir out her window at the Watchung 

Mountains one day in the late 1880s 

G 
PRINCETON, NJ. and suggested instead that it be called 

ov. Christine Todd Whitman, the llar Hills. 
1'."oman on every Republican's short Over the succeeding generatiom, 
list for vice president, � taking a . ,-.mis became both a magnet and a 
break to shoot baskets with her hut- tr�.1 ground for moderate and 
band, her brother and state troop- ftrY rich Rep,btic:aM i place ex �
ers as controlled chaos reigns inside a old money where DO cme made 

Drumthwacket, the l�room Greek Revival hulk Om of noblesse oblige. The young 
that se_rves as her official home. Piristie Todd amv up with a roll can

_ It's early Sunday afternoon, a day before she '/- America's elite: C. Douglas Dillon. 
will present her annual budget message to the • friend of her parents who lived
state of New Jersey, and two days before she is lawn the road, was ambesaador to 
to � tonight's live, nationally televised R� france under Dwight Eiaenbower 
publican response to the president's State of the Ind treasury secretary under John 
Union speech. Drwnthwacket has a campaignlike · lennedy and Lyndoo ,Johmon. N"achc>, 
buzz. CBS has just finished an interview in the ._ Brady, wboee estate Dogpatch 
parlor, and Whitman's political adviser artived ta liYe minutes away, became t:tte-
moments ago from Washington. tn'Y aecretary under George Bush. 

Whitman admits she is not sleeping well, wak· � late Malcolm Forbes, the founder 
ing at 2:30 a.m. with phrases for speeches that ii ForbrA map,ine1 wu aleo a neip­
she always forgets by morning. Her budget mes- lor; be no for goYerDOr ex New Jer­
sage announcing another 15 percent income tax � It the same time bis aon Steve 
cut. �r most important state speech of the year, tent with� to F� Hilla Coin­
was npped up and rewritten on Friday· the State fY Day. Millicent Femrick, the late 
of the Union response, composed by a speec1i � lived in nearby Ber-
writer at the Republican National Committee is � and other neilhbcn. the 
stiH in rough draft. Her chief of staff her policy !relingbuyaens. haw eent sil family 
planner and her deputy press secretaey three cl. �mbers to Coogreu. Whitman's 
"the girls" who cause grumbles from � boys in po _mother, _Eleanor T� waa a Re-
Trenton, are waiting inside, ready with the Tele- � na� commrtt:eewomao,
PrompTer set up for speech practice in the ti,= "1 Whitman•� � too..
brary. All of them know that the Republican � � � 

1 � big matriarc:by, 
sponse has the potential to be a make-or-break ......,....... Whitman. '1'be8e are very 
event, the kind that can catapult Whitman. @!!I women.• 
America's famous tax-cutting governor-or� �Y mother and grandmother 
cutting fraud, if you talk to her critics-further ,... ver, _mum "!1Y roe models," 
into the national spotlight, where she is already. a -.C Clriatine � "In fact I 
star for defeating Democratic governor Jim� �-� a � from a paper 
rio in 1993. � er 57 that said. 'la New Jer-

But Whitman is still on the court. It should �� for a woman aovecra_r 

come as no surprise that she is competitive and 4111 it.� 
Mother as cme ex the m

aggressive, and grabs the ball and charges in Jtrrntia- who� out there. Dad
hard. Her husband, John, plays a good game- � always pusbmg her to nm for cl.­
-Creat shot!" they all shout to him-but a few �.-c:auae be never � � she 
moments later he is injured. "Your knee!" his nliiii � she,.c:ouJd. do it with her 
wife says with ala.rm. "This is not good for yom: � � baa _ __. 
knee." John Whitman limps off the court leaving ..__ . now �­
his wife with the troopers. She is in tact'the atb-

..._..._.emo�p'. aomethiq that 
lete in the family, a 48-year-old former tomboy raa:. ummara�,c;:. � � 
who rides mountain bikes, plays football trap- tllf . ,::;as inliltl
�ts-and once fox-hunted, which is 'some- V,:. � ncy 

�• 
t
� 

her
thing House Speaker Newt Gingrich may not :'� advilers �=.!r' want you to know. bir-pot_,._1 • . .a .C

Because the woman Gingrich and the Republi- �- . 
� 1 v_l0e IX'eewt:lial 

?-8 Party have chosen to represent them tonight -� =:: = 
IS � East Coast blue blood, a woman who grew .- it at an. 
up 10 the horse country of New Jersey and at- �-mean I think about it· the 

See WIDTMAN, E2, CoL 1 diii.people keep bringin,mit up:: 
.. ·And it does make other peopleD11tJt me. .•• There are others who �IOltex�whoreally
�ese things, and want these 
� And I haven't planned it, and I 
-

don't 
makes foe 
here." 

But as 
day to the C 
"I learned long a 
to anything." 

The Word on 
Three views Oil 

■ "She turns out to be as
didate as I've nm into 
�" says Lyn Nager, 
time Reagan adviser who DOW
for Whitman. "Soole WOOlell 
get strident, but she does not. 
wameo tend to cry 90IDetimes, but 
she does not She's tall. which helps. 
She's h:uvlcnne. She is certainly not 
sexy, which is a good thing. And she's 
got a husband and a couple cl. kida. It 
would be hard not to talk about her as 
a m president." 
■ "She's a very good salesperson," says Thomas Byrne, the chairman ex
the New Jersey state Democratic 
Committee, speaking of Whitman's 
prupoeed 30 percent tax cut. "Where I 
haw problems with her is the sub­
stance. Wbitmanomics is Reapn­
omics lxought to the state level. The 
paraBem are JRtty striking. Reagan 
transferred fiacal burdens to the 
states, and when that no out, be her­
rowed from the nm amaatiw by 
tappng the Social Security fund. Whit­
man is mosCe.1iog filcal burdens to 
nwniaplJities, and when that pme 
runs out, she borrowa from the nm 
generation by tapping into the state
pmi0o fund. The bottcm line . she
paid for her whole fint ym � her 
peDIIDlgimmidt." 

("We didn't touch a penny ex the
pemian fund." Whitman IIYL "We ,iult 
ltqJped payq in It auch an int1ated 
amount.") 
• "She'd certainly be on anybody's
abort lilt [for m pmidemJ," IIYI 
Sen. Robert Dole, who -,a be is a 
ft months away from bis bmal -­
nouncement for preaident. "Sbe'a 
smart, the doem't threatm people, 
abe's aot a nice way about her." Aa far 
a., her men ioodetlte patitica, adds 
Dole, "we're Slyina come on iD-the
party's big. We cbl't tine to march in
lock step.• Is be r-, to run wilh a
'MIIDIUl? "In my view, it's PIii to� 
pen 900D. Or maybe it'D be a womm 
nmnina with a man. Maybe Olrime 
will &,ick some man. Who knows 
what's pig to happen tma ecty." 

What Suits Her Best

When she is not plaJinl buketbe9 
Whitman bas the km ex a womm •
Ci0Uld be any civic-minded WUJteer 
fnm the Somezset County, dread for 
meetings ex the boapital and mmeum
boards in aiap, amervative suits that 
bit jJst below the knee. Although her 
and her buaband's inaxDe in 1992 waa 
$3.7 millioo. abe orders datbea fnm 
Herbert Gt:cmnan, a IIDID New Yark 
JD1D1dac:1vr- wlme suits seD at tttlil 
for around $300 to $400. Old-line 
w� that she., she ipm-es designer 
daches. It leat for nor, certainly it is
me to.., that DO cme will aee the gov­
ernor ex New Jeney in Armani any­
time IOOIL 'Too au::b rmaey,• she 
IIYI, talcing Oil I SUD pardt ex Drumth-
wacket. '1 mean I ,et llbl! mf the rack 
and I like it." 

One Oil one, Whitman is direct, en­
Plinl, foalled ml funny. (At a chari­
ty golf tomnament laat year, she no
into a state senator who � her
ta QIL "'GoYem«, what would JOO 
like to shoot today?" be ubd, IS re- I 
ported in Voeue- "Yoo." she replied.) If I 
she's not an inteDectual h1ce Sen. Bill 



At the White House, 

Radio Free America 
' 

No. 1 Fan Toasts NPR on Its 25th 

By Roxanne Roberts 
Wuliiqtm Poot Scaff Wmer 

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 

See NPB, C9, Col 1 

Stars Come 
()utforNPR· 
' 

NPB,FromCl 

'lake up," he told the 200 invited 
guests. "But still, it was a lot better 
� talk rad¥:) •• And Oil those days 
� we did wake up, we were able to 
eat breakfast ... 

That tasteful, moderate, � 
teel tooe was renter stage as the NPR 
Playhouse presented "The Sound of 
the White House." Jason Robards, 
Kathleen Turner, Michael Feinstein, 
Martin Sheen, Charles Dutton, Taj 
Mahal and Bette MidJer joined NPR's 
oo-air stars foe a collectioo of one­
liners. histocy, aphorisms and observa­
tioos about presidential life. 

T001 and Ray Magliom, the "Car 
Talk" guys, io,ieded a breath of life into 
the radio p)ay, which proceeded with 
p)d bwoor despite the loo6e fami1iari. 
ty ,nth the script. Partisan politics, es­
pecjally that liberal elite kind, didn't 
R1r its head WltiJ the end of the pro­
gram when Bude Henry, Jane Curtin, 
aad Robert Krulwich presented "Back­
fire.• a spoc1 ci the pundit round table. 
.\, r(indown on 200 years of White 
....... i.-

fftllUTH-THt: WASHWGTOHPOIT 
Ctlnton: "What can I 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 oonvinc.ed 
not to use it for for target practice," be 
said, "I suppose it could become a very 
beautiful, eJectrified orphanage." 

Even Midler, who ended the show 
with a charming, 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 can1e to the White 
House to throw a spotlight on NPR. "I 
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 bear 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
derness that I think is so neces.wy." 

Last night's perfonnance was part 
of a whirlwind weekend of schmoozing, 
lobbying and rainmaking for the �R 
Foundation, the fund.raising arm of the 
nonprofit network. Contributocs who 
had pledged at least $10,000 to the 
foundation were treated yesterday 
morning to a congressional breakfast 
hosted by Rep. Henry Hyde (R-ID.) in 
the Rayburn House Office Building, the 
White House perfonnance and buffet 
supper, breakfast this morning at the 
NPR studio, lunch at the National 
Pres.5 Club and a receptioo at the F.m­
bas.5y of Finland. 

This was the Clinton adnunistra­
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 privatire public broadcast· 

ing. The Corporation for Public Broad­
casting, which distributes federal funds 
to local television and radio stations 
around the country, gave NPR $1.5 
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 
costs about 29 cents a year per citiren. 

"I know it's fashionable today to con­
demn everything public, but it seems 
to me that public radio has been a good 
deal foe America," be said. 

Most of NPR's personalities were 
on hand, but "Weekend F.dition" host 
Scott Simon stayed away out of fear 
that a White House event could create 
a perception problem for NPR in the 
midst of the current battle for funding. 

"I said I didn't think it was a good 
idea," Simon said earlier th.is 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 
pos.5ibility of an appearance that I was 
participating in a partisan political 
event" 

But Supreme Court reporter Nina 
Totenberg had no quahns. 

"I went to the Republican event th.is 
morning and the Democratic event to­
night," she said. uAnything to help NPR 
raise its visibility and raise money, I'm 
willing to do." 
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JVo More Smoke Screens 
Cancer� Then Remorse, Strikes an Ex-Tobacco Lobbyist 

By Jason Vest 
Spec,ol 10 Tbt Wasbiactoa l'lllt 

I
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. 

I 
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,C'7, C,ol 1 

Li.ke millions of other Americans, 
Victor Crawford had cancer-"a 
textbook case," his doctor told him, CRAWFORD, Fro■ Cl . 
•camed by smoking," a habit he be- lnaking that cardinal rule of lobbying
gan at age 13. loosely known as "don't bite the hand

A fitting fate, Crawford ruefully that feeds yoo." In public service ads 
thought, for a Tobacco Institute lob- with former surgeoo general C. Ever-
b}ist. ett K�. before state legislative com-

As he Jay there, wondering if mittees and in Monday's Ann Landers 
death would be preferable to the in- column, the debooair Crawford (who, 
tense pain, he fleetingly recalled all with his own hair sacrifJced to� 
the times he'd attacked those who therapy, still looks sharp in a wig) has 
wanted to limit smoking in public been skewering the tobacco industry, 
places as "health Nazis." He rernem- in the process becoming what one 
be ed th · f I · la · anti-smoking crusader calls the "holy . r e pieces o egis uon he'd grail for tobacco control." On Thurs-neutralized in the name of "smokers' 
rights." He considered the money day, he appeared with Gov. Parris 
h d  Gleooenmg�endorsetheMaryland e' made doing it, and how little it governor's hard-line an� .. nncri. now meant. tion. 

...,.IAIIWU6.,..... 
"I did this to myself," he thought, "What's 90 fascinating," says ooe re-

"and no one else should have to go porter oo the tobacco beat, "is here's a 
through this." \ guy, a master manipulator, a guy who 

Today, Crawford, 62, is a cancer was a hired gun in the worst sense of 
statistic. Until recently his disease the term, who's now ming all his skills 
was in remission, but he doesn't to do the right thing." 
know how much longer be has. . Says Michael Pertschuk, an 
While he's around, he believes he anti-smoking crusader with the� 
owes the public an act of contrition. cacy Institute and former chairman of 

the Federal Trade Commission: --
r While it may not come as a revela-

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 l 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 earned the 
moniker "Riverboat Gambler" in the 
Maryland Senate for his personal 
and political style, Crawford is some- I 
thing of a legend on the state's legal I

1'here's been nobody else like him, 
DDeODe who would ame clean, talk 
straight and tell the truth. He's provid­
ed valuable insights about bow the in­
dmtry is dsngenuou,." 

While the tobacco industry bases its 
arguments on reasonable-sounding i 

calls for "aa:ommodat:ioo" of smokers 
and "the right to choose," Crawford 

Isays, the indusuy's refusal to admit 
that cigarettes are addictive amounts 
to a genuinely grave public health .
threaL I

"Are they lying? U someone tells you 
smoking is nooaddictive, they're either 
lying or they have a double-digit IQ," 
be says. "Once you're hooked. choos-

1
. 

ing to stop gets hard." 
Not surpmingly, the Tobaa:o Insti- j 

tute is trying to play down Crawford's 
message, as well as bis relationship 
with the industry association. "He real­
ly didn't do that much for us," says To­
bac:co Institute spokeswoman Brennan
Dawscn. "And we have said that smok­
ing is a risk factor for a number of 
beaJtb outcomes." 

w"I ctoo'lblame 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 d people working for them, 
a lot who were· more important than 
me. But it's like if you're a hit man 
frooi the mob. Does it matter if you've 
killed five people or 50? You're still a 
killer." 

Crawford sits oo a couch in his home 
just north of Chevy Chase Circle, 
where he lives with Linda. his wife of 
12 years. He's very matter of fact 
about "what an ass I was." 

"I used the oldest trick in the 
book-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 issue is freedom of 
choice, freedom of choice, and these 
health N:ms want to take it away!' I 
could make a hell of an argument. And 
I was smooth." 

Lobbying for the Tobacco Institute, 
Crawford 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 
ordi!lance 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 in elevators," he recalls. 
"It was going to pass. But it could be 
amended. I 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 fined 
$25 was if they were caught smoking 
in the presence ci a uniformed police 
officer. And I was abJe to convinc.e the 
sponsor that tlm was good for her." He 
mirthlessly chuckles. "That was flmny. 
She still bad her anti-smoking bill for 
her campaign brochure, and my clients 
were happy." 

The tobacco companies, he says, re- · 
aliz.e any measure that might make 
smoking look soc:ia1ly unacceptable will 
hurt their market. "Especially younger 
people, their future market. so it's es­
sential they fight everything, even 
smoking in elevators," he continues. 
"And I never had any moral qualms 
about doing it" 

'Black Hat' Clients 

By the time he retired from the 
state Senate in 1982, Victor Crawford
bad at his disposal a tight network ci
everyone woo was anyone in Maryland 
politics. And he was never afraid to get 
his hands dirty, especially when he 
really wanted to win. colleagues say. 

. . If 1. 
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Pressler ·and the 'Barney' Backlash 

S 
en. Larry Pressler (R-S.D.) finds himself 
bruised and battered in bis 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 oppositioo to his plan to art 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 employees at some of the 
1,000 television and radio stations that depend on 
the subsidy are not taking PressJer'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 bis critics, Pressler says he's 

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 bis work cut out for 
him. Some of bis critics believe he is playing fast and 
loose with the truth as he tries to make bis case. 

PBS officials predict that Pressler will find some 

of the stiffest criticism coming from bis 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 scorpioo's own tail is going to come arowid 
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 leas than 4 percent of their budget from the 
f*• 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 poorest 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 OD '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�lds, 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 
conswner-driven, not education driven, and it will 
be just another competing network running rel'Wls 
of 'I Love Lucy' and selling imitation diamond 
bracelets." 
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Abroad at Home 

ANTHONY LEWIS 

Dumb 

And 

Dumber 
We are told that we are moving toj

a knowledge-based society. The fu-,
ture will belong to the individual and I
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 a1so

1says that he wants to wipe out the 
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 e.xample, 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

1 

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 
Bums 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 equlvalency diplomas. 

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

The attack 
on public 

broadcasting. 

a knowledge-based society. 
But it is not just programs desig­

nated as educational that matter in 
public broacicastjng. Bringing large 
audiences 10 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 b:,i the public than anything the 
Federal Government supports ex­
cept interstlte highways. 

The point is that public broadcast-
ing offers, or can offer, higher values 

1 to everyone, rich or poor, on the
coasts or In Iowa (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 SI a year: one of the greatest · 
bargains around. 
I The comparison with public 11-
1 braries was made In a thoughtful 
icolumn 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. 

I But it was also a Victorian project to 
spread culture and learning to the 

I 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? 

1 Of course public broadcasting 
does not reach the ideal. But It does 
some things well. National Public 
Radio provides the only in-depth 

1news in this country that compares 
'with the BBC In any event, if public 
1broadcastlng is less than It could be, 
improve it, don't kill it. 

Underneath the critics' argu­
ments, I think, is a premise that 
,everything in America should be 
commercial. If that is the value the 
'voices of the right are really assert-
1ing, they should say so. But somehow 
11 do not think it is Speaker Ging­
rich's vision. Let us see what ·he 
<ioes, in the end, about public broad­
'casting. D 
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� lHEWASHINorooriMes a year ... and the government clear that 'privatization,' in the . "Public brnadcasting ... is not for•cr�dii college courses.- Under 
-.J would never have to give CPB an• eyes of those commercial oper- for sale in this country, " he a�(\ed. Jones' ownership, PBS would con· 
:2:. A thir<l private firm yesterday other.· penny for radio:• Mr. Gra• ators, has precisely this meaning: Henry J. �uthen, CPB chair· tinue to produce programs as it·. 
� expressed interest in acquiring' ham told The Washington Times. selling offthe assets ofpublictele· man and president of the South does now but their content would 

>,;, part of the public broadcasting es· · Bell Atlantic Corp., a resional vision for scrap, to the highest Carolina Educational Tolevision be almost strictly educational, Mr. 
1 tablishment as executives of the telephone company, and �:Jbne11 coinniercu-1 bidder," · · Commission, expressed doubts Jones said. 

� federally funded CorporatiQn for . lntercable Inc., w.hlch has 26 mil· But Keir McGee, a ·media ana· about the Jones Jntercable pro· · Mr. Graham said the Ppt?lic Ra-v, Public Broadcasting si\id • they lion cable TV subscribers, pre- lyst at the Gartner Gro11p in posal. "I'm very skeptical whether dio Service intends to buy,spaceon l.rJ would fight commercial sale of viously expressed interest in talc· Greenwich; Conn.,.'.sald .l\�1' not their interest is in serving Amer· NPR's satellite lnterconqect sys-
� PBS and National Public Radio. ing over the PQblic Broadcastipg inclined JI> take seriously re'IWtts - lean education or building a tern regardless of wheth♦r his of• tIJ The Public Radio Service, a non· Service, which distributes "Ses· • that Bell Atlantic might take over stronger Jones system,'' he told re� fer to ·acquire NPR Is accepted: . S profit public broadcasting com- ame Street"andother programs to public broadcaSting. "This has porters at CPB headquarters. He said the company will offer · pany in Baltimore launched to · 351 public T'l stations. wonderful PR value: Big Bell h public radio stations five iormats: compete with l'{PR, ha_s drafted a The Corporation for Pub. Uc · . saves Bia B. ird:' he said. Glenn Jones, chairman . of t e • cable company, said he foresees news and informatiop; _tJtssical ·. · plan to offer fiye· different public ·. Broadcasting (CPB), whic� ww

1
.-, .'E,,.cPB President Richard W. Carl- syndicating PBS programs such music; jazz; African-Ant ricanj affairs and' cultural formats to.', �ve S2. 86.S million. in. fed,,_r11 \I.,�.-�" told �porters ..,..st_erday that d I · l I · •• ,. wJ:• ,- as "Sesame Street" and "Nova" to an mu t1cu tura "rts pro ams · NPR affiliates and other nonprofit. ·-J fµnd� thi� year� a�JJP,QQO P.41h.' · :\,.OW.: had- not yet spoken to a Bell · "" · 

· · 
· radio stations, said L Edwin Gra-.:�� '. �le.TV and radio statfo11s; �• �ep';; ,,{�·iian,1c official who had tried· to commercial outlets. Currently, public radio s · tions 
ham, pres{dent of Supporters .-ot;,l� ,told J>y· congressional l�ders't'1at J'i:,a•pch hitn by telephone.· "Of Jones Education Networks pay NPR .$150,000 to $350 a 

· Public Broadcasting Inc. ; ': , .:. f -f�n�pg. win be· cut or. e�4ed &J:i: :;,,!�11i:s� we're inter�sted in talking (JEN), · part of the Englewood, year for programs, incl ding 
"We've been planning to <{q a ·>·i part of the effort to balanq, tM �• /!:l�ut any new sources of revenue Colo.•based cable operation, also '!Morning Edition" and "Al} • ings 

privatized public radio andputour·.,�:_ federal budget. : 
· . , : ·• <·l ��(Qr public broadcasting:' he said. would•use the nationwide PBS net· Considered." "We'll be ava lhl le-to 
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network on the air within the next.-;_ · On Monday, Ervin s; DilJgan/ ,_.-v :.Yet Mr. Carlson said the CPB is work for its educational pr9gram· stations that �n•t affordNPR "Mr. 
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By Nancy E. floman 
THE IIMSHINGTON TIMES 

Republicans will likely give 
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 subcommlt·
tee with jurisdiction over welfare 
reform, said "narrow flexibility"
will allow states to make excep· 
tions. only for noncitizens who
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 a disabled

ild. 

GOP-adds fl�xibility on immigr;ants
. ' I • 

Legal residents in- n� would be eligible 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 aqned 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 
ne.cessary_ to get the l!avings 
needed to 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 meeting
lhvolviilB Mr. Oi11grich, Mr . ."Shaw
and Reps. Lincoln Diaz-Balart .and
Ileana· Ros-Lehtinen, bqth Florida
Republicans who refused to sign
the Contract because it denies 
benefits to legal immigrants. Also

attendlnf were Majority Leader 
Dick· Arin�y "9f 'lex.as, Ways ·and
Means Committee Chairman Bill
.Archer·of Thxas, and Lamar Smith 
of-ID,xas, chairman of the House'
Judiciary immigration and claims 
subcommittee. 
. Mrs. Ros-Lehtinen described
the meeting as a step in the right
directiQn. 

"It was not a meeting to decide
as much as ·it was to dli;cuss how 
their needs can I be addressed in 
this legislation:• she said. 

She said that because cutting off
benefits to immigrants is so lucra· 
tive, members have become at·
tached to the idea. . 

"It ts the financial motor driving
so mariy aspects of the Contract:• 
she said, adding that the ·debate
over whether it is good policy has
become secondaty. 

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

general mandate that staies �ot
provid� benefits to legal immi-
grants. · 

"What I tried to emphasize is
that we should not be IJ!andating
excessively to the states;" '1e said. 
"We should be moving awJy frorp
mandates and not lmposil\g new
ones." . . 

But he said he is not too con·
cerned about th� House bill be·
cause he expects the Sena�e to 
pass legislation that provid�s wel­
fare to immigrants awaiting citl· .
zenship. · · . ·

While they · are trying to keep 
welfare reform on a "fast track, 
members said it isn't easy. 

"There are a myriad of pro­
grams tha� directly impact peo­
ple's lives," Mr11. Ros·Lelitinen 
said. "Everyone knows that when 
you have a heavy-impact bill, you
have to move slower." 
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GOP hit by temblor 
in Calif .. Assembly 
Delegate ousted; Brown is speaker: 

By Steven A. Capps 
-�-

SACRAMENTO, Calif. - ln a 
starthng move that Republicans 
c;alled an abuse of power. Califor­
nia Assembly Democrats elected 
Willie Brown to an eighth term as­
speaker early � after se­
curing the majority vote they 
needed by removing a GOP legis­
lator from the house. 

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 bad already written his 

week deadlock over wbo would be­
come the new speaker of the As· 
s e m b l y  . .Bu t R e p u b l i c a n s
considered the election of Mr. 
Brown a declaration of war. 

Qu o t i n g  f r o m .t h e  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 
st.ate of California is going to know 
what you did and why." 

What the Democrats did was 
break a 40-40 tie vote for speaker 
by voting to rem9Ve Mr. Mountjoy. 
That gave them a 40-39 edge, 
enough to elect wbome-ver they

political obituary. 
By a 40-39 � Monday night­

with all Assembly Republicans in 

wished as speak2r. 
Democrats produced pages of

legal opinions saying Mr. Mount· 
joy was unfit to serve in 1he »

' sembly because be bad been 
� � elected to the Senate in a special 'I, I •lllo • 11 tl 

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 ID tbe state Senate in the 
November electioo 

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

Mr. Mountjoy called his ouster 
"the most cornipt power play .in 
the history of the Assembly." 

That paved the way for the As·
sembly IX> re-elect Mr. Brown· by a 
40-38 vote in a session. that ex­
tended into yesterday morning. 
One Republican. Assemblyman 
'Dice Harvey of Bakersfield, did 
not vote. 

Democrats also were preparing 
IX> adopt a new set of operating 
rules they said would le.ad to bi­
parosan operation of the house. As
part of the new arrangement, 
some of tbe 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. 

election Nov. 8. the same day of the 
general election in which he was 
re-elected to the Assemb� � · 

The lega1-scholars quoted by the 
Democrats said Mr. Mountjoy's 
election to the Senate·lDOk prece­
dence over his re-electioo to the 
Assembly. But Mr. Jobosoo said 
that both the attorney general and
legislative counsel had iasued 
opinions saying it should 1tab 
more than 40 votes to remove a 
sitting legislator. 

Mr. Mountjoy bad remained in 
the Assembly since Nov. s; freely 
admitting be was doing so 1D pre­
vent Mr. Brown from being-re­
elected as speaker. 

"The two offices are incompati­
ble." said Assemblyman Byroo 
Sher, Palo AllX> Democrat, who 
made the motion to disqualify Mr.
Mountjoy. "Mr. Mountjoy cannot 
faithfully serve two different con­
stituencies." 

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 m:i• 
jority. Democrats held out for a 
deal that would stay in effect for
the entire two-year session. 

Republicans charged Monday 
that tbe Democrats ha� '(lever 
been serious about negotiating.
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Housing secretary 
agrees local control 
Would save billions 
By Ruth Larson 
n.E-TON...U 

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

�eros said those who call 
for dismantling bis department ig­
nore the government's contractual 
duties to the American people. 
"'There's noway you can just wave 
a magic wand and dismiss our 
obligatiODS," he said. 

-He said consolidating 60 pro­
grams into three and creating a 
Federal Housing Administration 
corporation would save about ·S13 
billion in current budget outlays, 
with an additiooal SS1 billion in
savings over the next five years. 

Mr. Cisneros bad come under 
fire in recent weeks for what some
oongressiooal Republicans called
superficial �forms, trimming
about 4,400 employees to save just 
S800 million over five years. Now 
the department has expanded its
package, of promised savings to 
appeal to the budget cutters on 
CapitX>I Hill 

Rep. Jerry Lewis. California Re­
publ.tcan and subcomtnittee chair­
m a n ,  o u t l i n e d  the p a n e l '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 pnvate companies
or state and local governments. 

".HUD's biggest expenses in­
volve taxing Americans, running 
the money through the buruuc• 
racy and then returning the
inoney to state and local govern­
ments based on its determination 
of where the money should be 
spent," said Bryan Riley. an ecooo­
mist with Citizens for a Sound 
Economy Foundation. 

He added: "Rather than taxing 
Ameriams' money in order to 
divvy it up to earn political 
Brownie points, Congress should 
let Americans keep their money." 

But even some subcommittee 
members were skeptical of local 
communities' ability to handle
housing responsibilities. 

Rep. James 'I'. Walsh. New York 
Republican and chaimlan of the 
Appropriations subcommittee on 
the District. noted the continuing 
pattern of waste and mismanage­
ment by D.C. housing olfic:ws. For
example, he noted there were 
more wli.nhabitable housing anits 
in the District than there were 
homeless people, and he· ques• 
tioned local officials' ability to · 
properly manage housing dollars.

Mr. Cisneros said be belie-ves 
the District's problems were the 
exception, not the rule. among the 
nation's housing programs. In gen­
eral, though. he said it 1s prefer­
able to invest money in states and 
local communities ("the govern• 
ment closest IX> the people") than 
having the funds be absorbed inlX>
an ever-larger bureaucracy. "It's a 
leap of trust;• be 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 IX> 
speak for the force of these e� 
nom1c engines." 

The Democrats -said the\· had 
been forced to act to end the seven• • Disrributed by Scripps Haward.



WT national:WA 
emocrats line up at their national committee meeting to throw barbs at 

Gi.1grich 
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 pol..itical nemesis Saturday during the annual 
winter meeting of the Democratic National committee. --i thffllght -0n the lil.ay 
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.11 

President Clinton was a bit gentler. 
''It'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.'' 

**** 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 

E 
very time a reform initiative comes along to 
halt public broadcasting's dependence on 
federal subsidies, caricatuiists can't resist 
ponra)fog Big Bird as a lovable sitting duck 

threatened by some ruffian with a shotgun. 
That's cme, but it distorts Lhe real picuire. 
Free market reformers don't want to harm a feather 

on Big Bircl. lnstead, they want to liberate him from his 
$300 million gilded cage. 

Federal subsidies always arrive with suings attached. 
For public television and radio, this means the costly 
yoke of bureaucratic management and the strain of 
partisan t11g-of-war. 

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

The Great Society architects oflhe CPB built their 
program on a theory called ''market failure." Because TV 
tl1en was dominated by Lhe Big Three commercial net­
works, with their middle-brow programming, d1e theo-
1ists believed educational and cultural fare would never 
make it on the air wid1011t government support. 

As the years went by, the market failure theory crum­
bled. Technological advances and loosened regulations 
have encouraged t11e increase of broadcast TV stations 
from 769 in 1967 to 1,688 today. The numberof broad­
cast radio stations also has more tl1an doubled to l 1,725. 
What's more, the percentage of homes subsc1ibing to ca­
ble TV has grown from Lliree percent to 65 percent, wid1 
cable now accessible to 96 percent of homes with TV. 

Cable TV offers C 1 , C-SPA 1, Arts & 

Barney the-dinosaur 
is the 3rd richest 

entertainer in the U.S. 

puters, products that did not exist in l967. 
And Lhis is just the beginning of a new era of infor­

mation plenty. As chainnan 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 otJ1er new plays enter the media field. 

In this new age of market freedom and innovation 
for the o\'erall telecommunications industry, the sys­
tem of"public" radio and television broadcasting will 
become less and less relevant unless we set it free from 
its dependence on government. 

That's why I am developing legislation to reinvent 
public broadcasting. Federal subsidies now amount to 
I 4 percent of public broadcasting spending. I aim to 
wean the system from all of this middle class warfare 
wiLhin three to five years. 

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

A study by the Twentieth Century Fund recently 
found that 75 cents of every dollar spent on public tele­
,�sion went to overhead. Much of t11is 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 at taxpayers' 
expense to make sure the caxpayers keep spending. 

To make matters worse, public broadcasting man­
agers have failed to negotiate contracts to return Lo the 
CPB and tl1e stations a reasonable share of profits from 
the spinoff products of t11eir 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, Lhe purple reptile is estimated to gross al­
most $1 billion a year. Sesame Street is not far behind 
with $800 million. 

Lest we be so inured to the federal government's 
habit of spending in the hundreds of billions, a billion 
dollars is still a loLOf 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. 

IfLhere is anything that managers with such a record 
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 t11at go hand in 
hand with the federal dole. 

With freedom from politics and bureaucracy, botJ1 
quality programming and quality management will 
earn their due reward. Not only will good program­
ming have a chance to thrive, but also the staLions that 
launch and carry popular programs with be given the 
right incentives to get a fair share of profits. This is the 
surest way to send aloft more popular and critical suc­
cesses like Big Bird. 

Sen. Larry Pressler ( R-S.D.) is chninnan of the Senate 
Commerce Commillee. 

Entertainment, Discovery Channel, The Learning 
Channel, Bravo, 1ickelodeon and many other chan­
nels of

f

ering programming comparable to public 
television, but without the government subsidy. The 
free market also has made a wealth of cultural pro­
gramming available for VCR's and on personal com-

Big Bird: meet Beavis and Butt-head 
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are redundant, that is, they cover the same territory as
other PBS stations. 

A study by the Twentieth Century Fund recently 
found that 75 cents of every dollar spent on public tele­
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Big Bird: meet Beavis and Butt-head 
By Kitty Eisele 

S
L Pa'ut, Minn. - It's five a.m. and forty below 
zero and I'm late for work. Alistair Cooke on the
RBC Overnight urges me from sleep, explain­
ing Congress wiL11 eloquent insight. Waiting at

my office are tapes 10 edit, newscasts to write, and 
more A.relic weather 10 monitor. 

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

Just for comparison, I scan the Twin Cities television
stations: They lead with a deer stuck on a freeway, and 
anoL11er unlucky sno111nobiler drowned in a lake. 
Crozny didn 'l even make the cut. 

In a state where il takes eight hours to drive fr
om

Canada to the Iowa border, our broadcasts reach 98 
percent of Minnesota's four million citizens. Nol bad 
for an enterprise that receives only 13 cents on the dol­
lar f rom Washington. Like government, all our corpo­
rate, foundation and individual supports are under 
pressure to give where the hurt is the greatest. There's
no shortage of need in America. 

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

I've worked in public broadcasting for a decade, in­
cluding the years 1 spent sleeping on f1iends' couches
while we shot "The Ci\�I War" on a shoestring. During
t11at time, the same Ken Bums team also produced a 
documentary film history of Congress for its 1989 bicen­
tennial. That film reached a national audience, and mil-

Public Television 
• • 

engages, 1nsp1res, 
makes us care 

lions of high school and college students; it also came
complete with teaching materials. I doubt you would 
have seen anything similar about the first branch of gov­
ernment on say, ABC. Congress just isn't tha1se>..1', 

Public broadcasting isn't owned by the U.S. govern­
ment. But we were created by it, as Presidentjohnson 
explained, because "our security depends on the en­
lightenment of our 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 this year. They're not notori­
ous or 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 spent her high school years deter­
mined to learn fluent English and escape a strict fami­
ly. She ended up at Harvard, where, with no familiar 
language or fiiends, she became lonesome for the 
things she had despised before. Her meditation on her
experience gave us all insight into L11e way immigrant 
children must straddle cultures to fit in. 

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. 

Compare them to the pot-smoking eighth 
graders fr

om Edina, bored suburban kids who 

shocked our listeners with their apathy and their 
disdain for parents and teachers noL savvy eno11gh
10 catch them. 

There was the Butterfly Lady, who harvests Monarchs
in chrysali from milkweek stems along L11e highways. 
She gave us a biology lesson iliac morning and a deeper
respect for L11e nat11ral 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 what makes for a f11n Saturday night in a war
zone. Or Hannu, our Finnish fan, who catches our 
programs on his shortwave and calls to tell us abouL 
the annual reindeer migration passing by his window.

Then there's the eight-year-old who came in last 
month, the yo11ngest 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 tl1e imagination!" 

Vlell, public broadcasting is t11e boss of my imagination.
It engages me, inspires me, makes me care. At its best, it 
connects me with t11e rest of the world. I can't find any­
thing that does that on commercial radio or television. 

Why will L11e market suddenly sprout a garden of 
"Civil Wars," "Sesame Streets," "Great Perfom1ances,"
and future" All Things Considereds?" It certainly 
hasn 't so far. If you think America's children will be 
better served by commercial broadcasters, let me "ti
introduce you to Bea,�s and Butt-head. g; � I don't want to see Big Bird put on an IV drip. 

CJ) 0
_S _lf_e_ng_ t_h _e _n _1_1s _, o_r_k_·i_ll _ u_s _, b_ u_1_ d_o_n_'t_ l _ea_,_�_u_s _h_a _n _g _in_g_. _��

Killy Ei,se/e is arls producer for Minnesota Public Radio, 
and an Emmy Award-win ningproducer of the PBS series, 
"The Ciuil Wm: " 
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Fame is a fleeting and painful thing

for fired House historian Jeffrey
■

?■
guarantees

By Craig Karmin
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By Sarah Pekkanen

open to the idea of supporting a Mexican 
loan guarantee, energy and enthusiasm 
— even among some of the most vocifer- M
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-
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Smoothing over differences that divid­
ed their members during the Nafta vote, 
most members of the Hispanic Caucus 
are offering tentative support for the 
Clinton Administration’s request for a 
$40 billion loan guarantee to Mexico.

After meeting last Thursday to discuss 
the loan guarantee, 12 of the 18 caucus 
members expressed a desire to aid Mexico 
but were hesitant to pledge full support 
until the details of the loan guarantee 
were revealed, according to an aide.

The meeting came at the request of 
the Democrat House leadership at a time 
when die Republican leadership has in­
dicated it would not back the loan guar­
antee until the Democrats showed more 
support. The caucus split over the North 
American Free Trade Agreement, but 
those who favored the trade pact — par­
ticularly members who represent border 
states — were instrumental in helping 
rally Democrat votes in support of the 
trade pact.

If this time around everyone seems

ing back reporters and opening her 
home to them.

“It’s not too much to go through be­
cause it’ll come up again. And I don’t 
ever want to go through it again,” she 
said. She also believes she was used as a 
pawn to sully Gingrich, and hopes her re­
demption campaign will clear his name 
along with hers.

“The attack on me was designed to em­
barrass him,” she said. “It would be nice if for 
once, it isn’t quite as effective as it has been.”

As one who knows all too well what it is 
like to be swept up in a political hurri­
cane, Nussbaum recently indicated that

I

As her 15 minutes of fame draws to a 
close, Christina Jeffrey moves closer to 
joining a select club.

Like Zoe Baird and Kimba Wood of 
Nannygate fame, Bernie Nussbaum’s al­
leged cover-up following Vince Foster’s 
suicide, andjohn Tower’s personal prob­
lems, Jeffrey’s career will forever be 
summed up by her brief moment in the 
national limelight.

The firestorm erupted two weeks ago 
when reporters learned that Jeffrey, 
Speaker Newt Gingrich’s choice for

gotten speech to club memberships.
And in an age when Foster’s suicide be­

comes fodder for a Halloween skit at a 
Republican party, many political ob­
servers contend the old Washington 
game is being played by new rules — or 
no rules at all.

“More and more,” said Lichtman, 
“you’re likely to have the intimate details 
of your personal life spread around."

There’s even a new word to describe it: 
“Borked.” It came into vogue after 
Democrats derailedjudge Robert Bork’s 
appointment to the U.S. Supreme Court 
by characterizing him as a judicial extrem-

Hispanic Caucus 
hedges bets on 
Mexican loan
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not me,” Rep. Bill Richardson (D-N.M.) Q 
said. It will be a tough sell to his con- 
stituents, he added.

Rep. Esteban Torres (D-Calif.), one of 
the caucus’s leaders in the push to enact
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A Texas native, White was known for L?
his political savvy, his ability to successful- 2 
ly mediate political fights, and his self-ef- O 

facing humor. He once said he accepted

— S.4RAHPEKK.4NEN

Hines’ letter would not carry any 
weight today.

wrote to the Department of Education 
on behalf of recently removed House 
historian ChristinaJeffrey, who was 
then known as Christina Price.

It is unclear what is in his letter.

his party’s chairmanship not because it 
was a prestigious post but because “it was 
the only bone in the yard.”

states—were instrumental in helping 
rally Democrat votes in support of the 

trade pact.
If this time around everyone seems 

open to the idea of supporting a Mexican 
loan guarantee, energy and enthusiasm 
— even among some of the most vocifer­
ous advocates — is down from the Nafta 
vote a year ago. “We’ll vote fob it, but I 
don’t think we’ll campaign for it. At least 
not me,” Rep. Bill Richardson (D-N.M.) 
said. It will be a tough sell to his con­
stituents, he added.

Rep. Esteban Torres (D-Calif.), one of 
the caucus’s leaders in the push to enact 
Nafta, says he will talk to other House 
members outside the caucus to drum up 
support for the loan guarantee, but it’s a 
different situation than Nafta.

“There is unanimity that we need to se­
riously consider any proposal,” Torres 
said. “But members aren’t holding press 
conferences. We’re taking a more re­
served position.”

vilclll HKXII 11 'Jill 1 J < 1 , |?l I

served as deputy secretary of agriculture g 
in the Carter administration and com­
missioner of the Texas department of 
agriculture.
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gotten speech to club memberships.
And in an age when Foster’s suicide be­

comes fodder for a Halloween skit at a 
Republican party, many political ob­
servers contend the old Washington 
game is being played by new rules — or 
no rules at all.

“More and more,” said Lichtman, 
“you’re likely to have the intimate details 
of your personal life spread around.”

There’s even a new word to describe it: 
“Borked.” It came into vogue after 
Democrats derailed Judge Robert Bork’s 
appointment to the U.S. Supreme Court 
by characterizing him as ajudicial extrem­
ist. Ironically, the woman some consider 
the latest “Borking” victim met her hus­
band at an American Political Science 
Association retrospective on Bork in 1988.

Jeffrey’s saga began on Jan. 9, when a me­
dia frenzy exploded around her after re­
porters learned about her critique. Her 
phone rang so frequently that in the few 

minutes it took her to remove messages 
from her answering machine, the tape filled 
up again. Today, her story is rapidly fading.

Unlike other failed nominees who did 
not respond to interview requests for this 
story, Jeffrey wants to keep her name in 
the nation’s consciousness. She is weed­
ing through hundreds of messages, call-

John C. White 
funeral services 
set in Texas, D.C.

Funeral services for former 
Democratic national chairman John C. 
White will be held in the Texas state capi- 
tol in Austin on Friday, followed by a 
memorial service in Washington next 
week, his family announced Tuesday.

White, 70, died at Georgetown 
University hospital on Jan. 20 of a heart 

ailment.
White, who operated a lobbying firm 

in Washington after serving as DNC 
chairman from 1978-81, previously 

By Sarah Pekkanen

As her 15 minutes of fame draws to a 
* close, Christina Jeffrey moves closer to 

joining a select club.
Like Zoe Baird and Kimba Wood of 

Nannygate fame, Bernie Nussbaum’s al­
leged cover-up following Vince Foster’s 
suicide, andjohn Tower’s personal prob­
lems, Jeffrey’s career will forever be 
summed up by her brief moment in the 

national limelight.
The firestorm erupted two weeks ago 

when reporters learned that Jeffrey, 
Speaker Newt Gingrich’s choice for 
House historian, had in 1986 criticized a 
junior-high school Holocaust course for 
not including the views of the Nazis and 

the Ku Klux Klan.
She is, she says, the victim of a colossal 

misunderstanding. Some people believe 

her. Some don’t.
Whatever the intent ofjeffrey’s words, 

her removal, and the recent histories of 
other would-be appointees or office 
holders, is raising questions about the im­
plications of the new ferocity of the old 
Washington game of personal attack.

Former presidential aide Tom 
Korologos once summed it up this way: 
“Washington is Salem. If we’re not lynch­
ing somebody 24 hours a day in this 
wretched town, we’re not happy.”

As the level of political discourse sinks 
ever lower, day-to-day political attacks 
are quickly forgotten on Capitol Hill. But 
some believe they are creating perma­
nentdamage.

“People are going to shy away from 
highly visible appointments,” said AllanJ. 
Lichtman, a history professor at 
American University. “They’re going to 
shy away from running for office because 
they don’t want every aspect of their lives 
to be subject to this scrutiny.”

It is for this reason, Lichtman believes, 
that Colin Powell is agonizing over 
whether to embark on a political career. 
Technological advanceswill now allow his 
enemies to touch a computer keyboard 
and call up his personal history — from 
tastes in reading material to an old, for­

ing back reporters and opening her 
home to them.

“It’s not too much to go through be­
cause it’ll come up again. And I don’t 
ever want to go through it again,” she 
said. She also believes she was used as a 
pawn to sully Gingrich, and hopes her re­
demption campaign will clear his name 
along with hers.

“The attack on me was designed to em­
barrass him,” she said. “It would be nice if for 
once, it isn’t quite as effective as it has been.”

As one who knows all too well what it is 
like to be swept up in a political hurri­
cane, Nussbaum recently indicated that 
die present climate in Washington made 

him fear for its future.
In a speech before the New York Bar 

Association last month, Nussbaum, who 
maintains he did nothing improper as 
counsel to President Clinton, said his ex­
perience taught him that appearance is 
everything in Washington.

“For too many of us,” Nussbaum said, “the 
resulting lesson is to shy away from doing 
anything which someone may later claim 
looks improper—regardless of whedier or 
not it is improper. Fear of appearing to do 
wrong prevents too many in Washington 
from doing what is right. That is a prescrip­
tion for weakness and paralysis.”

Jeffrey was controversial in ’88

In 1989, Sen. Richard Shelby (R-Ala.) Education at Dr. Jeffrey’s request.”
In response to Shelby’s letter,

Patricia Hines, then-assistant secretary 
for educational research and improve­
ment, wrote: “In the event that this con­
troversy continues, you may rest as- 

which Shelby’s staff is trying to retrieve sured that I will do everything possible 
from off-site storage. to ensure that no further confusion

On Tuesday, Shelby’s office released arises, and that no one in this 
the following statement: “Sen. Shelby Department casts aspersions on thethe following statement: “Sen. Shelby Department casts aspersions on the 
does not approve or condone the views character of Dr. Price.”
represented by Dr. Jeffrey in her re- A Department of Education
port. In 1988, a member of his staffmet spokesperson said dial in any case,

widt Dr. Jeffrey. As a matter of con­
stituent service. Sen. Shelby’s staffer
contacted the Department of
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The Living Tree of Public Broadcasting
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Investing Well

master scolds and punishes the foolish, hoarding servant, but says to the wise and 
fruitful ones; "Well done, thou good and faithful servants; you have been faithful over
a little; I will set over you much/" 

That story, of course, is about the generous, productive use of gifts; about 
sharing, building and creating. I mention it because 1 am convinced that the people of

Remarks of 
Ervin S. Duggan

President and Chief Executive Officer 
Public Broadcasting Service 

Before the 
National Press Club 

Washington, D.C.

For the next few minutes I'd like to talk about four things:

I want to talk first about a genuine crisis that faces the nation we 
love. I call it the triple crisis.

Second, I want to describe the remarkable local and national 
partnership that constitutes public broadcasting—a treasure not 
unlike our national parks, or The Smithsonian Institution. I want 
to sketch its true nature, because too many people seem not to 
understand it.

In that parable, a rich man leaving on a journey entrusts his property- 
measured in what were called talents—to Ms three servants for safekeeping. He 
returns to find that two servants have invested their talents well—so well, in fact, that 
their worth has doubled. The other, foolishly, has buried his talent in the ground. The
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public broadcasting—the local volunteers, trustees, producers, professionals and 
supporters who make up this enterprise—are good and faithful servants who are living 
out a modem reenactment of the Parable of the Talents. They do not eat tax dollars; 
they plant them and grow others. They are faithful over a little; they turn it into much.

I'm concerned, however, that everything those good and faithful servants have 
built over two generations is suddenly, seriously al risk.

The little town where I grew up—Manning, South Carolina—was small enough 
that we could walk to church on Sunday. My Sunday School teacher was a Southern 
matriarch named Virginia Richards Sauls, one of nine daughters of a South Carolina 
governor. Miss Virginia, as we called her, never tired of telling us the great stories of 
the Bible. Her favorite was the Parable of the Talents.
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Th? Triple Crisis

Consider, first, the triple crisis that we face.

pproach our mutual problems in an atmosphere of shared purpose? 
center wonder—and we wince as our elected leaders vilify one

-2-

Fourth and finally, I want to suggest that there arc better, more 
creative possibilities for this great national asset, this living tree 
called public broadcasting: possibilities far more hopeful and 
constructive than merely zeroing it out, or hacking the tree down 
to a stump.

reless rhetoric, about "privatizing
ivatizing turns out to be only a euphi

iy that would commercialize it; if privatizing, 
breaking it into pieces to be sold for salvage.

We face, third, a crisis of citizenship. Can we still speak with civility to one 
another? Can we a^
We citizens in the center wonder- 
another in an atmosphere of gridlock. We wince to hear commercial talk shows 
disintegrate into shouting matches and peep shows for the lurid and bizarre. Can wc 
create what Father Richard John Neuhaus calls a civil public square?

The Populist Broadcasting Service?

That triple crisis points me to my second topic: I know of one institution that can 
cnnstrijctively address every aspect of that triple crisis. It is an imperfect institution, yet 
one with many virtues. Its entire mission is education, culture and citizenship. It is 
called public broadcasting.
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First there is the crisis of education; Can we send all our children to school ready 
to learn? Once they're there, can we give them an education good enough to help 
them become productive, responsible citizens and workers in a competitive global 
economy?

Third, I'd like to say a few words about the dangers of loose talk, of 
careless rhetoric, about "privatizing" public broadcasting. If 
privatizing turns out to be only a euphemism for defunding public 
broadcasting in a wa
in the end, leads to
much could be lost, never to be regained

Wp face, second, a crisis in our popular culture—a steadily coarsening, ever- 
more-tawTdry, popular culture, driven by marketplace imperatives to be increasingly 
violent and exploitative. Today's electronic culture of gangsta rap and kick-boxing 
superheroes not only makes it harder to be a parent; except for a few honorable 
exceptions, our media coldly abandon parents who yearn to give their children decent 
values to live by. Telling those parents simply to turn off the set if they don't' like the 
violence and tawdriness that they see is like telling people to wear gas masks if they 
don't like pollution.
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elabcrate words of Abraham Lincoln: "of the people, tor the people, by the people 
For public broadcasting stations are not owned or controlled by monolith

the Enlightenment, would have loved the enlightening mission of public broadcasting. 
Jefferson the small-d democrat would have loved its universal reach. Jefferson the

broadcasting, moreover, you don't have to plug in a cable, or rent a 
hundreds of dollars a year in subscriber fees or pay-per-view charges.

s urograms; my ninth-grade son, right now, 
icner—and from a laserdisc version of Ken
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What could be more populist, more Jeffersonian? I can almost see Thomas 
Jefferson in his study, watching Bill Buckley's "Firing Line" debates. Jefferson, a child of 

That word "public" means something else: free and universally available to all. 
To enjoy its riches, no one has to pay thousands of dollars for a computer and software 
and a modem. If you do have a modem, however, we have a great new service called 
PBS ONLINE. And you'll find many public stations on the Internet, along with PBS, 
NPR, and die Corporation for Public Broadcasting. To enjoy the riches of public 

don't have to plug in a cable, or rent a converter, or pay
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inventor would have wanted to meet the pioneers who brought the world closed 
captioning for the deaf and an audio channel for the blind. It is not far-fetched to say 
that public broadcasting is Mr. Jefferson's other memorial: a temple of minds and 
voices; a temple not built of stone.

We could substitute, for that word "public" in public broadcasting, the more 
si to TA/rxrrlc rif T TFirTil’n* /x 'U-rr ibn

controlled by monolithic 
bureaucracies a thousand miles away. They're owned by local boards, by universities, 
by school systems, by nonprofit civic organizations.

That word "public" in public broadcasting refers to something else, as well: a 
mission that cannot be replaced by commercial operators any more than your public 
library can be duplicated by Crown Books, a public school replaced by a New England 
prep school, or a national seashore duplicated by a commercial theme park .

Our unique mission is service to teachers, students and schools. This year, 
hundreds of thousands of Americans will earn their high school or college degrees 
through courses screened by local public television stations. Millions of teachers will 
use classroom versions of our most famous
is learning about the Civil War from his tea<----- -------------- ---------------------- --------
Burns's masterpiece. As I speak io you, teachers across the nation are learning the new 
Goals 2000 math standards through a service called PBS MATHLINE. At 60 colleges— 
60 and growing—students can earn a two-year degree totally through PBS telecourses, 
without going to campus.

That is a side of public television many viewers, and many members of 
Congress, don’t know enough about. That mission, however, sets us apart from every 
other broadcast and cable service in America. For us, you see, education isn't an 
afterthought, or window dressing or a sideline. It is in our institutional genes. It is 
central to our purpose.

Then there's our funding, public in the broadest sense of that word. Public 
television, for example, has between five and six million contributing members—five 
million householders who give generously to something they could get for free.
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cjuestion another way, how much of the Federal budget does the Corporation for 
Public Broadcasting account for? One fiftieth of one percent; two hundredths of the

public broadcasting for an entire year. 
NOVA, All Things Considered, Morning

leaders of both parties, who rightly care about frugality and efficiency, about stretching 
every dollar, would, I'm sure, hold parades in the streets to celebrate such feats.
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Well, public broadcasling IS funded through such a frugal, efficient partnership. 
Those who are taking aim at it, in my judgment, should instead be saying, like the 
master in that biblical parable, "Well done, thou good and faithful servants. Entei into 
the reward laid up for thee."

Federal budget. In decimal form, point zero two.

That's SI.09 per person, 80 cents of it for television. If you bought just about any 
newspaper in the country last Sunday, you paid more for that paper than you pay for 
public broadcasting for an entire year. Think of it: Sesame Street, MacNeil/Lehrer, 
NOVA, All Things Considered, Morning Edition—all this, all year, for less than the cost 
of a cup of coffee in Chicago. All of public television's buildings, facilities, stations, 
programs, all year—eceryt/iirj^—for a dollar a year. We could operate FBS for ten years 
for what Fox paid for just one program: NFL Football.

Suppose we paid for interstate highways through such a public-private 
partnership, with Congress appropriating only 14 percent of the total. Suppose we 
used this model to pay for battleships or Capitol Hill offices and staffs? Government

Locally and nationally, hundreds of public- spirited corporations underwrite 
programs—Mobil, General Motors, Aicher Daniels Midland and AT&T. They can buy 
commercials elsewhere. Here, they care about another mission.

Generous and visionary foundations like Olin, MacArthur, the Pew Charitable 
Trusts, and Bradley also give.

And then, joining all these stakeholders in our enterprise, there's Congress. 
How much docs Congress contribute each year to public broadcasting? Roughly 14 
percent of the budget for this public-private enterprise. Fourteen percent. To put the

Cut Down the Living Tree, or Save It?

Some of our leaders, however, are speaking in a different way. They have 
targeted public broadcasting for a quick, sidelong choke dial could mean its eventual 
extinction. They intend, they say, to "privatize" public broadcasting by stripping it of 
federal funding. The professional political term, inside the Beltway, is "zeroing-out."

So let me turn now to my third topic—privatizing, which at this point in the 
debate cannot be distinguished from another word: commercializing.

The opponents of public television deny that their opposition is ideological; they 
deny they want to censor or silence voices they don't like. After much complaint about 
that issue, they now say they have other, more innocuous reasons. Let us take them at 
their word.
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people who love public broadcasting are the very same people who make up America. 
The majority of viewers who watch opera on public television, for example, don't have

numbers you have heard poke big holes in that argument especially when yo- 
to the numbers, the matching efforts that expand and multiply the federal contril:
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thing as nonprofit venture capital. That relatively small amount of federal funding— 
that 14 percent of public broadcasting's budget—is our seed money, our risk capital. If 
"privatize" means to "zero out" (and we're tol/ 
replacing that seed capital (and none has emerged), then to "privatize,1 
perforce, to commercialize. Take away public broadcasting's seed fundine.

JAN. 17.1995 5:02PM P6
PHONE NO. : 1410 761 0758

"privatize" means to "zero out" (and we're told it does); and if no clear plan exists for 
replacing that seed capital (and none has emerged), then to "privatize," means, 
perforce, to commercialize. Take away public broadcasting's seed funding, starve it 
financially of its only venture capital, however small—and you force it headlong into 
the alien world of ad agencies and costs-per-thousand and merchandising, rather than 
the world of teachers and historians and community volunteers.

Surely those who speak of a quick, unilateral "privatizing" don't intend that to 
be the final destination. Or do they?

Finally, we hear that cable can do everything public television can do. Why not 
let a cable network, or several cable networks, program PBS— as a sort of re-run 
channel? Leave aside for the moment the implication here: the whiff of trickle-down 
TV. Ask some other questions: Is this in the public interest, or a commercial parody of 
the public interest? Would America like to lose what would be lost? Would America's 

They argue that the federal government has "no mandate" to keep funding 
public broadcasting; that noncommercial educational broadcasting is "not essential" to 
the nation. Surely, then, they plan to zero out, as well. The Smithsonian Institution? 
The National Gallery? The Kennedy Center? Federal support for the Internet? For 
these, too, are public institutions of education and culture, like public broadcasting. And 
these too, are not essential; not necessary to life. They are simply among the things 
that make life worth living, for rich and poor alike. Why single out public 
broadcasting? I wonder why.

Another complaint is that public broadcasting is elitist, a "sandbox for the rich." 
All the factual evidence, all the research, all the data suggest the opposite: that the 

a college degree, and their household incomes are less than forty thousand dollars a 
year.

What about the contention that public broadcasting is too expensive? The 
numbers you have heard poke big holes in that argument especially when you add, 
to the numbers, the matching efforts that expand and multiply the federal contribution. 
To defund this enterprise for that reason—suddenly, unilaterally, and without 
consulting the millions of other stakeholders who produce far more of its support— 
would be pound-foolish, not economical. To people outside the Beltway, to thousands 
of local board members and volunteers, such talk doesn't sound like reform. It sounds 
like assisted suicide—a mask pressed down upon a patient who wants no such 
assistance, and whose family isn't allowed into the room.

Told how frugal we are, some of these detractors about-face, awkwardly, to yet 
another explanation: It's such a tiny amount, they say, it could easily be made up from 
"other sources''—from loy sales, for example, lied to our programming. The numbers 
don't add up, but who's counting?

We need to be clear on one important point: In our economy, there is no such 
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the partnership maintained or increased. Support for federal funding totals 80 percent 
among Republicans; 86 percent among independents; 90 percent among Democrats.

♦
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jaries of each appropriations season, 
iginal Carnegie Commission, made up largely of Republican business leaders, 
for a national endowment, raised from a fe ‘ -----

Fortunately, rhe people of public broadcasting, and the people who cherish 
public broadcasting all over the nation, have lots of good ideas. All over the country, 
local stations are becoming educational teleplexes. They're planting

technologies. They're turning the existing infrastructv

What the People Say

Perhaps our leaders on Capitol Hill need to listen to what the people say. A 
national poll conducted by Opinion Research Corporation was released today. It 
suggests that most Americans—84 percent—want that small but vital federal stake in
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existing commercial networks like such an outcome? What would such a scheme do 
public television's historic role as fount and wellspring of innovative program ideas?

What, exactly, is the vision of those who would "privatize" public broadcasting? 
Is it a vision that preserves the original dream, or does it torch and destroy that 
dream? They don't say. Is it a vision worthy of those public-spirited Republicans and 
Democrats of the Carnegie Commission, who created a new model called public 
broadcasting 25 years ago? They don't say. Is it a vision for a new and better future? 
Or is it, in fact, a death warrant disguised as a new charter?

What do these numbers tell us? They suggest that the parents and teachers and 
grandparents of this nation—the people who live in homes with cable, and in the 32 
million homes that don't subscribe—may want a better plan. They seem to want 
something more than vengeful zeroes, or "privatization" schemes that threaten to 
commercialize or kill.

the flag of 
education on new technologies. They're turning the existing infrastructure of public 
broadcasting into a free educational launching pad into cyberspace.

People within the world of public television have good ideas, as well, about 
renewing and refreshing public television: ideas, tor example, about insulating its 
governance and financing from the political vagaries of each appropriations season. 
_.ie original Carnegie Commission, made up largely of Republican business leaders, 
called for a national endowment, raised from a few pennies on the sale of each TV set 
and radio. That's one idea. A reserve of spectrum auction money is another. Tax 
credits and "education technology grants" are another.

The local leaders of public broadcasting are forward-looking. They are highly 
capable of planning the future of their enterprise. Before changes are hatched that 
might be ill-considered, we need some decent ground rules. Let me suggest three:

First, all of the stakeholders who support this local enterprise ought 
to be invited to the table. Otherwise, any outcome is likely to be 
imposed, not democratic.

Second, the process should be orderly, not precipitous; careful, not 
headlong. Public broadcasting has taken 40 years to achieve its 
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Do They Hear Us?
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ipeaker Gingrich's speeches about futurism and technology and the Third Wave— 
laptops for the poor—and they say, in so many words, "Technology for humane

Does he know we're here?"

It was Edmund Buike who pointed out Lhal the true conservatism lops off dead 
branches, in order to preserve the living tree. Public broadcasting, however imperfect 
it may be, is part of the living tree: the tree of education, culture and citizenship. To 
chop up that tree and sell it off as cordwood would be violent and extreme, not 
conservative.

present excellence. VXTiy all this haste to dispatch it in 100 days, by 
a quick, sidelong fiscal choking?

Third, we need to be candid about the real motives underlying 
proposals for change. What are we to think about would-be 
surgeons who seem to despise their patient?

The volunteers, professionals and board members of America's public 
broadcasting stations are eager to tell their leaders about the worth and potential of 
that living tree. They see a historian and educator as die House Speaker and they say, 
"History; that's what we're about." They hear Speaker Gingrich discuss our need to 
nurture and care for our young and say, "Education: that's what we're about." They 
hear Si ' ‘ ‘ _ ' ' ' ' ' ' ------ --- ------- -- ..
abcut laptops for the poor­
ends: that's what we're about. Is he’listening?

Those same leaders look at the biography of Senator Pressler and see a son of 
Harvard; a Rhodes Scholar, a Senator whose constituents, many of them, live in rural 
places or are too poor to afford a monthly bill for cable, great'as cable is. They say, 
"We have a great deal to say to him. Will he listen?"

The people of public broadcasting—thousands of them, who have created jobs 
and educational services and community outreach projects out of their local stations, 
are ready to join in a discussion about its renewal and its future, but they will also fight 
the reflex to destroy what they have built. Today they know that millions of Americans 
agree with them.
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:ederal funding for public television is concerned, which would you 
Congress do in 1995?/' more than 8 in 10 (84%) advocated either

• Eighty-two percent agree that public TV "has a higher standard of program

(over)

Public Broadcasting Service
1320 Braddock Place Alexandria. VA 22314-1698 (703p39-5000

• Support is strong across all party lines. 80% among Republicans, 86% among 
independent voters, 90% among Democrats.

FACT SHEET: 
ORC POLL ON TELEVISION PROGRAMMING AND PBS

9)
PBS

The Opinion Research Corporation (ORC) of Princeton, N.J., conducted a survey 
of 1,005 adults (age 18+) from Jan. 5-8,1995, regarding their views on television 
programming and on public television specifically.

The poll reveals the public's concerns over a perceived deterioration in the 
overall quality of television, and broad support for noncommercial public 
television as a standard-bearer for quality programming that is educational, 
informative, family-oriented, and appealing to a wide range of viewers. Among 
the specific findings:

• Most Americans support federal funding for public television. When asked, 
"Asfarash  
like to see Congress do in 199L ,  . 
"increase funding" or "maintain funding at current levels," with a plurality 
(49%) supporting an increase.

quality than commercial TV or cable," and 76% feel that without PBS "it 
would be very difficult to maintain and improve the quality of television 
programming in the future."

• A large majority of Americans (86%) feel that PBS continues to be an 
important resource to the nation, with a plurality of 45% calling PBS "more 
important... than ever before," and 41% calling it "as important today... as in 
the past."

• Nearly all believe PBS "provides more educational and informative benefits 
to its viewers than most other television"(92%) and "is more suitable for the 
whole family"(91%).

• Nine in 10 feel PBS "offers something for just about everyone from all walks 
of life, regardless of education or income" (90%).

• More than eight in 10 (82%) feel that PBS is "reasonably balanced in the 
content of its programming — neither too conservative nor too liberal." 
Agreement was high among all political groups: Republicans 79%, 
independent voters 83%, Democrats 87%.

JAN.17.1995 5:05PM P9
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CONTACT:
Dara Goldber g (PBS) 703/739-5031
Judy Lescher/Rosemary Meyer (ORC) 800/999-0213

(Washington, EX?, Jan. 17,1995)—An overwhelming majority of

Americans see public television as a champion of quality television, and advocate 

continued—or even increased—federal support, according to a nationwide 

opinion poll released today.

The survey of more than 1,000 adults was conducted by Opinion Research 

Corporation (ORC) of Pnnceton, New Jersey, during the first week of January. 

Among its findings:

Public Broadcasting Service
1320 Braddock Place Alexandra, VA 22314-1698 

17W Broadw/ Mew 'fork. MY 100191-112
5757 Wilshire Boulevard Suite 639 Los Angeles, CA 90C36-3636

PBS
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The poll sheds light on why the public so strongly believes in the importance of 
non commercial public television:

• More than half (55 percent) feel the quality of television overall is 
deteriorating, including an increasing amount of violence and a shortage of 
family programming, and the vast majority (82 percent) believe television 
violence has a negative impact on children.

NATIONAL POLL: EIGHT IN TEN AMERICANS
SUPPORT FEDERAL FUNDING FOR PUBLIC TV 

—Public sees television in general decline; cites PBS as essential leader 
in quality, educational programming for the family—

• Most Americans (84 percent) would like to see Congress either maintain 
public television's funding at current levels or increase it, with nearly half 
advocating an increase.

• Support for federal funding was strongly nonpartisan, totalling 80 percent or 
more among voters who identified themselves as Republicans, Democrats, 
and independents.

• More than eight in 10 people say PBS is as important, or more so, than it has 
been in the past, with 45 percent saying it is more important than ever 
before.
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The telephone survey of 1,005 adults 18 years or older was conducted during 

the period Jan. 5-8,1995. Opinion Research Corporation was founded in 1938 by 

Claude Robinson, the original associate of polling pioneer George Gallup. It 

provides research for some of the world's largest corporations and other 

organizations.

PBS is a private, non-profit corporation owned and operated by the nation's 

public television stations. A trusted community resource, PBS uses the power of 

non-commercial television to enrich, the lives of all Americans through quality 

programs and educational services that inform, entertain and inspire.

JAN.17.1995 5:06PM Pll
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• Eight in 10 (82 percent) say PBS has a higher standard of quality than 
commercial television or cable, and more than tluee out of four (76 percent) 
believe that without PBS it would be very difficult to maintain and improve 
the quality cf TV programming.

• Nearly all said PBS is more educational end informative than most other 
television (92 percent), is more suitable for the whole family (91 percent), and 
offers something for viewers of all walks of life (90 percent).
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• Compared to past years, a majority feel they are seeing more programs on 
television that are not suitable for children (78%) or are too violent (76%), ar

(51%).

• A majority feel there are fewer television performers or characters who serve
as good role models for young viewers (54%), and programs the whole 
family can watch together (51%).

###

• With regard to today's television programming overall, more than half (55%) 
feel the quality of television is '’not as good these days as it was a few years 
ago," 25% say it's "about the same" and 18% feel it is "improving."

.. and
more political commentary that leans too heavily toward one political party

JAN.17.1995 5:06PM P12
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• Eighty-two percent believe that "the amount of violence children see on 
television has an effect on their likelihood of being aggressive and 
committing crimes "

The margin of error for the survey is ±3%. Opinion Research Corporation is an 
international corporation founded in 1938 by Claude Robinson, the original 
associate of polling pioneer George Gallup.

For further information about the findings, contact Judy Lescher (ORC), 
800/999-0213, or Dara Goldberg (PBS), 703/739-5031.
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T have warned several times in recent days that the present discussion of
"privatizing" public broadcasting cannot be interpreted as anything other than 
an attempt to commercialize or kill the enterprise. I have said that those who

The first is a determined group of electronic book-burners—spedai- 
•est groups who, seeing books that they don't like on the shelves of the

to $600 a year for commercial programming that purports to ''duplicate" public 
television is a good substitute for what exists today. Roughly 90 million citizens
are not hooked up to cable. Who will speak for them?

leg'
Th<

(more)

CONTACT: Karen Doyne 703/739-5074
Robb Deigh 703/739-5392

Statement or
Ervin S. Duggan

PRESIDENT AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 
Public Broadcasting Service

FROM : GLEN*BURN1E SALES*L*L*LANE. 
*
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Statements over the weekend now make clear that "privatization," in the 
eyes of those commercial operators, has precisely this meaning: selling off the 
assets of public television for scrap, to the highest commercial bidder.

Careful observers should be able to discern three distinct sources of 
pressure to defund and break up public television:

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 public television from its path—or, failing that, control it. If this 
impulse succeeds, Americans may wonder in the aftermath whether paying $300

speak about privatization have put public broadcasting, wittingly or unwittingly, 
into play for a hostile takeover and breakup attempt by commercial operators.

The third source of pressure is 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. If public television is picked clean in such a hostile 
takeover, will these commercial operators be interested in delivering the full 
range of educational and informative programming that defines public 
television—much less the education services and technologies that are serving 
teachers, students and communities nationwide, such as our college telecourses, 
PBS Mathline, and the Sesame Street Parent Education Project? There is a 
fundamental difference in the day-to-day decision-making process for an 
institution dedicated to the public interest and serving citizens, and one dedicated 
to profit, serving shareholders.
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on investment. They are already, one might say, substantially "privatized." 
They certainly do not need brokers or transfer agents on Capitol Hill to do their
negotiating for them, against their will and without their participation.

profit, noncommercial educational television into just another TV channel, driven 
by ratings, the lowest common denominator of public taste, and the appetites of

money7' to offer in political campaigns. It has no strength with which to fight 
except the strength of its mission, the power of a dream, and the loyalty of

#######

advertisers? With Ken Burns's "The Civil War" interrupted every few minutes 
by aspirin commercials?

Public television has no political action committees. It has no "soft 

It is particularly ironic that these proposals surface on the heels of national 
polls that show unequivocal public support for PBS and its continued federal 
funding. Will the American people be happy with the transmogrification of non­
profit, noncommercial educational television into just another TV 

The nation's public television stations are private, non-profit, locally- 
owned service institutions. They raise 86 percent of the system's total budget 
from sources other than the Congressional appropriation of 14 percent— 
returning to the American taxpayer, in the process, a four- or five-to-one return 

millions of Americans. Those are frail’weapons, unfortunately, against the 
powers now moving to destroy it, or at the very least, to alter it beyond all 
recognition.

I greatly admire Senator Larry Pressler. I worked collaboratively and 
productively with him and his able staff when I was a commissioner of the 
Federal Communications Commission. Senator Pressler has the opportunity 
now to be the savior and protector of this imperfect but hopeful educational and 
cultural institution, which happens to use technology as its medium. Can we 
persuade him to allow the local licensees of public television—many of them 
universities, school boards and state education networks—a voice in their own 
fate?

JAN.23.1995 5:1SPM P3
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1Z23/95The Washington Post,

Bell
Atlantic

™ lew:Wmts PBS
Stations

— uujuai wno requested ano
nyiuity. TTiat agenda being cutnng deals with

Congreaa sts]» CfiB of its 
id lifts the ixobibitiaQ a^dnst art create programs.

Phone Company Would 

Also Fund Programming
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gently won fedeml approval lu tesTinarket its 
vrieo system m Fairfax County, where it plans to 

more than 200 movies that viewers can 
Sfw officials era^-
staed that they would also make public broadcast- 

u.1*" 1,a;y <*uued
<*“>.!»* ■» "l*fer » »■ 

, Ute last ym. BeB Atlantic joined wth two oth-

twfafc TV Statons iu tl» rntwrf

Beil Atlantic needs video programming as it 

S^^mpe!Sa?8tet sys­
tems by offering tetevi^co over its phone lines. lt 
’•ccently won fedend approval to test-market its 
vrieo system m Fairfax County, where it plans to 
o&r more than 200 movies that viewers can 
Sfw C0,,lpmy offida3s eWha-
sued that thev would also make public broadcast- 

aV^OTtr added
mat oo deasans had been made on whether to in- 
ctade commrrriaE during the prognmmmg 

BeB Atlantic joined wxth two oth-

ctaeT Owte to lock far opportmibes to pwehase

roleasal
company i r ____

Bell Atlantic serves a seven-state ar­
ea including the District, Maryland, 
Virginia and the Philadelphia area.

On CBS’s “Face the Nation" yester­
day. Senate Commerce Committee 
Chairman Larry Pressler (R-SD.) re­
vealed that he had held discussions with 
Beil Atlantic and several other telecom­
munication companies about how they 
could become primary funding sources 
for production of such PBS shows as 
T'ronrline." “Sesame Street" and “No­
va." CPB currently provides $285.6 
million in federal funds to public radio 
and TV, accounting for 14 percent of 
the total public broadcasting budget.

Bell Atlantic Chalruuu Raymond W. 
Smith met with. Pressler early last 
week for “very preHminary*1 talks re­
garding the matter, according to Bell 
Atlantic spokeswoman Shannon Fiora- 
vaiti. Much would depend, she said, on 
whether Congress stsps CPB of its 
funding and lifts the probibi tiou against 
profit-making companies owning public 
hmaricasting stations. She said she had 
no details about which stations would 
be involved. The public television out­
lets m the Washington area are WET A 
(Channel 26), WHMM (Channel 32)and 
the Maryland Public Teltrrisiun system.

“If Congress decides to privatise pub­
lic broadcasting, we would be interest­
ed in either exploring partnering ar-

By Mike Mills and John Maynard 
_______ ^itlungton Pw< Suit Wntm__________

Bell Atlantic Corp, is interested in buy­
ing pubbe television stations within its
telephone service region and along over 
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting’s 

funding source for programming, 
officials said yesterday.

rangements or possibly purchasing 
stations within the Bell Atlantic region ” 
Bell Atlantic President James G. Cullen 
said m a statement yesterday. “We 
wuukl want to continue the public braad- 
.'asting emphasis on educational and quah- 
rv community progranunmg.”

. - --------- t-------------r.—-wa. wiujc ic^IS-
laticn that, through a private corporation would 
maintain CPB s goals of reaching every area of the 
nation with educational programming. “It could he 
done with a provision that they would continue 
chiloren’s programming and rural broadcastinc 
They could do this without spending any federal 
money,” he said on “Face the Nation?

*

Senator Pressler pretty clearly, for the fi«t 
time, made the real agaida dear in terms of the 
supposed pnvatizatiou of public television.” 

putol^Mdenatmg uffidal who requested ano- 
nymity. TTiat agenda being cutting deals with 
Huge communications companies whose goals 
ar^l to preserve public TV but to carve it up and 
turn it into another commercial network. PBS is a 
j-Jtting duck for a communications company that 
My needs a television outlet."

CPB President Richard Caibun, who appearea 
on the show with Pressler, said he was “totally tak­
en by surprise” regarding Pressler's statement “I

wily iu couch with reality."
For example, he said, it's not clear how BeD At- 

ianfac or any othar communications company 
vouri take over CPB from the federal govern­
ment, because CTO has few assets aside frctn iu

%
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near Mr. president»

&ft£_And
£tne General sorvioey

I

you are well aware, we in Aiatrlau continue to face a 
fiscal crisis- With nr- annual budget deficit projected 5-t

Comarca Committee's jurisdiction. Among the propogals 
already publicly articulated is the privatisation of tn

W fA>' 
mtw

The Honorable Rin Clinton 
President
The White House
1600 Pennsylvania Avenue*., N»W.
Washington D.c. J’.ODOS

02-09-95 03:31PM FROM JllttDIANE BLAIR
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I writw ho oortyratulats you and your Administration on your 
numerous suggestion^ for privatiaatlon. TWi?. were propoaa.iB in 
Vic*-President Core’s report for the UationQl Performance KHview, 
Creating A aovorximent Th&t Works Bat
Suggestions to privatise functions o
Administration, Gavernroent Printing Offica, 3ob corp civilian 
Conservation Centers, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, Naval Petroleum Reserve, Department of Defense, 
and the united states Enrichment Corporation are compelling.

VWV • will rn fcMU 1,. tttMim

AS
severe : ___ ___ . . , _____
f 17S billion and. a national.debt of over >4.8 trillion, we 
siniply cannot afford to pay for all the good and worthy sounding 
projects which vie for American's tax dollars.

As Chairman of the Senatw Commerua, 8cie»nca and 
Transportation Committee, I anticipate signif icant cute and 
privatisation will be raguired for the many areas within the 
Commerce Committee's jurisdiction. Among the propogals I have 
already publicly articulated is the privatiication of the

fcnBUA Mum, vJj.4

MMWkKiaiiMii&HSiWl

W*«.cw<w, iutr HV(!|U,

lanited States Senate
COMMITTIS ON COMMM»M, »CitNCE. 

ANP t«AN9PORTATlON

WA»14IN(JTON, OK

January 27, l$$d

Corporation Por public Breadcasting (CPB).

r would very much like to work with you, vice-president Gora 
and the Administration on this privatisation proposal, T am 
anxious to hear your views and plans for the Corporation For 
Public Broadcasting. I want to work in a bi-partisan fashion to 
craft such a plan.

ivr-fMomiA 
rwev
fc’1**'•itn
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I look forward co hoarin? frow you on your propoDul. I 
^pxaoiata your attention to thio itT^portanv matter.
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President Carlson and CPB Board
Diane Blair
Novak's column in today's Post

I am deeply disturbed by the numerous inaccuracies and 
innuendoes in this column.

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 know 
that I was deeply distressed about the day's events because I 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 Gingrich." 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 just "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 Lady asking if 

, and I said that I would not 
..ill- Z  *■ So much for the First Lady's

(The" fact that someone on staff at the CPB is

I would be available for dinner, 
because I was dining with the Board.
involvement. (---- ----
monitoring Board member's phone messages and reporting them to the 
press should be of grave concern to us all).

I would be amazed if the transcript of the January 24 
Board meeting shows me saying, "This thing stinks." What I do 
recall is saying to several Board members in a pre-meeting 
conference in the library, "This just doesn't pass the smell test."

That I am trying "to spread the story around" about 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 speak to the Washington Post when the reporter 
called because she wanted to know whether my opposition was 
designed to "get Gingrich" and I wanted to refute those 
allegations. I repeated the real reasons for my opposition to
Karen Bedford of Current when she called doing a follow-up story to 
the Post article.

I do not know who is trying to fan the flames of this story, 
but it certainly is not me. I wish we could concentrate on the 
real business of saving public broadcasting.
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January 24, 1995

President, CPBRichard Carlson,To:

Diane BlairFrom:

staff

1.

I think the strategy behind this contract was

cc:

TO

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

Henry Cauthen, Chairman of the Board 
Carolyn Bacon, Vice-Chairman of the Board

The more I consider the decision made yesterday by CPB 
to hire Clark & Weinstock and Wasserstein Perella, the more 

distressed I have become. Therefore, I want to register, to you, 
this internal dissent to the "consulting" contract with which we

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 Board. Given the fact that the 
contract was signed yesterday morning, with the Board assembled 
in town, there was certainly time to do so.

2. I 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. This action on 
our part can and I fear will be construed as a signal of 
resignation just at the time when a show of strength was called 
for.

3. At 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 private interests, for 
strategic advice.

I profoundly hope that my misgivings are misplaced, and 
that you will be proven correct. However, I fear otherwise.

2-14-95 08:46AM
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be more careful. Gingrich was not

William Raspb f

Self-Interest aiotogy and let him stay, or should 
she throw the unfaithful bum out?r 1

t When Weber mentioned Ins dmner racial mfenonty Univ(i8ity
with Gingrich, alarm bells sounded for less he wanted to pidt« Tb hw years ago from ^ane
several board members-indudmg Vic it from the premdat of 
Gold, a conservative journalist and versrty(whosureiywaswdlawareot ^sMadmoi-
speech writer named to the CPB by his the Oaporerthe Mmray/HerwMmn me£ ftsi^tatxm was as a cnmnp
fnend.Pres.dent George Bush. book The BeU Curve’) is beyond  ^tinnamone

belief.

these words:“^T^rage SAT for Africa Lawrence’s part. Isit also mstru^ve 

Americans is 750. Do we set-stan- that the meetmg

SM-ISS-wt

tectualiy inferior but that the infajor-

er average? "

FjmT.'theySiriy suggttt whatUw-

Nor did it appear to be just the shp the protesting studento—bef«<-they 
of the tongue he has tried to make it learned of his “genetie’ 
outto fc Tbe transcript of his re- it interesting that none of tbe »tonM

But what was tri. reputtti® among

^T^sm-or e^n msensitivrty-on

thtoThlitoi: It depends on whether 
ung: Frwias U “ think you’d be better off wrib him

or without him; that’s something only

When Vin Weber was called into a 
closed board meeting of the Corporation 
for Pubbc Broadcasting (CPB) Jan. 21 
for consideration of a $250,000 con­
tract, the first thing he said was: "1 had 
dinner with the speaker last night.”

It was an unfortunate choice of 
words. To conservatives on the board, it 
seemed former congressman Weber 
was going to lobby his friend and ally, 
Rep. Newt Gingrich, to save public 
broadcasting. Liberals on the board 
dose to President Cbnton saw an oppor­
tunity to embarrass the hated Repubh- 
can House speak”'

This is Washington 1995: a Repub­
lican revolution, backstage maneuvering 

So’the”storr of Newt and Vin. a 

15-year-old political partnership that

nmg: - -- ---------- -

unwarranted and hurtful. - 
You wouldn’t eapect an unakflled 

^Ttatatorty tbwe da'ys-jot un-

hereditary background to have a high- 
_______ _ w ■ *

Two things

that they could forgive his faux pas? 
On the other hand, the black stu-

What did Ann Landers think? 
Her classic response wM Some- 

youtom^ ^?d tebSer off with him

Robert D. Novak

With Friends Like These

William Kaspberry

Outrage 

Vs.

friend. President George Bush. 
“I’ve been m this town 35 years, and I 

know lobbying when I see it,’ Gold said, 
responding to my query. ’This was lob­
bying by Vin Weber.” Both Carlson and 
Weber denied that, and lobbying by CPB 
is prohibited by law. Weber is identified 
as a lobbyist on his weekly National 
Public Radio commentaries, but he told 
me that he has no lobbying clients at 

present.
A different-sounding alarm bell was 

heard by CPB member Diane Blair of 
Fayetteville. Ark., wife of James Blair, 
the Tyson Foods lawyer behind Hillary 
Rodham Clinton’s $100,000 killing in 
the commodity market She left the 
room, according to CPB sources, and 
called the First Lady at the White 

House.
Mrs. Clinton was not available, but no

embarrassment.
No element of big government is so

<_—,  -------- 2 ‘~ ’
revolution as public broadcasting. Its 
leaders are split between those kke 
Public Broadcasting Service President 
Ervin Duggan, who want to drcie the 
wagons, and those like CPB President 
Richard Carlson, who seek survival 
through a new structure. The CPB’s 10 
board members are evenly and bitterly 
divided, with some privately congenial 
to defundiiig.

At that Jan. 21 meeting. Carlson—a 
Republican—proposed a “restructuring" 
plan by two New York firms. The con- > 
tract specified $100,000 for Clark & 
Weinstock, strategic communications 
advisers, and $150,000 for Wasserstem- 
Perella. investment bankers.

Vin Weber was called into the room 
as the representative of Clark & Wein­
stock. At the prior urging of CPB offi- 
dafs. be described to board members 
Gingrich’s determination to defund pub­
lic broadcasting.

When Weber menbooed his dinner

Robeson Jr. (the 67-year-old son of 
perhaps Rutgers’ most famous gradu-

yunything* they*rc bom with. ^'on^toe'^hlr°hSd. the blackstu- 

tSThemade his statement as a part able. “I knowrhes hetoedmmonbesm 
rf his Sent that the Scbttastic the past."
Aptitude Test (and other -ch «ne~ senior, was qirntod as

matter. Blair was staying at the White by Weber’s firm, adding that* Porter
House for her two-day Washington visit. " ’ 1“'1‘ A

Blair has publicly denied any interest in
the speaker. But over dinner with fellow

to r<^Jeague?she said: “We’re going to for the project would come from the 

give it to Gingrich." Annenberg Foundation. No tax money
At the board's Jan. 22 session, Blair would be involved. But enough CPB

said- “This thing stinks." New Jersey members to kill the project still said no.
Democratic campaign contributor Alan Shortly thereafter, according to other
Sagner, an absent member, phoned in board members, Diane Blair began try-
to also say no, on grounds that an ing to undercut Gingnch by spreading

“If I’ve learned anything, the ideo- 
Weber’s contract logical and cultural gap in this country

Consequently, they were surprised is bigger than I thought,’ Weber told 
bv a Jan. 27 letter from Carlson mdi- me, citing “the commitment of certain 

7 . . «__ _____ -aiw U- rtMrAmwiAnt.ftnanrtad hmaH-
UdLUUC 4-1 rs- - —— —----------------- ■—*- . . utold of meeting that day with a rare casting. But a broader lesson might be

l>year-0M ponuroi pannersmp umu congressional Republican who supports that with the wolves in full cry for the
fa^Ttbe Republican takeover^ Con- public broadcasting: Rep. John Porter speaker s scalp, his associates should

gress and now B becoming a mutual of Illinois, chairman of the relevant be more <areful. Gingnch^ was not
appropriations subcommittee. Carlson pleased with his fnend s performance,

co eKrnern « UMS ~ said he had “explained the idea of and with good reason.
clearly threatened by the Republican strategic evaluation’ to be conducted cubs. syvtou 1m.

up the ante and force Lawrence’s 

resignation.
Should they? J.
I'm reminded of an Ann Landers 

column of several years ago m which 
a reader posed a similar question. It 
aeems a woman had caught her hus­
band fooling around and that he had 
confessed the infidelity. But he'was 
remorseful and didn’t want to break 
up his marriage. Shouldshe accept!his

pertaps Rutgers’ most famous gradu-

conference in support of the

Let’s get it straight from the begui-

marks-bowever off-hand or tnno-

laborer to raise the old canard of the Mack students at Rutgers. 
^^r^TXtavs-notun- Lawrence came to Rutgera-five

“said he thought it was both smart and 

useful.’’
__________________________ In a subsequent conference call,

CPB board members Jan. 21. according Carlson made a last try. The $250,000

give rt to Gingrich." Annenberg Foundation. No tax money

said:' ^7thto/^MK?'New Jersey members to kW the project sfiU said no. 

Sagner, an absent member, phoned in

“outsidei^is not needed? That put five the story around. .....................

of 10 board members in opposition to L_——
Weber’s contract. I-o------- ,— —_ — - -

Consequently, they were surprised is bigger than I thought, Weber told
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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, I want to talce 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.

(
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

job. It is mean-spirited. And it is wrong.
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And there is nothing that's more wrong than the attacks the Republican leadership is 

now waging against public broadcasting. 

Frankly, when I 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. 
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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. 
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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? W AMU, 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. 
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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 

ederal funding for public broadcasting. We view it as crucial to the enterprise. We see it as 

ound investment and a sound federal policy. 

And a great value. 
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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. 
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It's like baking bread ... yeast makes up a very small percent of the total ingredients. 

But if you don't sprin
k

le 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. 
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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 taxidennist 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. 
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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. 

It'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 I said the attack on public television was no isolated event, I meant what I 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? 
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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. 

Wh�n 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! 
·.

( ( The nation� well--Oeing

depends on a certain 

level of literacy and 

common culture in the 

pf1Julation. . . . When 

the government makes 

its small contribution 

to public broadcasting, 

these are the social 

benefits it provides; 

the cost is not irrational 

or disproportionare.J) 
Leonard Garment, 

Counsel to President Nixmi 

inThc ewYorkTimes,Dec. /9, 1994

S
ome members 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 house in order. 

[n 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 Americans out of the reach of cable television. There 

are 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 aJI, 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 

ourselves to a biography of Frederick Douglass, to a children's series on 

geography or to in-depth radio news coverage. Our covenant with the 

American 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 

educational resource available to all. We celebrate the l'ichness 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. 

Please join me by writing to members of Congress, asking them to 
support public broadcasting in America. 

�: 
Chainnan, WETA Board of Tn.istus 
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“Sesame Street.”
Knell also said that "the thought 

that the syndicators or commercial 
networks would put ‘Sesame Street’ 
on, on a noncommercial basis, is not 
believable.... We don’t feel that edu-

aS

Laurence Jarvik, director of the 
Center for the Study of Popular Cul­
ture and a persistent opponent of fed­
eral funding for CPB, thinks things 
are finally going his way. But he add­
ed: “This is Washington, so you never 
know.”
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EBRASKA PRESS
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CPB, From DI

Gingrich and Pressler are part of a 
vocal, newly empowered group in 
Congress that has long opposed fund­
ing CPB. But until now, the group had 
little impact. Now in control of Con­
gress, the group’s members are say­
ing they want to eliminate public 
broadcasting or privatize it, because it 
is liberal and elitist.

PBS President Ervin Duggan ob­
jects. “The real elitism here is what

QA

_____
Sen. Larry Pressler, left, and PBS President Ervin Duggan are on opposite 
sides of the fight to end funding for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

aired. bate in Appropriations will focus
r_r  Gary Knell, senior vice president strictly on numbers—“where can we

CPB currently*^receives $285.6 for corporate affairs of Children’s cut?”—but that the Senate panel is

more likely to debate the organiza­
tion’s merits.

“What we would like to see hap-

nel of choice for every parent of js changing, said PBS’s Dug- large rural populations of their states
young children,” offering a full day of Contracts for the next season of served by public television and radio

— - - • ■ systems.
Finally, many of the board mem­

bers of public broadcasting operations 
around the country are members of 
the traditionally Republican business 

 establishment. It’s unclear whether
Most observers expect that when they would support such a radical

the new Congress convenes, the de- change as withdrawal of all federal
bate will first be played out in the funding.

stuff ” they are all unnecessary and House Appropriations subcommittee
the savings would add up. on labor, health and education,

And Crane believes that popular chaired by Rep. John Porter (R-Ill.), 
programs such as “Sesame Street” and then move to the Senate Com- 
could always find a home on commer- merce Committee, which must decide 
rial television. Crane asserts that the whether to extend CPB’s existence
program grosses $1 billion a year in through 1999.
merchandising revenue, assuring that Robert Coonrod, CPB s executive

lite Gifts. Ht 20%

sponsorships, foundation grants and ing fees for the show all of which 

individual contributions. But Duggan
said the 14 percent from the govern­
ment “is the seed com you plant to
start everything else."

Rep. Edward Markey (D-Mass.), a
longtime supporter of federal funding
for public broadcasting, said: “I think
there’s a major battle about to unfold,
and I think that both sides are going
to have a full opportunity to explain to
the American people what PBS repre­
sents.”

In the middle—used by both sides
to bolster their arguments—is the
children’s programming on PBS. 1  
Some are calling this the Battle of Big p^y.Afong” and “Shining Time Sta- 

Bird. tjon»—arg produced independently,
Supporters of funding PBS, such as and the revenues —

2. 2 ’  ’ i cussion of the fundamentals—the im-
goes back into the educational pro portance of local stations, our 
gramming of the nonprofit organiza- educational activities. We’d like a de-
tion. Half of that money goes back to cision based on assessment of what 

the money goes for. To a lot of people 
in this country, public broadcasting is 
important.”

Among the unknowns in the debate 
is what the White House will have to 

cational’preschoorprograms should say. Any support for cuts from the ad- 

be interrupted by commercials.” ministration might lend momentum to
CTW’s relationship with PBS has Gingrich’s plan. Another unknown is 

been unusual. Most of PBS’s success- the view of the public—which in­
ful children’s programs that have eludes many people who support pub- . 
merchandising spinoffs—such as broadcasting with their own funds. 
“Bamev and Friends,” “Lamb Chop s Republicans> such as Ted •

Bud. ^"-ar; produced independently, Stevens (Alaste) and Mark Hatfield
Supporters of funding PBS, such as and the revenues have not been (Ore.), have been supporters of public

Markey, argue that “PBS is the chan- shared by public broadcasting. broadcasting in part because of the
nel of choice for every parent of That is changing, said PBS’s Dug- large rural populations of their states 
1 „ . ~ r .---------- . -------
commercial-free programming for “Barney,” for example, return some
preschoolers. revenue from products and ancillary

Opponents, such as Rep. Philip rights to PBS. And for “Wishbone,” a
Crane (R-Ill.), call public broadcasting children’s series premiering in the 
“an irrelevancy." Crane and many oth- fail, PBS is an equity partner with the
er Hill conservatives have lumped producer, a subsidiary of the company
CPB with the National Endowments that produces "Barney.”
for the Arts and the Humanities, say­
ing that while all three budgets to­
gether may be “nickel-and-dime

they are saying: ‘Let them pay for it could support itself wherever it vice president, said he thinks the de- 

h,’ ” he said. “ ‘Let them eat cable’ is
elitism. We’re the populist service."

millioru from which it’Sen funds PBS Television Workshop, which produces
and National Public Radio. Both have “Sesame Street," calls that number
other sources of private funding; PBS “completely disingenuous and inaccu-
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Book World: ‘Killing Custer,’ 
a history of Little Bighorn
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By Jacqueline Trescott
_______________Washington Post Staff Writer

Its groups in Virginia and the District received 
news this week that their public funds are about 
to be decimated.

The D.C. Council yesterday slashed the budget of the 
city s Commission on the Arts and Humanities by 
$900,000 beyond the cuts made earlier this month. 
Since the beginning of the fiscal year, the council has 
eliminated 55 percent of the city’s primary source of 
support for arts and humanities, leaving $1.4 million for 
the remaining nine months of fiscal 1995. Grants that 

, ,°d S’tmm'v -
had been approved are in jeopardy, along with arts-relat- / * i / ,» , - r

>■ , . 1 he Preacher ar *f

PHOTOCOPY
PRESERVATION

By Chuck Philips
_____________Special to The Washington Post

earl Jam, whose touring plans were derailed last 
summer by a battle with Ticketmaster over ser­
vice fees, will return to the stage next month for

the first of what is expected to be a series of concerts 
sidestepping the ticket giant. The Seattle rock group will 
headline shows Jan. 14 and 15 at the 3,500-seat Consti­
tution Hall to benefit Voters for Choice, the D.C.-based 
political action committee that for 15 years has worked 
to elect candidates who support abortion rights.

Tickets to the shows, which are expected to raise 
$100,000, will be sold without a surcharge through a 
mail order lottery system designed in part to accommo­
date the band’s anti-Ticketmaster stance. Sources say 
the band is exploring a similar mail order approach for 
selling tickets to its planned U.S. summer tour at venues 
not affiliated with Ticketmaster.

‘Pearl Jam doesn’t just sing about issues they care 
about. These guys walk it like they talk it,” said Gloria 
Steinem, co-founder and president of Voters for Choice. 

Steinem, who supports the band’s crusade for lower 

See TICKETS, D9, CoL 1
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District, Virginia

Slash Arts Budgets
Current Grants Are in Jeopardy
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TO 12024566244 PC02FROM J1M&D1ANE BLAIR04-06-95 07:30PM

April 6, 1995

Dear Melanne,

Call when you catch your breath.

C Vs) Sfc I " S - [C‘ b

• n the cable folks??)
have to give Fields some kind of plan by April 30.

Hate to welcome you home with such "un-glad" tidings, but when 
Big Bird is at stake, of course I think of you.

25. iS/aii

IOI I \yan^£i£riia.i 

^ayittividz, ^zia-nAai. 72701

second, I wanted you to see the attached memo which Sharon 
Rockefeller sent to Dick Carlson yesterday. All of these 
outrageous threats were reiterated by Rep. Fields to a public 
broadcasting group that went to see him yesterday. So, the folks 
in the House have become even more coercive and hostile (under 
pressure from the speaker? the cable folks??) We are going to 

- - - - - • - ■' "" But then what?

First: The CPB folks advised me this morning that in the very 
tough negotiations underway in the Senate on a recission package, 
the choice is restoring House-cut funds to either Radio Free Europe 
or CPB; and they further advised that OMB was weighing in for Radio 
Free Europe. I didn't think you were back yet, so called Greg 
Simon, who was out and not back 'til Wednesday; so I called Mack 
McLarty. He checked on it, (with Steve Broschetti (sp.???)),called 
back, and said to the contrary, the Administration was favoring CPB 
over Radio Free Europe. The whole deal went down anyway, but I am 
very, very nervous about where "we" really are. Could you please 
check it out as negotiations are continuing. (While you were gone, 
the Senate Appropriations Committee voted out a package which would 
have pretty much restored to CPB what the House cut, but it’s being 
hacked up on the floor).
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MEMORANDUM

Dick Carlson, Etv Duggan, David Brugger, De] LewisTO

FR: Sharon Percy Rockefeller

April 5,1995DT:

IMPORTANT

He made the fallowing points:

(1)

(23

2023475057R-QSX

He is far public broadcasting but does not favor one federal cent 
going into it

Maynard Orme, Chainnan, OS3E
(Maynard: Please distribute to the O5BE group)

This morning I attended a very small breakfast meeting given by the American 
Women for Radio & Television for Congressman Jack Fields, Chairman of the 
House Teleconununications Subcommittee. He is a very polite, intelligent, self- 
described "baby boomer" with a five year old daughter who watches public 
television. He speaks in a polite, courtly and dead serious tone about what he 
intends to da

CPB GEN COUTiSEL ->■»-» DIANEBLAIF.

WerATV26/FM91 (W3J995-7559 ■ CrsaWJ: W«3resc«y, April5,19953:36PM- Pagel nf3

CSRG Station Managers: Bill Baker
Mary Bitteraian
Burnie Clark
George Dooley
Bill Kobin
Bill McCarter
George Miles

He defended CPB agamst the Crane Amendment on the Floor but is 
infuriated by reports that the system is in denial about current 
realities. He and Porter have taken a lot of heat for not 
supporting the Crane Amendment (which I think doubled 
the 15% and 30% cuts).

Jeff Clarke
Mike Hardgrove
Bob Larson 
Richie Meyer 
Jack Willis

Henry Becton
Rick Breitenfeld

04-06-06 01:1 1PM POOP

A---------J.
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Page Two

(3)

(4)

legislatian but will be combined with other bills so that it is

(6)

federal statute to allow advertising after 6 p.m. which would help

(8)

(9)

2023470927R-S5%

Why has the system iiot embraced this concept of the 
six megahertz of spectrum sitting there?" Why can't we

will be "bent out of shape" ifpubl
not deliver even more to children

©2023475857 CPB GEN COUNSEL 4+-» DIANEBLAIE

WETA rV26 / FM91 ■ (703WTbM - Created’ Wednwdsy, April 5,1995 3:36 PM - Pago 3^3

He is disturbed that we have not already presented a short, 
specific plan to him and says the deadline is April 30th. If 
there is no agreement, lie will take another look at the Crane 

Amendment.

He and the Speaker have a "home run" (a win-win for them 
and for us) planned for May. He will lead the fight and work 
rapidly to impose a plan on us if we have not come up with 

an acceptaHe one

(5) The plan Umt lie and the Speaker propose will ^ot be stjmd-alcme 

veto-proof.

He does not understand why CPB (the system to 1dm) has 
not found a commercial partner to help create a "home run.

Anything considered a tax or fee is a non-starter. They are 
willing to look for regulatory or legal changes.

The Speaker wants a solution on a very fast track. They see 
this as a "good news" opportunity for us.

get more financial value from what is out there now? He 
will be "bent out of shape" if public broadcasting does 
not deliver even more to children and education. 
(Sorry for the confusion; I don’t get all of this but he 
considers it doable.)

(7) He could pre-empt the states' laws on advertising with a 
«« • s   £1   £. —. — «arz'

support the children's services.

04-06 95 01:11PM P003 #07
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(10)

light Washington breakfast

P004 #0704—06 — 05 O1: 1 t PM2023475957k-<«%

1
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The role of the Budget Committee and Congressman Klug will 
also be critical because they plan for us to be off of federal
funding in 3-4 years. Klug is head of the Privatization Committee 

for the Speaker.

Obviously, we must come together and act quickly. So much for yet another



F.a
April 20, 1995

Dear Ervin:

budget federal sources to totally replace any reduction in appropriated funds
901 E Street, NW

Richard W. Carlson
President and Chief Executive Officer

BY FACSIMILE
(703)739-7500

Mr. Ervin S. Duggan 
President
Public Broadcasting Service
1320 Braddock Place 
Alexandria, VA 22314

In preparation for that meeting -- and before we review the analysis Lehman Brothers 
and others will provide us - I thought I might outline some of CPB’s thinking for you.

What’s On and What’s Off the Table
We have said repeatedly that anything which could enable public broadcasters to maintain 
or improve their commitment to provide high quality, non-commercial, informational, 
cultural and educational programs and services for the entire nation is on the table. 
Anything which compromises that basic mission is not.

These points are unassailable, but we’ve not yet had to make them concrete. I sense that 
when we talk next week we will find broad agreement on principles. We will differ on the 
degree to which we are prepared to push certain approaches. Because our discussion next 
week will inevitably focus on the difference among us, I think it is useful at the outset to 
remind ourselves of how firm is the common ground on which we stand.

Our current plan is to get together at CPB on the afternoon of April 25 at 2:00 p.m., in the 
Rock Creek Room, to refine and focus the elements of a plan we will submit to Congress. 
This meeting will also give us the opportunity to discuss CPB’s FY 98 appropriation 
request. If we need more time for discussion, I propose we reconvene at 11:00 a.m. on 
April 26, in the Rock Creek Room. Lunch will be provided. While each of you ought to 
bring the staff you consider necessary, I strongly urge you to limit the size of your 
delegation. If you would like to have additional staff standing by, but not in the room with 
us, we will be happy to provide space for them in the Anacostia Room.

What We Tell the Congress
There is a notion that we should deal only with what the Congress has already raised and 
with what we want. This is neither fair to the Congress, nor to the public, nor to the” 
system they have built. Put another way, this notion says our plan should firmly dismiss 
Congressional concerns that are considered wrong or misguided (e.g., graduation, the lease 
of ATV spectrum) and it should emphasize what the stations want: substitution of off-

CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING
A Quaner Century of Quality Programming

Same letter was sent to Lewis, Brugger, 
Salyer, Chadwick, and Clifford
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This Is an intelligent and sophisticated eWens,on of the sX

W°should discuss IMS approach. Then, we should dismiss it in favor of a

Broadcasting), be prepared to demonstrate how - specifically - we are willinn tn 
change and to become more efficient; and, demonstrate that we are willing to look at

but" dWuced "iT ^SineSS- Ul,imately’ " means ,ha' - would argue (Jr a eon 

hrnnw/^ ” f(;deral appropriation on the basis of how much federal revenue t

has little possibility of being enacted into legislation.
But, it has the

The
or inefficiencies.

We need to talk
isincentives in its grant programs.

At this juncture, I don’t think 
necessary systemic efficiences. 
annual

gamble here is that we must admit systemic weaknesses 

Implications
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They deliver the service.
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In our discussions next week I plan to work from the following ideas:

we

I look forward to our meeting on Tuesday.

Best Regards,
( \ r

RicharcLW/Carlson
President and Chief Executive Officer

- - Those dollars can come in the form of an annual appropriation or through a 
trust fund. (A trust which is funded with tax-related revenues is a workable 
alternative, but it’s likely to face insurmountable opposition in the Congress.)

- - We must honestly and accurately describe the consequences of eliminating 
all federal support for public broadcasting. (There is a legitimate public policy 
debate which the nation has yet to have. Do we want public broadcasting, as people 
have come to know it, to be available to the citizens of the U.S. in the 21st century? 
Is there a private, non-commercial form of telecommunications that should 
supplant it?)

- - There is no “substitute” for federal funds. (None of the other sources 
actually or potentially available to us can compensate for the elimination of the 
annual appropriation. There are a number of ways we can and should increase our 
non-federal revenues.)

Public broadcasting can operate with significantly fewer federal dollars and 
must be forthright and direct in admitting it. (A focus on service leads 

inevitably to the conclusion that public broadcasting can operate more efficiently 
than it currently does.)
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CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING 

Rkhard W. Carlson 
f>resldent and Chird'£wcwi,"' Qtfi,·er 

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 all 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 considerat1on ot 
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, 1�96 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 conclu�ion 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 legislative answers on 
the horizon and no further word from P�S, 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 fulfil 1. 

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 fts mandate in serving the public. 
At the $ame time, CPB must meet its continuing obligation to be accountab1e 

901 E Street, NW 
W.uhinston. DC 20004-2037 
(202) 879-9800
FAX: (202) 783-I020
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to Congress for any and all funds distributed. In order to fulfill these 
responsibilities, CPB must maintain s�fficient 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 limited. 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 appropriatfons and any possible rescission, we 
cannot responsibly commit the Corporation to a financial arrangement that 
CPB may not be able to fulfill. 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 w;11 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 convnitment 
through CPB's fiscal year 1996 which we will try to fulfill to the extent 
we are able -- barring any unforeseen financial blows (h9...:., sequestration, 
rescission or the like). It is our intention to stand DYOur 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). 

s 

. Carlson 
P. and Chief Executive Officer

'J.:!O S,lt-J30IS3�d S8d Wdv2:v0 £6, l2 Nnr 
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PBS 

June 27, 1995 

Ambassador Richard W. Carlson 
President and CEO 
Corporation for Public Broadcasting 
901 E Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20004

Dear Dick: 

Ervin S. Dllggcm 
Pre,1cknt & 

Clue! Ei.:ecunve Otl!eor 

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 ptogramming. 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 urulateral 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. nus agreement was reached after extensive discussions 
among CPB, PBS, APTS and all public television licemees and 
represents a renewed commibnent 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: Broaacasung SQzvic;s 
\330 lhaddcc1< Place AIHanarta VA 22314-1698 (703)739-5015 FAX (703)739-?500 
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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 
programming 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 Hfurther 
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. TILe 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 p�t 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 petcent of our total 
programming budget, that percentage is 11seed capital" for our 
member stations and for national program.ming. This is a time when 
we should be demonstrating maximum stability and unity. We at 

9'd ·::,..:10 S,.HJ3aIS�d S8d Wd£2:t>0 £6, L2 Nfll' 



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, tmpleasant 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 commibnent 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 
prudently for ange, and we want to work co�peratively. 

� 
�-ifil· S. Duggan 
President and Otief Executive Officer 

L
0

d 

cc: PBS .Board of Directors 

0
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Even PBS procrams not specifically c�• 
cd fOI' youns viewers open their eyes to new 
way, of soeing: lhc science of ''NOVA," the 
histoty of '1'hc Ovil Wat'' ur¥1 ''TI'IC 
Amcric.in &p:ricncc" and "Mas1c1piccc 
Th�icr." lnfomwive, lh<>U8'll•provoklng AM 
unimemipicd by messages co buy. buy, buy. 

lieyood the progr.uns, !here's public broitl.l­
cas11n& ·s oulTCIICh IO classrooms. Teachers' 
gui<lcs, s1ulk:m ncwspapc� 11.nd lnt4.'fll(;Uvc 
muh.imcdia sof Lwarc based on public TV and 
rwlio lml.11.lwsia. 111uh.if1I)' &heir cJUwlliooal 
v11luc m.u1y lim1:s over. At a lime when teach• 
cr:i wo wbjccl 10 1ncro:isi"8 dc1n:.ndi bu1 
�inkmg budicis, public bru11JCa.1itillS 
n:n1a1ni: :i lnlc: p:irtn.?r to <'tlucau\ol. 

Public bro:IIJ�•,®og also has led lhc way in 
�.-vini our 11111,1 11111lcr-scrvcJ populauOO-\. lt 
was �ublic iclcv�ion - tjos\on's own 
'wCillH - tl1:11 pioneered cnptionin� for do.if 
w)d hard-Of-hearing AmcrlCllllS back in Im.

ll was public television - a�n. WOBH -
thut inuoduccd television for blind and visuGl­
ly imp;iircd viewers wilh the 1990 l11.U1¥;h of 
Descriptive Vadoo ServiC\:, Public broedcasl­
ing provides access to people isola!Cd from 
mainstream society by cconom1t'li.. location, 
language or disability. 

EvCI)' dollar lhe fedcr.il govcmmclll invem 
in public bioadcas'!n& pays off. Evc:zy dollar, 

moreover, lcadl to nvo moo in y•wer and lli­
w,a;r uuuuibuiuw MDl1 gnmt.11 mn privaic 
f�o- end�. ''1wl ,;;a,c;.l,;J 
.,.,c,d UIOta:7 i. vilal. Without ii, programs Aldl 
:.u u�nie Su..,t.. "'-nieMA1.!Noll-l.eh"-'I­
Ncws HOAJI," and •• All Thinp �•• 
could never have been crealtd 

Oppooenu of fcdctal funding insist lJlal lhc 
media landscape bu changed sfncc public 
�•, 1967 c� T.:levi$K)n, !,hey 
s.,y, is no loogcr a \'MN wu&cland. 

Those of 1a who worry about cruklrcD 
mliJlt � d\llcable 1V gives w more 
opcjocu. Bul mo5l ci &he pro£Tal1lS childtcn set 
on (Offlntcrcial selcY ilion, � o, not, cc u 
1:1111-"1 uC 6Wi&illu:, IIIM.I ID fuU ufvlulc1ui 
and ids fa Wlbeallhy foods and wumagina­
live coys, u !hey e-vu Wfl'C. And {o, the 4'0 
� ol U.S. homes -90 rnllJJon 
Amllncans -n0t bouud up IO cablo, public 
selcvisionrcmaln& lhcoasis.. 

ln the 27 y�.ari ,inc:e I foundl'ld Actioo r�•
Childtcn's To1cvisk>n,CX>OUntltcla1 broadcait· 
er, have had two words for me: public 10levi• 
sion. Let PBS be 1.116 p� wbcrc the boaom 
line is quall1y. no, adYer1lslni rcvcnuo. Let 
public� woo, 11WUt U11i ditro,cot 
nccd5 of different age groups, about e.xposini 
chlk1rcn 10 ans and culiuro. scicoo.: wll.l 11111111, 
bqraphy and public affairs. I..ct PBS be ICle­
v�iut, uf IIU�UI. 

Even when tile fc:Jcnil guvc:n\&llCOl laid 
wwn Ilic lllw, wlll1 dl0 Childrffl'a Tck.vilion 
Act of 1990, commercial �Im wd let 
PDS be tho ploco for 1Nly oducational fare. 
Our brand of education if; car100nS &ldl as 
"'I\1e letsons� 11flu 11ll, d.11:M'l il Wid\chil­
tlrcn wh111 life will be like in ll1e 21st century'/ 

Wc'n; 1101 f ,.- away front the 21st century, 
and lhe prospccis are looking gloomy where 
chil1.nn lll\J(..u11.;cmw, ScllUOls wilh no 
money ... pim:nUi wliu il'C ii�reMUl&I)' less 
avallnble for parcnttn;· .:-."T'Nidllnin'-aa,,---· 
between havu and have-not,. And, if we 
don't act fut. 1elcvlaion dicwed by popularitf, 
not purpua,e. 

But not if we do aom:lhlni- Nol if we icl 
CongrtSS �w lllll public brc1111k·-.ti.tig 
de$UVes support. NOl if WC iCnd the �c:, 
lood DI cw, 11Wll pwlic � illl'l It 

problem- it'• a �hwon. 
Peggy Chamls LY thi:_fow.,u, of ACMnfor 

Chiknn's Teltvisio11. 
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Unpop'1l(;lr Culture 

I11 the Race Against Depravity 
By ELl'ZAII"-TW 1(1)1 llF. llT 

I
T ltli'lk� UJ\e Murl!h:, &1 ul'ln •� .r;omg to be 
,.uine ,umv IJIUIPIII). 

Tllr,i,e yr.llln. ht.ve w,lO<f �ill(.c Y,c1: 
PN'�l,tl'lll f>an Qua} le. •l• Ul,ilillg lO � 

t,e.(ICCt"d. <1ino11nCld the 1ln11lt, Vl'l�.:1111 
Al\d t1ctl0ntll �!1>'11(10\I Cllarar.ler, MOCUS!ni 
her of undenuinlf18 lamuy v•tu<tS. Now. a<"
new election cycle WSIIIQ, ope«! nason (In 
poput.r cultu� hllc -at.,n bttll dKltred 

Lon wNk, s.natot llol.> Dole to.,� nn 
Hotl,ywood, charalns tile e11titrt11inme111 m,... 
d(A .. -Ith PIQrkotJns evil (O A.rttarican cn,i. 

,dren 1-\1$ Qltook \I,■& the IIIO$t "rieltnl so 
far, bl.IL the J(anuc Rop\ll)llcan 11/U nol tM 
fll'llt l'rtddendal eandldt.tt Ulis year ro 
lsau<! o broeddde a51inct lh• lndumy th,t 
l,rinp the l\'orlcl $Ol'l&S like• Ctlp Killtr" ond 
muvitb Ilk; "Die H•rd With II Vcngca,1�." 
Nol' i� lie llhlv to bt lht la.11. 

l>ol,Ucumb from botJl po,rtic, helve d•IICIIV· 
l'rl'III 11Mtl 1.vodtmnmt lht cntel'tt1ncnt11t 
m!IUIU"y 1, ll� 111::c1..-ly tl\:1 lt:1.1 c1mp�i1t,u 
/"�USO. I.tr. Qu11y�·11 fM.OCI i..-uce 111)\ ... ;d,· 
IIJlll11ne. A111�,11...,11, ilui;c:ll aii•e-: the.I 
wn�, M1•. 011!" 111rmeo.l Ilic: "co ;1.1,1J vivl,n,,:c 
irnlf ,wall IIIUl\l WWDI :.ex" Qf �t:�•1,>lon, 
movies ano s,ovuh,r m"ltk lldv t,, ceJ 11,11\i• 
•Ol'Jlll benavtor. And �s 101" a:, yuu dOtl'I Y.V 
;,,fl,ir • belovM c+,ar,r,,.r Ilk� Ms l\rnwn by 

,,, roe, r.nere Ii �lmoi1 nn 11nwn,1tJo rt�k 10 
th• 1ttacr_ Uttbllt ach·ocaune $�)'. gvn cnn. 
lrol. erlllclzlr.s (ht produc.ir � :,t ''night• 
mllfN of depuvity,'' H Mr. 001¢ put ii ,� 
1111lll.cly to offend�• lniertit e,101•11D Q>.cept 
lhe ptodu-=•ri. 

''Vttop14 btllC\lt I! lot 1)1 1111• prcb•trti, 
ct<rn, front a dtc-llr•t> 1n va1�,s." ,"1uk Mcll­
man, • 0.mQcral\c pollster, i�I�. •· An� they 
sec the e111on,1inmtnl med,a contrlbu11n_: 
darc:c:tl)' to th:11 �line 111 ,·nlut11-" 

Tnt- /Ir" Pr�ldet\1131 C:\1IUl)Mllr lU \l)V,ll 
t�,,: thclTIC tl11� }'CM 1,u •n.:i Ptt�n1 hltr. 

1;91(, h, 111, S••1• of the Un1r,n ntlllr•�. Mr. 
Cllnluu 11,ld tr,4, t11llJ'tl1tnn�n11n1111;1ry lh,.l 
1\ .i;hould ,:.o�iJ� "d.lm•&� U\>.l C<lmt.C 
from Iha lllccznnt, repetitive. m!ndlH, v!o. 
lmcc Md lrrc:.ponlft>le COM!w::t thlt perm!• 
el( our i»,tdio. all lh� tima." The appeal of 
the o�me:111 waa lm�i:l.t�ly apparenl; 
111 public. <,pmion tceting. the line: roCi!ivod 
uie lti&lie:.t score of any l11 the� 

Sln1111 tJ11:11, Vlce Preildent Al Core l;u 
11�• v..uh d1iltlrn1'1, a,.hv..i.te. ar,d tnier• 
1a1nmMr lnd1.11,l1y l!Ae\;'\lliva lo dll(tJU ate· 
111-' vooltnce. Niki month, Mt. Guu1 aod Iii� 
w111i, rtppe.r, 1n t.ir1y 1;11u:.aJc:r a,>i,,�\ 
&raphlc S<'ne 1yrlt.'li. wlll h,, !lit: hQfrs of � 
COllfer-an.cf' m •lie tupk: In Na-:simlli,.. 

Maybe It's True 
Of cov�.jlJSI becauM VJOll'np: �ud Q)o· 

\'lOa.trntu In Ill♦ ru�1• :art an :irir,H,'1tvP. 
ttirge1 for pollt1c1anc doesn't mean 11la1 thiy 
�re nol l�ltim�•• �"' for ecncem ',tr.('crts 
or �h,dlt!l h�vo attemplld to ICM$$ th!! 
erfcct of media lnu1gco on chlldl'OI\'• d9v9J. 
opnicnt. •11d 1ru1n) aocial ,c:letttiolo cay tile 
rc.sultt ft< conoi:rtcnt ettll\lgl\ to U\dlc:m 
U!M mtdia ,·lolcuo: doc� cncwrll�•. ,r not 
D�tually (al::,C, real-lift 'IIOl()n()e, 

llollywooo hH • hard time rcfutin5 tho 
•• gvmei11, a.ltllou,;t, it hM gone- lo tome 
11:nwth) to U>. Rcccntl)I. the C4bforn!:i !:ta1t 
�cm,,� lwl. u1, 11 r�olutlv11 con�cmnln/.\ 
p1omixn1l1y 111111 violeoc.e l,1 Uli'; entert.lln· 
1no>111 ,,,�u1 In an erton - ulllmattly :IUl· 
ce,�1,u - to e,'f rhe l'P.�nlnllon watrrell 
00\�:l,, a IO'>l>y,�l ror 11\41 MOtlnn Pll'l UIC 
Anorc,,11.,n M Anll".rlt:lt wm1e 10 lhc �pur,,u1 
�>-1na 1h.:11 ,�rn was rm wviuc:uce thbl 
n�p•ellon� nr �ex. or v1ol�ner lead 10 1ht,,'ir 
re�J.hf4' Cnllnll'l'l\�'(A 

"In lt(f.." lho lotbyl�t. Vims �PV�f(I� 
wr��- ' th'! Of'�$1lt rl>�Y bt trl'" Tr� flrlll 
81l:14fl.l\lOn of cllll4rl'" ,.,1evtsl(\!I viower, 
t1,a1 �•e"' vr m thn 1 �t1U't .,.,� 1<1e1n \ll•lh • 

nullh)i t;,/M! ol lht- f�11nl1 , ""'"'' nf 'C-.Apl111n 
Kan,11rQQ.' ·1 l\lher t:now� flr;r.' 'Thro non 
na R,·�'C.l !.ho"· d11d 'Otttt l\nd llol'rlct' b ,ho 
'IAlllC ¥+'flt, llliv11 that .... 11,ed the �IU.Hll 
r,vululiun u/ tile :are I POO'.s and earl.)' 
t!f71i's ' (Tlnh Keesnan who ph1v� �plliitl 
K�tisarr,o, WRG qumed a& �llln¥ 01e h,llt.'1 
"llbCl)lt•te dt1vet '') 

IO tht ext.en! •"31 me<11:1 lmll�t!S tr11lc1 
�,�1 lilt:, tney 11.'0,lld C(!rt,llnly ,;u.m MIi 
-'Ppropn3t1 I.OJ)lc for II Preol<l�ntial c-11nr11. 
d.ite, !Jut afttr Mr. Oo111•, <!'"'C'h, t'Vl>n 
�ny critic, of the mecm ::i�it'8d him 01 
u�lnt the \o.u& �Imply for pOHUC.I mrieas,. 

"I think thol Dole 1, talkllli O\ll of botn 
3kl� of his Mouth,'' �•id PeGSY Cnarrea, an 
cidVQCQtc for childron'• televiilon and a cril­
lc of lhe C111erttii\n,cnt indu,t.ty. 11ni. way 
to dc11I with .$peec!l you don't Uke in • 
<l1:moc1·11cy b to maltc sure there•� room for 
utlac1 Spt¢d1. Dolt' i, working to do in public 
hro■1k1:mlng. ti,:: i� ludlng t� tflQtf to do 
'" 1n11 ChHan•11·s Tet,vlsl1111 ,,..,, " 

AW� 10 Mr I/Oles r!v1b ""trv ah,o *•"""
11cM ot '111, rnouvu. •vl'tl 1hw¥h 1hAl1 t:411dl• 
"atw hive m11dt 111111IJ1r :Jrtumr.m•. 

•· 11 •t 119rd for Ml" Ill fn •111111" 111111 St:1wlor 
Dot♦ "'I'S h�\f'l\lr.e I'\ wntK llll tllls mom•
ano '"" �ici, 'Y1111 kn(IW, I hK"' rap, but till• 2 
I.iv� Cre" goos 100 f:lr,'" If.Iii All'IX CUtilt:· 
HinO$. mtd1a 2d111,or 10 Sen11rn1 Phil 
c,..,"'m or T6KlS. "H c,r11un1y seen,!: a 
c<,l,,c;idc-nc:-e 1h31 thi¢ tin become sut:h 11 
(Qn�m now !hot he'� ll Candidtlll tor Prui. 
d�11t.'' 

)11 - 11,ur,•111•:iorrow•l""n·ln,t.ni:cr tone, 
.l11d. V<1l1:11tl,.Pl'C6idtl'II or the Motlqn Ne, 
•\'•e 11�0-:.t,1161, ot Amcrko, 341d h<! undor­
sloeJ whv " pal.t,c&I �ndidc:ce would uud­
dt,111, �i..:�,dc IQ ,11,ck movlu ind r't.COrd 
h111�. "The 11robte111! 1h01' lnree1 lhe l•nd 
r.avc11r 1w 111a,·, J.,1,., diildr� havll18 
d11lt.l1""· tuns - J'</11 t6n't 11,c thote v,,i:r 
11li;lat." l11. r,a10 "8v\ 'I m ,:oi,1t 10 ,tt r,d c,f 
lh;� fll1rl' - lhYI t,;i; ii DIC�• 111111." 
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THE GREAT SPECTRUM GIVEAWAY OF 1995: 
ISSUES AND OPTIONS

Congress and the Federal Communications Commission are engaged in a 
policy debate that will change the face of broadcast television as we have 
known it. Television station owners are asking the FCC and the Congress 
to give them vast quantities of additional space on the valuable public air­
waves without having to make any significant corresponding financial or 
public interest contributions in exchange. This ’’spectrum grab’’ would lim­
it diversity in the marketplace of ideas and permit broadcasters to use pub­
licly-owned spectrum for their own exclusive political and pecuniary gain.

Prepared by Gigi B. Sohn and Andrew Jay Schwartzman 
Media Access Project

SUMMARY

The broadcasting industry is asking Congress for a huge gift - enormous amounts of addi­
tional, valuable, publicly-owned spectrum. However, unlike spectrum allocated to broadcasters 
under the Communications Act of 1934, the public is to receive nothing in return This "spec­
trum giveaway" must be stopped, and broadcasters made to compensate the public for use of its 
airwaves.

In the early 1990’s, the FCC reserved an extra chunk of public spectrum for the exclusive 
use of each existing television station owner to convert from "analog" to "digital" television tech­
nology. The express purpose of this action was to enable broadcasters to provide High Definition 
Television (HDTV), which doubles the clarity of today’s television picture. The understanding 
was that once this conversion was made, the broadcasters would return their original channel to 

j the FCC.

As technology changed, however, so did broadcasters’ business plans. They determined 
that it would be far more lucrative to provide non-HDTV pay-TV, paging and data services over 
the new spectrum. Thus, they are demanding what they euphemistically call "spectrum flexibili­
ty," a scheme which permits TV stations to provide one "advanced" television channel to the 
public, while leaving broadcasters latitude to use the remainder of their transmissions for other 
program and non-program services as they wish. This version of "spectrum flexibility" contem­
plates that no significant financial or public interest contribution would be expected in exchange.

Pending legislation would essentially require the FCC to award the spectrum to existing 
television licensees, and would deny it the discretion to allow any other applicants to compete 
or bid for these rights. The Senate version, S.652, would permit the licensees to keep both the 
old and the new spectrum, and would impose public interest obligations (e.g., equal time, lowest 
unit rate, children’s educational and informational programming) on only one channel. The 
House bill, H.R. 1555, requires that broadcasters give back the old spectrum at an undefined 
point in the future. It also requires that any fees broadcasters pay for the right to deliver non­
program services be designated for the U.S. Treasury, and not for any public interest purpose. 

2000 M STREET, NW WASHINGTON, D.C. 20036
(202) 232-4300
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’‘Broadcasters’ existing channels are also 6 MHz.

Permit broadcasters to program one or two channels on the new spectrum, and 
require them to lease the remaining channels to unaffiliated programmers and ser­
vices.

Allocate the spectrum to broadcasters in exchange for increased public interest ob­
ligations, including, but not limited to, free time for candidates, children's pro­
gramming or community interest programming. A one or tw'o channel reservation 
for public, educational and governmental could be included in this option.

Require that any fees paid by broadcasters to provide non-program services be put 
in a trust fund for public broadcasting and/or die production of children’s informa­
tional and educational programming.

Adopt the FCC’s prior decisions in this area, and allocate the spectrum to broad­
casters only to provide HDTV. This option gives little back to the public.

Allocate the new spectrum in the same manner that the FCC has allocated all 
available broadcast spectrum in the past, by comparative hearing. This option is 
perhaps the most unlikely to be adopted.

INTRODUCTION

Between 1987 and 1992, the FCC held a series of proceedings to determine whether and 
how broadcasters might convert from "analog" to "digital" television technology. The original 
expectation was that broadcasters would use new digital systems to provide High Definition Tele­
vision (HDTV). HDTV provides a television picture that is twice as clear as ordinary analog 
systems. HDTV picture quality approaches that of 35mm film and its audio quality is equal to 
that of compact disks.

To implement the proposed conversion, the FCC set aside a huge chunk of extra broadcast 
spectrum (six megahertz or 6 MHz) for each licensee, enough to carry literally thousands of voice 
conversations.’ The spectrum was set aside with the understanding that it would be used for 
the sole purpose of converting to HDTV. The FCC also concluded that broadcasters would have 
to return their existing channels 15 years after the FCC adopted a standard for HDTV. This time­
period was chosen to ensure that broadcasters had fully completed their conversion to digital and 
that members of the public were not left without televisions that could receive the new HDTV

2

With or without legislation, the FCC will take up the issue this summer. FCC Chairman 
Hundt, has wavered a bit in formulating his position. He has alternated between advocating en­
hanced public interest obligations (e.g., free time for candidates, increased children's pro­
gramming) as a quid pro quo for the new spectrum and being receptive to broadcasters’ wishes 
to avoid incurring such new responsibilities.

The public interest community intends to participate in the FCC proceedings. There are 
several options for action that could be proposed to the Commission, and they depend largely 
on whether legislation is passed and the degree of discretion left to the FCC. However, 
consideration of these options should begin without further delay. The options are:
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**n

‘Digital compression converts voice, video and data into ones and zeros, commonly known 
as "bits-" The bits are delivered, in a stream, to a converter box inside the television. The 
converter box sorts out the bits and presents them as pictures to the viewer. The 6 MHz of spec­
trum can hold 20 million bits per second of any kind of voice, video and data. In comparison, 
a digital signal with the quality of today’s analog television signal requires just 4 million bits per 
second. HDTV requires between 6-18 million bits, depending upon how much action is in the 
picture.

Advanced" television service is commonly recognized as one that provides a clearer 
television picture than the current analog system, but not as clear as HDTV.

service.

Since then, video technologies have progressed far more quickly, and beyond the expec­
tations of the FCC and most experts. Digital compression technology now' makes it possible to 
transmit many more voice, video and data messages using much less spectrum? Where at one 
time it was thought that broadcasters could only provide HDTV over the extra spectrum, it is 
now possible to do much more. Indeed, broadcasters could split up the bit stream into six or 
seven different "channels," which could be used to provide, among other things, multiple TV 
channels, as well as non-program services like paging and data transmission.

As the technology changed, so did the broadcasters’ business plans. Their zeal for HDTV 
lessened as it became increasingly obvious that consumer interest in HDTV would not reach ex­
pected levels, and as the cost of providing HDTV programming became more clearly understood.

Thus, in early 1994, the National Association of Broadcasters (NAB) began to demand 
what it euphemistically calls "spectrum flexibility." "Spectrum flexibility" would not limit 
broadcasters to using the extra spectrum solely for HDTV. Under this scheme, broadcasters 
w'ould provide one "advanced" television service** to the public, while using the rest of the 
transmission space for other program and non-program services as they saw fit. Just as the Com­
mission had originally contemplated, the broadcasters, at first, promised to return their existing 
channel once the conversion was completed.

THE SENATE LEGISLATION

S. 652, the "Telecommunications Competition and Deregulation Act of 1995," was report­
ed out of the Senate Committee on Commerce, Science and Transportation on March 30, 1995. 
It is expected that the bill will go to the floor of the Senate sometime in May. Section 207 is 
the spectrum flexibility provision of the bill.

Section 207 (a)(1) gives the Federal Communications Commission discretion as to whether 
it should give the new spectrum to existing broadcast licensees. If it does so, however, it is re­
quired to adopt regulations that allow licensees to make use of the extra spectrum for the trans­
mission of "ancillary and supplementary services" (r.e., non-program services), if the licensee 
provides at least one free advanced television program service. Importantly, Section 207 com­
mands the Commission that it "shall apply similar rules to use of existing television spectrum." 
This is a clear indication that the broadcasters would not have to give up their existing channel,
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as was originally contemplated by the FCC. In other words, this Section permits a broadcaster 
to keep both its original and its new spectrum, permits it to provide digital service on both the 
old and the new spectrum, and requires only that it provide one free program service on each.

Section 207(a)(2) states that if a broadcaster charges a subscription fee for any of its 
services over existing or extra spectrum, the Commission may collect a fee from the broadcaster. 
The section instructs the Commission, in setting these fees, to take into account the portion of 
the spectrum which is used for such services and the amount of time such services are provided. 
In any event, the fee amount cannot exceed the amount paid by bidders in the recent auctions 
for cellular telephone- like personal communications services (PCS) licenses.*

Finally, Section 207(a) (3) requires that new and existing spectrum be operated in the "pub­
lic interest, convenience and necessity." However, the section imposes the public interest stan­
dard only upon the one advanced television program service (on the existing and/or new spec­
trum) that is provided for free to the general public. This means that any other program service, 
whether or not it is a subscription service, would be exempt from public interest obligations. 
These obligations include, but are not limited to, equal time, lowest unit rate, children’s television 
and community programming obligations.** The section states further that the Commission may 
consider, at license renewal time, any violation of the Commission rules "applicable to ancillary 
or supplementary services," This could be read to mean that any violation of the Commission’s 
broadcasting rules, or any violation of a law of the United States, w'culd be irrelevant to obtaining 
or keeping a license.***

Ironically, the NAB is not satisfied with Section 207. They are unhappy that it gives the 
FCC discretion whether or not to grant them the extra spectrum. They want to be assured that

‘Some have argued that this fee is equivalent to an auction of the spectrum, because it permits 
the amount of fees to be, at a maximum, the equivalent of what was paid for spectrum that will 
be used to provide PCS services. However, under Section 207(a)(2), the FCC is tasked with 
apportioning the fees according to the amount of spectrum and amount of time that is devoted 
only to subscription services. Therefore, the less time and space a broadcaster provides for 
subscription services, the lower the fees. Moreover, setting the fee limit at the auction value 
for non-broadcast spectrum automatically undervalues the broadcast spectrum. It is commonly 
understood that broadcast spectrum, which heretofore has been exempt from auctions, is far more 
valuable than non-broadcast spectrum.

“For example, officials at the Rupert Murdoch-owned Fox television network have proposed 
pm vid in g an all news channel on the extra spectrum. Under the broadcasters’ plan, this station 
could promote candidates for public office without having any corresponding duty to give access 
or the lowest rate to opposing candidates. Another possibility would be a continuous infomercial 
channel, featuring products intended primarily for children. The scheme contemplated by the 
broadcasters would have no limits on commercialization, program length commercials or "host 
selling."

““For example, FCC rules that require broadcast licensees to be of good character would 
not be relevant under this section.
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The FCC’s role in this debate depends largely on whether telecommunications legislation 
is passed in this Congress, and if it is, how much discretion the legislation gives the agency to 
allocate this new spectrum. In any event, the Commission is expected to begin a series of pro­
ceedings this summer to determine how the new spectrum should be allocated.

FCC Chairman Hundt has spoken a great deal on this issue, and believes it to be among 
the most important the agency will face in the near future. As he has formulated his position 
on the issue, the Chairman has changed direction on several occasions. Earlier this year, he told 
broadcasters that they shouldn’t automatically expect to receive this spectrum, and has also talked 
about broadcasters giving a quid pro quo for the spectrum in the form of free time for candidates 
and increased children’s educational and informational programming. Then, in an April speech 
at the NAB convention, Mr. Hundt appeared to backtrack from his earlier statements - he prom­
ised to "help" the broadcasters, and backed off from the suggestion that there should be any in­
creased responsibilities attendant to the new spectrum. Instead, he said that he was "wary of 
the wisdom of government mandating how [broadcasters] should take advantage of the business 
opportunities that the digital revolution creates,..." In more recent public statements, however, 
the Chairman appears to embrace his original expectation that the public would receive enhanced 
public interest obligations in return for broadcasters’ use of the new spectrum.

they will automatically get the spectrum. Senate Majority Whip Trent Lott (R-MS) is expected 
to introduce an amendment on the Senate floor on behalf of the broadcasters to change this lan­
guage. This amendment must be defeated on the floor if there is to be any possibility of obtain­
ing public benefits from the allocation of this new spectrum.

THE HOUSE LEGISLATION

H.R. 1555, the "Communications Act of 1995," was introduced on May 2, 1995. The 
Subcommittee on Telecommunications and Finance is expected to act on the bill imminently. 
Section 301 is the spectrum flexibility provision of the bill.

Section 301 compels the FCC to give the extra spectrum to incumbent broadcasters. The 
Section requires the Commission to set certain standards to ensure that some minimum amount 
of advanced television service is provided on the new spectrum. It also permits the Commission 
discretion to "prescribe such other regulations as may be necessary for the protection of the public 
interest, convenience and necessity."

Unlike the Senate legislation, H.R. 1555 requires broadcasters to surrender one of the 
two licenses in the future. The Commission is tasked with determining the surrender date on 
a market-to-market basis, and must consider whether 1) "the substantial majority of the public" 
have television sets that are capable of receiving digital transmissions and 2) whether the cessation 
of analog broadcasting would "render the television receivers of a substantial potion of the public 
useless or otherwise cause undue burdens on the owners of such television receivers...."

H.R. 1555 sets fees for subscription services in the same manner as S. 652. However, 
the House bill requires these fees to be deposited in the U.S. Treasury after the costs to the FCC 
of implementing these policies have been recovered.

THE FCC
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ISSUES RAISED

The bottom line is that the broadcasters are seeking an extra channel of scarce public 
spectrum without accepting any significant financial or public interest obligations in exchange. 
This raises a number of important issues:

« Should the broadcasters simply be given this extra spectrum for free? Should 
somebody else get it, or at least get to use some of it?

If the broadcasters do get the spectrum for free, should there be some quid pro 
quo, i. e., free time for candidates, a quantifiable amount of educational and infor­
mational children’s programming?

Should program services provided over the extra (and existing) spectrum be free 
from public interest obligations such as equal time, lowest unit rate, children’s 
educational and informational programming?

Once broadcasters have made the conversion to digital, should they be required 
to return their original channel?

If fees for subscription services are collected, should those monies go towards 
public television, children’s television or some other public interest goal?

OPTIONS

The broadcasters’ proposal is unacceptable. It is nothing more than a ' spectrum grab" 
by the broadcasters that leaves nothing but crumbs for the public. There are opportunities here 
to increase diversity in the marketplace of ideas; increase public discourse; and finance education­
al, informational and children’s programming. They should not be squandered

There are several alternative options, not all of which are mutually exclusive. The options 
depend, in part, upon whether legislation restricts the FCC’s discretion.

Option It "Condominium"

As mentioned previously, digital compression technology permits a broadcaster to split 
up a stream of bits into five, six or more "channels." It is not necessary, however, for a broad­
caster to use every one of those channels.

Under this option, a broadcaster would be given new spectrum to convert to digital. Once 
the conversion is completed, however, the broadcaster would be able to program one or two of 
the channels, at least one of which would be devoted to free program service. The broadcaster 
would then lease the remaining channels to other unqffiliated program and service providers. 
This is similar to the "leased access" concept of cable television. Of course, the broadcaster 
would have to return its original channel to the FCC.

The difficulty in this option lies in the details. Who would be eligible for carriage? 
Would carriage on a digital channel count for purposes of the multiple ownership rules? Would 
there be preferential rates for nonprofits and other noncommercial information providers?



P.8/9

Option 2:

Option 4:

Require that Fees to Engage in Non-Program Services be Placed in a 
Trust Fund for Public Broadcasting and/or the Production of Child­
ren’s Informational and Educational Programming.

If spectrum fees are imposed on broadcasters for providing subscription services, some 
of the money could be set aside to provide funding for public broadcasting and/or noncommercial 
children’s television. Public broadcasters have made a similar suggestion in their recent report 
to Congress on alternative funding for public broadcasting.

This option is not exclusive of the others listed here. For example, the Commission could 
require enhanced public interest obligations on a number of the digital channels, and still permit 
broadcasters to engage in subscription services on others. In such a case, some or all of the fees 
could still be set aside for public interest purposes.

This option will raise opposition from a number of competing interests. First, as reflected 
in the House bill, there are many in Congress who simply want to apply this money to pay down 
the national debt. Also, many Congressional Republicans will be disinclined to give the money 
to public broadcasting, which they are trying to defund. Another factor is the FCC, which might 

want the money to fund itself.

Adopt the FCC's Prior Decisions and Allocate the Spectrum to Broad­
casters to Provide HDTV Only.

One option is for the FCC to adopt its prior decisions giving broadcasters new spectrum, 
but only for the purpose of providing HDTV. These decisions also mandate that the broadcasters 
give back the existing spectrum within 15 years. This option is being promoted by the creators 
of the current HDTV standard, as well as the Association for Maximum Service Television.

This option gives little back to the public, and ignores the fact that even if the broadcasters 
are required to provide HDTV, there will still be room on the spectrum to provide other services. 
This raises the question of whether broadcasters should only get as much spectrum as they need 
to provide digital HDTV. Or whether, if they do get the full 6 MHz, others should be entitled 

to use the extra space.

Option 5: Allocate Spectrum to Others via Comparative Hearing

Perhaps the most unlikely option is for the Commission to decide to allocate the new spec-

JUI_ 07 '95 04:17PN LAW OFFICES & CCCR

7

Allocate Spectrum in Exchange for Enhanced Public Interest Obliga­

tions.

This option would give broadcasters new spectrum, but would impose, as a quid pro quo, 
special public interest obligations. For example, broadcasters could be required, on their free 
channel, to give one hour of time every day for the sixty days prior to a federal election for use 
by candidates. The Commission could set quantitative guidelines for news, public affairs and/or 
children’s programming, or it could reserve one entire channel for the provision of that program­
ming. Another possibility might be a channel or two set aside for public use, similar to PEG 

access channels provided by cable operators.

Option 3:
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tram to parties other than existing broadcast licensees much as they would any other broadcast 
license, i.e., by comparative hearing. This option would, like the ''condominium" option, pro­
mote diversity, provided that the multiple ownership rules remain somewhat intact.

Some would argue that the Commission is bound to this option by the Supreme Court’s 
decision in Ashbacker Radio Corp. v. FCCt 326 U.S. 327 (1945). Ashbacker held that the Com­
munications Act requires the Commission to hold a comparative hearing for new broadcast licen­
ses if there are two or more applicants for that license. However, legislation mandating the Com­
mission to give the new spectrum to the broadcasters would effectively overrule Ashbacker.

CONCLUSION

Led by the NAB, broadcasters are trying to obtain large amounts of a scarce, extremely 
valuable public resource in exchange for absolutely nothing. Unfortunately, Congress, and per­
haps even the FCC, appear ready to comply. The allocation of this new spectrum could lead 
to increased diversity, true public access and/or increased funding for noncommercial public inter­
est programming. Those who still care deeply about these goals must act now to see that this 
golden opportunity is not wasted.
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SUMMARY

You requested information on how the V-chip works and how it would be 
implemented.

More homes have televisions than telephones. Few parents are willing to get rid of 
their TVs and few are able to monitor everything their children watch. The V-chip uses 
existing television technology in association with a rating system to allow parents to block 
objectionable programs from entering their homes.

The Senate adopted the Conrad amendment to require all television receivers to 
include the V-chip and to create a television ratings commission comprised of industry 
representatives and parents one year after enactment if the industry does not adopt a voluntary 
rating scheme. It does not require cable operators to include the chip in either existing or 
future set-top boxes.

The Administration strongly supported the Conrad amendment which passed 73-26; 
Senator Dole opposed the amendment. Representatives Markey and Moran will try to offer a 
similar amendment to the House telecommunications bill, but Gingrich may not allow them to 
since he opposes the V-chip, in league with the broadcasters.

DISCUSSION

The V-chip builds on the technology for closed captioning for the deaf. As of July 
1993, every television set larger than 13 inches sold in the U.S. has had a microprocessing 
chip to read and display closed captioning. Captions are sent in the vertical blanking interval, 
the black bar that separates each frame of video. Viewers normally do not see this bar.
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Since they have been required to include these chips in new sets, manufacturers have 
been looking for ways to provide additional features using the chip. In 1993, TV set 
manufacturers received permission from the FCC to send additional information including 
program information, movie ratings, emergency alerts, weather advisories and promotional 
messages in the vertical blanking interval. This data is referred to as Extended Data Services 
(EDS).

Last fall, television manufacturers earmarked part of the vertical blanking interval used 
for EDS for the transmission of rating codes for violence, nudity/sexual content, and profane 
language. This proposal passed over the objections of broadcasters. Building the blocking 
capability into sets is currently voluntary but would be mandatory under the Conrad 
amendment. Sending the ratings would be voluntary unless legislation or regulations were 
adopted to require broadcasters and cable programmers to send the ratings.

Television networks, individual broadcasters or cable programmers could include a 
rating for violence, nudity or language in the program- signal. Inserting the rating would 
require the same equipment that is used to insert closed captions.

If a parent had activated the blocking feature of the television set, then any program 
carrying a rating from the broadcaster or cable programmer would be blocked out. 
Technically, this would be accomplished by expanding the closed captioning box to fill the 
entire screen. A message would appear on the screen stating that the program was blocked 
out. The audio would also be blocked.

The blocking feature has three categories: (V) Violence, (N) Nudity/Sexual Content, 
(L) Profane Language. Each category has four levels — for example, graphic violence, 
violence, mild violence, no violence. A parent could block all programs with a rating, or fine 
tune the blocking feature to block only programs with a rating for graphic violence, or 
graphic sexual content.

To activate the blocking feature, the parent would push the MENU button, select 
parental control, and enter a secret code. Once the blocking feature has been set, it can only 
be deactivated by a parent with the code (similar to a PIN number you would use for the 
bank cash machine). This would make it very difficult for children to deactivate.

Programs would not be blocked by this feature unless they carried a rating from the 
broadcaster or cable programmer.

Broadcasters oppose the V-chip due to fears that they will lose advertising revenue if 
they rate their programs. They are also worried about how to implement a ratings system 
given the volume of new shows and the short production-to-broadcast window for many 
shows.

TV set makers oppose a mandate for including the V-chip, but they have created a 
standard to govern its use, and each manufacturer has committed to building it into- one model 
this year.

Cable programmers supported the V-chip as a "parental empowerment device” in their 
Voices against Violence initiative in February 1994. HBO and SHOWTIME are committed 
to sending ratings for all of their programs.
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III.

Satellite broadcasters (Direct TV and USSB) offer subscribers the ability to block 
programs based on a movie rating and are committed to allowing subscribers to block 
programs based on advisories and ratings sent by cable programmers and broadcasters. 

The cost of modifying the closed captioning chip in TV sets is estimated to be less 
than one dollar a set.

CONCLUSION

The V-chip empowers families to help navigate the media culture. There are 
questions about how to implement ratings systems and how to make the technology simple, 
effective and targeted. But we should not let those solvable problems blur our message: 
Families need all the help we can give them to reduce the sex and violence that come into 
their homes via television. Those who rail against Hollywood and TV sex and violence but 
oppose using technology to empower families to express their values are part of the problem, 
not part of the solution.
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Clashing Over Obscenity in Cyberspace

TXThen the Senate proposed to crack down on com- 
W puter-network obscenity and indecency, the con-

CoatsExon

—Jon Healey

CQ JULY 8, 1995 — 1995

Democrats in defense of the measure. 
(Vote 256, Weekly Report, p. 1785)

The Senate then adopted both the 
v-chip proposal and the Dole-Simon 
amendment.

and pragmatic grounds.
Edward 0. Fritts, president of the 

National Association of Broadcasters, 
argued in a June 12 letter to Republi­
can Sen. John McCain of Arizona, 
“Government involvement in monitor­
ing programming content is a ‘slippery 
slope’ that Congress should not start 
down.” Richard Cotton, general coun­

Easier Said Than Done?

The broadcasters strongly oppose 
the v-chip provision on constitutional 

vergence of moral and regulatory issues triggered an 
intraparty struggle among House Republicans.

On the one hand were allies of Silicon Valley and the 
Internet computer networks, including Speaker Newt 
Gingrich, R-Ga., who view the unregu­
lated computer industry as one of the 
great American success stories.

On the other were social conserva­
tives such as Jim Running, R-Ky., and
John J. “Jimmy” Duncan Jr., R-
Tenn., who are shocked by reports of 
deviant sexual material in cyberspace.
“Nobody likes [censorship],” Duncan
said, “but we’ve always protected chil­
dren from hard-core pornography.”

The battle is being waged on leg­
islation to promote competition and 
deregulation in the telecommunications industry. The 
Senate-passed bill (S 652) includes a provision that 
outlaws obscene communications over computer net­
works while requiring those networks to keep indecent 
material away from minors.

By contrast, the bill approved by the House Com­
merce Committee (HR 1555) calls for the Justice De­
partment to study ways to shield minors from objection­
able material on computer networks.

A number of conservative social policy activists, such 
as the Christian Coalition and the Family Research Coun­
cil, have been lobbying Gingrich and other House mem­
bers in favor of the Senate provision, written by Jim Exon, 
D-Neb., and Daniel R. Coats, R-Ind. A few groups, most 
notably the American Family Association and Morality in 
Media, want even stronger language barring the distribu­
tion of indecent or pornographic material on the Internet.

Opposing them are civil libertarians, the computer 
industry and a broad array of computer users, who argue 
that the Exon-Coats provision is an unconstitutional re­
striction on speech. They picked up a critical endorsement 
June 20 from Gingrich, who envisions the Internet playing 
a key role in America’s political and economic future.

On a cable television program, Gingrich said the Exon- 
Coats provision was “clearly a violation of free speech, and 
... a violation of the right of adults to communicate with 
each other.” Gingrich said he did not consider it “a serious 
way to discuss a serious issue, which is, How do you main­
tain the right of free speech for adults while also protecting 
children in a medium which is available to both?”
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In May, a New York state judge ruled that the computer 
network Prodigy Service Co. may be liable for a potentially 
libelous message that a user posted anonymously on one of 
its electronic bulletin boards. The judge held that Prodigy 
exercised editorial control over messages because it sys­
tematically screened them for offensive language.

Rep. Christopher Cox, R-Calif., 
said at a Commerce Committee hear­
ing June 19 that a better way to com­
bat computer indecency than the 
Exon-Coats approach would be to let 
computer networks such as Prodigy 
screen messages without fear of liabil­
ity in other arenas. He and Ron 
Wyden, D-Ore., introduced a bill (HR 
1978) June 30 to do just that.

Bruce A. Taylor of the National 
Law Center for Children and Families, 
a conservative advocacy group that

supports the Exon-Coats provision, said Gingrich’s and 
Cox’s criticisms seem to be aimed at an earlier version, not 
the one adopted by the Senate. With other supporters of 
the amendment, Taylor is trying to convince Gingrich that 
those problems have been addressed and that the Exon- 
Coats approach is the most reasonable alternative.

Running and Duncan are considering offering the 
Exon-Coats provision as an amendment to the House 
telecommunications bill when it reaches the floor, proba­
bly in mid-July. They may modify the Senate language, 
Duncan said, “to alleviate some of the fears of Internet 
users concerning censorship.”

Rep. Cliff Stearns, R-Fla., may move in the opposite 
direction, trying to add a tougher version of the Exon-Coats 
provision to the House bill. Stearns would remove a section 
that would shield companies that provide access to unaffili­
ated computer networks over which they have no control. 
Therefore, companies that provide gateways to the Inter­
net would not be prosecuted if users navigated their way to 
caches of obscenity or, in the case of minors, indecency.

Patrick A. Trueman, head of the American Family 
Association’s Washington office, said those companies 
profit from the time their users spend viewing pornography 
on-line and need to be deterred from making it accessible.

The Electronic Frontier Foundation, an advocacy 
group for computer users, said in a recent Internet post­
ing that the best solution would be to develop the tech­
nology to help parents exercise more control over what 
children encounter on the Internet.

alternative that encouraged the enter­
tainment industry to limit violent pro­
gramming. A motion to kill the Con­
rad-Lieberman package was defeated, 
however, as a number of conservative 
Republicans — including Daniel R. 
Coats of Indiana, Phil Gramm of 
Texas, and Robert C. Smith of New 
Hampshire — teamed with most
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Broadcasters say the v-chip could turn ad­
vertisers away by limiting the TV audience.

In the House

The first test of the v-chip came on 
May 25,1995, as the House Commerce

also backed the v-chip as a way to 
increase parental control. Noting the 
self-imposed ratings in the movie and 
software industries, Larry Irving, the 
administration’s top telecommunica­
tions official, asked, “When we ask the 
broadcasters to do the same thing, 
why is it a bad idea?”

sei for NBC Inc., made a related argu­
ment in a letter to Dole, saying, “The 
amendment creates the role of ‘Big 
Brother' for the federal government, 
empowering bureaucrats to make sub­
jective judgments about what is objec­
tionable and what is not.”

To illustrate the subjectivity of 
ratings, network officials often cite the 
Oscar-winning historical drama 
“Schindler’s List,” about the Holo­
caust. The movie would probably be 
rated violent, and the v-chip would 
treat it the same way that it would 
treat slasher movies such as “The 
Texas Chainsaw Massacre.”

The task of rating all programs is 
daunting, too. A single network’s 
prime-time schedule covers about 
1,100 hours each year, although much 
is repeated during that period. By 
comparison, all the movies rated by 
the Motion Picture Association of 
America in the course of a year 
amount to 1,000 to 1,200 hours of pro­
gramming.

Finally, networks and cable com­
panies say the government does not 
need to intervene because they are re­
sponding to the issue of violence on 
their own. Networks tout the parental 
advisories they provide and the study 
they commissioned in 1994 on media 
violence; the cable companies point to 
similar efforts on their part, as well as 
programs to help parents educate 
their children about television vio­
lence.

Conrad defended his amendment, 
saying, “Parents are increasingly un­
happy that they have limited ability to 
control what their children watch on 
television.” That control is critical, 
Conrad said, because “study after 
study has shown that violence in the 
media is a contributing factor to vio­
lence on our streets.”

Markey noted that broadcasters 
received their rights to the airwaves 
for free, in exchange for acting in the 
public’s interest. As part of that 
responsibility toward the public, he 
said, they should be required to trans­
mit their own program ratings elec­
tronically.

Both Markey and Reed Hundt, 
chairman of the FCC, said market 
forces often steer broadcasters toward 
programming that clashes with the 
values parents want to instill in their 
children. Parents need help to filter 
out those programs, Hundt said, add­
ing that it is not realistic to expect 
them to review every show on televi­
sion.

Clinton administration officials 

Committee was considering this year’s 
version of the telecommunications 
overhaul bill (HR 1555). When Rep. 
Cliff Stearns, R-Fla., proposed to ease 
the ownership limits on broadcasters 
and allow companies to own multiple 
media outlets in a single city, Markey 
proposed to require any local media 
conglomerate to broadcast electronic 
ratings and provide at least four hours 
per week of children’s educational 
television.

The amendment was defeated, 15- 
32. Still, Markey says the chip pro­
posal will be harder to defeat on the 
House floor, where the broadcasting 
industry holds less sway.

Moran introduced his version of 
the v-chip legislation (HR 1807) on 
June 8, as Dole’s first attack on Time 
Warner was still reverberating around 
Capitol Hill. Its 37 cosponsors include 
only four Republicans, but aides to 
Moran said there is growing interest in 
the proposal from both sides of the 
aisle.

Following Conrad’s lead, Moran 
plans to offer a scaled-back version of 
his bill that would match the Senate’s 
language on the House floor as an 
amendment to the telecommunica­
tions bill. His original legislation pro­
poses to allow programs rated for vio­
lence or other content inappropriate 
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for children to be telecast only after 9 
p.m.

Jill Lesser of People for the Ameri­
can Way, a liberal advocacy group in 
Washington, said the change removes 
one of the most objectionable ele­
ments of the proposal: the attempt to 
restrict what kinds of programs can be 
shown during much of the day. She 
still objected, though, to the mandate 
to rate programs.

Because the proposal is not pure 
censorship, Lesser said, it is harder for 
lawmakers to explain a vote against 
the v-chip than one for it. “The easiest 
thing to say is, T am not voting to 
restrict speech, I am voting to give 
viewers a choice,’ ” she said.

Two recent surveys suggest that 
the public wants to do something 
about violence in the entertainment 
media, but it is not sure that the gov­
ernment should be involved.

USA Weekend recently published 
a non-scientific survey in which 90 
percent of the respondents favored v- 
chips and 83 percent favored a rating 
system for TV programs similar to 
that used for movies.

A separate poll for Time magazine 
and Cable News Network, done scien­
tifically, found that two-thirds of 
those surveyed favored more restric­
tions on TV broadcasts as a way to 
improve the country’s moral climate. 
Almost 70 percent, however, opposed 
government censorship to reduce sex 
and violence in the media; instead, 
more than 80 percent favored parental 
supervision and voluntary self-re­
straint.

Broadcasters argue that the v-chip 
proposal would hurt advertising reve­
nue, which is their sole means of sup­
port. For fear of reaching fewer view­
ers, advertisers may shy away from 
programs that the v-chip could block, 
broadcasters say.

“If viewers block out whole catego­
ries of programs,” NBC’s Cotton 
wrote to Dole, “then the government 
censors who place programs into these 
categories will have life-and-death au­
thority over what programs would sur­
vive on advertiser-supported televi­
sion. . . . This possibility could 
seriously damage the free television 
system.”

The networks and Simon argue 
that the real problem with violent pro­
gramming is on cable television, not 
the broadcast stations. Yet cable fran­
chises would not be affected much by 
the v-chip, network officials say, be­
cause most of their money comes from 
subscription fees, not advertisers. ■
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to help parents keep their homes free 
of offensive material. And if they team 
with Democrats to support the v-chip, 
as they did in the Senate, the proposal 
will be hard to beat.

A similar intraparty battle is oc­
curring on a provision of the Senate 
telecommunications bill by Jim Exon, 
D-Neb., and Daniel R. Coats, R-Ind., 
to regulate indecency on computer 
networks. While some House Republi­
cans are preparing their own version 
of the Exon measure, House Speaker 
Newt Gingrich, R-Ga., has blasted the 
provision as “a clear violation of free 
speech.” (Box, p. 1995)

‘V’ Is for Violence

The idea of a v-chip emerged more 
than two years ago from a group of TV 
manufacturers, broadcasters and cable 
representatives who were developing a 
new set of standards for television sets 
and signals. Circuitry was being devel­
oped that, in combination with new 
signals from broadcasters, could pro­
vide a host of new features, such as 
on-screen menus and program guides.

Hailed by supporters as a useful inonitoring tool, 
device is seen as an intrusion by TV industry

Hi The proposed new signals in­
clude three rating codes that would 
identify programs that had a cer­
tain kind of violence, potentially of­
fensive language and nudity. The 
new circuitry could be used by view­
ers to read the codes and block out 

1 any program that carried an unde- 
I sirable rating.

The circuitry found a patron in 
Rep. Edward J. Markey, D-Mass., 
who then chaired the House Energy 
and Commerce Subcommittee on 
Telecommunications and Finance. 
Joined by several leading committee 
members from both parties, Markey 
introduced a bill in August 1993 that 
would have required all television 
sets imported into or sold in the 
United States to be equipped with 
the new circuitry, which Markey 
dubbed the violence chip or “v-chip.” 

Sen. Byron L. Dorgan, D-N.D., 
introduced a similar bill in the Senate 
early in 1994, but neither measure ad­
vanced that year.

The criticism of media violence in­
tensified this year as Senate Majority 
Leader Bob Dole, R-Kan., entered the 
rhetorical fray with a stinging attack on 
communications giant Time Warner 
Inc. Although Dole said he wanted to 
see corporate self-restraint, not govern­
ment regulation, his comments sounded 
like a call to action for v-chip advocates.

On June 13, during the Senate de­
bate over S 652, Conrad and Lieberman 
offered a pair of v-chip amendments 
based on a bill (S 332) that Conrad had 
introduced in February. Their package 
would require all new TV sets sold or 
imported in the United States to con­
tain a v-chip, and it would give the 
broadcast and cable TV industries one 
year to set rules for rating programs. If 
they failed to set those rules, a five- 
member commission appointed by the 
president would take over the task.

Dole and Paul Simon, D-I1L, tried 
to defeat the Conrad-Lieberman 
amendment, offering a non-binding

■T
ifi

[or television broadcasters, the
Senate’s proposed “choice
chip” is like the Terminator

— a high-tech enemy that they can­
not seem to kill.

The chip, also called a “v-chip,” JsiiiJt 
is an electronic device that parents 
could use to keep violent or offen­
sive programs off their televisions. 
Installed inside the set, it could be 
used to screen out programs carry­
ing undesirable ratings.

The technology is available, but 
the ratings are not. Therein lies one 
of the central controversies sur­
rounding the v-chip: Who will de­
cide which programs are violent and 
offensive?

The proposal to require televi­
sion manufacturers to include a v-

SCOTT J. FERRELL 

Lieberman, right, and Conrad announce the v-chip 
chip in sets is part of a bill to pro- at a June 14 news conference. They say it would 

help parents monitor what their children watch.mote competition and deregulation 
in telecommunications (S 652), 
which the Senate passed 81-18 on 
June 15.

Broadcasters and cable TV compa­
nies say the Senate proposal amounts to 
government-imposed ratings, which 
they contend would be unconstitu­
tional. The proposal’s sponsors — Kent 
Conrad, D-N.D., and Joseph I. Lieber­
man, D-Conn. — respond that they are 
simply trying to give parents more con­
trol over what their children watch.

Conrad’s allies in the House, led by 
Democrat James P. Moran of Virginia, 
plan to offer an identical amendment 
when the House Commerce Commit­
tee’s telecommunications bill (HR 
1555) reaches the House floor.

The battle over the v-chip illus­
trates one of the conflicts within the 
new Republican majority. The man­
date to rate programs amounts to a 
new regulatory burden on broadcast­
ers and cable companies, which runs 
counter to the deregulatory drive of 
business-friendly lawmakers. Some so­
cial conservatives see the chip as a way

Proposed Electronic ‘V-Chip’ 
Complicates the View

'• j
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want to visit these problems on 
Chile?·· asked 349 labor and environ­
mental groups in a June 30 letter to 
President Clinton and !he 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-I rade proponents hope to see 
NAF"T'A extended throughout Latin 
America. 

''I waver between being very op­
timistic and very pessimistic about do­
ing any fast track at all this year," said 
Rep. ,Jim l<olbe, R-Ariz., an ardent 
proponent of free trade who rallied 
votes for NAF'TA 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, O-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
you'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 I rade 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
hor 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, O-Mich., a Ways 
and Means Committee member. "I 
certainly don't think the adll'inistra­
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 CATT ne­
gotiations and begin the NAFTA ne­
gotiations, it took a t.hree-month lob­
b y i n g  b l i t z  o f  C o n g r e s s  b y  
administration officials to win support 
for renewal. (199! 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 Republican 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." ■ 
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The Honorable Reed �- Hundt 
Chairman 

. 
. 

.,...,, 

· UNIT!D STans··ollPAATMENT a, PDMMERCE
� : The-Assistant S•er-ary to.- Communicat1ona 
. 

I 
■nd lntormacion

'• Washington, C.C. 20230 . 
.,..,_,,,,, 

September 19, 199S 

Federal Communications Commission 
1919 M Street, N.W. 
Washington� D.C. 20S54 

Dear Chairman Hundt; 
. . . 

I am writing to express my strong support for cleat. specific r-ules implementing the 
Childi:en's Television Act of 1990. Five years aftct passage of this lanch:nark legisla,tion, 
parents � cannot find educational prograrorning for their chil� on many �ere� 
broadcast stations. Cle� �lincl am tqugh enforc�m are-needed to give children and 
parents the cducationA! prognnnming choice! this law was lntended to provide. 

� o_f tile stron,est int1uCJlCe$ on a child &r0wq. up in America is the elect1'9nic 
media. The average cbild in America watches abOUt 25 to 30 hours of television every 
week.· Many of these hours are filled with vi�lCDCC aDd adult .sexual material. 

. . . . .. . 

Broad�. unlike other businesses including cable television; use the public 
mwaves me oC charge. In re� they are· supposed u, se�e the pub� ime�st. But over 
the years, the public bas receiVed .less and less in this bargain. PrQgrarnrning coverin1 local 
communities .and local issues,. as well as programming �t serves children in the co�unitY, 
has been stead.Uy �c'1 in favor ·of inore lucrative- c:ommercial programming. Children's 
educational_ programming_ has been reduced tQ �s than half an hour a week: on many
commercial stations. · 

· 
- · 

R�cent studies, mcludini O'De COBductccl-by 1'cscarcbers at.the l)�versity of Kansas, 
have confirmed the positive influcoce television can have on children's learning. The StUdy
found that viewing as little asJa hilf hour per day of educational prog,ammiug improved · 
c�dren's test sco� on a variety of subjeea. Perhaps more-im_po�. television has. the: 
power to capture children's attentic;,n and inspire them to learn about the world around them . 

. ·. ·Yet most commercial television stations choose not to use their power to impi.re or to
edu�tc �ur nation�s children. Beca� or tb.f? hiibly �•titive nature of the commercial 
advertising .market, it is very clifficult for a broadcaster to ·air an educational children's 
P�iI'am that docs not atttact � CQp ad� dollar if his-competirors. decide not to air 
any educational children's programs. The i:esuJt is very little. service for children in that .community. 

· · 
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The 1990 law was passed to address exactly this problem. It was desi� to give 
broadcasters broad discretioo t0 decide how to serve chilch:cn in their communities. At the 
same time. it crca\cd a level playing {ield by_ rcq"llirin& all broadcasters tO provide some 
minimal level of educational service to children. However, .the fiexi'bilicy of this Jaw has 
been stretched too far, allowin& many bioadcuter.i to vimlalty i2uore it§"requircments. . 
Some broadcasters :acrually redefined programs· such u the Flintstpm and Yo Yogi as . · . 
educational in Qrder to meet their obligations to children. While tbcae progruns_ are certainly 
unobjectionable as._cmeitainment. they are not specifically designed to serve the educational 
needs of children. · · 

Clearly, the current rcgulitions arc not workirla. For this reason, I urge you to
establish clear guidelines requiring broadcasters to air at least three hoWl, and preferably 
more, of children's �ucational progn,mmin1 each week during hours when children arc· in 
the·audiencc. I"alao urae·you to consult wilh industry, educat'OrS aDd parents, 'to develop 
more specific guidelines for broadcastm on the types of proa:ramm,ing that serve the 
educational or informational needs of .cliildrcn. 

. . 

It is :time fqr itr011g c_nforcement of children's educanoml programming laws by the .. 
FCC in order to ensure that all citizens, including the you,naest, arc served by broadcastetl 
w�o use the public airwaves. I look :forward to action by the FCC on your pendµl& 
rulemaking to more fully eufoICe this important public: law. 

cc: The Honorable. James H. Q\Jello 
The Honorable ADdrew C. Barrett 
The Honorable RacheJ�e B. �Ill 
The Honorable Susan Ness. 



September 18, 1995 

The Honorable Reed Hundt 
Chair 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

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 ot television's influence oh 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, 



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 s�rvice in peacetime. The 12 
Americans we honor today embody the best qualities in our national 
character. All have committed themselve3, 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 risht, even if it is unpopular 
in the short run; the understanding that we have the obligation to 
honor those who came before us by passiLg 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 lives. 

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 introdt,cing each of them in turn. 

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

MORE 
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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. In 1968, she launched the Children's 
Television Workshop and a whole new landscape of joyful education 
opened up before our children's eyes. Out of this effort came 
"Sesame Street," "The Electric Company," 11 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 -- (la�ghter) -- 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 ohildren, 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 ,. re, were it not for these two 
remarkable American heroes. We thank ttem. 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 ser.ve 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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TELEVISION 

Westinghouse bends on 

children's programming, 

but was is it voluntary? 
THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDA. Y, OCTOBER 9, 1995S:Y Congress is considering a

bill, 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. pledge was "intended as..a quid," he Were vital matters of public policy added, "If it was, there was no quo." at stake? Critical conflicts of inter• 
est? Shadowy ethical violations? No. And even if Westinghouse, which 
At issue was whether one more hour is still·awaiting an F.C.C. decision, 
a week of educational programming made its pledge to appease the advo• 
for children should be added to · 

cacy groups, the groups say Repu�li• 
CBS's television schedule. cans have no business attacking 

The network has agreed to be their lobbying success. 
bought by the Westinghouse Electric "Is this part of their Contract With 
Corporation, which needs waivers of America, this intimidation tactic?" 
some Federal Communications , said Kathryn Montgo�ery, whos.e 
Commission rules to take over the Ii- organiJatlon, the Center for Media censes of s_pme CBS stations. Several Education, is one of the groups peti-
public-i.nterest groups had filed a pe- tioning the F.C.C. to deny Westing-
tition urging the F.C.C. to deny West• house's requests. "We did what we 
inghouse's applicatjon, saying that have every right to do, which is par• 
the stations did not.provide enough. ticipate in the public debate on this. children's educational programming Haven't these men got something to meet requirements. better to do?" 

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 Sout,h 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 aFm for the three 
hours of programming as a quid pro
quo for the needed waivers . .

Then the chairman of the House 
Commerce Committee, Representa• 
live 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 

• 

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's eagerness 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 early next year on a proposed 
rule to require broadcasters to carry 
three hours a week of children's edu• 
cational programs, 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 •
fulfill�ent 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 meaps 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 small en- . 
dowment set up to distribute about 
$2 million a year in seed money to 
groups developing new educational 
programs for children. The Cf.!rrent 
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 a day.

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 children's educational pro-
grams. . · 

Will Disney, like Westinghouse, 
take the pledge? 
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. Advertising I Stuart Elliott 

At a national get-together of advertisers, talk 
quickly turns to th-e 1996.Presidential campaign. 

BOCA RATON, Fla. 

T
HE 1996 Presidential election 
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 500 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 assocla•
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 fro� 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 exl
ecutive of the Wirthlin Group in Mc•
Lean, Va., a strategic opinion re­
search company, likened advertising
to political cam(laigns 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." Bot� types 
of advertising work best, he added, 
when they focus on traits like tn1st, 
caring, conslstency, "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 politlcs was the focus 
of a live verslon 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 popularlty 
proolems 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 declsion to exclude re­
porters from covering the activities 
on Saturday, when the conference 

opened with a "members day" that 
lncluded the types of events usually 
featured in the sessions open to all 
a�tendees. Among the closed events 
Saturday w�re the McLaughlin pre• 
sentation, a panel on agency-client 
relations 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 
associatlon, told reporters at a 
breakfast yesterday� "Our members 
are thrllled with it and want to do it 
agaln ln the future." 

However, after some reporters 
said they would consider not attend• 
ing the conference next year if pan­
els and slmilar functlons were.closed 
to the media agaln, Mr. Sarsen and 
other executives of the assoclation 
said they would reconsider the mat• 
ter. 

\ . 
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·Return to Gender
WASHINGTON can't we lead the lives of normal 

Is Hillary Rodham Clinton p1aylng people?" she asked angrily. 
the gender card - from the bottom Do we..f e�r the Her sense of what was due her also 
of the deck? · · seemed to dull her sen·sltivity to con-

On a Latin American trip, she told POVY'."er partners? flicts of Interest. 
reporters that the criticism of her When she came to Washington, 
lead role on health care, politics and Mrs. Clinton appeared to willfully 
policy was not really about perform- Ignore the political dangers of as-
ance. As Ann Devroy reported In The an exacting set of exP.ectatlons. And signing herself so much power with 
Washington Post, Mrs. Clinton sees it Is also true that the right has tried no accountability. . 
the criticism more as an attack on to turn Hillary Into Evita. (Don't cry Although everyoqe knew It was 
her 20-year partnership with her hus- for me, Arkansas.) . folly to put the First Lady out front to 
band because some Americans find Nevertheless, It ts hard to believe formulate and sell the Admlnlstra-
lt "threatening." that most Americans hav!l a problem lion's principal Initiative, the Presi-

"The criticism Is clearly meant to with Mrs. Clinton because she ls a dent a-cted llke a husband In debt to ·
try to demean and divide men and his wife. He was. She had stood by · strong woman. Her health-care plan • 
women," she said. "You know, 'Know was not rejected'to .send a message him through the humiliating phllan­
your place, know where you are sup- b h 1 1 hi Ith h P dering rumors that threatened his 
posed to be,• that ts something I wish a out er re at ons P w t e res- campaign.' So he did not interfere .
we could overcome. I mean, judge !dent. '.fhe plan was judged on Its· even when It became clear that hermerits. And so was she: Her per- h Ith I d I d · people on their merits. You don't like formance as an unelected co-Presi- ea -care p an - eve ope m
my health-care plan, criticize my dent was spectacularly maladroit. high-handed secrecy - was balloon-
health Plan But don't turn It Into Ing Into a Great Society nightmare. · President Clinton bears responsl-some huge attack on the role." . . , The First Lady was never willing 

Mrs. Clinton made the same argu- blllty. He ced�d a 10� of do!llesttc · to acknowledge the tensions and 
ment after "her" health-care· plan . policy and personnel turf to his wife problems caused within the Adminis­
dled. "A friend· told me I've turned. and she reinforced the stereotype tratlon by the '.'two for one" deal, as 
into a gender Rorscha�h test," she haunting the Democrats - ihe big- she once called it. Everyone tiptoes 
told The Wall Street Journal last government tax-and-spenders, be-· around- any President's wife. But 
year. "If somebody has a female holden to special Interests. when the boss's wlfe Is also a boss, 
boss for the first time, and they've At the heart of the Administration aides are even more afraid to say "I 
never experienced that - well, may- -is the unstated bargain of the Clinton don't think this works." 
be they can't take out their hostility. marriage. As brainy and articulate Mrs. Clinton seems to feel th_at If 
against her so they turn It on me." . as her husband, Hillary Rodham sac- she occasionally plays Pat Nixon -

It Mrs. Clinton wishes to play a rlflced a high-powered career to giving Interviews to food writers, In• 
prominent role In the political life of ·hitch her star to an Arkansas comer. vltlng gossip columnists to lunch,
the country, then she must be willing She chafed ai the material sacrl- watching children dance - she 
to take the scrutiny that goes along fices, according to David Maranlss's might allay angst about her power. 
with It. She ls too sophisticated to Clinton blogrc\phy, "First In His- . She thinks Americans fear the 
argue that crltitlsm comes simply Class." When Dick Morris, the Gov- partnership with her husband. What 
because she Is a woman. ernor's political consultant, told her they really fear ls a bargain that 

It is frue that female ambition still that voters would be· angry· If she lgnores'accountablilty. It's not about 
elicits Irrational fears, and that built a swimming pool ·at the gover• be�g a woman. It's about not being 
w,1men in•public life are trapped by nor's mansion, she blew up. "Why elected. □.

A Cure· f or.-.Kids' TV 

By Reed E. Hundt 
and Newton N. Minow 

WASHINGTON 

S
ppose 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 ls 
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 �t children. 
Under laws dating from the 1930's, 
broadcasters use scarce , publicly 
owned airwaves without charge and 
in return promise to operate a$ 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. 

Broatlcasters once accepted that 
nurturing children ls part of the pub­
lic interest. In 1951, when TV was 
still new and broadcasters wanted to 
convl11ce adults tl-iat-buying a TV set 
.would enrich thelr'thlldren's lives, 27 
hours of children's programming 
aired each week, much of it high 
quality. But over the years, commer• 

· clal 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 Childr�n·s Television 
Act. It �equires · broadcasters to pro­
vide some "educational and Informa­
tional" programming that "serves lhe 
special needs of children." But It left 
to the Federal Communications Com­
mission the ta�k of defining such pro­
gram(lllng and writing rules to imple-
12 the law. 

The F.C.C. ls 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 ieast 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
lield reasonable rules pro'tecting chil­
dren; the F.C.C.'s rule .against broad­
casting 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 f>roceed1ngs the F:c.c. could
consider whether the br.oadcaster
kept Its promises. These rules would
help make broadcasters genuine trus­
tees of the public Interest. Q



Date: 09/19/95 Time: 17:35

Clinton Urges TV Carry at Least 3 Hours Weekly for Kids

WASHINGTON (AP) TV broadcasters should have to air at least 
three hours of educational shows a week for children, President 
Clinton said Tuesday.

"I believe the public interest should require broadcasters to 
air at least three hours per week, and preferably more," Clinton 
wrote in a letter to Federal Communications Commission Chairman 
Reed Hundt.

Hundt has proposed a three-hour minimum, something that hasn't 
gained much support from the agency's four other commissioners. It 
also is opposed by the broadcasting industry.

Clinton's endorsement for TV quotas "should put more pressure 
on the FCC and the industry to do something for children by 
putting on more programs," said children's TV advocate Peggy 
Charren, head of the watchdog group Action for Children's 
Television.

A 1990 law requires TV broadcasters to air shows meeting the 
educational and informational needs of children as one of the 
conditions for license renewal.

But some broadcasters have put on "The Jet sons" and "Leave It 
to Beaver" reruns and have counted them as fulfilling their 
educational requirements.

The FCC is considering a number of proposals to make sure 
broadcasters fulfill their obligations under the law, including the 
TV quotas. The commission plans to take final action this year. 
APNP-09-19-95 1745EDT



�lence Floods 
hildren's TV, 

New Study Says 
By ELIZABETH JENSE:-; 

S1off Reporter of TIIE WALL STR&ET JOURNAL 

An exhausuve 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· 
municat1on Policy at the University of 
California at Los Angeles, also deemed 42% 
of the theatrical movies aired on ABC. 
CBS . .--BC and Fox inappropriately violent. 
l\!eanwhlle, 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. lo 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 subs tan· 
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Among the criteria used in evaluating 
the context: the time the violence aired, 
wl'!�ther the show contained a parental 
advisory, whether the violence was inte­
gral to the s�ory, the duration and explicit­
ness of a VIOient 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. 

HousePanel 
Clears Measure 
On Thrifts 

By ALAN YONAN JR.

Dow Jones Capital Markets Report 

WASHINGTON - A bill that would 
�erge !he 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. 

1 The Banking Committee also voled to 

tial improvement," the researchers noted­
that the networks, in particular, "have 
begun 10 get the message about television 
violence." 

Though it had previously been assailed 
br 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 

·scenes were deleted for television. Yet
the series "America's Funniest Home 
�ideos," which airs on ABC, was cited for 
viewer-recorded video clips that are 
"merely decontextualized violence as hu· 
mor." The researchers conceded that their 
criticism of "Videos" "is the finding most 
likely to produce a loud 'Oh, come on!' from 
readers of the report:" 

eliminate a number of federaJ housing 
pro�ms to reduce the budget deficit S2.39 
blll!on over seven years. Much of the 
SaVlngs would come from a S6 billion 
recapitalization of the Savings Association 
Ins.urance Fund. Included in the recapital­
ization effort Is the proposed merger of the 
thrift and commercial banking industries. 
. The Senate Banking Committee today
1s. expected to vote on its own budget bill
�th provisions that address the thrift 
insurance fund recapitalization. 

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

, · �ven �turday-morning network 
shows for children were singled out for 
::s\nister combat violence." or containing 

violence for the sake of violence." While 
such programs aren't new, the study found " ark overtones and unreleoliovThe UCLA study was funded by the four 

maJor broadcast networks. It was intended 
10 be more comprehensive than past stud­
ies of 1elev1sion 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. 

combat in tbese shows constitute·a fairly 1 

recent trend which appears 10 be on the 
rise." 

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

Nonetheless, both House and Senate 
versions of pending telecommunications 
legisla1ion require television-set makers to 
include a "v•chip" device thal would allow 
paren1s 10 block shows that are rated as 
vwlent. 

�larlln Franks. CBS Inc. ·s senior vice 
president in Washington. said he hoped the 
s1udy would "begin 10 refute lhe cocktail­
party logic" Iha! ne1work series and made· 
for·T\' movies are 100 violent. In state­
ments. Capital Cities/ABC lnc.'s ABC. 
�ews Corp. ·s Fox and General Electric 
Co. ·s );BC said they were pleased with the 
study's findings regarding prime-ume 
series and would take inlo consideration 
1he reporl's suggestions for improvement. 
CBS Broadcas1 Group President Peter 
Lund added tha1 the network regrets 
1ha1 Congress "recently chose 10 legislate 
in this area withou1 even wailing for 
UCLA's findings." 

But Rep. Edward J. Markey, one of !he 
chief . proponents of v-chip technology,
wasn t backing down yesterday. The Mas­
sachuseus Democra1 praised the UCLA 
study. saying it would "contribute enor­
mously to our understanding of how to 
label 1ele\·1s1on shows so tha1 parents can 
make m1elhgent dec1s1ons to pro1ect their 
children" usmg the v-chip. 

Unlike previous quantitative TV vio­
lence s1ml1es tha1 simply 101aled the num­
ber of \'IOlen1 acts m a  program. UCLA's 
me1hocology was designed 10 be more 

qual11a11\'e, focusing on "whether the v10· 
fence 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 w11h 
group d1scuss1ons and renewing of the 
acts deemed violent. 

Three of the shows - "Mighty Morphin 
Power Rangers," "X·Men" and "Batman 
and Robin" - air on Fox. or three CBS 
shows cited- "Teenage Mutant Ninja Tur· 
ties." "Skeleton Warriors" and "Wild 
C.A.T.S." - only "Turtles" is returning to 
the sch�ule 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 
ls a syndicated program. 

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

�r the 121 network prime-time series 
monitored, the study found 10 - including 
one on the upstart United Paramount 
Network - that "raise frequent concerns 
a�ut th�.mann'erin which they deal with
violence. or these, five have already been 
canceled. 

Among those cited was CBS's "Walker 
!e�as Ranger," of which the study noted;

Y(olence is completely integral to this
series."

Dr. Cole said one surprise was the level
or viol�nce 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'
a1rmg of theatrical films, only 14% of the
161 that were broadcast last season
"raised concerns" about violence. "II is
clear.'' the researchers- said. "the net·
works are usmg their power to make some
1mprovemen� m this area."

The SAIF provision, similar to a blll 
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. �e�eral thrifts would no longer have to 
s�c1ahze 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 10 a 
bank charter. 

As for the community-lending rules 
�anks and thrif� wit.h assets or SlOO mil: 
hon or less would be exempt from most 
reporting requirements, while those with 
assets of as much as $250 million would be 
able to _se!f-certify that they are in compli­
ance with community-lending rules. 

<?<>mmittee Democrats, who voted 
against rolling back the lending rules when 
the changes were considered as part of a 
�ep�rate deregulation bill, said that add· 
mg 11 to the reconciliation legislation was a 
"back door" manuever to ram the proposal 
through Congress. 

Treasury Secretary Robert Rubin said 
t�.e 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 

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. l. 

Having conceded ground to mining 
companies, negotiators last evening 
agreed to allow federal timber sales of as 
much as 41 8 million board feet annually in 
the Tongass National Forest in Alaska. 
Southern poultry producers and agi:ibusi­
ness exporters triumphed in Senate votes 
on a separate S63. 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 havt! 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 Tong-ass, could provoke a 
veto confrontation with President Clinton 
on the underlying S12 billion bill funding 
the Interior Department. 

Only two months ago, the House voted 
27 1- 153 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 fa.II. 

In fact, such a bill began moving 
through the House Resources Committee 
yesterday 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 shoncomings of the current 
law.·· l\Ir. 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 saJvage-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 S86 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 
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Western. Republicans - would be trans­
ferred from the Fish ancfWildlife Service to 
the U.S. Geological Service, where core 
natural-resource research activities would 
continue with a reduced budget- of $13 7 
million. 

In ·noo� debate yesterday, the fun Sen­
ate voted 6 1-3 8 to uphold an amendment to 
block a proposed �griculture Department 
rule setting tougher standards for the 
labeling of frozen poultry. And on a 5 8-4 2 
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 has 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 frustrated i-rl 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.

1 
Calif.). "This is reaily 

all ab.out money. It's :i.ll about dollars ... 
.What,'s .a little lie? I say it's wrong." 

Housing Starts 
Increased 0.6% 
During August 

By CHRISTINA DUFF

Staff Reporter of THE WALL. STREF:T JOURNAi. 

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 
1,39 8,000. 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 built up earlier this year when de· 
mand for housing fell, and are ready to put 
tip 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 apparent acceleration. 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· 
ily - has been trending flat for several 
weeks. And in the National Association of 
Home Builders' latest housing market in­
dex, members wbren't optimistic about 
sales for the next six months. 

All figures are se.lronally adjusted. 



-Drawing a Bead
On TV Violence

sampled only a few pro 
previous years. Lichter, co-director of th
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 inevita�ly 
controversial because few acadenucs
agree on what precisely constitut�an act of violence. Jeff Cole, who di­
rected the UCLA projec_t, said �is
groUP, was Jess interested m counting
specific instances of violence than in
gauging how a¥ kinds _of _violence­
whether intentionally inflicted, slap­
stick or even verbal-fit into the
overall plot of a program. "It rai�
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.

Study Finds Prime-Tune Shows Improve; 
Movies, Kids' Programs Still a Concern 

By Paul Farhi 
Wuhingloo Poot Swf Writtt 

--

The promos, for instance, we_re 
sharply criticized for takjng short, VIO­

ient scenes out of context and repeat-w hen it comes to vio- ing them to build audience interest in
lence on prime-time . an upcoming show. . . series, the networks The UCLA report drew a. dist1!1c· 

"have begun to get the mes- tion betw�en ma�e-for-TV moVJes 
sage," an extensive new survey and theatn� movies that are shown 
of programming concluded yes-· on TV. While only 15 ,percent of the 
terdaf. But_ gratuitous �r inap- ' TV movies had violent themes or "in­propnate. Violence con�ues to appropriately graphic scenes," morebe. a �e:ious concern m �y than 40 percent of the theatrical re­chil�ren s prog�ams, theatrical leases shown on TV fell into this cate­moV1es and on-arr promos. 

The independent study, paid 
for by the networks but conduct­
ed by resP,archers 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
ID.), the networks agreed to un­
<1_ertake the study in early 1994 
in the face of congressional ef. 
forts to legislate against-violence 
on TV. 

"Today we see few programs 
with violence as their central 
theme," the study said. "More· 
programming uses violence wen: 
or does not use it at all .••• It is 
possible to create popular pr� 
grams that do not resort to inap­
propriate use of violence." 

gory. . . These included such action moV\e5 
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 ":tf ome Alone" ("filled 

. with extremely sadistic and mean-. 
spirited acts of violence"), �cularly 
because it began at 8 p.m. without a 
parental advisory. 

It also found that eight popular Sat­
urday-morning children's shows � 
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 wiltbe 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; "!e· 
think" the airing of violent theatncal 
movies; reduce the amount of 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. 

Simon called the UCLA report "sol-
id " but he added that its findings are
n�vertheless -unlikely to persuade 
lawmakers to curtail their ardor f�r
the so-called "V-chip." Congress this 
summer approved the V-chip legisla­
tion which will require TV manufac­
� to add special circuitry that en­
ables viewers to automatically bl�k
programs with objectionable material.
Final details will be worked out in the
House-Senate conference of the t�le­
communications bill in the coming
weeks.
,' Simon continues to oppose the V­
chip idea, agreeing with broadcasters
that it raises First Amendment �
cems. President Clinton has endorsed
the idea.

[In another foray into the television
issue this week, Clinton also urged 
the Federal C9mmunications Com­
mission to press the networks to pro-
vide at least three hours a week of
quality children's programming. In a

"There may be less 
1 violence on
television and they 
may be handling it 
better, but the fact 

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. Cot 1 : However, Robert Peters, president 
of the advocacy group Morality in _ 

. of the matter is 
there's still too 
much ef it." 

-Robert Peters,
president of Morality in Media VIOLENCE, From Fl 

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

The 190-page study praised gritty 
urban dramas such 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 
UCL� 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. 

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 oO the underside of iL" 

Another "1'V violence researcher, 
Robert Lichter, questioned the 
study's comparisons with earlier 
years, given that the UCLA panel 

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-
1less opportunities to learn and to be 
challenged intellectually." 

{Next month the FCC will consider 
rules designed to strengthen the act. 
The broadcasting 4tdustry has op­
posed children's programming re­
quirements.] 
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2 Quit Over Book on Racism
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Carter, collaborating; Helmsley, flying solo.
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I now know how Abbott felt when Costello left, 
how Brinkley felt.. . when Huntley left, how Sears 
felt when Roebuck left and, of course—[long pause] 
how Dan Rather felt when Connie left. 

—Jim Lehrer, at Monday night’s gala
retirement dinner for his longtime

“MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHour” co-anchor, Robert MacNeil. It was held 
at the home of Sen. Jay Rockefeller (D-W.Va.), whose wife, Sharon, 
is president of WETA.

I

I

wo prominent black members of 
the conservative American
Enterprise Institute quit yesterday 

over what they consider a racist
book—"The End of Racism: Principles for 
a Multiracial Society”—by an AEI 
research fellow.

Robert L Woodson Sr. and Glenn 
Loury said they disagreed with several of 
the book’s assertions—by Bombay-born 
Dinesh D’Souza—concerning the origins 
and motives of slavery and the evolution 
of racism, the Associated Press reported.

Woodson, who heads the National 
Center for Neighborhood Enterprise here 
and who became an AEI research fellow 
in 1977, said in a statement that the book 
“fans the flames of racial animosity.” 
Loury, a Boston University economics 
professor and a member of the think 
tank’s council of academic advisers, could 
not be reached for comment.

AEI President Christopher DeMuth 
'said he was "saddened and puzzled” by the 
resignations, which he said he regretted.

■ Let’s update our community service 
report: Paul Fleiss, pediatrician (but not 
patrician) daddy of Heidi, has to do 625 
hours for his role in laundering his 
daughter’s prostitution profits. And Leona 
Helmsley, that Queen of Mean, has to do an 
additional 150. And it has to be 
meaningful—none of that clerical work.

Paul Fleiss must serve a day in jail and 
pay a fine of $50,000, as well as surrender 
$375,187, proceeds from the sale of a 
Beverly Hills estate bought with hooker 
cash, reported the Associated Press.

Some Helmsley employees alleged that 
they performed the original community 
service that their boss was sentenced 
to—“like field hands shucking peas,” one 
said—after her 1989 conviction for tax 
evasion, according to wire reports. A 
Manhattan federal judge has now ruled that 
Helmsley, 74, must perform more 
community service in New York, where she 
can be closely supervised.

■ Last night’s $l,000-a-head fund-raiser for 
the N1H Children’s Inn was a bipartisan 
lovefest. Susan O’Neill, daughter of the late 
House speaker Tip O’Neill, that mega- 
Democtat, waxed rhapsodic about event 
emcee Marianne Gingrich, whose ultra­
Republican husband now runs the House.

Although the spotlight-shy Mrs. Gingrich 
does not share the speaker’s oratorical gifts,
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BY JOHN McOONNCll—THE WASHINGTON POST

D'Souza, distressing colleagues.
I
15,

efforts to help the facility for families of 
young NIH patients. "This was very hard for 
her, but the inn is very special to her."

Newt Gingrich huddled briefly with 
House Minority Leader Dick Gephardt at 
the event, held at the Andrew W. Mellon 
Auditorium downtown, and then declared “in 
the spirit of this bipartisan evening, we’re 
going to try to (adjourn] by
Thanksgiving—or sometime between then 
and the night before the State of the Union.”

■ Go-go guy of the week: Dan Silva, 34, 
father of 9-month-old twins, husband of 
(commuting) "Today" show reporter Jamie 
Gangel and the producer of "Crossfire” as 
well, as several other CNN weekend shows, 
has just sold his first novel (and a second one 
forthcoming) to Villard Books—for more 
than $1 million. The two-book deal is for 
hard- and soft-cover rights. The first novel is 
a WWI1 thriller called “The Unlikely Spy.” 
As of last night, he hadn’t quit his day job.
■ "The Little Baby Snoogle-Fleejer” is the 
new book by former president Jimmy 
Carter and his daughter, Amy. He wrote, 
she illustrated. The snoogle-fleejer is a sea 
monster that Carter made up when telling 
stories to his four children years ago.

“My father and J have had a pleasant 
relationship, but meeting the ambitious 
publisher’s deadline has been quite difficult for 
me,” Amy Carter told the Associated Press. 
Times Books brings it out in November.
■ As the first National Symphony 
Orchestra season planned by conductor 
Leonard Slatkin gets underway, the 
group’s instrumental leadership is shaping 
up as well. SlatkiAtumed to the NSO’s own 
Rostropovich-trained cello section for the 
new principal cellist, David Hardy, and 
assistant principal, Glenn Garlick. Slatkin 
also selected the new principal violist, 
Daniel Foster, from within the orchestra.

Yesterday the group named the Milwaukee 
Symphony Orchestra’s Jean P. Hamilton its 
general manager. Hamilton managed the 
Baltimore Symphony for four years.
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In which the senator from Oregon 
meditates on traffic patterns...

March 20,1992
. “When we were in New York the 
other day, we did a fair amount of 
driving north and south on the
avenues. I’ve come to the conclusion ' 
that the way New York does their 
signals is better than the way most 
cities do them, where you

attempt to synchronize them, and you can drive for a long
distance. That assumes you hit all the signals. But of course as the 
traffic starts out and goes up to the next signal a street away, that 
traffic doesn’t start until almost the other traffic has gotten up to
it.

“Whereas in New York as you watched down the avenues, the 
signals will all turn green simultaneously, for eight or 10 blocks. 
And of course they all turn red simultaneously. But that means the 
traffic at each street starts at the same time. And you can 
normally do five or six or seven signals before it turns to red 
again.”

Tomorrow: Little girls and cookies.

? so

— The Reliable Source
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Television networks are showw3 
"positive signs" of reducing v� 
Jenee in their own prime-time serie! 
and m made-for-television mov1eS: 
but serious problems persist in tlJe
theamcal movies they broadcast, •11'1 
some children's shows and in promi: 
tional spots, according to a study ,t,? 
the 1994-95 television season re­
leased yesterday. -�: 

The study, by the Center for Co� 
murncation Policy at the UniverSJll 
of California at Los Angeles, wa,

commissioned by the four majDZ 
broadcast networks in June 1994'-0 
response to public pressure, the 
threat of legislative restrictions .w4
the networks' own complaint that QQ 
study had sought to analyze tele.!� 
ston violence m context and from.a 
neutral perspective. ::: 

The cable television industry has 
comm1ss1oned its own separai.: 
study, which is due in January. =:

"We couldn't exactly say we �� 
improvement, because this is �e 
first year of our study," said Jeff!!: 
Cole, director of the U.C.L.A. Cen� 
which has contracted to study thPe• 
seasons at a cost, he said, of abol4 
S450,000 a year. "Next year we �0
say we see improvement or worsen, 
mg, and we'll have a base line M
saymg so." ::: 

!\lost of the violence on televisie11 
m the most recent season, Mr. Cole 
said. "especially the most extreil)e 
violence." was m films previous!: 
shown m theaters. •• 

"\\'e found 42 perce1it of the� 
raised a grear deal of concern," �� 
said. "The networks can edit out the 
worst pans. but with films lid 
'Terminator 2' ·or 'Under Siege,' !1J 
you take the worst parts out, you ru'! 
the nsk of having very little left.'.':: 

The report also raised warnil1ll;i 
about the increasing use in childre1i6 
programming of what ll calls "sinis­
ter combat violence," character,; 
f1gh1ing at the slightest provocatiOfl. 
And It crit1c1zed networks for on-air 
promo11ons using the most v10le"t 
scenes, often out of context, to adve<P-
11se a forthcoming film or show. lt 
also said networks were incons1ste\(t 
m placing adnsones on the atr at the 
start of sho1�·s that 111clude \'IOlenca 

Con111:11C'r. 0•1 Pw2<' C 1- " 
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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 pressu.re 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 
.1,·01ding Government regulation . 

"It's a very solid report," Senator 
Simon said in a telephone interview 
yesterday. "It acknowledges the 
i•rogress 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 thP. rP-
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 al� 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. Toe 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 100k 
place, its rell!vance to plot or charac­. 
ter �evelopment, whether it was pro-

voked, what its consequences were. • 
whether it was more gory than nec­
essary, the time period-in which the 
violence occurred and whether the 
show carried a violence advisory. 

"AH 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. Th<·
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. OpeniTlg 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 Rudolph 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 Republi"can 
majority. Many of those Republi­
cans want to end or cut back financ­
ing to the U.N. and favQr 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 res,rictions 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
1t is beset by an array of problems,
ranging from a rocky peacekeeping
mission m the Balkans to a financial
cns1s 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 -0n 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 
a� 

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. 

"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
por.t 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 hims.elf apart 
from G. 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 Nation's, 
its agencies and .accredited diplo­
matic missions spend $3.3 billion a 
year in New York Clty and create 
30,000 local jobs, according to Jane 
R. Steiner: a deputy commissioner.
She said this includes $10 million for 
parking tickets . 
. 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 !S0•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.
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ANALYSIS 

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. 

F
"" ycan ago. Cong,eM decided that 

broadcasta>. bavina realized 1tlcvi­
sion '1 possibilities II a source or 

eotcrtairuncnt. should do man, LO exploit 
television•s potenlial to e.duc11e the 
nation's children. In the Children's 
Television Act or 1990. Conaress rtquired 
TV swioM, in exchanac for lhrir free use 
or the public IUWa\'eS, LO SM'O "1hc educa­
lional and infonnolional ,-i. or c:hildreo" 
through. among other muns. "program• 
ming specifically designed to serve such 
needs." Conp,.ss did not spell OUI precise­
ly 11,lw broadcas1tn mUSI do: that task it 
left 10 the Federal Communications
CommissioG. 

This pall April. the FCC invited public 
comment on a number or proposal, de­
sigoed lo &i"" effect to lhe ICL Under one 
proposal. favored by many bn>adcast,rs. 
the comm1uion would monilor the 
amount of educationa1 children's pro• 
gramming aired over the next three ycan 
before dccidin& whelher 10 like further 
rcgulalory 1c1ion. Under anochc:r, more 
contro,,crsial proposal, the commisiion 
"""1d rcqwrc "'-lcultn lo air a mtru• 
mum quantily-for example, 1brce 
hours-of educational children's televi­
sion per week. A variant of this proposal 
would make the broadcast or a certain 
amount of educational proJramming a 
sufficient. but not in all cases necessary. 
coodu,on for compliance with the act. 

Allhough pri,sed by groups reprcsen11na 
miWons or pan,nu and teachers, the pro­
posal for quanlilativc programmin& 
requircrntnts has drawn • rairly hostile 
reactJOn rrorn much or the broodcasl indus-
11)'. Many broodcastas ha,-e CONfflded 11w 
this proposal, ..,ha,evcr ,u policy men1s. 
violateS the fil'II AroendmenL 

Reasonable people can and do disa,rec 
about whe1her (IS Congres, believed) a 
nwkel failure ,s responsible for the current 
paucity or educatiooal childn,n's propm­
ming and �. IS a pohcy maner, the FCC 
should enforce lhal congressional judg­
menL So rar, however, lhcsc issues have 
receh-ed too bule antnbOn. larJely b<au,e 
oppoocnu or quan111a11ve standards ha,-. 
raised the FU>t Amendment IS a shield 10 
(cod off further di,cussion aboul the undo,, 
lying meriu or such s!Andards. 

In our vi.,., 1h11 iactic is misguided. If 
the Olildrc.n·s TcleviJ1on Act is 10 ha�c 
any coocrete effect on educatiOIIII p<O­
gramm1n1-an outcome that Congress: 
surely intended-the Finl Amendment 
itself require, the FCC 10 give the act 
effect by means of clearly defined staJ>d. 
anis. The proposed qua.ntitathre requirc4 

lDCOI i.J Ill ac:epcionally iruld, vicwpo,nl· 
DCUlnll elf0r1 LO addras a serious soc1Clll 
problem ia I medium-broadcast televi• 
1io-ha1 has always been subject 10 a 
greater ranae or constitutional regul11ion 

Will""" E. Ko.nan/ u ttMral ctNnStl 
and Jo,,at/uvt E. Nllldtrtrlt1n is •�cial 
cow,u-d a, 1he Federal Communications 
Commission. Th, opinions ,xpr,ss,d in this 
an/cl, do not Mctssari/J rrjlw opinions 
adopted by IN FCC. 

And that constitutional judgment is sound. 

BY W1U.IAII E. KENNARD ANO JONATHAN E. NUECHTERLEJN 

than almos1 any other form or mass C'Otll· 
mullicatioo. Accordingly. "" belie>-e the 
cowts would likely >iodicalC lhe prop0$• 
al's constitutionality. 

THE QUESTION Of SCAIClff 

lndcpcndently and in conc:en. lhrec fea. 
= or the broodcast JpccWm define lhe 
Fu>1 Ammdmcnl rigl,ls or 1clevision broal­
eas1tn and. �y. the ClOIISlituticnal 
debate over the proposed lhrec·hour-per• 
week requirement for educational chil­
dffil ·s proa,Mlllling. 

• First. the aitwa\'OI ovtr which swioos 
broodcut-. by coogressional choice and 

l')YfflUll<nt subsidy than there arc frcquen. 
cics tlw can l'euibly be allocalcd. 

h was this last consideratton 1h11 led 
Justice Ftlix Frankfurter to conclude in 
1943 that 'Mnlike Olhes modes or CJCprtS• 
sion. [broadcasting} is ,ubject to govern• 
mental regulation." The Supreme Court 
unani!Dously reaflirmcd this principle in its 
landmark 1969 decision in R,d lion 
Broadcastinl Co. " FCC. R,d Uon con­
cerned the FCC's "faimc<s doctrine." under 
which any broldcasitr lhll aired one side of 
a public issue was rtquircd LO air opposing 
views OD the issue. As the Court made dear 
in 19'74 in M,ami Htrold Pllblislli"8 Co. t< 

are frequencies 10 allocate. ii is idle lO 
po,il Ill una1Jnd&Cll,le ml Amcndmenl 
rip ID tin.lcail � IO the rip 
or <>uy individual ID speak. wrile, o, pub­
lish .... There is nolhing in 1he Fim 
Amendmen1 which prevenu 1he Gov• 
cmrrall from requiring a bcen1'e LO� 
his l'mp,cncy ,.id> odlcn and IO condua 
lmmdl' IS a Jl'OIY 0, 6duciay "111\ obb&· 
llions LO present lhme views and YOiccs 
which arc r,prcaenutivc or his c:ommuni• 
ty and which "'°"Id Olbclwise. by neca­
sity. be baned f'rnm the IU'WI\U. 
T,.-.nty.......,, ycan 1-. Im po&ioon n,.. 

mains the law. As na:ntly as 1994. in 7luntr 
Broodcasrint Systtm •· 
FCC, lhe Supreme Court 
reaffirmed 1hat 1elcvision 
broadcast $11UOOS remain 
subjcc:l LO a brooder raop, 
or spocch � than. 
for uample. cable opera• 
tors, who do not use the 
public airwaves. 0, lhe print 
media. The difference in 
conslitutional Sllndards is 
11Pficanl. Under the lnli­
oonal Fnt Amendm<nt lesl 
applicable 10 newspapers. 
lhe go.,crnment is vinually 
noYC1 pcrmiu,d LO rqulate 
spocch based OD v,ewpoinl 
o, subjocl ..ia Under the 
Rtd ua,, SIIOdlld arplic:a­
ble 10 broadcu1crs. how• 
ever, the government ,ru,y 
re1ul11e speech based on 
subjcc1 nutitr. so lonJ IS 
the rqulaeioo is netlhcr an 
ll1tmpl IO fOttdole specdl 
on ccn1JOYC1Sial topics nor 
a sublerfuge for favoring 
one YICWJlOint OYCJ olhcn. 

As the Sup<eme Court 
held in Rd Lion ,1self. the 
rairness doctrine. a con• 
1ent•based regulation or a 
bro1dcu1er's "speech," 
u11sficd tbese require• 
menu. Indeed. lhe Court 
not only upheld the re­
q111remcn1 11w su1ions air 

� opposing vicwp0ints. but 
� also ruled that i f  1his 

t obligation ever induced 
� IO a,'Otd coo-

a:::;::::...:, __ ......;:...,. ____ .._ ____ =--------------....;:=""'_, lt0\Cl'$ial topics al1ogetb-

long-standina judicial interpret.11ion. pub­
lic property. 

• Second. broadcuitrs lea<e these air• 
WaYCS from lhe JO"<l1lll1Cnl for free. f,,ce 
uoc or lhc •ledrcmagn<uc spcctNrn ainrcn 
OD bnlodca.<l,n, ,n clfcct. I tl'IIS,V\'C pun­
m<nl subsidy that is denied LO many other 
""'1 of the spcctrum--including. fo, exam­
ple. providers or some form, or cellular �­
pbooe savice, who RIIISI bid fo, specilic fre. 
qua,aca II public arc6oM. Thole liansees 
ro0Cnlly paud the US. T,-y tome S9 biJ. 
lion for the right LO USC the airwaves. 

• Third. ii remains ll\le today. jUSI IS ii 
was II the advent or broadcasting. tlw lhc:rc 
are many more willin& recipitnts or lhis 

1bmillo. any analogous regulation of news­
papers would be nally uncons1i1u1ionaJ: 
The government could not. fot uample, 
force Th, lllulrintt"" Pbst 10 - Spll)C 
ID c:ompcbl1& VIC"� on COOIIOYCnial u,pics. 

In R,d I.Jon. hnwcvcr, the Coun deitr· 
mined that television broadcaslin, is fw,da. 
menially different from """"JMlper publish­
ing, and, as a resul� it upheld the conitnl 
regulalion inhettnl in the fairness doctrine. 
The a.niquc properties or ""' broedcast spec• 
1rum, the Coun held. make 11 more SUS• 
cep1ibtc 10 constitutional rcgul11ion than 
more traditional forms or communication: 

Where there arc subotantially more indi­
Ydllls 1'ho WIIII LO brnodca<I than there 

cr. lhe FCC could "'1n1i11 
that they gi>·c adequate and fair 111en11011 10 
public issues. II does not violate the First 
Amcndmcn1 10 trc11 licensees given the 
pn-,Jcge or """' scarce radio frequencies 
IS proxies for lhe erore commtWly, oblig• 
11ed LO gn-e su11.1ble 11me and attention LO 
m111ers of great public concern," That 
au1hori1y 10 order "suit.Ible time and llllcn• 
tion lo matters or ,,.., public CXMXZm"­
reaffirmed in the Coun·s 1981 political 
1cceu decision ,n CBS Inc. "· FCC­
_,ld ccnainly ICffll 10 include lhe aulhor-
11y 10 require a few hours of educational 
children's progrimming per week. 

$EE ICIDS' TV, rN::A. 30 
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Although critics of quantitative

standards have tended to obscure

the issue, any constitutional challenge

Television Act itself

K medical problem, a business opportunity, domestic 
any could make the need for cash immediate.

issues -
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A Structured Settlement created five or ten years ago 
may not serve a client’s best interest today.

PHOTOCOPY
PRESERVATION

the Red Lion test, but not dependent on the 
scarcity rationale—the FCC’s proposed 
quantitative requirement for children’s pro­
gramming would, as we discuss below, quite 
likely survive constitutional scrutiny.

The Court’s public forum doctrine is

“programming specifically designed to serve 
such needs.” This language leaves the com­
mission with three basic choices.

First, the FCC could decide that under no 
circumstances will it ever deny a license 
renewal on the ground that the licensee had 
failed to air enough educational children’s 
programming. But this is not a legitimate 
option for a regulatory commission charged 
with executing the will of Congress. The 
FCC is bound to assume that Congress 
meant the Children’s Television Act to have 
a discernible, concrete effect on program­
ming. That presupposes at least the possi­
bility that, all other things being equal, a 
station’s contribution to educational pro­
gramming could fall so low as to warrant 
denial of a renewal application.

Advanced Funding
Gomes of age

J.G. Wentworth Corporation’s advanced funding program 

is the solution.

It already is for attorneys and their clients in 40 states. 

To find out why, call us at:
1-800-386-3582

consequences. Here, as in all other con­
texts, the government may preserve the 
character of its property by imposing rea­
sonable restrictions on how that property is 
used. Thus, speech conveyed through a 
public medium is often subject to greater 
regulation than speech conveyed through 
privately owned media like newspapers.

The Supreme Court has addressed this 
distinction through what is known as “public

when he accepts that franchise it is burdened 
by enforceable public obligations.’ ”

related to its more general principle, applied 
in several recent decisions, that the recipient 
of a government subsidy has no absolute 
right to use that subsidy however it wishes. 
When the government creates a limited pub­
lic forum, it confers a subsidy on those who 
use that forum to propagate their views. So 
long as it does not target disfavored view­
points, the government may constitutionally 
deny this subsidy to private parties whose 
use of the forum would be inconsistent with 
its intended purpose. More specifically, the 
FCC constitutionally may, and by statute 
must, ensure that broadcasters respect the 
intended purpose of the forum that Congress 
lets them use without charge—a purpose 
that, by congressional prescription, includes 
education as well as entertainment.

forum” analysis. This analysis assigns less 
exacting standards of First Amendment pro­
tection to speech in “limited” public or 
“nonpublic” fonuns (i.e., government prop­
erty not historically associated with unbri­
dled speech) than to speech in “traditional” 
public forums (exemplified by public parks 
and sidewalks). The publicly owned broad­
cast spectrum is neither a traditional public 
forum like a New England town square, 
where speech has historically escaped all 
content regulation, nor a nonpublic forum 
like the interior corridors of federal office 
buildings. Instead, the spectrum is best char­
acterized as a limited public forum that has 
been subject, almost since its first commer­
cial use, to federal regulation to preserve the 

FOLLOWING CONGRESS' LEAD

Although critics of quantitative standards 
have tended to obscure the issue, any consti­
tutional challenge to such standards is neces­
sarily also an attack on the Children’s 
Television Act itself. The act requires the 
FCC, when deciding whether to renew a TV 
station’s license, to “consider the extent” to 
which the station has “served the educational 
and informational needs of children” through

“public interest, convenience, and necessity.” 
The constitutional significance of this 

point is narrow but, for the purpose of judg­
ing the constitutionality of the children’s 
programming proposal, quite crucial. 
Federal ownership of the airwaves does not 
entitle the government to censor disfavored 
speech or to transform private broadcasters 
into mouthpieces for the government’s offi­
cial views on controversial issues; even in 
limited public forums, the core of the First 
Amendment—a prohibition on censorship 
and discrimination among competing view­
points—retains its vitality.

But, as the Supreme Court reaffirmed last 
term in Rosenberger v. Rector and Visitors of 
the University of Virginia, the government 
may regulate speech in a limited public 
forum on the basis of subject matter (as dis­
tinguished from viewpoint) so long as the 
regulation is reasonably calculated to pre­
serve the forum’s public character or purpose. 
Under this standard—similar in substance to 

In the major communications legislation 
of the 1920s and 1930s, which remains in 
effect today, Congress elected to preserve 
the broadcast spectrum as a public resource 
and to lease it for free to private licensees 
for limited periods. Congress could have 
chosen a different course. For example, it 
could have authorized the FCC to auction 
off specific frequencies to the highest bid­
ders and to grant them absolute, freely 
transferrable ownership interests. Instead, 
Congress kept ownership of the airwaves in 
government hands and, subject to regula­
tion, let broadcasters use the airwaves with­
out paying a fee to the public fisc—a mas­
sive subsidy that broadcasters, for obvious 
reasons, have been loath to challenge.

Whether or not it makes sense as a poli­
cy matter for the government to retain own­
ership of the airwaves, the fact of that own­
ership carries important First Amendment 

Second, the FCC could muddle along 
without a meaningful standard for deter­
mining how much children’s programming 
is enough—denying some license renewals 
here, granting others there, and never fully 
explaining why. But that course, quite apart 
from its unfairness to broadcasters, would 
place the FCC in obvious tension with the 
principle, reaffirmed in one Supreme Court 
decision after another, that the standardless 
regulation of speech is unconstitutional 
because it invites (and conceals) the surrep­
titious censorship of disfavored messages. 

Thus, the only clearly constitutional 
interpretation of the Children’s Television 
Act requires the FCC, at some point, to 
impose well-defined standards on broad­
casters: to specify, for example, how much 
children’s programming is enough. But it is 
the very clarity of the commission’s pro­
posed quantitative standard—its three-hour- 
per-week requirement—that forms the cen­
tral subject of the broadcast industry’s con­
stitutional challenge. In reality, the broad­
casters’ quarrel is not with the FCC, but 
with Congress, whose constitutional judg­
ment the FCC must respect.

And Congress has, in fact, directed the 
FCC down a constitutional path. If adopted, 
the commission’s present quantitative pro­
posal would require broadcasters to devote 
just three hours weekly to a government 
objective that virtually any court would deem 
important, if not compelling: the education of 
America’s children. The other 165 hours in 
any given week would be left untouched. 

Nothing in this proposal would censor or 
foreclose any speech of any kind. Nothing 
in the proposal would require broadcasters 
to adopt or avoid any point of view on any 
subject. The proposal is a narrowly tailored, 
noncensorial, viewpoint-neutral means of 
preserving the public interest character of 
the public airwaves. That is the only show­
ing that the government need make to justi­
fy regulation of the airwaves under Red 
Lion or, more broadly, of any speech in any 
limited public forum.

Indeed (although this point is unneces­
sary to sustain the regulation), the FCC’s 
quantitative proposal is also neutral as to 
subject matter—except, perhaps, at the 
most rarified level of abstraction. The pro­
posal would not require broadcasters to 
educate children about any subject in par­
ticular; it would simply require them to 
educate children about something.

To be sure, the FCC could not remain true 
to the Children’s Television Act if it gave 
broadcasters free rein to characterize patent­
ly noneducational entertainment shows as 
educational programming. But distinguish­
ing entertainment from education is simply a 
question of implementation, and it need not 
involve the commission itself in ad hoc judg­
ments concerning a program’s subject mat­
ter, much less its viewpoint. For example, 
under one approach now under study, the 
FCC would leave the identification of educa­
tional programs to a private board appointed 
by the broadcast community.

Notably, few who oppose the commis­
sion’s proposal for quantitative standards 
would suggest that there is anything undem­
ocratic or intuitively troubling about the pro­
posal itself. Most critics fear the slippery 
slope: the notion that if the law permits this 
regulation, it will necessarily permit a range 
of truly objectionable restrictions on the free 
speech of broadcasters.

But while the First Amendment does serve 
a valuable prophylactic role in a variety of 
other contexts, there is no need for it to per­
form that role here, for existing constitutional 
doctrine is more than adequate to prevent the 
government from regulating the broadcast 
spectrum in ways that violate the core of the 
First Amendment As either a conceptual or a 
practical matter, permitting the government 
to enforce broadcasters’ public interest oblig­
ations through mild, viewpoint-neutral, non­
censorial regulations does not open the door 
to government censorship of the airwaves or 
compulsion of specific viewpoints. Rea­
sonable people may disagree on policy 
grounds about the best way to implement the 
Children’s Television Act, but the First 
Amendment itself is no basis for shutting off 
that debate altogether. ■

Over the years, many commentators, 
including the FCC itself, have contended 
that technological developments have 
weakened the scarcity rationale underlying 
Red Lion. In this view, the proliferation of 
cable channels has greatly enhanced the 
diversity of television programming—at 
least for those who subscribe to cable. As 
programming diversity increases (the argu­
ment goes), the need for government regu­
lation of broadcast content decreases, and 
so does the constitutional basis for such 
regulation. Thus, conclude the critics of 
Red Lion, the time has come to place TV 
broadcasters on a constitutional par with 
newspaper publishers and soapbox orators. 

While not entirely without force, this 
argument is misplaced. First, although the 
Supreme Court has had several opportuni­
ties in the past 20 years to overturn Red 
Lion, it has deliberately refused to do so.

Some opponents of the Red Lion princi­
ple contend that in 1994, in several passages 
of Turner Broadcasting, the Supreme Court 
eviscerated the commission’s constitutional 
authority to regulate broadcast content in the 
public interest But this claim is untenable. 
The underlying dispute in Turner Broad­
casting concerned the constitutional limits 
of cable regulation, not broadcast regula­
tion; and the passages at issue, read in con­
text, turned on the extent to which Congress 
and the FCC have in fact regulated the air­
waves, not on their legal authority to do so.

Indeed, the Court used Turner Broad­
casting as another opportunity to reiterate 
that its decisions since Red Lion “have per­
mitted more intrusive regulation of broadcast 
speakers than of speakers in other media,” a 
distinction based on “the unique physical 
limitations of the broadcast medium.”

The Court’s abiding reluctance to over­
rule these decisions is well-justified. 
Although cable has done much to alleviate 
the scarcity problem, one-third of America 
still relies exclusively on the airwaves for 
television programming. Even as it be­
comes possible to carve up the electromag­
netic spectrum more narrowly to accommo­
date more signals, the number of stations 
that can broadcast to the same communities 
without interference remains finite, and the 
number of applicants for such stations still 
dwarfs the number of frequencies available. 

THE AIRWAVES AS PUBLIC FORUM

Although reasonable people can and do 
disagree about the validity of the scarcity 
rationale underlying Red Lion, that disagree­
ment is, in our view, somewhat beside the 
point. Allocational scarcity is a sufficient 
condition for treating broadcasters and news- 
paper publishers differently for First 
Amendment purposes, but it is not a neces­
sary condition. An independent and more 
general principle underlies the Supreme 
Court’s broadcasting decisions: a principle 
of payment in kind. As the Court observed in 
CBS Inc. v. FCC, “a licensed broadcaster is 
‘granted the free and exclusive use of a limit­
ed and valuable part of the public domain;

to such standards is necessarily also 

an attack on the Childrens
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Qinton.'to Pursue 
Advisories for TV 
Ratings Would Be Similar 
To Those Used for Movies 

By Paul Farhi 
Washinrton Poot Su!f Writtr 

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 unifonn 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, 06, Col 1 

I 

I 

RATINGS, FromDl 

Clinton has endorsed the V-chip legislation, 
1 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. 

C 

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 tjr­
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
fonnly to cable and broadcast programs, Simon 
said. TV listings could carry a symbol or a one-let­
ter rating indicating a program's cootent, much as 

movie ads carry the Motion Picture Association of I 
America's voluntary letter ratings, he suggested. 

Broadcasters and cable programmers now offer 
warnings or parental advisories on some shows, 
mainly made-for-TV movies and theatrical releas­
es that contain 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
prjsed by the White House's idea yesterday. But 
orie network official said, "It's something that we'll I 
seriously consider." 

This official, who asked not to be named, said 
the industry mfght 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 chainnan 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 
w.....-Pall Salf W,m 

A federal bank examiner told the Senate 
Whitewater oommittee yesterday that the Arlcan­
sas savings and loan at the center ex the scandal 
was heavily involved in fraudulent real estate 
deals that amounted to a "pyramid scheme." 

James Clark. whose 1986 eumination led to a 
. federal takeover d 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 
sooth or Little Rock. which cost wpayers c1ose 
to $4 miDioo. 

The axnmittee and odier investigaton. in­
cluding indepeodellt oounsel Kenneth w. Sarr, . 
are looking into what role the Rose Law F°ll1D 
and theo-partner HiDary Rodham Ointm may 
have bad in Castle Gqnde tral\'lldicm. Newly 
discovered rea>rds, including legal bills found at 
the White Hoose early this month, show that Hil• 
lary Ointm did scme work oo the project She 
bas said she bas little recolJection d her wtt'k. 

The Federal Deposit Insurance Corp. said 
Mc:mday that it bas obtained an extension ex the 
statute ci limitatioos mbl March 1 fO£ bringing 
ciril claims against the Rose finn. Outside law• 
yers hired by the agency to evaluate a claim want 
more time to examine the billing records and oth-
er Casde Grande documents. 

Democrats oo the panel yesterday mounted a 
new offensive to try to contain the long-nmning 
Senate Whitewater inYestigatm, insisting that 
the inquiry oould he a,mplet.ed by the end ci Feb­
ruary and that the CXllDJDittee does not need 
more time, as its chairman bas proposed. 

And Senate Minority Leader Thomas A. 
DaschJe (D-5.D.) said mmmittee Chairman Al­
fonse M. D'Amato (R-N.Y.) should not head up 
the Whitewater oooaoittee at a time when he is 
nmning Senate Maj)rity Leader Robert J. Dole's 
New York �tial aqwgn rommittee and 
the National Republican Senatorial Committee. 

"I can't think of a more � demonstra­
tion of cooflict ex interest dealing with ooe d the 
most sensitive issues we've bad to aiofront in 
this C.oogres., than-that." Daschle said. 

D' Amato trusbed aside the aiticism yester­
day, saying hi.,· bearings have been fair. "No 
amount c

l 

bullying is pg to dissuade this sena­
tor from going forward." be said. . In hi., testimooy, Clark described bow Madison
principals, including James B. and Susan McDou­
gal, the Ointms' Whitewater busines., partners, 
"obtain[ed) cash in what amounted to a pyramid 
scheme.,. They would buy land, then sell pan:eb 
at inflated prices to "straw" ooyers who received 
full financing from Madisoo. The S&L would thus 
appear to have more vaJuahle loans oo its books, 
increasing its net worth and allowing it to rai,e 
its depositor interest rates. 

\ The growing depo.gt base provided_ more �
for real estate investments. Clarlc said. keeping
the cycle going. . I 

Abo yesterday, the Whitewater grand ,rry 
here failed to reach a quorum and could not
meet.· The first lady's lawyer, David E. Kendall,
and White House special counsel Jane �
showed up to testify about the sudden discovery
d Hillary Clinton's legal billing records Jan. 4, on-
ly to be sent away. I

The grand jury's failure to draw enough mem-
hers was not unusual, but was � espe- 1 
dally since the panel spent four hours with_ Hilla· \
ry Clinton ooly last Friday. Sherburne said she 
was disappointed. "I'm anxious to talk. to�

\ folks and tell them what I know; she said, adding 
that she does not know when she will be asked to
return to testify. 

_--:...,.1 ""-:ft . the Kendall said he was not :.w.,....,.,... uu:, 18 
way the legal process often happens," he said.
"You come to expect delays." He said be_does not
know when be will be called back to testify. 

Slaff writer Toni Locy contributed to this report.

� 
tT! 
t::, ::'l 
� M
C :s:=J 
;: -

._ � 
; � :.,, '"> � -I 
� 0
-: 

� 
c..., -i:, 
- �
-

-I 
\0 
\0 
Q\ 



01-05-96 03:32PM FROM JIMiDIANE BLAIR TO 12024566244 P005 . . . 
. _....,. ·.} 

.
· .. _ , -:�i·

. 

· "! . . · �OMAS KEAN (R-NJ): Former Govemor of New Jersey ... President of 
Dre:w University ... Sent word during last ye 's political crisis that he 
would like to be helpful 1n supporting pub televtsion and wrote op-eds, 
e!F! � .. Moderate Republican, but probably e sily confirmable. 
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-�4"�LD OR VlVBNNB WARREN (R-CAL) He, former Nixon
BDeec,. �. writer, editorial page editor of San ego Union, and frequent
gu· on MaNeil/Lehrer ... She, civic and -volunteer and member of 
APTS Board of OirecotnJ ... Both active frien and volunteer5 of public 
televiaion locally and natloruilly. 

HHNR.Y �VIS (R-NY): Billionaire conglOljn.erateur ... Republican (and 
perhaps Dole) fundraiser ... Board Chairman ofWNBT Channel 13, New 
Y or� and heavy contributor to that public evision station. .. owner of 
broadcast properties., which could create a p etved oonfllct. .. Oklahoma 
native ... Member of 20th Century Fund Task Force on Future of Public 
Television. 

JAMBS G. MARTIN (R .. NC): Former Repu Ucan governor of NC ... 
Chemist and college professor before en�"l'P politlcs ... moderate, 
relatively non-ideological Southern Repub an ... native of South 

.· .. j 
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I
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·1 : ·. :· :� ,·r ! Carolina: ... :WC?Wd be favora}?ly disposed to ublic televi&on.. .. [college 
-r:. !.:· :,�1 • acquaintance of ESDJ.. .  · l 

1 . . j, : I , ) • 
' . ·'. : .. i ' I • ' ·l I 

!· '. :· 0

i \;,;:_ :,.RICHARD ROGERS (R-TBX): Dallu b� 88 executive and heavy ·. 
1:. · · 1! ;-•,;:; ': fundraiser for Dallas public stati� l<BRA ... Son of Ralph Rogers, famous
'! .. : . :· '. •. D�s millionaire and "savior" of public tel · ion when Nixon · 
� : ·': : . Administration threatened the enterprise... cha.rd has just won major : ; PBS Award for national leadership in fµndr · • for public television. 

; . . 
'. . . :: ·;: ·· JOAN GANZ COONEY (R?D?-NY): Pound of Children's Television 
; ; .. · · :,. : · Workshop and longtime friend of public tel · · on. .. Wife of Peter G. 
� ·, . .. Peterson, former Nixon Secretary of ·Co.mm e. 
1! I • ··�: I • • I 

,i ·, ·:; .• ? : :� HEINZ (R?D?-PA): Widow of m.ul_ .. ....._,._ Pennsylvania 
· : . �tor John Heinz, now married to Democr t John Kerry of
· , : . · · . : Maaeachusetts •.• Philanthropist and advoca of arts and social causes.·. . 

. 
• • • I 

.'t • ·. : :\ . AL (R-W ASH): Former member of C ss from Pad.fie 
,� · : : ·:·-·, . N :west state with history pf support £or p blic broadcasting ...

Edu ation-oriented, moderate and eminently onfirmable. 
I 

1 , • I 

: : : 
. 

·:
. 

0 . JONPS (D-OKLA): Attorney and a.,!r'HlillfhATOman. •• wife of former 
·; . .. :. . Olkahama Congreseman and Ame.rica;ll Stock change President Jim
:i.: . , \! · J�_,. now US Ambassador to !dexico, ... Vertf �t, forthright and
i ! ·1 . . independent of mind ... a versatile �dlcreativ thinker. .
1 • • 1 ' 
{ • • •• • ' • • • • t • ; I I 

� ��. _..:(.}.jAMBs HUNT (D-NC): Governor,of North C' oliruL. very education-
' • •; minded Southern govemor ... Fonner · , Education Commi.88.ion 
1,. ; · �: 

1 of the States ... strong supporter of public and ucational broadcasting. 
': ,•':\. 

' 

; · . . : .ANN BRADFORD MATHIAS (R-MD): Wife o formet Maryland
. 
us

.. 

, Senator Charles Mathias ... salty New Bngland , reputedly descended
· fromJohn andPrifacUJa Alden. .. veryindepend of mind, of decidedly 
• moderate-liberal bent. .. friendly to art9, educa n and public
. broadcasting. 

DAVID 0. MAXWBLL OR JOAN MAXWELL PA/VA): He, former 
, Chalnn.an and CEO of Fannie Mae who turned the institution around in. early 80s, invented the mortgage-backed. securi and was awarded a $28 
r million bonus by a grateful board (funds were p t into a charitable 

! I 
. , • -I• ·C. •• .: ; ·'' 1 •• 
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.tion now run by the Maxwells)...Fonner board chairman of WET A,
■;

I •
supportive... She, businesswoman and civic volunteer (a bit abrasive)!.
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)lic TV station... Scholarly, independent-minded 
__ _ ___ ________ al Republican, extremely vrell-read and cultivated, with 
Philadelphia Main Line polish... He would bi friendly and extremely
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III. CURRENT MEMBERS OF THE BOARD

D

K

IV. TERMS AND HOLDOVERS

SALARYV.

ISSUEVI.

i I

-V T-

Members of the board, while engaging in related board duties, are entitled to 
receive compensation of $150/day, including travel time, not to exceed $10, 000.

In March, 1996, the President will have the opportunity to name four new persons 
to the CPB. With these new appointments, President Clinton will have the opportunity 
to truly influence the direction of the board for the next six years.

It should be noted that there is a limited holdover provision, should a vacancy 
occur.

Name
Leslee Alexander (R-TN) 
Carolyn Bacon (R-TX) 

/ .Diane Blair (D-AR) 
Martha Buchanan (D-TX) 

pcJcZ© Ritajean Butterworth (R-WA) 
-f J Henry Cauthen (I-SC) 

Frank Cruz (D-CA) 
Victor Gold (R-VA) 
.Alan Sagner (D-NJ) 
Shelia Tate (R-VA)

Expiration Date 
3/26/96 vz 
3/26/96 i/ 
1/31/98 
3/26/96 i/ 

1/31/98 
1/31/00 
1/31/00 
3/26/96 
1/31/98 
3/26/96

Appointment Date 
11/25/91 
6/26/91 \ 
10/18/93 
6/26/91 - O 
7/6/92 
9/15/94 
9/15/94 
11/25/91 K 
10/5/94 
6/26/91

Each member of the board serves a six year term. The following members terms 
will expire on March 26, 1996: Buchanan, Tate, Bacon, Gold and Alexander. In order 
to comply with the Congressional mandate to reduce the board by one member, the 
President will abolish one position by January 31, 1996.



October 17, 1995

MEMORANDUM TO BOB J. NASH

FROM: LIZ MONTOYA

RE: CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING (PAS)

I. BACKGROUND

IL STATUTORY DIRECTIVES

Not more than 6 (5 effective 1/31/96) members appointed by the President may 
be of the same political party.

Members of the board are appointed by the President with the advice and consent 
of the Senate.

The Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB) is a private, nonprofit entity, 
authorized by the Public Broadcasting Act of 1967, in order to provide high-quality, 
educational, informational, and cultural programming for all Americans. The Board of 
Directors of the CPB sets policies and establishes programming priorities for the 
Corporation. To fulfill this mission, CPB distributes direct grants for operations and 
programming to approximately 340 CPB-supported public radio stations and 
approximately 200 public television grantees operating 355 stations in the United States 
and its territories.

The board is comprised of Jo members (reduced to NINE effective 1/31/96) who 
are eminent in such fields as education, cultural and civic affairs, the arts. The 
board must be geographically diverse, It is recommended that board members 
represent various professions and occupations, and various kinds of talents and 
experience appropriate to the functions and responsibilities of the Corporation. 
Of the Presidents appointees, one must be selected who represents the licensees 
and permittees of public television stations and one who represents the licensees 
and permittees of public radio stations. ' "



ONE OF THESE THINGS IS NOT LIKE THE OTHER 

' Big Bird and the dumb frog 

by James M. Wall 

B 
1c 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 
a.nd 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 of the public trust." Hundt compared 
stupid frogs that use their sticky the crisiis of "violence and indecency" 
tongues to attach themselves to beer on television to the crisis about safety 
trucks. that challenged car makers in the 

If Congress deprives PBS of public 1960s: 
funding, it will threaten the creative There was then for the car compa-
independence of programs like nies and there is now for television a 
Sesame Street, which for 26 years bas fork iin the road: one way is the path 
utilized Big Bird and his friends to of denial and confrontation. The 
serve rather than exploit young view- othe1r way is the route to opportuni-
ers. Commercial programs for chil- ty and renewal. Nonviolent, decent, 
dren tend to have a heavy emphasis on familly-friendly and even education-
violence, and are designed to sell pro- al shows can be for broadcasters 
gram-related toys. 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
What Newton Minow so aptly the car companies: 

named "the vast wasteland" is even broadcasters can take it Television 
mercial television ignores 
the way children pick up 
on messages sent to 
adults. Sports teams cap­
ture the interest of chil­
dren, and they become in­
tensely loyal to their 
teams. When they watch 
the games on television, 
they are subjected to slick 
advertising that devotes 
considerable time to 

more toxic now than it was during as an. opportunity to win violence 
Minow's reign as chair of the Federal again the trust of their 
Communications Commission in the public. It can be a 
1960s. Television is increasingly chanice to redefine TV 

is the 
''uninvited 

shaped in the interest of profits, with prog;ramming product 
little concern for its impact on <level- so that it more perfectly 

guest" in 
a great 

oping minds. Preschool teachers and mirrors the values of our 
parents know that children use the counitry. 
tactics they see on television to resolve Through programs like 
playground and classroom differ- Sesame- Street, public 
ences. They have "learned" from tele- broadcasting provides a 

many 
American 
homes. 

vision that kicking and punching is the model for how commercial television 
way to solve problems. can use the medium to benefit rather 

The natidnal trend toward deregu- than e:q,loit children. Rather than 
lation over the past 20 years has seri- look foir ways to sell products to chil­
ously eroded the power of the FCC to dren, pirogrammers could emulate the 
object to content that is clearly detri- Children's Television Workshop, 
mental to children. Current FCC which btad produced Sesame Street for 
chairman Reed E. Hundt, who is PBS sirtce 1969. 
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 

R
alph Blumenthal reported re­
cently in the New York Times 

(November 19) that the creative 
team b1ehind Sesame Street is alert to 
the latest insights into how children 
learn. The new season will present 
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scantily clad young 
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 mun­
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. ■ 

CHRISTIAN CENTURY December 6, 1995 



LETTER FROM HUNGARY 

Religious learning 

by Richard R. Crocker 

S 
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-

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
ever, the government has 
made an effort to compen­
sate for the years of op­
pression, resulting in a 
new atmosphere of free­
dom and opportunity for 
the historical religions. 

Though 
poised to 
provide 
leadership, 

versities, ranging from the 
three mentioned above to 
the Budapest University of 
Economics (formerly Karl 
Marx University), the 
Hungarian University of 
Physical Education and 
the University of Horticul­
ture and Food Industry. 

By "historical religions" 
Hungarians mean Roman 
Catholicism, Calvinism 
(the Hungarian Reformed 
Church), Lutheranism 
(the Evangelical Church) 

seminaries 
lack 
resources 
and qualified 
teachers. 

In addition to these, the 
government now also rec­
ognizes five religious uni-

and Judaism. Hungary 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 Pees) 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-

CHRISTIAN CENTURY December 6, 1995 

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. Togetl1er, 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 otl1er institutions of theologi­
cal education are also free to operate 
in Hungary, various Catholic and 
Protestant groups sponsor universities 
offering numerous certificates and 
diplomas. 

P
artly 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-

1164 

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 tl1is 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 tl1at 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 fell.ow in 
Hungary. 



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

April 2, 1996

Dear Ms. Tate:

Sincerely,

cc:

Assistant to the President and 
Director of Presidential Personnel

Your appointment to the Board expired March 26, 1996. The White House Office of 
Presidential Personnel is currently working on the appointment of individuals to replace 
members of the Board of Directors of the Corporation for Public Broadcasting whose terms 
are expiring.

On behalf of the President, I thank you for your time and efforts on the behalf of 
public broadcasting.

Richard Carlson,
President and Chief Executive Officer, CPB

Shelia Tate
President
Powell Tate
700 Thirteenth Street, N.W.
Suite 1000
Washington, D C.20005

As you are aware, by law, any member of the Board of Directors for the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting whose term has expired may serve until a successor has taken office 
or until the end of the calendar year in which the member's term has expired, whichever is 
earlier. Please notify us if you plan on terminating your service prior to the time your 
replacement being named



THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH IN GTO N

April 2, 1996

Dear Ms. Bacon:

Sincerely,

fa O

cc:

As you are aware, by law, any member of the Board of Directors for the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting whose term has expired may serve until a successor has taken office 
or until the end of the calendar year in which the member's term has expired, whichever is 
earlier. Please notify us if you plan on terminating your service prior to the time your 
replacement being named.

Your appointment to the Board expired March 26, 1996. The White House Office of 
Presidential Personnel is currently working on the appointment of individuals to replace 
members of the Board of Directors of the Corporation for Public Broadcasting whose terms 
are expiring.

On behalf of the President, I thank you for your time and efforts on the behalf of 
public broadcasting.

Bob J. Nash
Assistant to the President and
Director of Presidential Personnel

Carolyn R. Bacon
Executive Director
O'Donnell Foundation
100 Crescent Court, Suite 1660 
Dallas, Texas 75201-1884

Richard Carlson,
President and Chief Executive Officer, CPB



April 2, 1996

Dear Ms. Alexander:

Sincerely,

cc:

As you are aware, by law, any member of the Board of Directors for the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting whose term has expired may serve until a successor has taken office 
or until the end of the calendar year in which the member's term has expired, whichever is 
earlier. Please notify us if you plan on terminating your service prior to the time your 
replacement being named.

Richard Carlson,
President and Chief Executive Officer, CPB

On behalf of the President, I thank you for your time and efforts on the behalf of 
public broadcasting.

Leslee B. Alexander
208 Craighead Avenue
Nashville, Tennessee 37205

Your appointment to the Board expired March 26, 1996. The White House Office of 
Presidential Personnel is currently working on the appointment of individuals to replace 
members of the Board of Directors of the Corporation for Public Broadcasting whose terms 
are expiring.

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASH INGTON

t
Bob J. Nash
Assistant to the President and
Director of Presidential Personnel
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Commentary

How broadcasters misuse the 1st Amendment
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we can change our national life—if we still wish to. 
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If Minow were just unrelievedly pessimistic about 
America’s capacity to change, his words would be 
interesting, but little more. To the contrary, he seems 
hopeful about restructuring the governmental and 
public institutions that oversee and have the right to 
regulate television, not to speak of so many other 
organs of influence.

Until now a lifelong and active Democrat, Minow 
is filled with praise these days for Sen. Bob Dole’s 
recent actions, little noticed in the press until now, 
in blocking the proposed telecommunications bill 
because, as Minow explains, “it is far too generous in 
giving advanced television spectrum to broadcasters 
for free.” Minow wrote this winter of this new devel­
opment: "Sen. Dole called the deal a ‘giveaway’ of 
public property. History shows the senator is right

Illustration by Matt jflahunn

about insisting on either an auction or a commit­
ment to public service."

He sees a new opportunity to act, to readopt stan­
dards in television, to defeat “the jungle” that has 
grown for 35 years. Indeed, he compares the possibil­
ities at this moment to the 1862 land-grant act, which 
built so many universities in America. As Minow 
told me: “I take my hat off to Sen. Dole. If not for 
him, the issue wouldn’t be coming up. Now the whole 
issue will be debated.”

Meanwhile, we might do well to look at Minow as 
one of a growing band of Americans who are trying

From Albert Einstein at the splitting of the atom, 
worrying that this scientific “wonder” exceeded 
mankind’s capacity for moral calculation, we ended 
up with “Television is just another appliance ... It’s 
a toaster with pictures” (in the words of the Reagan 
administration’s Federal Communications Commis­
sioner Mark Fowler).

, r , ------------------ But these cynical corrupters, of course, thinking of
35 years, he put his finger on the underlying problem themselves as good family people and upstanding 

citizens, men and women who don’t want their own 
children to have to see the junk they put out, surely 
never want to be thought of in, say, the way decent 
citizens used to look at pornographers. And so, they 
bring up the 1st Amendment—indeed, they with a 
straight face.

And that is where Minow, former head of the FCC, 
becomes notably concerned, for he sees how so many 
Americans on so many levels are seeking to excuse 
their own excesses and greed by claiming the “right” 
to "freedom of speech” when the amendment does 
not remotely apply to their cases.

“If I stopped someone on the street today,” he told

'-I

HICAGO—In 1961, Chicago attorney Newton
Minow, even then impassioned about the 
carnage in one of America’s greatest prom­
ises, became famous for his watershed
 speech calling television a “vast wasteland.”

These days, he is even more impassioned about the 
shabby intellectual corruption of still another of
Americans’ greatest blessings: the 1st Amendment to 
the Constitution.

Indeed, as we recently discussed the subject of
today’s television, Minow, who was alternately
depressed and angry, kept returning with an almost
compulsive moral concern to that part of the 1st
Amendment that guarantees Americans the rights of
freedom of speech and of the press. Finally, he
summed up: "The minute broadcasters say ‘1st
Amendment,’ that means you’re supposed to shut
up.”

And, precisely there, for at least the second time in

facing the growing body of angry Americans who are
trying to deal with the culture of vulgarity over­
whelming our society today.

In a brilliant new book, "Abandoned in the Waste­
land: Children, Television and the 1st Amendment,” 
he and co-author Craig Lamay perform a valuable
service to America. Tracing developments step by 
formative step, they show how television became a
modem American version of the cruel and decadent
Roman circuses.

I have long feared that one of the major challenges
to the republic is that our supposed “elites” have
reasons behind the de^ivihz'mg problems of America

a fearful and pun>oseless anomie. It is hardly sur-

y r , . , . „ television networks have the ‘1st Amendment right’
But Minow is having none of that social chaos the- broadcast early electoral returns from the West 

ory that so debilitates us. He shows how, year by io moau ,
quantifiable and qualifiable year, leaders in televi­
sion who originally saw television as a kind of trea­
sured “public interest” utility came to think of it
simply as a tool of the market to be employed with
puerile disconcem for the nation and with concern,

°‘£n truth, for their own profit alone.
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producers, editors or publishers. Broadcasters say 
the ‘V-Chip’ violates the 1st Amendment—how can

Amendment? In board meetings, I’ve been told that 
television networks have the ‘1st Amendment right’ - •» 

Coast. I asked them if it were not more true to say 
that they would simply gain from broadcasting the 
returns?”

He paused, then said, “We have confused the right 
to do something with whether it’s the right thing to 
do."




