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(4) You or several appropriate officials within the Administration
can publicly call CPB a failure in achieving the purposes of public
broadcasting in this country, and you can direct us to work with local
stations, Congressmen, and others to develop a new approach to the

funding of educatio~~1 and cultural television programming,



































































-2

I hope this information will be helpful to you. If further explanation or
background would be helpful, please do not hesitate to call or write me.

Thank you for your gracious invitation to hold the Noven jer Board
meeting at Disneylar4 We will all be looking forward to this. Frank
and I have asked Bill Faville to move forward with the arrangements in
" order to give you as much advance planning information as possible.

With warm regards,

Sincerely yours,

N
John W’ Macy, Jr.

President
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I recommend you approve Option (4) if you are willing to face
the controversy.

Approve Option (1)
Approve Opntion (2)
Approve Ontion (3)
Approve Option (4)
Other __

Clay T. Whitehead
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Con

- Does little to get at the problem that concerns ug, since the
effectiveness of the Board in controlling the full-time staff
of CPB {s quecstionable at best,

= Reduces only in part the centralized gontrol of CPD, and
increasecs their funding,

Ontion 2: Ask Connress to cut CPE funds drastically and to exrlude it
from fondine public afiairs arsoramming,

Pro

If successful, would eliminate Federal support for public affairc
pPrograms on public television.

- Makes very clear your resolve, and therefore even if not successiul
would significantly retard the growth of federally sumnnorted putlic
affairs programs during your Administration,

Con
- Invites increased Ford/NET public affzirs programming activitics.

= 1Is a negative approach that Hmits funds for many useful cducational
and cultural activitics, at the local level as well as nationally.

- Would incur considerable Congressional opposition and some
hostility, and may or may not succeed unless made a major issue.

= Invites charges of a politically motivated attack on all publie
broadcasting, '

ion 31 Call CPB a failure in achieving the country's objectives for
lic broadecastin and introduce legislation quickly to provide a new

structure for Federal funding of on.ly_ educational and cultural Rrogramming
and of local educational stations,
—_—_ 20ucational stations, :
Pro
= Takes the initiative on a positive approach,

- Properly done, would have the support of the local stations and

would thereby stand a fairly good chance of passing the Congress.
There is plenty of ammunition,
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Eliminates all Federal funds {for public affairs programming
at the natlonal level,

Still invites increased Ford/WNET public affairs programming.
Requires substantial funds for local stations to pet their sunport.

Would upset those in Congress and elsevrhere who worked to
create CPD,

Option 4: Same as (2), but also introcuce le~isiatinon to prohibit foun sHeon
gun»ort of nolitically concroversial noolic aoluirs prosraminin-.

~ ..
-

Same as (3), and this is thic only ovticn that will stop Toxd
Fourndatinn surport of slanted programming by IET and others,

[ 3

Same’ as the last two objectives to (3), but would run into more
significant opposition, including possibly the lccal stations,

Recommendation: The first option does little but avoid controversy and
the second is likely to accomplish little but controversy. Options (3)
and (4) will have lasting and constructive cffect, though both would raise
a strong Liberal howl which you presumably are willing to accept. Only
Option (4) is likely to achieve all of our goals.

 reconmmend you approve Option {4) and that we open the attack in my
address to the annual convention of the local stations Octobwxr20.

Approve Option (1)
Approve Option (2)
Approve Option (3)
Approve Option (4)
Cther







THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

March 15, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR TOM WHITLHLAD/"\

4k ‘!
FROM: Peter M. I‘Lumga[

Regarding the Corporation for Public Broadcasting, we diccusscd
having a meeting of our directors to determine where we go from
here with the Corporation. Nothing having happened on this, I
believe we should undertake that activity immediately. If you agree,
I propose to ask Al Cole, Jack Rather, and our other friends thai

we have put on that Board to come to the White Housc and sit dowu
to discuss the future of the control of the Board and the manragement
with us. After that, we can determine the validity of the desirability
of mueviing with the Président.

A 7
L% AR




doail 13, 1971

Nino

Tom

Would yeu draft a letter from me
to F'rank acz that o2ieng come ¢f
1

the peints wa thiz': shocld be
digcuazed at the Gral Lisciiag,

Those who poasibly weuld atiend
the firet mestd e

Cole
Wrether
Pace
Meoore
Whitney

W ‘h».km a




Chron

President

CPB Financin
+« CPB

% 0 MAY 187 ' Meeting 4/29,

Mr, Frank Pace

Chairman of the Board

Corpnration {or Public Broadzasting
1345 Avenue of the Amecricas

29th = iaor

New Yuuk, New York 10019

Dear Frank:

Peter I'lanlgan and I have discussed your suggestion that the President
meet v:ith the Directors of the Corporztion for Iublic Brozdecasting,
Jack Wrather has had some ccrrespondence with John iZhzlichrnan
conceruing the same subjact, Vie think it is an excellent idea, and
perhare long overdue., A natural cernsion may arise In the nen= fttnre;
when we 2x=pact ¢o aonsunss the Prozidant's appaiatomcont to £40) a5

vacancy on the Board, and may at the saiae time introduce the Admin-
istration’s bill for Jong-term financing,

Before then, howover, Peter and I think it would be usaful for me to
get togcther with a few selected meinbers of the Zoard, to discuss Lhe
details of the meeting with the President, the rango of subjects which
should Le covered, and other matters of mutual concern, I would like
to hold the mecting in the first week of June, if that is possible--or as
soon after that as the appropriate individuals can be convenicntly
agsembled, I will be happy to come up to New York if that would help.

In the initial press of organizing and staffing my office, I have not given
as much attention to the Board of CPB as I would have liked, It is very
important that the President keep constantly in touch, and I recognize
that as an important responsibility of CTP., I would hope that the mecting
I am proposing will be the first of a regular serias.

I shall await word from you,

Sjncerealy yours,

.’Z/Z/.-E 2/5

Clay T. Whitchead

cc: Mr, Jack Wwrather ;
Mr, Peter Flanigan  AScalia:hmy 5-19-71 A
cc: Mr, Whitehead - 2




Thursday 5/27/71

6:40 Jack Wrather's secretary is holding,

Frank Pace had called Mr. Wrather and they
are extremely anxious to meet with you and
would make himself available on June 3rd if
ycu could go to New York that day.

He would make himself available anywhere
fl'om 9 avmo to cSeovcecevew

Cole and Pace are available.
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Thursday 5/27/71

'We have scheduled the meeting with

Jack Wrather, Al Cole and Frank Pacs for
3 p.m. on Thursday (6/3).

The meeting will be in the Wrather Corporation
offices == 23rd floor, 375 Park Avenue, Seagram Bldg.

MEETING
6/3/71
3pm.

(212) Plaza2-1

Secy. in New York: Marie Carver

Mr. Wrather's secy. inr California: Vivian Moriarity

Will you want to see anyone else while you're there?

(213) 274-8521




COMFILENTIRL Dl B =
DRAFT — - 4l
AScalia:hmy - 6-4-71
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRESIDENT
SUBJECT: Reasons for Long-Term Financing of the Corporation for
Public Broadcasting (CPB)

1. Some scheme of long-term financing for CPB was envisioned from the
time of its creation. This is clear from President Johnson's message
to Congress recommending the legislation, and the Congressional
Committee Reports--especially in the House. Some initial experience
was thought desirable, however, before a specific plan was proposed.
At strong urging from various quarters, including the Congress, this
Administration has publicly committed itself to produce a new scheme
of financing, The 1972 Budget says that "legislation will be proposed
to provide an improved financing arrangement for the Corporation. "
That legislation has been promised to be imminent, and has been
expected, for several months now,

An apparent change of heart at this point would be alleged to be politically
motivated, and an attempt at ""control” of the media. It would also be

extremely unpopular with the education lobby.

Any scheme of financing submitted by this Administration would be less
extreme than one pooposed by a Democratic Administration, and could
thcref;:re forestall a more drastic elimination of Congressional control
in the future--e.g., though a dedicated tax, which has been suggested.

Submitting a revised financing arrangement gives us the occasion to

make desired modifications and clarifications in the Coi'poratiou'n scope




BOHFSETIAL

2
of activity--most notably, publication of classroom prog'ramm'mg, a
field which it is now proposing to enter.
By combining the CPB Bill with a bill giving HEW some additional
capability in the educational radio and 'televis ion field, the Administration
can significantly strengthen its smage as a friend of education.
There is, in any event, a substantial possibility that the Administration's
generous initiative of long-term financing would be rejected by the
Congress, giving us all of the credit but none of the undesirable results.
The best possibility for White House influence over the Corporation is
through the Presidential appointees to the Board of Directors. These

tend to be independent people, however, and failure to submit the

previously announced fegislation might antagonize them,




EYES ONLY
CONFIDENTIAL

1.

The purpose of the Federal funding, and of the Corporation
itself, is to serve local educational stations. The development
of a centralized '"fourth network'" must be avoided and local
autonomy and control fostered.

There should not be a heavy schedule of fixed-schedule networked
programming. The preseat amount of fixed-schedule, prime-time
prograrnming should be reviewed as the local programming and
vidcotaping <apability of local stations increases.

A substantial portion of the CPB budget should be devoted to
unrestricted grants to local stations, pursuant to fixzed formula,
in order to erable them to improve their local programming
services. This portion should increase as the total amount of

'CPB funds increases.

Maximum diversity should be achieved in the sour=es of national
programming, and extensive use should be made of lecal
programming that merits regicnal or naticnal distribution.

Public broadcasting is not intended to 5e a journalistic enterprise.
Federal funds should be devoted to educational, instructional,
and cultural endeavors, and not to programming that deals with

controversial public affairs, and political issues at the national
level, :
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Nitvre and Lo cUvity ol (he Corpoei o m

The Cornnvaticn for Duhlic Broads- i

established by Act of Coanress in 19- 7,

of 1% moembers, appointed Ly the I caident woith (he 20vice nms Conen Lo
of the Senate for stazgered 6-—}!091* teenye s

INaY e i rany (e c;n::. l‘t.la‘ﬁv‘-a_- Dy,

provides that the Corporation wili miziotni
objectivity and balance in a1l programs cr scri L
controversial nature, ' and that it m=ay nut “contribui: to or ohesvi- .o
support any political party or candilu’s for cluciive ablic '
Act 2lc< provides that nonc of its p:ovisions shall be decracd te euliorize
"any department, agency, officer ar.employee of the United States to
exercise any direction, supcrvision or control over educational television
or radio broadcasting, or over the Corporation or any of its grantccs or

contractors. "

. e
1 oy

asrica, L0

The Corporation differs substantially from such private organizations as
NET (National Educational Television) in that it is specifically prohibited
from owning or operating any station or network, and {rom producing
programs itsclf. Its major authorized activities are to make grants for

the following purposes:

(1) The establishment of an educational broadcasting network. This
has been achieved through the Public Broadcasting System (PBS), an
organization funded primarily by CPB, whose Board includes the President
of CPB and represcntatives of local educational broadcasters. Its chief
exccutive officer is Hartford Gunn, former General Manager of WGBIH- TV,

Boston. :
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Administration's Action to Date,.

We appointed Jaclk Wrathier, Tom l4>cre, and Juclk

Board 1<t year and reappointed Sav! Taws and Frznk Schooluy duc io
Congressional pressure. We have just announced the appoiutment of
Zelma George to the Board to fill a term which expires next Spring,

Four more vacancies will also be filled at that tima, giving us clear
control of the Board. The Administration's 1972 Budget stated that
"legislation will be proposed to pProvide improved financing for CPB, "
and an Administration Bill for that purpose has been expected for some
time now. There is now in the clearance process at OMB a bill prepared

by OTP which would provide for a 5-ycar authorization and appropriation.
(CPB is aware that this is in clearance. )

Frank Pace and Al Cole met with you in 1969 and agreed to reduce CPB
funding of NET substantially. While some altcration has taken place,
there is room for substantially more. We have discussed with

Jack Wrather the possibility of substituting him for Frank Pace as
Chairman of the CPB Board. Wrather has rcplied that he does not have
the time and knows of no person more suitable than Pace-~who, although
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this dircction that we have thuz far haeen nroceeting.

RECOMMENDATIONS (Colson concurs)

(1) Obtain an agrcement from Pace to replace Macy with a
professional, apolitical President of our choocing as soon as discrction
permits.

(2) Make clear to Pace that CPB must further reduce its funding

of NET, in order to accelerate the shrinking of that organization's
influence in the public television field.

(3) Proceed with the legislative package prepared by OTP after
Pace has agrced to thesec changes. This increases the amount of CPB
funding but at the same time reduces its influence over social thought,
by excluding it from classroom programming and by increasing the
independence of local stations which are generally more conservative in

outlook. :
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Friday 7/2/71 MEETING
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Mr. Yhitehcoad would like to talk to you about this.
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" CORPORATION

ice of the.President .

2.7 Worth Canon Drive, Beverly Hills, C:tlifornia 90210 - (213} Z74.8521

COMFIDENTIAL - “June 22, 1971

Mr. Peter M. Flanigan
Assistant to-the President
The White House :
Wasnington, D.C. -

Dear Peter: o
A

I have given a lot of thought to the subject (&“/’74\ ?""ﬁ b

of our meeting in your office June 14. I

toid you I would let you hear in a week and I

dic try to get a call through to you yesterday

and today. Understandably you were tied up.

¥ reel very strenaly that znic {g nst $ha +4ma
To iry Lo make yuick aecisions ana cnanges. 1

am very sensitive to the President's feelings

in this matter and they are understandable; how-
ever, I believe that the first step should be to
have a meeting with the President which is organ-
ized to put the picture as it actually exists

" before him. I think some of the areas of dis-

content on his part are actually being handled
correctly now and will be in the future in regard

- to his desires. Anyway, such a meeting would

allow him to firm up his opinion one way or the
other. The propitious time to make a move, if
such is desired, might be at a later date, co-
incident with new appointments in early '72. This

- may sound like a long delay but it would give ample

time for the Administration's image to be seen prior
to the end of '72. .

The selection of any reﬁlaceméhf is pretty critical

. and I feel should be given enough time to really

scout the entire field of possibilities. This
wight take several months. While this is being

"done, if desired, we could have the meeting with the

President and see what the results of that might be.

- In my opinion, the above suggestions would result in

a8 solid and considered way of handling the problem,

- 1f a‘problem is determined to exist, or if for any

3

- - . o
; . @
- " .
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Mr. ?eter M. Flanigan © June 22, 197;

2P s

reasun there is continued dissatisfaction. I am
not trying to protaect the positicn of anyone in
this recommendation. I am only interested, as I
kncw you are, in the best sulution for the CPB and
the Administration. ‘ :

Best regards,

Jack lWrather




Wedneeday 7/7/71

7:20 The meeting with Mr, Flaniraa and Mr. Cclson ea CPB
fs schicduled for 12 nocn cn Friday 7/9.

Wo have notificd Mr. Ecalia that you won't nced the
talking paper until Friday.

Ol i Sk ~




Action Memorandum re Corporation for Public Broadcasting

Proposiiiuns upon which proposed aciiun is based: -

1. Entire elimination of Federal support of public television is politically
impossible.

2. A significant reduction in the level of Federal support for public tele-
vision, even if politically possible, could easily be undone by a
subsequent Administration.

3. Our most effective course of acticn is therefore to redircct Foderal
support so as to create a structure which will be dominated
by those elements in the public television field which are generally
most congenial--namely, the local stations.

4. CPB already feels that the Current Bill proposed by OTP (see attachment)
seriously undermines its position, and is considering opposing it.

. Proposed course of action:

il Remaiq adamant on provision§ of Current Bill so that CPB falls off of
previous agreemgn;. (In order to achieve this, it might be necessary
to toughen provisions of the bill somewnat.)

in $10S€ workinserlatisnzhip with MOEB: enlizt suppart of JCET
and equcation lobby through HEX portions of MNew Bill; solicit backing of
minority group organizations disaffected with CPB (e.g., BEST) by pointing
out that their influence will be greater at the local level in most
metropolitan areas.

L7 Macwmeéatm =
- cees eogrl $

3. Have~the President meet with Al Cole and Jack Wrather:

(a) 1in order to apprise him of their strong views that more drastic
action is not feasible or necessary, and to convey to them his

strong views;

. .._. (b) 1in order to obtain their agreement, in exchange for Administration
2 i support of the New Bill, that the Board of Directors will cause
CPB funding .of NET to be reduced to a near-zero level and will
replacé-John Macy as soon as practicable with a non-political

professional. . :

4. Introduce New Bill (see attachment), in which the total of grants for CPB,
HEW and the local stations will not be seen as a decrease in Administratio

support for public broadcasting.

5. In all of the above, take pains to avoid the appearance of hostility to
public broadcasting, both because it is a sacred cow in many quarters
and because the President's opponents are already trying to tar him with
antagonism towards “free and independent" media. The demise of the
more generous Current Bill can be laid at CPB's doorstep.

o

‘e




ATTACHMENT

"Current DI

Five-year éuihorization and appropriation for CPB via "trust fund."

CPB receives $35 M plus 1/6 level of total nonfederal support for public
broadcasting (about $17 M the first year).

Local stations receive 1/6 level of total nonfederal support for public
broadcasting.

HEW given funds to be distributed to state agencies for classroom
instructional programing and to private organizations for other instructional
programing (e.g., CTW for "Sesame Stroot"); CPB excluded from classroom
instructicnal programing.

New Bill

Two-year authorization, annual appropriation.
CPB receives $40 M in FY 1973 and $45 M in FY 1974.

Local siations receive 1/3 levei of rnial nonfederal support for nunlic
vivadeasiing (about 334 ii.he Tirstc year). -
; .

Other provisions unchanged.

Possible Altcrnative: 3

If we wish™to be even tougher, in No. 2 above CPB might be cut significantly
below current $35 M level, on theory that it need no longer give extensive support
to local stations and instructional programing, thanks to direct Federal assistance
The net result would still be an increase in overall Federal support for public
broadcasting. ST e #d .

. - .
-~




July 10, 1571

MEMORANDUM FOR MESSRS. COLSON AND FLAHICAN
FROM: Antonin Scalia /J/

SUBJECT:  Corporation for Public Broadcasting

Attached is a breakdown of CPB expenditures for FY 1970, FY 19/1 and
(estimated) FY 13972. It leads to the following conclusicns:

A. As to new level of CPB funding:

(1) If CPB is only to be cut cut of the station suppert busiress,
its appropriation could icogically be reduced frem the pressnt
$35 M level to $27 M, since approximately 32 1 is to go to
stations in FY 1972, i

(2) If CPB is also to be cut vut of the networking business.
we COuld 1ugically veduce 145 budget by aa additionay 601 o
($10 K4 for P8BS and 51 !t estimated portion of grants to }ifR
attributable to networking functicn). This would rean a
total cut from $35 ii to 516°M.

B. As to new funding for local stations:

(1) If we only take CFB out of station support, stations must
receive at least $8 M in direct Federal support. If a matching
- plan 1s used, this is less than $1 for each 310 of nonfeceral
support--not enough to incuce donations. !Wreover, stations

are expecting at least 1/6 of total nonfederal (317 H).

(2) If we take CPB out of networking as well and expect stations
to pay for that function, we must give them an additional
$11 H, or a total of $19 1. Again, however, they are
expecting $17 M plus networking.

PROPOSED BILL:

(1) Cut CPB to $20 M --that is, current level ($35 #) less station
support funds ($8 M) less networking funds (S11 M) plus $4 M to

demonstrate our generosity.
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Frovide grants to local statiuns in total amount of 1/3 nex-
federal contributicns to public broadcasting, that fis,
approximately $35 i1. High minimum grant, low maximum.

Exclude CP3 from classroom programming and provide HEW funds

for distribution to the States for that purpcse. HKEW to continue
facilities grants to stations at sliahtly increased level (up from
$15 M to $17 !1). HEW to be given small amount ($5 ii) for demorn-
stration projects, State facilities planning grants, ard
innovative 'community services“ prograrming, sSucih as reuote
medical diagnosis and employent reference service.

NOTE:

Above provisions subject to checking with reliable socurces at HAE3 to
determine whether stations can agree cn formula to pay for PBS services.
Support of WAED essential. It may be necessary to divert sora2 of the
station roney to a fund which new and small stations can draw upon to pay.
for networking. 5

Attachment

§S?ali?:hmy
=1N.71
ce:  mr. wiitehead v

Subj File
Chron File




CPB EXPENDITURES

FY 1970 FY 1971 FY 1972 (est.)

PBS $3,652,000 $3,106,C00 $9,931,000

(Support of program
distribution.)

Hational Publiz Badio $2,000,000 (part $3,020,000
(Support of radio program year)

distribution and :

production.)

Station Support $4,629,0C0 $4,903,000 $7,412,000
(84.3% for 1V
15.5% for radio.)

Proarams €2,027,000 $9,219;0a0

{0y iuvai statiuvus and {1890, 200 Tor ($i105,000 ror
by station production local stations) local stations)
centers such as KET.)

National Entities - $2,772,000 $600,000 $2,000,000

- (Program production) (For HET and (For CTW, but (For CTH)
CTW) actually gave

$400,000 more

than budget.
Beginning this year,
NET 1s no longer
“Nat'l Entity" but
*station production
center.")

NOTE #1 -~ This represents virtually all of CPB budget except for CPB's own
administrative expenses.

ﬁOTE #2 -- Ford Foundation makes some program grants to national production
centers which dovetail with CPB's. In FY 1971 it was $3,250,000

and $3,330,000 estimated for FY 1972.
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"  MEMORANDUM

THE WHITE IOUSE

WASHINGTO.. et , = ‘4.‘{',?-:‘3 o
— WIS DL st
December 2, 1970
MEMORANDUM FOR : “MR, FLANTCAN
i IR, GARMINT
MR, RLEIN
FROM : H,. R, HALIDFE M AN f',"' "
'j <
SUBJECT : Telavised D\;i_)_:_';;cs

Pat Moynihan has brought up some intarcsting questions
regarding the televised debzte on guarantecd minirmim
income deseribed in the zttzched. D2 v have ¢uy con=
trol over the choice of participants in something like this?
. If so, how did we allow an ex-Special Assistant to oppose

one of our bills? Please look into this and givc ma a

“report sQ that whean the situation zrises again, we can
make sure our side is strongly defended by one of our
own people.

Thank you.

CONFIDENTIAL




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINCGTON

November 30, 1970

MEMCRANDUM FOR

H, R. HALDEMAN

I enclose an exchange with Johu Macy which
‘suggests where some of our problems come
fromn., We have men on that Board, Why
aren't they looking out for the Prcsident's
perfccily legitiraate interests? Why ave
Federal funds being spent {as I assumc they
are) to distort the facts of this situation.
And what may I ask is a Special Assislant
to the President doing opposing his most
important piece of domestic legislation?

(4

Daniel P, Moynihan

?
¥
Fy

Attachment

4




CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING

888 16th Sticet. NW., Wachington, D.C. 20006. Phone: 2C2/293-¢i50

1345 Avenuc of the Americas, New York, NY. 10019, Phonc: 212/082 220

Reply to Washing

JOIN W. MACY.JR., e

President

Novemnber 25, 1970

Dr. Danicl P. Moynihan
Counscllor to the Prcsident
The White Illouse

Washington, D.C. 20500

Dear Pat:

Becausc of your interest in welfare reform, I thourlit you
would appreciate knowing that on Tuesday, Decexmber 1, public
television's award winning debate series, The Advouilins,
will explore the question of guarsnteed mininun Lnosie as a
solution to the provexrty problem in America.

Guest witnesses opposing the guarantecd ninimum incsie plan
will be Mr. Roger A. Freeman, ceconomict and former Special
Assistant to President Nixon, and Honorabla Ronald Reagan,
Governor of California. The Eonorable Rarkcra Jordan,
State Senator from Texas and meiizer of President Juhnson's
Commission on Income Maintenance, and Professor Thocdore
Marmor, Associate Director of the School of Public Affairs
at the University of Minnesota will defend the need for

such a plan.

This.program, which will be broadcast on public television
stations nationwide, will be shown on WETA-TV, Channel 26
on Tuesday, December 1l,.at 9:00 pm. I hope you will have
an opportunity to view this program and will find it of
interest.

Sincercly yours,




THE WIHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

November 30, 1970

PERSONAL & CONIIDINTIAL

Decaxr John:

I am nct only not pleased by your letter, I am genuincly
troubled by it. It scems to me yet another examyple of 2
persistent paticrn of biased trecatment of the Administration
by public television, Iwould not say this to many persons,
but I will say it to you.

Considcr the implications of the casting of the forthcoming -
debatc on the question of a guaranteed minimum income which
will appear on The Advocates.

One: President and anly onc President has proposcd such a
schemc. His name is Richard Nixon, His bill has passcd the
Ilouse and is now before the Senate. Who do you choose to
opposc the idea? Naturally, an economist who WS Special
Assistant to President Nixon when the Family Assistance
Program was devised. (He was an associate of Dr. Burns
who -- it is hardly a secret -- opposed the plan.) And now
who do you get to support the idea? A member of President
Johnson's Commission on Income Maintenance, My respect
for President Johnson is surely as great as yours, but you
know perfectly well the previous administration would not go
near the subject. If you think otherwise, ask John Gardner.

Your audience will be liberal to left in its politics. They will
be for the Guaranteed Income. They will sce it opposed by an
appointice of Président Nixon's and defended by an appointce
of President Johnson's. A Reagan Republican will side with
the Nixon man, and a Minnesota liberal will side with the
Johnson lady, -




I lcave the White [Touse every bit as much a Democral as
when I entereds  But, dear Sir, I also lecave profoundly
uncertain of the moral and intelleciual capacity of insii-
tutional liberals to defend the standards of liberal enquiry.,

Best,

\

Danicl P, Moynihan
Counscllor te the President

Honorable John W, Macy, JIr.
President '
Corporation for Public Broadcasting
888 16th Strect, N. W,

Washington, D, C. 20006

PS: I will watch the show and am prepared to take it all
back on Wednesday morning. Butl doubt I shall have
to. -

bee: VFI. R, Haldeman
Len Garment
Peter Flanigan
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THE WHITE HOUSKE

WASH IMNCT O

December 1, 1970

MEMORANDUM FOR 10M WIITEHEAD

PROL: PETER riLARTIGAI

Regarding the attached, it is wy understandin: {iat
The Advocates is an NELI program and therefore not run by the

Corporation for Public Broadcusting. IS this is correct, vould

S

you plzase write a memo throuzh me to Haldeman answering hi
memo.

Many thanks.

Attachﬁent )
Action liemo #P108SH.
dated 12/8/70 '




12/8/70

To: Mr. Flanigan

From: Tom Whitehead

Ihave discussed this matter
with both the Corporation and
Herb Klein, Enclosed memo
per your request summarizes
the situation.

Eaclosure

cc: Mr. Whitehead
Mr. Hinchman
Dr. Owen




December 8, 1970

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. HALDEMAN

Peter Flanigan kas referred to me your memorandum regarding
Pat Moynihan's correspondence on the public television debate
regarding guarantced minimum incomes. To answer directly
the questions in your memorandum:

(1) We have no direct control over the choico of participants
in programs funded by the Corporation for Public Broadcasting;
neither does the Corporation. (The Advocates is funded 50/50 by
CPB and the Ford Foundation.) The Corporation frequently consults
Herb Klein's office to got suggestions for administration participants,
but that procedure was not followed in this case,

(2) We, of course, have no control over the activitics of
ex-Special Assistants, and I must confess that I strongly share
Pat's suspicion as to why Roger Freeman, of all People, was
selected. Cur best bet in these activities is to eacourage
Herb Klein's office to maintain active laison with the Corporation
on upcoming programs so that we can make suggestions well in
advance.

The Corporation was established to be the chosen instrument
whereby Federal funda are channeled to public broadcasting and to
insulate Programming decisions from direct government control,
Any attempt to control or change program content would subject us
to considerable criticism. However, the Corporation does have a
clear responsibility to see that balanced presentations of viewpoints
&re made, and it is here that Pat's real point comes into play. By
and large, educational and public television producers and directors
bave a rather unsubtle liberal bias. The remedy to this should

be provided by the Board of Directors, which can exert a strong
influence to see that a sound mix of programming viewpoints is
provided in spite of that bias,




-z-

I am mecting carly next month with a selected group of these
dircctors to discuss the plans and activities of the Corporation
and to establish a firmer liaison between us. We have a number
of topics to discuss, and this will be one of them. You will no
doubt be interested to know that the current vacancy on the
Board prcsents opportunity for us to tip the balance for the first
time to a Republican majority and a majority of Nixon-appointed
members. As soon as that vacancy is filled, I will have some
suggestions regarding the Corporation.

Clay T. Whitehead

cc: Mr. Flanigan
Mr, Whitehead *
Mr. Hinchman -- OTP
Dr. Owen -=- OTP

CTWhitehead:jm
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December 29, 1970

MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE

Subject: Telecon with Ken Goodwin, 12/29/70, re financing of the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting

Ken has discussed the mechanics of FY72 fuading and the required
legislative package with both OMB and Chairman Burch. He ctates:

(1) It is estimated that approximately $-44 million would be requircd
to implement his proposition and that OMB has tentatdvely approved
$35 million plus $10 million contingency in FY72. Thus, planned FY72
funds are adequate.

(2) Apparently neither CMB nor Chairman Burch feel that it is
appropriate for FCC to prepare and sponsor tho legislative package and
recommend that OTP take the lead in its formulation.
Recommendations:

(1) Hinchman and Scalia should prepare the legislative package.

(2) Steve Doyle should prepare a brief narrative for inclusion in the
President's budget address.

George F. Mansur

ec: Mr. Whitehead / O\L

Dr. Mansur
Mr. myl‘
Mz, Hinchman

GFMansur:jm




EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

OFFICE OF TELECO!4MUNICATIONS POLICY
WASHINGTOM, D.C. 20504

OFFICE OF THE DIRFCTOR

December 30, 1970 .

MEMORANDUM FOR: W, Hinchman
A. Scalia
S. Doyle

SUBJECT: Telecon with CTW re Financing for Corporation
for Public Broadcasting

(Ref: My memo of 12/29/70, same subject)

I discussed with Tom the Goodwin proposition for Corporation for
Public Broadcasting financing described in my memo of 29 December.
Tom concurs that we should take the lead in preparing and sponsoring
the legislative package.

Accordingly, we reqxxegt that Hinchman and Scalia prepare a legislative
package for early submission to Congress and that Doyle prepare a

one or two-sentence statement suztable for inclesion iz the President's
Budget Meocoge, Wis cipoctad U B e ;. ge specifically for
CPB financing would be prepared and subrnitted a.t a later date.

Since the FCC has taken the initiative in this matter to date, we should
proceed with appropriate regard for their sensitivities. Specifically,
we should coordinate closely with Goodwin and FCC and consider ways

to jointly support the proposal.

George F'. Mansur

cc: Mr. Whitehead '/
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October 4, 1971

Mr. Clay T. Whitehead

Executive Office of the President
Office of Telecommunications Policy
Washington, D.C. 20504

Dear Tom:

I am enclosing copies of letter from John
Macy in answer to my question concerning

the NPAC, and also some additional material
that he sent to me on the Broadcast Center
as I think them pertinent to the questions
you have posed.

I will appreciate your keeoing this material
confidential. I am suoplying it in the
interests of clarifying the situation.

Best regards,

erely,

Jack Wrather




CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING

888 16th Street. NW.. Washington, D.C. 20006. Phone: 202/293-6160
1345 Avenue of the Americas. New York, N.Y. 10019.>Phone: 212/582-2020

JOHN W. MACY, JR.. Reply to Washington
President

September 30, 1971

Mr. Jack Wrather

Wrather Corporation

270 N. Canon Drive

Beverly Hills, California 90210

Dear Jack:

As I promised in our tclephone conversation on Wednesday, I am enclosing
descriptive material about the National Public Affairs Center for Tele-
vision and the appointment of Robert MacNeil and Sander Vanocur as
Senior Correspondents for the Center. The substance of the press release
was presented in my report to the Board at the meeting on September 17.
As I explained, the Center was created to give a singlc focus to public
affairs programming originating in Washington and to eliminate NET from
that particular function. The Center has taken over the production of
programs previously produced by WETA ("Washington Week in Review"
and Elizabeth Drew's "Thirty Minutes With ... ") and special events
coverage produced by NET Washington. In addition, the Center will have
responsibility for the development of television reporting for th> national
election campaign in 1972,

For a number of months there has been no recognized senior correspondent
for public broadcasting in the Washington area. Paul Niven, former com-
mercial broadcaster, had served in this role for NET Washington until his
death in 1969. Without such a correspondent it was necessary to make
expedient arrangements, such as the one with Nancy Dickerson, in order
to have public broadcasting represented in company with the commercial
networks for major events such as the Presidential interview in January
1971. MacNeil and Vanocur will fill that void as experienced, professional
broadcast journalists.

Please let me know if I can provide you with any additional information
which may be helpful in answering questions you receive.

Sincerely yours,

“

-~ John W. Macy, Jr.
enclosures President




NATIONAL
PUBLIC AFFAIRS
BROADCAST CENTER

1 FARRAGUT SQUARE SOUTH, MW,
WASHINGTCN, D.C. 23236

(20) 638-1234

Contact: Jim
Kagayn (638-12324)

NPACT -- The National Public Affairs Center for Television --
announced today the signing of veteran newsmen Robert MacNeil and
Sander Vanocur as Senior Correspondents for the newly-formed Wash-
ington-based organization.

NPACT Vice-Pres;dent and General Manager Jim Karayn said the
addition 6£ such experienced and respected broadcast journalists as
"vanocur and MacNeil to the center is "a major step forward in Pub-
lic Broadcasting's ability to analyze and interpret the major events

of our times. The teaming of such political specialists as Vanocur

and MacNeil will be of particular significance to Public Broadcasting

viewers during the critical election year."”

At parallel news conferences in New York and Washington, Karayn
pointed out thatlﬁotween them, MacNeil and Vanocur have personally
covered virtually .Qery major.news story around the world in the
past decade. He also noted that their expériences have been so

varied that each man will complement the other in their examination

of today's complex society.

Mr. Vanocur is one of the nation's best-known television cor-

respondents. In 15 years with NBC kews, Vanocur h#s covered every-




Nam.

He is especially well-known for his political reporting in

every major campaign and at every major convention since 1960.

NPACT's teaming of Vanocur and MacNeil will actually be a reunion
for the two men. They worked together at NBC News for seven years.

Mr. MacNeil served as co-anchorman for NBC's “"Scherer-MacNcil
Report," a national news program; He is highly regarded for his .
well-received book “The People Machine." 'This was the first in-
depth study of the place and importance of television in the con-
temporary American political system.

For the past 4 years.:MacNeil has been a major correspondent
for the British Broddcasting Corporation. During 1968, he was
assigned by the BBC to cdver the American political campaign for
tﬁe British people. NPACT Vice-President Karayn says that the in-
sights gained by MacNeil in this foreign expe;ience will prove in-
valuable as thg Centef begins its detailed study of the upcoming
1972 eiection year. Before joining the BBC, MacNeil was given re-
porting assignments at the White House and Capitol Hill for NBC.
He ﬁaa covered the Wars in the Congo, Alge;ia and‘the Cuban Missile
Crisis. MacNeil was with President John F. Kennedy at the time of
his assassinatioﬁ in Dallas in 1963. and covered that tragedy for
American television vieu;rs. In 1964, his assignment was to éo;;r
Senator Barry Goldwater's cﬁmpaign fo; the Presidency.

Karayn pointed out that the value of Vanocur and MacNeil to

viewers of Public Broadcasting will be further enhanced by a team

. . e - v
- B
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of hand-picked experts on virtually every phase of national and world
affairs. He said, "these experts, who come from the fields of gov-
.ernment, broadcast journalism, and the printed press, have long
been.a staple of public broadcasting." “Their expertise," says
‘Karayn, “combined with thé experience of Vanocur and MacNeil, will
enable ﬁPACT to deliver a major public service in the ;oming peli-
tical year, and the troubled ye&rs ahead."

Sidney L. James, board chairman of NPACT, expressed plcasure at
the choice of Vanocur and MacNeil and said, "We believé that these
two outstanding correspondents will lead the way for public brecad-
casting to supply an especially uﬁique new service to its viewers.
The strength and e£berience of Mr. Vanocur and Mr.-MacNeil blended
into this enterprise dediéated to a new appro;ch to interpreting po-
litical affairs cannothhelp but advance our contribution to broad-

cast journalism and to the public.”

# %4
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PUBLIC AFFAIRS CENTER

BEGINS OPERATIONS IN WASHINGTOM
A news and public atfairs production center for public
television has been cstablished in \Washington. It will be
known as the National Public Affairs Broadcast Center.
Sidney L. James, Chairman of the Board of the Greater
Washington Educa-
tional Tclecommuni-
cations Association
(licensee of WETA.-
TV, Washington's
PTV station), is act-
\ ing as chief executive

Yot the Center during
ite organization. The
M\v production agen-

cy will have institu.
tional ties with WETA
and will use its pro-
duction facilities.
Jim Karayn, a vet-
eran television news
Jim Kurayn, l:mmy-anard winning producer who has
news hroudcaster, Vice President been Chief of the NET
and General Manager of the new Washington Bureau

Center. for the past five years,
habemappoude‘umadentandGmm Manager
of the Center.

“The creation of the Center comes at a very significant
timinwltv'uionjowmlismh&oryunhtﬁnlh-ﬁ
political year,” Karayn said. “Our mandate will be to try to
cover, in new ways, not just the events of the eclection year,
but also their long-range implications for our society.™

ThlmlhmglMCemermlldonnwmc production
responsibilities for “Washington Week in Review™ and
“Thirty Minutes With . . ..~ currently produced by WETA.
“Washington Week in Review™ is a round-table discussion
of major Washington events by some of the top journalists
in the country. “Thirty Minutes With . . .” features Eliza-
beth Drew, Washington Editor of The Atlantic Monthly,
interviewing major newsmakers. According to Karayn,
adjustments will probably be mads in the formats of both

Continued on page 2

ADULT EDUCATION PROJECT

MOVES FORWARD AT CPB

The Corporation tor Public Broadeasting hus completed =2
mitial study of what could become a nugor adunt leaen: = 2
project.

The study sought to pinpuint the needs in adult educs-
ton as a finst step toward determining how public brocc-
casting might assist in the feld. It entaded the coi-
missioning of 30 rescarch pupers and mectings with | -
representatives from 68 organizations, cultunating witk o
conlerence August |-3 at Airdie House, Warrenton, Va,

As a result, CPB staff received approvai from the Co--
poration’s Board of Directors to enter Phase Il ol the pro--
cct. which will include an in-depth survey of the potentiz.
audience, curriculum research, planning for utilization. a=3
information activities.

As now conceived. the project would place hecs
cmphlsis on motivating the viewer, and widespread fie'd
utilization would be planned to achieve maximum. lexi>e
use of the programming in local communities.

The project proposes to address itself 10 a prim.—
audience of adults 25 10 44 years old who can read w a Ae=-
grade level, as a minimum. Among adults in the targe:
group would be thote who have never completed higs
school. At lcast 8.4 million men and women full into th-s
category. But the project could reach millions more. bota
those younger than 25 and those older than 44,

The concept would accent reading and math presented
in a context familiar 10 the individual’s job evperience.
home and life-style. The materials—clements for use iz
open- and closed-circuit broadcasting. cassetie adaptations.
films, and associated print information—would he gener-
aled with an adult in mind who probably left school behind

Conrinued on page 2

LEGISLATIVE HIGHLIGHTS

The nomination of Dr. Zeima George to the CPB Board
of Directors was confirmed by the Senate on July 29.
The Senate Commerce Commities held hearings on her
nomination July 22 and in less than a week favorably
reported her nomination to the Senate. Dr. George
assumes the seat vacated by Carl Sanders, who resigned
in 1970. Her term will expire March 26, 1972,

On the same day the Senate confirmed the nomina-
tion of Rep. Charlotte Reid (R-IIL) to be a member of
the Federal Communications Commission. Mrs. Reid
will begin her seven-year term as FCC Commissioner
October |, replacing Commissioner Thomas Houser.




NPABC—-Cuontinued from page |

New programming from the Center will begtn in Novem-
ber with regular coverage of special events, particularly
those occurring in Washington, Karayn said. A regular
wevkly series on general politeal developments will begin

in January.

He said the Center will stress topreal coverage. rather
than chronuvlogical happenings. There are no plans tor a
daily national news show that would compete with the
commiercial network news shows, he said.

The Center will submit its shows o PBS tor possible use
on the interconnection in the same manner as uther pro-
Juction centers, according o Karavn, and in o tablishment
will not effect public alfairs programuming plans of other
production centers. He sind he hopes very much that 1he
Center cun engage in cooperative progrumming with other
production centers in the future,

$3 Million Budget

Karayn xaid the Center will be concerned with eveny -
thing of significance, from analysis of Presidential addresses
to coverage of major Congressional hearings. and will pro-
duce major specials,

The Center will have 3 hudget of approximatcly $3 mil-
lion, with the funds being supplied by CPB und the Ford
Foundation. A large portion of the funds will be paid to
WETA for production facilities und swudio service.

Karayn expects to have 3 staff of ubour §§ pevple operat-
ing in the near future. He saiy he has begun negotiating
with nationally recognized correspondents, but nonc has
been signed.

The Center will be governed by a IS-member Board.
Nine dircctors will be public members, chosen from across
the country for their knowledge of journalism. The other
six will include Mr. James ag Chairman: the newly elected
president of WETA-TV, Donald Taverner: the President of
the Center, as yet not selected: and three members of the
WETA-TV Board.

Karayn: Veteran Producer

Jim Karayn founded the Washington Bureau of NET and
had been its Chief since 1965. He produced more than 150
major programs for public television during his cight years
with NET.

In 1968, he received a national Emmy award for his
coverags of the President’s State of the Union Address, and
hnh-m!hmahnEnmymmiom. He received
the Ted Yates Award for sustained excellence in broadcast
jourvalism in 1969. His highly acclaimed documentary,
“The Warren Years,” won the Silver Gavel Award of the
American Bar Association last year.

Before joining NET, Karayn was a producer and writer
for NBC News, Washington. He was with KTLA-TV, Los
Angeles, from 1954 to 1961, nising from reporier to news
director. Under him, the KTLA news department won two
Sylvenia Awards, 18 local Emmys and one national Emmy.

Karayn attended Stanford University and received his
journalism degree frcin the University of Southern Cali-
fornia. He did graduate work at UCLA while working with
UP! and the Los Angeles Examiner,

EDUCAT]ON'“(‘l'l!u’l‘"fl(‘l/ fremee rage |
at least ten years earlier. Throughout, cfforts would be
made 10 monvate him toward lite-lony learnimg,

One pavoll could be mprovimge the adult's reading and
math skills so that he or <he mzht win o hizh school
certiticate through tiking the General Pduciational Devel-
opment (GED) tests,

However, many participanis in the ( PB-sponsored mevt-
mnes telt that GED preparation should be only one of the
options. Issuance o spectal certilicates of completion
should be considered. There neht also be ne-ms o local
sehuolarships tor turther education, or o ob e sow s and
promotions.

Participants in the planning stawes concurred chat a
prospective adult histener or viewer must e otlercd more
than just broadeasts to his home, Supportive senvices, such
avtonng and counselling, should be nide oy dable
through local orgamzations and asatutions \nd while
basic materials would be planned tor natonal use. they
should be ot such a4 modular desizn that lighly teable
alternatives would be optional o the loval broadeaster and
his colleagues in education.

Target Audianne Sae o

The need for more complete information on the sotential
lurget audiences was  guickly idennitied. Avecordingly.,
Phase 11 ot the project. subject 10 concurrence by :he CPB
Board. would be dedicated in the muin (o widening the
understanding of putential bencticiaries of the project.
Rescarch techniques used in prepuring “Cuancion de¢ [a
Raza.” a public television scries tor Spanish-speaking peo-
ple. and “Sexame Street™ would be applied. This <econd
phase would cnd by next March I.

In the ten-week first phase, 20 public broadcasters and
cducational communicators took part in the plunning meet-
ings. In particular. John Montgomery. Excemtive Dircctor
of the lowa Educational Broadcasting Network and Evecu-
tive Consultant to the National Association of Educational
Broadcasters. has actively participated in the planning and
exccution of Phase I. '

Intcrest in the project has been indicated by over 300
major American corporations,

CPB's education staff anticipates making a further rcport
on the proposed project at the NAEB Convention next
month in Miami Beuch.

“iznneq

“WHAT PTV IS ALL ABOUT”
When the Houstoa school board fired the superintendent
of schools two weeks ago, KUHT/Channel 8, the city's
public TV station, mounted instant specials review-
“With very little lead time, and no advanced fanfare ™
Millie Budd, the Houston Post Television Editor wrote,
“Channe! 8 plunged into the subject with the reckless
gracs of an Olympic champion.” Millie said the resuft-
in;:ixhanm“...mo(ﬂnmuddn;teievi.
siouupouwhichthucblood-shumyopicorbshlve
ever focused.”
AnnHod'a.WBditorolﬂnHomonChmich.
seconded Millie’s appraisal. Both concluded with praise
for the station, with Ana summing it all up—"When you
come right down to it, this is the rype of community
performancs that public television is all about.”
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WTTW, CIN PROOUCE SPECIAL ON “FREZZE"
To help clear up the widespread confusion over the im-
plementation ot the president's wage price freeze. WTTW.,
Chicago, produced a live, two-hour special with six federal
officials answering questions about the freeze. The pro-
gram was carried by the [2-state Central Educational
Network.

Over 300 calls were reccived at WTTW during the pro-
gram, “Wage-Price Freeze: Questions and Answers.” and
more than 100 questions werc answered. Calls were aired
from as far away as Bismarck, N. D. and Tolcdo. Ohio.

WOSU GETS $123,698 GRANT
FOR RADIO PRODUCTION UNIT

WOSU Radio, Columbus, Ohio has been chosen to estab-
lish the nation’s first Public Radio Production Unit for
news and public affairs.

The station has rcccived $123,698 nnder the Corpora-
tion’s $900,000 Public Radio Production Unit project.
which was announced at the First Annual Public Radio
Conference in May. The Ohio State University Telecom-
munications Center, licenses of WOSU, will provide match-
ing funds and services totaling over $90.000.

Under the project. all CPB-qualified stations are eligible
to receive from $50,000 to $200.000 to establish special
production units that will concentrate in eithcr music,
drama, imstruction or news/public affairs programming.
WOSU Radio is the first recipient.

According 1o Al Hulsen, CPB Director of Radio Activi-
tics, the primary purpose of this grant “is to strengthen the
public affairs production capability of WOSU to better
sssve the central Ohio community. However, the new
production unit will ako serve as a training ground for
public broadcmsters and a programming source for the
national network for public radio—NPR."

The news/ public affairs production unit will be set up as
2 ssparate arm of WOSU. It will enable the station to
increase and improve the quality of its daily five hours of
news programming and expand the activities of its unique

The “News 71 Ombudsman™ service was initially funded
by CPB in 1969 as a pilot project for public radio. The
first such radio service in the country, “Ombudsman™ solic-
its listener questions and problems, attempts to solve them
and demonstrates on-air how other listencrs can solve

simular problems. o addition, it sometimes tikes the initia-
tve and iavestigates Cinsdepth” opes ot
listeners.

The CPB grant covers the first vear ot o planned tive-
vear project. Towall pay the saliares of tive new reporters,
two Ombudsman research reporters, the Ombudsman him-
selt and the Ombudsman exceutine producer, as well as
providing talent fees tor regional strimeers

coneern W

The Telecoms-
munications Center matching tunds will pay the salaries ot
three additonal news reportens, all part-time emplosces
included in the project and the overhead tor the annt
WOSU broadeasts more news weehdass than am radio
station—commercial or noncommercil—-m Ohio, i luding
tive hours of locally produced  programnnng and NPR -«
-minute news and public atfurs magazine, “ AL Things
Consdered.”  The station also operates the Lirgest news
depurtment of any public radio station m the country .

NPR SPOMSOR3 MIALTU Lo & el oo
National Public Radio. the nationwide network and pro-
gram service lor public radio, is not only reporting the new <
but making it as well.

Beginning Septamber 7. NPR will sponsor and broadeast
siv two-hour hearnngs on one of the nation’s nunt cructal
Jomestic issues—nhealth care.

The "NPR Health Care Heanngs™ will take place prior
to the hearings on nauonal health insurance seheduled by
the House Wayvs and Mceans Committee thas 1all,

Because the House hearings will now be open to live
media coverage. NPR producer-moderator Barbara New-
man <aid. “it is essential for NPR to utilize the potential
of the radio medium to present this vital subject for pubkic
discussion.”

The NPR hcarings will originate from San Francisco.
Boston, New York City, Ann Arbur, Mich.. Philudeiphia
and Atlanta,

In each city. the hearings will provide a public forum for
debate on the various problems ot health care and proposed
solutions such as the Nixon Administration health insur-
ance plan and another proposed by Sen. Edward Kennedy
(D-Mass.). They will cnable the three groups most vitally
concerned about this issue 10 cxchange views and con-
structively cxamine their positions: the Congressmen
who enact legislation, the providers of health care, und the
general public—the consumers of health care.

The NPR hearings will be modcled after actual Congres-
sional hearings. A pancl of local Congressmen and Senators
will question witnesses drawn from such advocacy groups
as the American Mecdical Association, Blue Cross, and the
Medical Commirtce for Human Rights, as well as repre-
sentatives from local hospitals, labor unions, community
clinics and insurance companics. Individual patients will
also testify before the hearings.

Among those scheduled to marticipate in the hearings are
Senator Edward Kennedy: Dr. Robgrta Fenlon, president.
California Medical Association: Dr. Oliver Fein, Health
Planning Advisory Center, N. Y.: James Brindle. president.-
Health Insurance Pan of Greater New York: Rep. Mantha
Griffiths, chief sponsor of the Kennedy health insurance
bill in the House: Dr. Herbert S. Denenberg. Pennsyivania
State Commissioner of Insurance: Isadore Malamud. oflicer
of the International Ladies' Garment Workers Union, and
Lieutenant Governor Lcsier Maddox of Georgia.




CPB ADVOCATES PUBLIC CABLECASTING

While the Conegress and the Adminstration study  the
new et ol proposed regulations tor cable television an-
nounced by the Federal Commumcations Commission, the
Corporation tor Public Broadeasting s working on g num-
ber ot fronts 0 preserve the public service potential ot
cabte and to turther the mteresis of public television.

Atter months ot debiberations, the FCC released its pro-
posed regulations on August S0 CPB tound several ot the
regulations o be beneticial o public broadeasung. and
(.u-k-r\ o e helptul i developing the public. non-commer-
cial uses of cable. However, the Corporation teels that the
needs of pubhic broadeasung have ot been given therr
proper wereht in other areas.,

CPIS most revent position on the development of cable
was given in o statement trom the Corporation’s president,
John Macy. 1o the Sloan Commission on Cable Communi-
cations. - The Sloan Comnission was ~et up along the lines
of the Carnegie Comnussion on Fducational Television but
given the mandate trom the Sloan Foundation o develop
recommendations on cable for the Congress. the FCC. and
the public at large.

Macy noted that the technical potential for a large num-
ber of channels offens o unigue opening for public tele-
vision,

“The public broadeasting station of today can be the
Community Center for Fducation and Public Service in
1980, It is a resairce that can become the ncighborhood
learning center and the circulatoe ot knowledge and ideas
to an informed community.™ he said.

Public broudcasting wativns alrgady fill this description.
Macy said. but to a limited degree. They will never deveiop
to their tull potential i these arcas as long as accews to
them is restricted. he observed. noting that a single or cven
double public television channel is simply not sutficient.

“We belicve that the multiple channel capabilitics in
cable provide opportunitics for vastly increased and im-
proved public service in hoth urhan communities and rural
areas.” he wid. ~“Morcuver. we are also convinced that
public broadcasting can do much (0 assist and further that
public interest.”

Summary of CPB Positions

Macy summarized for the Commission the rccommenda-
tions that the Corporation has made to the FCC regarding
the development of cahle regulations. The Corporation has
supported or urged:

® ownership of CATV systems by public broadcasters,
or other non-profit community organizations:

® aflocation of 50% of all cable channels for noncom-
marcial purposes;

¢ the proposal by the FCC that 5 of the gross sub-
scription revenues (rom CATV should be directed to
the Corporation with the proviso that the money be
dedicated to planning and supporting the nuncom-
mercial uses of cabie:

* the structuring of CATV subscriber rates to insure
that all citizens are abie 10 enjoy the benefits of cabls
servics; and

® federal licemsing and regulation of CATV as most
ﬂklwahknlhcupwibbdﬂebpmcmol
CATV (as an alternative, the Corporation would

support comprehensive federal reculations 10 be en-
forced by local regulatory bodies, )

The Corporanion has also recommended that il C AN
sstems be constructed with twice the number of chaneg -
that the trancise beheves are required tor viable operat o
and with mandatory twosway capability . 1t has also reco -
mended that no system be authorized which does net 2ec-
pose to carey the EM band on cadio siznals,

FCC's Proposed Rzzulat:ans

Although the Corporation’s reaction 1o the 1'CC peo-
posed regulations were generally Livorable, several orue .
issues related o the noncommercial., public service aseelis
of cable were not addressed by the Commission, For o2,
the FCC did not mention the tive rercent “public Jd. -
dend™ which it had carlier proposed. Nor did it prosese
any regulations regarding the structurning ol CATN oo
wriber rates,

The FCC abw did not rule on the proposed eveme: o
for public broadeastng stations irom the local cross om e
ship bun. However, the Commission stated that there w s
much unfinished business in the cable dield. and sinz oo
out this issue.

“TO cite just one instance.” the Commission sind, Ustree g
arguments have been advanced that el BTV statie-
operators should not be barred Trom any and all owners= =
participation in cable svsiems in their communition, and .«
4 matter of equity. these arguments should be dealt w °=
betore franchises arc awarded in markcts that we are nev
prupusing to open lor cable penctrution. We will therely -2
split vut matters such as this tor revolution betore vur nos
rules become eifective.™

Aa impurtant proposal included in the FCCs list of
regulations is that CATV wystemis would he permitted 1o
carry any number of cducational signak, local or distant,
there is no objection trom local educational TV interes’-

The proposed regulations would also reyuire that CATV
opcrators make available. at no cust, a public access chan-
nel to noncommercial users. A channel would ako have o
be available for five years at no cost for state and local
government use and a similar chanmel provided for loca!
education groups. Thesc are among recommendations that
the Corporation has made in the past.

NAEB CONVENTION, OCTOBER 17-20

The 47th annual convention of the National Associa-
tion of Broadcasters will be a convention with a differ-
encs in several respects this year,

For one thing, the convention will be heid at Miami
Beach’s Fontaincbleau Hotel rather than in Washington,
a3 has been the practice in recent years. The dates are
October 17-20, about one month carlier than usual.

More importantly, the number of formal sessions and
functions will be limited to allow delcgates more time
for informal exchange of views.

One of the general sessions will be given over to a
“converialion™ among several leading journalists, who
will discuss journalism in public broadcasting.

As in the past two years, CPB will announce the
results of its most recent Harris poll on the viewers of
public television at the convention.

.
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DACID, TV PERSOHMEL SHISTS

One new face and two familiar ones in new roles are the
result of organizational changes within the Corporation for
Public Broadeasting.

Donuld M. Trapp. formerly Program Oflicer for the
HEW Lducational Broadeasting Facilities Program. joins
the Corporation as Radio Prujeets Manager with the respon-
sibility of administering the various CPB rudio grunt
projects,

Although new to the Corporation. Trupp is no strunger
to public broadcasting. In addition to his five years with
the Facilities Program, he has worked for the Georgia
ETV Network and WUNC-TV in Chapel Hill. North
Carolina. He reccived his bachelor's and master's degrees
from the University of North Carolina. )

CPB's Dircctor of Speciul Activities, David Stewart, has
been promoted to Director of Nationul Program Projects.
In his new role, Siewart will be respomible for all CPB
program projects intended for national network use, in
addition to retaining responsibility for such activities as
film projects and experimental programs.

Prior 1o joining the Courporation in 1969, Stewart was
Director of Educational Programs for the National Endow-
ment for the Arts. Previously, he was a Consultant on the
Arts for the American Council on Education: Director of
the Washington office of NET: Secretary of the Joint Coun-
cil on Educational Broadcasting; Director of the Joint
Committee on Educational Tclevision, and television pro-
ducer for the D. C. Public Schools and WETA-TY,
Washington.

Ros Morrissean, formerty Assistant Director of Station
Development Support, has also been promoted to a newly-
created position. As Assistant Director of Television Activi-
tics, he will be responsible for developing the master plan
for the future of the public broadcasting system. He will
also have responsibilities in the software devclopment
aspects of new technologies and will undertake other special
assignments. ’

Morrisseau came to the Corporation ia 1970 from
WITF-TV, Hershey, where he held various positions, the
last being Director of Programming. He was previously a
producer-director at WGBH, Boston. '

A NEW ADDRESS IN WASHINGTON

Aflter months of negotiations, the leuse has been signed
for a new home tor much ol public broadcasting in
Washington. The new building, located at 2025 M S,
N.W.. will housc several clements of public broadeast-
ing located in the Washington area.

The Corporativn for Public Broudeasting und the
National Association of Educational Broudeasters will
remain in their present locations unnl 1976. At that
time they are scheduled to move into the adjoining
building at 2033 M St. N.W. This building will also
serve 10 meet the cxpanding nceds of the Washington
entities of public broadcasting.

Under the current plan, the ollices of the new
building will be ready for occupancy by January 1. It
will probably take another nine months or more to com-
plete instllation of the rcquired technical operations.

TV GUIGE AND LOOK VIEW °TV

When public tcicvision made the cover of the Aug. 2!
TV Guide—with its 13 million circulation—it was a good
sign that the medium has become a significant factor in
the television spectrum.

And another good sign was Look magazine's siory on
public television in its recent special issue. “Television:
Turn-On or Turn-OfT™" Just two years ago public television
was lucky to get 2 mention in such picces et alone equal
treatment. But that is now becoming the rule rather than
the exception.

The TV Guide cover story, ~“Public Telcvision: Is Any-
body Watching”™ by Richard K. Doan. described the diffi-
culties public tckevision faces in irying 1o increase its
audience.

“Darling of TV's disenchanted. Pet of TV's critics. All
buimredbyWsmma.‘isha-Domsumupthe
dilemma.

He said that cven though “everybody (or so it scems)
talks about public TV,” few seem to be watching. Or at
least not enough o that “those nose counters of mass view-
ing habits, the A. C. Nielsen peopie can find out.”




In fact, he sardy “Most public-TV fare attracts something
like a ‘tenth’ the vize ot audience piched up by the ‘least’
pupular network evening show.”

However, Douan goes on o say that “there are signs
aplenty that public TV s citching on.” He cites as ea-
amples viewer response 10 "The Advocates™ Buckley's
move to public television: and President Nixon's congratu-
lations o Mobil Ol Corporation tor spending S1 nullion
to underwrnte “Masterpiece Theatre™ and o promote
“Sesame Street.”

However. he says that the basic problem of how to reach
wider audicnees remiuns unsolved,

The article in the September 7 issue of ook Magazine.
“What's Ditferent About Public TV, answers the ques-
tion right oil,

“Commercial TV mukes money. lotx of it. Public TV
necds money, lots of i, savs Gerald Astor, Look Senior
Editor.

Atter describing some ol the successes and tailures ol
public television, and some ot the intra-industry squabbles.
Astor concludes, “Uniil public TV no longer awaits o an
annual congressional smile . | . the Fourth Network will
sound a minor voice.”

TAVERNER TO HEAD WETA

Donald Vo Taverner, tormer General Manager of WQED
and WOUEX, the public broadeastmg stations i Prtisbuargh,
has been named President and Generad Manager of W
N BN Washington, -
Most recently, Taverner has
served as President ot the
Natonal - Cable  Television
Assocration. He  succceds
Wilhham  J. McCarter. who o~ s
recently resigned 1o become
the chiet executive ollicer ol y
WTTW.and WITX. Chicage's _— A
public broadeusting stations. ' ' “
Taverner  built  WQFD, :
Pittsburgh im0 one of  the fen
strongest communily - owned Y

RS-

public television  stations,
Prior to Pittsburgh, he was
Dircctor ol Development tor
the Universiy of Maine at Orono In this posinon, he
directed the joine ctfort between the unnersiy and the
state department of cducation whech established the Maine
public television network. He is a graduate of the unnersety.

e it e aa

ARCUND THE CIRCUIT

® “Pozzaui.” an ~Artists in America” segment which
will be scen September 14 on PBS. was sclected recently
as top winner in the Atlunta International Film Festival.
The film. produced by Richard. Taylor. WTIU, Bloom-
ington, Ind., is a profile of Rudy Pozzati. profcssor of
fine arts at Indiana University and nationally prominent
printmaker.

® Mrs. Joseph Gershgol,” Duluth, watching the KTCA.
Minneapolis-St. Paul auction which was simulcast in
Dututh and Applcton, was attracted by an Indoncsian god-
dess puppet. Knowing her daughier would love it, she
entered a SI7 bid. But she was outbid, and then outbid
again, and again. Finally, she got the puppet for $35. A
few minutes after the auctioneer had announced the name
of the winning bidder, Mrs. Gershgol's tclephone rang—
her daughter had been the one bidding against her.

e The Promotion-Programming Idea of the Week: A
24-hour marathon showing of “The Forsyte Saga.” That's
just one of the ways in which the new management of
WNET, New York, under John Jay Isclin, is trying to build
a wider audience and community awareness of the station.
Another i3 “The Silent Years,™ a series of silent films which
has gained the biggest audiences ever registered for the
station, even topping the competition on the commercial
networks.

e “Mister Rogers Meets an Astronaut,” the Fred Rogers
special that won critical praise from, among others, Variery.
also earned high marks from children and their parents.
Typical comments from the fan mail: “For big and little
children, this is a great program!™; “It was a warm, beauti-

ful and informanve show .70 “Adter watching o maoy
launches, it was delighttul 10 sev one geared to children.”

e KBYU. Provo. Utah has joined the mounting number
of stations otfering two-way television 10 their viewen.,
Viewers are able to call in quastions direct to their mayor
and city council members on KBYU's “You and Your
Mayor.” :

e Therc are now 210 public television stations on the air.
WNPFE. Channel 16, Watertown, N. Y. went on the air
August 19. [t will soun be followed by a sister station in
Norwood, WNPI. Channet I8. Both stations are licensed
to the St. Lawrence Valley ETV Council.

e Paul Doolcy. a tormer memiber ol the famed ~Second
City™ improvisational acting troupe. has been numed head
writer for CTW's "The Electric Company.™

e CPB President John Mucy s tirst bouk. “Public Service.
the Human Side of Government.” was published August
25 by Harper & Row. Drawing upon his vears or experi-
ence in government, Macy cxamines the yuality of the
public service system today and the sicps that must be
taken to make that system more workable.

e John Darsa, veteran CBS newscaster, has joined NPR
as a producer-rcporter. While with CBS, Darsa covered
such far ranging assignments as the revolution in Santo
Domingo. the Pucblo Inquiry. the election of Pope Paul VI,
the Profumo crisis and the Sharon Tate murders.

e Ao joining NPR is Rich Adams, a news corre-
spondent for WTOP Radio-TV. Washington, D. C. Adams
is currently a correspondent covering local news and also
serves as a moderator and panclist on “Washington News
Conferencs™ and “Newsmakers.” He will be a producer
for “All Things Considerced ., . .~

Published by Office of Public Affairs, CPB:
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CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY

October 5, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR JOHN EHRLICHMAN

From: Tom Whitehead

The President has again expressed concern about the news
media activities on public broadcasting, It comes at a
time when we have to pPropose new funding arrangements
for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting,

May Pete Flanigan and I have your comments on the
attached memo as soon ag possible,

a

Attachment

-cc: Mr, Whitehead
Mr. Scalia
DO Records
DO Chron

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY




October 5, 1971

CONFICENTIAL
EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR H, R, HALDEMAN

From: Tom Whitehead

Enclosed is a draft memo for the President on public
broadcasting, Pete Flanigan asks if you would like to
provide any input before we go final,

Attachment - Memo to Pres. from CTW, 10/5, re CPB




CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY

October 5, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR LEONARD GARMENT

FROM: Tom Whitehead

The President has again expressed concern about the news
media activities on public broadcasting, It comes at a
time when we have to propose new funding arrangements
for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

May Pete Flanigan and 1 have your comments on the
attached memo as soon as possible.

Attachment - Memo to‘Prea. From CTW 10/4/71 re CPB

cc: Mr. Whitehead
Mr, Scalia
DO Chron
DO Records

CTWhitehead:jm

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY




October 4, 1971

CONTIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR CHUCK COLSON

The President has again expressed concern. As you can see,
I have gotten religion. Also, you may be pleased to know that
I did take your advice and talked to some public broadcasting

people in the hinterlands. I think You can see the result,

This is already late getting to the President. Could we have
your comments as soon as possible,

Clay T. Whitehead

Attachment - Memo to Pres. from CTW re CPB




October 4, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

THROUGH: Peter Flanizan

SUBJECT: Public Broadcasting

You have expressed serious concern regarding Vanocur/liiaciveil and

the National Public Affairs Center for Television (NPACT) funded by

the Corporation for Public Broadecasting (CPB) and Ford Foundation.
(Liz Drew will be funded by CPB through NPACT; the Moyers and
Agronsky shows do not receive CEB funds, although the public television
network which carries them to the local stations is funded entirely by
CPB.) This comes at a time when we need some firm decisions on our
posture toward the financing and structure of public broadcasting.

Short-run: The Public Broadcasting Act was designed to keep
CPB free of our control, " OMB advises that funds appropriated for CPE
are mandatory spending over which we can exercise no discretion - we
cannot cut off funds this fiscal year. Jack Wrather advises that the CPB
contribution to NPACT was approved by the CPB Board prior to the
Vanocur and MacNeil appointments. An attempt to reverse this decision
is not likely to succeed and would invite charges of improper political
interferencs,

Our only recourse in this immediate situation is to encourage public
criticism and to get cur friends on the CPB Board to do whatever they
caz (1) to keep NPACT programs unbiased and apolitical, and (2) to get
commentators to offset Vanocur, MacNeil, and Drew.

Next Year: We should now direct cur attention toward cutting
Federal suppest for NPACT at the end of this fiscal year, and cutting
Federal £nd foundation support for all national public affairs commentary
on public broadcasting in the future. Unfortunately, there is no easy way
to do this,

The Problem: Public broadcasting includes educational and
cultural programming as well as public affairs programming, Federal
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funds for all three purposes are provided in lump sum by statute throuch
CPB, which in turn pives grants to programming organizations, such as
NET and NPACT, and to all of the local educational radio and television
stations, most of which are affiliated with educational institutions.

Siance our concern is with public affairs commentary (prinecipally national
programming funded by CPB ard Ford), this structure for Federal funding
czuses us a dilemma: A reduction in CPB funds to strike at their public
affairs programming would also strike at educatioral and cultural efforts
(such as '"Sesame Street, ' quality drama, and high school equivalency and
drug abuse programc); and it would cauge a reduction <f funds for all the
local educational stations. Moreover, a major reduction in Federal funds
would invite resumption of Ford/NET dominance of public television,

There has been considerable pressure for greatly increased funding for

CPB under '"permanent" financing; and your last budget promised a plan

for ""improved'' financirg arrangements. There is considerable nublic,
Congressional, and media support for public television generally. There
are educational television stationa in 223 Congressional districts, However,
many of the local stations are unhappy with their domination by CPB; many
minority groups feel CPB is "Eastern establishment, " insensitive to theirs
needs; and there is feeling that CPB is trying too hard for audience as a
""fourth network" rather than emphasizing real education and quality
programming,

Options: We have four major options:

on l: Negotiate a ¢ romise financing bill that would increase Federal
funds for public broadcasting, but would circumscribe the power of CPB
by increasing the autonomy of the local stations.,

Pro
By increasing the power of the local stations, retards the treand
toward centralized control of public television by CPB,

Gives us leverage with the CPB Board to replace Frank Pace
and John Macy, and to play down public affairs programming,

Avoids election year controversy over Administration attacks
on public television and intimidation of the media. :

Our friends on the Board favor this option,

.




Does little to get at the problem that concerns us, since the ability
of the Board to control the full-time staff oc CPB is doubtful,

Increases Federal funds for CPB, and reduces only in part its
. centralized control of public broadcasting.

Option 2: Seck legislation to cut CPB funds drastically and to cxclude it
from public aiiairs nrogramming.

Pro
- If successful, would eliminate Federal supvort for public affairs
programs on public television.

Makes very clear your resolve, and therefore even if not successful
would significantly retard the growth of CPB support for public
affairs programs during your Administration.

Invites Ford/NET to increase their public affairs programming.

Takes 2 negative approach that limits funds for many good and popular
educational and cultural activities, at the local level as well as nationally.

Would probably fail, and would arocuse considerable Congressional
hostility.

Would provoke charges of a politically motivated attack on all public
broadcasting and on the news media.

Option 3: Seek legislation to provide a new structure for Federal fundin
of only educational and cultural pre ramming at the national level and for

direct grants to local educational stations.

Pro .
- Takes the initiative on a positive approich_'to- improve public television
by eliminating the much-resented CPB domination. =

- Eliminates all Federal funds for put;nc affairs programming at the
national level.

- Properly done, would have the support of the local stations and
would thereby stand a fairly good chance of passing the Congress.
Con

- Still invites increased Ford/NET pnblic affairs programming.

= Requires increased Federal funding for local stations in order to
get their support. '

. “
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- Would upset those in Congress and elsewhere who worked to
crcate CPB in its current form.

Option 4: Same a3 (3), but alsc seek revision of tax laws to nrohihit
foundations from sunporting news and political commentary programming,.
in the same way they are prohibited from lobbving,

Pro
- Same as (3), and this is the only option that will stop Ford
Foundation support of slanted programming by NET and others.,

Same as the last two objections to (3), but would run into nore
significant opposition, including possibly the local stations,
and might not pass,

Would raise further charges of an Administration effort to
intimidate the news media,

Recommendation: The first option does litile but avoid controversy and
the second is likely to accomplish little but controversy. Options (3)
and (4) would have lasting and constructive effect, though both would
raise a loud Liberal howl, Only Option (4) stands a chance of achieving
all of our goals,

I recommend you approve Optioa (4) if you are willing to face the
controversy and that we open the attack in my address to the annual
convention of the local stations October 20,

Approve Option (1) ‘
. Approve Option (2) A
Approve Option (3)
Approve Option (4) % W
Other | '

R T

Clay T. Whitehead

cc: Mr. Flanigan
Mr, Whithead
Mr, Scalia

Scalia:Whitehead/ed:jm 10/4/71




October 6, 1971

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES CNLY

[MEMORANDUM FOR RGCDERT FINCH

From: Tom whitehead/q7

The President has again excressed concern about the

news medla activities on publie btroadecastinz. It

cones at a time when we have to propose ne' funding
arrangenents for the Corporation for Public Proadcastin-.

llay Pete Flanigarr and I have your comments on the
attached memo by Friday.

ce: DO Recordsl//, Mr. Whitehead - 2

DO Chron Dr. Mansur
GC SubJ

GC Chron

AScalia/ec/60ctT1l




Octobexr €, 1571

CONPIDENTIAL
EYZS ONLY

#ENMORANDUN FOR QEZORGCI SEULTZ

From: Tom YMitehead

The Preaident has azain expressed concern about the

news medla activities on public broadcastinz, It

cones at a time when we have to propose new funding
arrangemnents for the Cerporation for Publice Broadecastin..

May Pete Flanigan and I have your comments on the
attached memo by Friday.

D& Records v/// Mr. Whitehead - 2
DO Chron Dr. Mansur

GC Subj

GC Chron

AScalia/ec/60ctTl




October 6, 1971

CONFIDINTIAL
EYZS ONLY

Y¥EMORANTUM! FOR RON ZIEGLER

From: Tom Whitehead

The President has azain expressed concern about the

new3 media activities on public broadecastine, It

comes at a time when we have to propose ncvw fundin:s
arrangements for .the Corporation fer Public Broadcastings,

May Pete Flanigan and I have your cormments on the
attached memo by Friday.

ce: DO RecordsL///
DO Chron Mr. Whitehead - 2

00 Chron Dr. Mansur
GC Subj

AScélia/ec/GOctTl




October 6, 1971

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY

MEiORAIDUT FOR HERB KLEIN

Prom: Tom Vhitehead /5/

The President has again expressed concern about the

news media activities on public broadeasting. It

comes at a time when we have to propose new funding
arrangements for the Corporation for Public Erocadcasting.

liay Pete Flanigan and I have your comments on the
attached memo by Friday.

cc: DO Records ”//Ar. Whitehead - 2
DO Chron Dl‘ Mmsur
GC Subj )

GC Chron

AScalia/ec/SOctTl




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

October 6, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR CLAY T. WHITEHEAD
' Director, Office of Telecommunications
Policy

FROM: ' LEONARD GARMENT

SUBJECT: CPB - Comments on your Draft Memo-
randum to the President

I would favor Option 3 -- but not Option ¢ -- for the following reasons:

l. Ibelieve it a mistake for U.S. funds o be used to support
domestic news and public affairs programming by any mass medium.
Permitting federal funds to flow (through CPB) into domestic public
affairs programming and commentary seems, to me, to run up
against many of the same sound reasons why USIA is prohibited from
doing this. A strong case can therefore be made in behalf of the
Option 3 elements. ' :

2. To say that U.S. funds should not be used to support public
affairs programming and commentary (i.e. to avoid censorship
problems) is one thing; to deny that privilege to private foundations
is almost the reverse; it sounds like, and in fact, would be attacked
as,censorship. This would serve to marshall the opposition and
in the end, make more likely the defeat of the entire effort. It
seems to me an unnecessary incitement to criticism, even from
friendly broadcasters, CATV operatorsy and therefore bad politics.

. ’ etc. -
| If there is a genuine problem of fairness in the public affairs
‘-/J icoverage of radio and television stations, the FCC has means to attack
{unbalanced programming. I would rather see these means used
4_ | than seek legislation which would put on the Treasury the onus of
? policing radio and TV stations and foundations for their dome stic

| information practices.

3r 'Jf'"."

v




MEMORANDUM
THE WHITE HOUSE

'EYES oNLY I WASIIINGTON

OCTOBER 6, 1971

FOR PETER FLANIGAN

RE: CORPORATION FOR PUBLIC BROADCASTING

I have reviewed Tom Whitehcad's paper and note that the four
options which he advances ail involve legislatio:n.

~
oty . . i
3"* e /A Idoa't think you can ges there from here via lesisiciica, Swves
» v .
A s~Y  alotecf easy legislation is anot going to get througl: this Cengreosc
e kbf'l after the first of the year and this has dly falls witiiz ot eziogos,

I suggest a rigorcus examinztion of ncnel segigiative 2moisds T
achieve your desired ends, These may involve witiicliiag fumd:
(I implicitly question the assumgtion that the Public Srozdecastiz
Act imposes mandatory spending oa the President z=d =aizt we
i o might just risk a law suit), bu: even that is zot 2 veIy gocd remed
,k%/" 5 'because CPB will cut Sesame Street and other hisily =méiuiar
;‘:“’f’ ! |and desu‘able activities and leave Agroasky and Vanocur in nizce,

The best alterrnative would be to take over the maznagement azc

',/? thereby determine what mana zament decisions z=3d gcing to bu
”V-J.*' lg‘ , made., Cbviously, tais is an wpEil Zght Sut seams o mne o Lo
u ko ?{ L—the only feasible path to accomziisha your ends, IS yet tell me
J - ha.
d

{;,2»" t voy c:-"x" take over the :-:.ara.ger-:».nt thes I U 03 35
. o < ™24 A s e . - - o 5 .

iz you aave z S9=sSg Cadace

— oi making a fight ard taidag ~ver e managerniaas, .:.er. Jzaing
L'd L. it might be worth the try ard scme very bright guy like Malek
< ought to be put in charge of bringing it off.

watr
b | -
. Q C’ U

-  § o:.n‘D Enz.:.ch:rm
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EXECUTIVE OFF.CE % 7. I PRESIH.. -
OFFICE OF TELECOMMIJNMICATICNS POLICY
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October 6, 1971

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT FINCH
From: Tom Whitehead /UW
_. [o- L/

The Presldent has again expressed concern zbout the

news media activities on public breadcasting. It

comes at a time when we have to propose new funding
arrangements for the Corporation for Public Broadcasting.

May Pete Flanigan and I have your comments on the
attached memo by Friday. _ .

s ot




CONFIDENTIAL THE WHITE HOUSE

EYES ONLY WASHINGTON

October 7, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR CLAYTON T. WHITEHEAD

FROM: HERBERT G. KLEIN S

Regarding the options suggested on Public Broadcasting, I would
suggest that the President adopt option number one. I think this
is the only option which is doable.

I believe that the exercise of any of the other three options would

fail and would enhance the viewership of Vanocur and MacNeil because
it would make them more major public figures. This action, coupled
with other serious problems we have regarding both networks and
stations could turn into a major public issue which would be damaging
to the President.

In summary, I think we have much to lose by adoption of any of the
last three options, and that the chances of a gain are small.

I believe it is a mistake also to classify the Liz Drew show with that

of Vanocur and MacNeil. While she is liberal personally, she has used
a great number of Administration figures on her program and some of
the best interviews our people have had have been with her.

cc: Peter Flanigan
Ron Ziegler

CONFIDENTIAL
EYES ONLY




Tuesday 10/12/71

Mr, Scalia advises Mr. Klein has changed his recommendation
re the CPB memo for the President and agrees OptHon (3) is
preferable,

In addition to deleting the paragraph indicated, he suggests adding
the following sentence:

All of your advisers who have been consulted on the matter --
who include John Ehrlichman, Herb Klein, Bob Finch, Len
Garment, Chuck Colson, and Peter Flanigan -- join me in
recommending Option (3).




October 12, 1971
MEMORANDUM FOR: PETER FLANICAN
FROM: CHARLES COLSON
SUBJECT: Public Broadcasting
[ do not thisk that the memo to the I resident 15 iz shins ts
submit until you put {nts the exzlaratioa of Crtion 3 exsctly
haw rmuch we will be increzcin~ Ly, 1 tho total funds avecced

$40 million then I don't suoport Cption 3. The point needs to
bc maue ag W CXaAClly BOW 1SLCA WE DEVLOEE DY Upeue VED
under the restructured Cption 3. Ctherwise, I think reaction
to the memo will be quite predictable.

Moreover, I don't believe that you need to put things quite so
explicitly in the first paragraph. This is a scrious inistake
for whatever records this piece of paper might ultimately
ead up in or, perish tho thought, should it get out,

cc: Tom Whitehead

\‘ . N
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MEMORAIIDUM FOQU THE PRESIDENT
ERC UG Teter Flanican

ZUSITCT: Fublic Troadceasting

o9

You have exnrecsed serious concern regarding the Vanocur/! zclicil
public broadcasting TV "aews'" program whici ic pracuced Ty the
Hational Tublic Affairs Center for Television (I17°ACT) and Q- ! ;
the Corporation for Putlic Breadcasting (CPE) and Ford Teundoiion.
(The Liz Crew prograra is aleo fuaded by C&35 throuzh 101007 the
Yoyers and Agronsky shows are not funded directly by C_°%, Lut ars
funded by organizations which receive CZ3 surport.) Tlhis concern
will obviously affect tze decisions which must be made now on the
Administration posture toward the finarcing and structure of nublic

broadcasting.

Ny

Shorterun: The Public Eroadcasting Act was designed to kees
CPB frece of the control of any Administration. OMB advises that fundz
appropriated for CPB are mandatory spending over which we can
exercisze no discretion -~ we cannot cut off funds this fiscal year,
$30 million of the $35 million appropriation for this year has, in any
event, already been distributed, Jack Wrather advises that the CPT
contribution to NPACT was approved by the CPB Board prior to the
Vanocur and MacNeil appointments. An atternpt to reverse this decision
is not likely to succeed and would invite charges of improper political
interférence.
Cur only recourse in this immediate situation i{s to encourage public
criticism and to get our friends on the CPB Board to do whatever they
can (1) to keep NPACT programs unbiased and apolitical, and (2) to
get commentators to offset Vanocur, MacNeil, and Drew.

Long-run: We should now direct our attention toward cutting
Federal support for NPACT at the end of this fiscal year, and cutting
Federal and foundation support for all national public affairs come
mentary on public broadeasting in the future, Unfortunately, there is
no easy way to do this.
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The Problem: Public broadeca sting includes cducational and
cultural programming as well as public affairs programming, Federsl
fun:la for all three purpoges are provided in lums sum by statute throuch
CPD, which ia turn makes grants to Trogramming organizations, such
as NET and NPACT, to the putlic televisioa network that distributes
them, and to all of the local educational radio and television stations,
most of which are affiliated with educotionsal instituticns, Thore ig vos ¥
strong public gupnort for tha educational and culturzl programs (3uch
as ""Sesame Strect, " quality drama, and high school eawdvalency and!
drug abuse programs).

Since our concern is with public 2ffairs comurentary (princin=lly natic -~}
programming funded by CPB and Ford), thia structure for s ederal fun:-
ing causes us a dilemma: A reduction in C=3 funds to striize at its
~ublic affairs procramming would simultancoucly etrika at its educa-
tional and cultural efforts: and would also cause a reducticn »f fundg ¢-r
all loeal ec'uentional stations, '

There has been nressure for greatly increased fundiny for C1°0 unde -
"permianent’ financing; and your last budget proniised a nplan for
"improved” financing aryangements. In addition to public suznort,
there is considerable Congressional and media support for public tele-
vision generally, There are educational television stations in 223
Congressional districts, However, many of the local stations are
unhappy with their domination by CPB: many minority grouns fsel CIFL
is "Eastern establishment, "' insensitive to their needs; and there is
fecling that CP3 is trying too hard for audience as a "fourth network'
rather than emphasizing real education and quality programming,

Options: We have three major options:

(1) Negotiate with CPB a compromise financing bill that would
increase its funds, but decrease its.relative importance by
providing direct grants to local stations which have hitherto
been dependent on CPB for Federal funds.

(2) Seek legislation to cut CPB funds drastically and to exclude
it from public affairs programming,

(3) Seek legislation to establish a basic new structure for public
broadcasting -- (a) removing CPB from the business of net-
working and of providing funds for location stations, and
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reducing CPE's budget accordingly; (b) initiating direct
Federal operating sunport for loeal stz2tiona; and
(c) excluding CI°D from nublic affairs Arosramming,
This would require total Federal exnenditures for sublie
broadcrsting to be increased, bhut mast of the finls v-auld
go to local stations rather than CPZ:,

11 ontlons assumie an accomnanying strong effort by cur Lonyp.

to rerlace John Macy as Presidant apid <raak Foee 23 2aavd 1.

hY

of CPBE, and to reducsa grectly CP3 supnort of T prozram:-in:

You should recomi=e thaot to the exteat CFD sunm-art of Hublic -« 5y
programming is reduced, the 7an may he filled hy the Tord
Toundation, which alreacy males substantial contrilutions to 200
That can te avsided only ty prehibiting fourdation susart of ~uil
aifairs programmiaz, TCut we {eel that battla iz begt fonmad Ing.
prcuably cn the broader question of foundation activitics azd si-
generzily,

YWhatever legislative pronosal you decide on should Ba {ntredsis..t

as poszible. Howeaver, only a bill havine the sunvort of CPL {4, a,,
CGstion (1)) has a chzace of rassing this session. .[.ny other otcpasal
will probably ba met by a CP3 move to cxtend its current financing for
one year.

Recommendation: All of your advisers who have been consulted
on the matiter -- who include Herb Klein, Bob Fiach, Len Carment,
Chuck Colson, and Peter Flanigan -- join me in recommaending Cotion (3).
We recognize that it will mean a battle, and that success in ackieving
the legislation ig not certain., But we think it is the most feagible means
of achieving your expressed desire.

Approve Optien (1)
Approve Optiaa (2)
Approve Option (3)
Cther

ce: Mr, Ehrlichman
Finch
Calson Clay T. Whitehead
Flanigan
Garment Mr, Whitehead
Klein Dr. Mansur
My, Scalia
DO Chron
DO Records
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President
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Tom: ‘

Am sending the attached

as I thouaht you miaght
.be interested.

JW




888 .lGlh Street, NW Washington, D C. 20006. Phone: 202/293-6160

1345 Avenue of the Americas. New York, N.Y. 10019, Phone: 212/582-2C20

AN W. MACY. JR., Reply to Washington
Presidcnt ’

October 7, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR BOARD OF DIRECTORS

FROM: -~ John W. Macy, jr.ﬁ{'\n{’\'

SUBJECT: "The Great American Dream Machine"

The national press in recent days has carriced the story of a dispulc
between PBS und NET on the matter of Jjournalistic standards as reflected
in a segment prepared for inclusion in this year's first "Great American
Dream Machine." The segment consisted of & report by Paul Jacobs cen-
cerning allegations that the FBI and certain local police agencies had
employed -- or attempted to employ -- young men as provocateurs,
including in their assignments such acts as arson, bombing, and murder.
It was deleted at the insistence of PBS. The rcason was that, in the opinion
of PBS and its consunltants, the*segment as origirally offered did mt present
evidence that could support the conclusions reached. A revision was com-
Pleted too latc for proper review by PBS and the stations.

Since the subject was principally the FBI, and since there have been denials
by {hat agency, therc has been in some quarters a tendency to believe thu:
the decision to delete was in response to government pressure. I want to
assurc you that neither CPB nor PES was contacted by any federal entity
about this programi. Furthermore, the story has not becn killed; PBS has
made it clear that if NET can provide adequate documentation, the subject
is worthy of much more than a short segment in a magazine program.

The procedure followed by PBS is made clear in the release which is attached.

In the mecantime, WNET (Channel 13 in New York) has decided to transmit
the revised version of the segment on Friday, October 8 at 8:00 p. m.
followed by 45 minutes of discussion.

While this was handled as a matter that lies primarily within the PBS arca
of responsibility, Mr. Gunn and hjs staff kept Mr. Witherspoon and me 'fﬁ_lly
informed, 'and they discussed the situation with us prior to their first
meecting with NET.'




TO:... All Station Manugcrs, Progra_m ;.ja::.ujcrs( and Promotion Managers
FROM: Ed Morris, Director of Public Information 10/6/71

Re: Great Amcrican Dream Machine

Press releasc given to the national prcss:

The Publi¢ Broadcasting Service (PBS) Jate ye:sterday temporarily ordered
the replaccment of a4 controversial scruient of the NET produced "Great
MAecrican Dream Machine,

The order was iscued by PRS (upon NO©'e refusel ta voluntarily withiray)
to replace an "investigative report o the rel" produced by Paul Jacoirs

until PBS could have further time to review the new version and pravicw e
for station muriicrs of the network . previcw ¢

Gerald Slater, Goeneral Hanager of PBS, said that the original NET pregram

had boen reccived only two weceks Lefore ils broadecast date. Slater said that
as soon as network officials had screened the original segmont, whicl, include
intervicvs with three young men wio aceuse FBI agents and police officials of
cncourayging them to commit various felonics including arson, Lombing and
murder, PBS contacted NET regarding documentation for the scgment.

According to Slater, on Friday, Octobcr 1, he and Hartford N. Gunn, Jr.,
President of PBS, had gone to New Yorl fr¢m Washington, D.C. to cutline to
James Day, President of the Educational Broadcasting Corporution, parent eof
NLT, and other NET officials, the problems which PBS and ites consultants had
found in screening the original version and asked NET to rovise the program.

Mr. Slater said that he had advised William Kobin, Vice President for Pro-
gramming at MET, that he felt it would be irresponsible to put the report
on the air without appropriate documcntation. The original program was
lacking in sufficient documcntation to be considered a full and fair pre-
sentation of the facts. 1Indeed, on Friday afternoon, Gunn offered NLT the
Monday Spccial of the Week slot for a program on the subject of the FBI -
report, if full and fair documentation could be provided.

Slater rcportcd that NET's new script. for "updating” the seqment was
submitted to him in two parts, the first dictated to his office at noon and

the second,portion\aﬁ 4:30 p.m. on Tucsday, October 5,
K . ‘.~ ’ .

4 " j y - y V

At 6:00 p:m., on Tu'sday, Mr. Slater called Mr. Xobin and asked that the seg-
rment be replaced temgorarily to enable PBS to have sufficient time to analyze
the proposed changées in the "new version”; see the revised tape and preview

it for thc!mgmber stations of PBS.

Slater.said that no final decision on thc disvosition of the segment had been
made. Ille pointed out that the charges made were very serious and that thus

far the documentation still seemed to be insufficient to overcome the ‘critical
flaws that appecared in the presentation. As of this time PBS has not received

the new version of the segment.

END
End of Transmission :
Taped 6:00 p.m. 10/6/71 . .
. ‘e 7, ‘ -



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT

QFFICE 0F €1 Co/uu sICATIT S BaLICY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

October 15, 1971 OIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

THROUGH: Peter Flanigan

L me—
FROM: GClay T. Whitehead f/f,/"'z/ﬁ;

SUBJECT: Public Broadcasting

N\
You have expressed se\rious concern over our failure to reform the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB), and over CPB's continued
sponsorship of slanted public affairs programming. We have conducted
a thorough review of the situation, including a number of discussions
with our friends on the CPB Board.

The Problem: To achieve your goals, with some lasting impact, we
must first replace the current CPB management and assure its control
by the Board, and second, find new arrangements for funding public
television. Neither step will be easy, and both will require us to take
some political heat, '

First, controlling the management gf'CPB is difficult because the Public
Broadcasting Act purposely structured it to minimize executive branch
influence. CPB is theoretically governed by an independent Board, with
members appointed to fixed terms with Senate confirmation. In fact,
however, it is the full-time management, headed by John Macy, that
really runs CPB and controls the money. The part-time Board is only
marginally effective, in part because all the members are convinced
CPB is a great thing. ' \

Second, it is difficult to control CPB by cutting Ba\.ck their funds because
they have all the discretion on how funds are disbursed. Public affairs
pProgramming is not a large part of their activity, and there is wide
public and Congressional support for the popular ""Sesame Stre et,'" drug
abuse shows used in high schools, and the like. A cu‘t, in CPB funding
cannot be targeted specifically at public affairs programs, and would
force a cutback in these other areas. It would also cause a reducHon in
support for local educational TV stations (in 223 Congressional districts),
since that also goes through CPB,
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This Fiscal Year: OMB thinks CPB appropriations are mandatory spend-
ing over which we have no legal control. Even if we are willing to make

a test of OMB's authority to withhold funds, there is no effective way to

cut funds substantially for this fiscal year, since $30 million of the

$35 million appropriation has already been disbursed. Furthermore, CPB
has already made block grants to independent programming organizations
which have in turn already funded the objectionable programs. Thus, there
is no way to control CPB's disbursement of its funds this year eithcr. The
best we can do is to reduce these programs after June 30, by taking over
the Board.

Controlling the Board: We have now appointed eight of the fiftecen Board
members, but because of various political pressures at the time, only
four or 'five can be counted on to help us replace CPB management and
redirect the programming emphasis. We can take over the Board next
April when you have five appointments to make. All your advisers agree
that Fred Malek should start now to find five tough-minded appointees
who will vote with us to fire John Macy and his top staff and replace them
with suitable people. Malek agreed to do this; we will then attempt to get
these appointees by Senators Magnuson and Pastore, both of whom have

a strong affection for CPB. .

Funding Alternatives: There has been pressure since CPB was established
for greatly increased funding under ""permanent' financing; and your last
budget promised a plan for "improved" financing arrangements, The
Congress is calling for an Administration plan this session. We have to
adopt some legislative posture on funding arrangements. There are

three major options: ' '

Option (1): Neagotiate with CPB a comnromise financing bill that
would increase its funds, but decrease its relative importance within
public television as a whole by providing direct grants to local stations
which have hitherto been dependent on CPB for Federal funds. This is
the option most likely to pass the Congress without a fight, and the
increased funding could conceivably be used as a lever to induce the
present CPB Board to replace Pace and Macy ‘immediately. We understand,
however, that you want no increase in CPB funds under any circumstancesg
This option therefore is not recommended by any of your advisers.

Option (2): Scek legislation to cut CPB funds drastically and to
exclude CPB from public affairs programming. This is most consistent
with your goal, but in our judgment it could not pass the Congress even
with a major fight. It is, therefore, not favored by any of your advisers.
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Option (3): Seek legislation to establish a basic new structure for
public broadcasting -- (a) removing CPB from the business of networking
and of providing funds for local stations: (b) malding a drastic cut in CPB's
budget and initiating direct Federal overating support for local stations:
and (c) excluding CPB from public affairs procramming. This is favored
by most of your advisers as the approach closest to your objective that
we could get through the Congress. John Ehrlichman, however, has no
strong feelings on any legislative options, since he doubts any significant
reform supported by us could pass in the election-year environment; he
therefore emphasizes the necessity of gaining control of the Board. You
should be aware that this option does nothing to avoid renewed Ford/NET
domination of public affairs programming, but we feel that problem could
better be dealt with in the context of the Internal Revenue Code rules
governing foundation activities and size. Chuck Colson favors procceding
with this option only if the funding for public broadcasting as a whole is
not substantially increased above its FY '72 level. Your other advisers
feel that the legislation cannot be passed unless the drastic cut in CPB
funds and the basic restructuring of the system are accompanied by some
substantial increase in what the local stations receive, beyond what they
now get from CPB.

Recommendations: . .

I. Take control of the CPB Board next April with five tough-minded
new Directors, and have them vote a new Chairman and fire the present
CPB senior staff. (Recommended by Ehrlichman, Flanigan, Whitehead,
Klein, Colson, Finch and Garment): ] ;

Approve ' Disapprove

I. Scek legislation to establish .a' new structure for CPB as
proposed in option (3) above:

A. With no increase in funding for public broadcasting as a whole above
the FY '72 level of $35 million given to CPB, except up to an extra

$5 million if needed to confirm our new CPB appointees. (Recommended
by Colson, ) )

Approve Disapprove

B. With such increased funding of public broadcasting as a whole as may
be necessary to gain pas sage by Congress -~ up to total funding of

$50 million, no more than $20 million of which will go to CPB.
(Recommended by Flanigan, Whitehead, Klein, Finch, and Garment. )

Approve Disapprove




October 20, 1371

MEMOFANDUM FOR MR. PLANIGASN

I have attached stiil one zore reviciou in ra ciliort to
acccrodate all conceras cad poiatc of view on the resuio . -
for the Picsident on Cr3. 1 think it is a Letter « a-n.

Lave tried to .Le objective aiout tprin,cr's “co-astlin.”
ortion aad the old Ontion we welC 1€COL: COGilig, Lul aw ... .
tlie pullic affzirz ozol:amiticn dCleted,

Since Springer's option uever ucs az.ealed to & 2ia slicd
it seems to me worse thaa a fall soch fnow en Stten, L otz
implement our reforms, 1 see NG r¢aéca LU Chaie viwid o
all (except Cliuck) come out on tie ieccruiendatica.

Again, while I feel this i3 a cetter merd for trne riesice. -,
I really wonder if eithLer you or I icucfit Erow, uiiimi ...
the one that is now in the President's office. I will trust
your judyment.

If, upon reflection, you seriousl'y feel that Scringer's ogticn
is appropriate, I think it would be Lest for you to hLave I
draft for your signature a revision of wy memo to ieflcct u.at.
I feel, however, that I have to go on record as stiongly
favoringy what was Option (3) in the old mero and is now

Option (4) in the new memo, with or without the public affairs
prohibiticn variation. I fully recognize the importance of
the short run, Peter, and I share the President’s concerns.
But we will get further with a slightly progressive imace .n
this field than with a regressive image. And, botk perscnally
and institutionally, I have to point out that there is a
secondary objective for the longer run: Public broadcasting
is always going to ke heavily weighted with those of lireral
and far left persuasions-—they will make it a BBC unless we

~ build in some reforms before it gets too big.

Clay T. Whitehead

Attachment

CITW/dgm

PILE CC: Mr. Scalia Mr. Whitehead (2) DO Chron
Dr. Mansur DO Records
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OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY

« EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

October 20, 1971

DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

THROUGH: Peter Flanigan
- ! . 2
FROM: Clay T. Whitehead 0/‘; 7{5«’(3

SUBJECT: Public Broadcasting

You have expressed serious concern over our failure to reform the
Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB), and over CPB's con-
tinued sponsorship of slanted public affairs programming. (See Tab A
for details of the current situation.) We have conducted a thorough
review of the situation, including a number of discussions with our
friends on the CPB Board. This memorandum sets out the problem and
our recommendations.

The Problem:

We all share your intense displeasure with the slanted public affairs
commentary on public television and especially the use of Government
funds through CPB to support such programming. But you should be
aware of some unpleasant facts that severely limit our freedom to take
corrective action. Attached at Tab B is a list of the most important
limitations we face and pertinent background.

The upshot of this situation for the short run is that there is no way to
deprive any of the offensive commentators of Federal funding this fiscal
year. Even if we could do so, they would continue to receive heavy
support from NET or other sources. Short of carefully prepared public
embarrassment (v.fhﬁ-ich might be arranged for Vanocur), we will have to
rely on careful s¢rutiny of commentators' objectivity by our friends among
the public and of the CPB Board. Beginning with the next fiscal year, two
steps are necegsary to achieve your objectives: (1) taking control of the
CPB Board and replacing CPB top management; and (2) adopting a position
.on future CPB funding. \\




Controlling the Board:

W e have now appointed cight of the fiftcen Board members, but beccause

of political pressures at the time of appointment, only four or five can be
countcd on to help us replace CPB management and redirect the pro-
gramming emphasis. We can take over the Board next April when you
have five appointments to make. All your advisers agree that Fred \Malek
should start now to find five tough-minded appointees who will support your
objectives. We will then attempt to get these appointees by Senators
Magnuson and Pastore for confirmation. Replacement of the CPB marzage-
ment and control of the Board may enable us to eliminate, or at least
drastically reduce, support for the offensive commentators at the end of
this fiscal year (next summer). .

Our friends on the current CPB Board must be made to see the importance
of their diligent oversight of public affairs programs funded directly or
indirectly by CPB and the necessity of calling CPB management to task
when those programs are slanted. You should meet with them soon to
emphasize your concern.

Future Funding:

CPB must have an authorization for FY 73 in order to meet the appropria-
tions process next spring. Congress has been expecting and is calling for

an Administration financing ''plan'' for the future. If we do nothing, CPB

will ask for and get a one-year authorization. We must now adopt some
posture on these future funding arrangements. There are four major options:

Option (1): Seek legislation to cut CPB funds drastically and to
exclude CPB from public affairs programming. This is most consistent
with your goal, but in our judgment it could not pass the Congress even
with 2 major fight. It is, therefore, not favored by any of your advisers,

Option (2): Negotiate with CPB a compromise financing bill that
would increase its funds, but decrease its relative importance within public
television as a whole by providing direct grants to local stations which have
hitherto been dependent on CPB for Federal funds. This is the option most
likely to pass the Congress without a fight, and the promise of increased
funding might be used as a lever to induce Pace and Macy to resign
immediately. It would also facilitate confirmation of our Board appoint-
ments in April. We understand, however, that you want no increase in
CPB funds under any circumstances. This option therefore is not
recommended by any of your advisers,

Option (3): Make no legislative proposals at all. Congressman
Springer suggests this strategy, forcing GPB into a one-year extension
where their funds could be kept at or near the current $35 million.
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However, we would face the problem again -- at this time next ycar -- and
would have to sccek another one-ycar extension to gct us through the election.
The Administration would look mildly anti-public broadcasting, and the
Democrats might try to make a campaign issue of it, raising the CPB funds
appreciably. With all the local stations supporting them, they might gct
significant increascs through in spite of our opposition,

Option (4): Scck legislation now to establish a basic new structuro
for public broadcasting -- (a) removine CPB from the busincss of networ’iing
and of providing funds for local stations: (b) making 2 drastic cut in CPB's
budget; and (c) initiating direct Federal operatine suoport for local stations.
This option is designed to take the initiative (recognizing the local stations'
resentment of CPB's central role) and to divert, by law, most of the funds ~
and power to the local stations so that CPB will not become an American BBC.

The majority of your advisers favor Option (4) because it gives us a posi-
tive initiative rather than a negative posture and provides a uscful control

on CPB expansion for the longer run. It could also relp us convince Pace
and Macy to resign soon and facilitate Board confirmations in April., John
Ehrlichman doubts any significant reform can pass in the election year
environment, and therefore has no strong feelings on any legislative options.
Chuck Colson favors Option (4) only if total funding for CPB and local
stations is held close to the current CPB level. Your other advisers
(Whitehead, Flanigan, Finch, Klein, and Garment) feel that without

$10-15 million more for the local stations there would be no chance of
station support for this reform, and therefore no chance of passing Congress.
Even with local station support, passage of this option is not certain, but
failure would leave us no worse than Option (3), and we would be in a better
position to resist large funding increases proposed by the Democrats during
the election year and to push for larger reforms after the election.

You should realize that none of these options will completely preclude the
use of Federal money for public affairs programming. Options (3) and (4)
will minimize it over the short run while we control the Board and the
management, and Option (4) makes it more difficult later for a Democratic
administration to revitalize CPB, A statutory prohibition of the use of
Federal funds for public affairs programming is the only true solution and
might be introduced, but we feel it stands no chance of passing the Congress.

You should also be aware that none of these options will affect Ford/NET
and other non-Government support of the offensive public affairs com-
mentaries. Indeed, a drastic cutback of Federal support for such activities
just invites increased Ford support. However, we feel that this problem of
foundation support is best handled later, through revision of the Internal
Revenue Code to limit foundation activities and size.

F




Recommendations:

I'

or B.

or C.

Take control of the Board in April with five new tough-
minded Directors, Replace Macy, Face, and other top
management as soon as possible. (Unanimously
recommended, )

Approve Disapprove

Adopt Option (4) for funding with extra funds for local stations - -
up to total funding of $50 million, no more than $20 million of
which will go to CPB, Use this as leverage to get Pacc and
Macy to resign immediately. (Recommended by Whitchead,
Flanigan, Klein, Finch, and Garment. )

Approve Disapprove

Adopt Option (4) with no increase in public broadcasting beyond
what the Democrats may succeed in forcing for CPB.
(Recommended by Colson. ) '

a~

Approve Disapprove

Other

Attachments




Currcnt Public Broadcasting Activitics
in Public Affairs and "Commentary" Programmineg

According to the I"ublic Broadcasting Service ("BS) -- the network arm of
CPB -- 40 percent of its current network schedule is devoted to public
affairs and "commentary-type" programming. These programs include
the Bill Moyers news series ""This Weck, "' "Black Journal," a half-hour
commentary and analysis series, and six special documentarics, which
are all produced by NET in New York. PBS will also be distributing the
Vanocur and MacNeil ""news" programs produced by the necw National

- Public Affairs Center for Television (NPACT), which is funded by CPB
and Ford Foundation and is headed by Jim Karayn, the ex-chicf of NET's
Washington Bureau. NPACT will also produce the Liz Drew interview
show. Agronsky's "commentary" program is not done by NPACT, but
is produced by the Washington ETV station, which receives $500, 000

of CPB support.

PBS also feeds two other public affairs programs to its network of stations --
Bill Buckley's "Firing Line, " produced by South Carolina ETV, and "The
Advocates, " produced by the Boston and Los Angeles stations. These two
programs always present juxtaposed viewpoints on public issues and thereby
achieve some balance and objectivity. But the PBS schedule includes no- .
program in which the moderate to conservative viewpoints are featured to o
balance the Moyers/Vanocur/MacNeil/Drew/NET type of programming.

NET continues to dominate the national affairs programming of PBS despite
the fact that it has been '"merged" with the New York City ETV station.

Its current operating budget of $10 million is far and away the largest of
all the public broadcast production centers, While only $4 million of its
budget comes from CPB, it also receives substantial funding from Ford
Foundation and other foundations., As a result of this large program budget,
roughly half of all pPrograms distributed nationally by PBS are funded and
‘produced by NET, Other national program production is spread #mong
seven ETV station centers -- which all compete for CPB program funds
and some Ford grants. The $4 million to NET is the largest single
Programming grant CPB makes, indeed twice the next largest, and it
represents 25 percent of CPB's total budget for programming.

CPB claims to be encouraging the growth of national program production
centers other than NET in order to decrease NET's dominance. But it
seems clear by now that they have no intention of reducing the NET
support in the near future. Jack Wrather has established a committee

- of the CPB Board to set program standards including objectivity in public
affairs, but there is no evidence that this is very effective.

’




1. . OMB believes it has no legal authority to withhold moncecy from CPB
this fiscal year. Even if it did, it has alrcady delivercd $30 million
of the $35 million appropriation. CPB has in turn already funded or
committed itsclf to fund the organizations supporting the offcnsive
commentators. The Public Broadcasting Act is now struciured to
minimize Execulive Branch control over CPB and its activities, We
cannot target cuts in funds to hit selectively at public affairs.

"Public television' has become something of a sacred cow because
most people associate it with educational programs like "Scsame

' Strcet' for children, quality TV drama and the like, rather than with
the public affairs commentary we find so offensive.

There is considerable Congressional support for public television, since
there are local stations in 223 Congressional districts. Senators
Magnuson and Pastore regard themselves as the fathers of CPB and
chair the appropriations and authorizations subcommittees, respectively,
CPB and the Hill are thinking of ultimate federal funding levels over

$100 million annually. There continues to be support for ""permanant"
financing, and your last budget promised "improved" financing arrange-
ments would be introduced this year.

This Administration has consistently increased the CPB budget (35
million in F'Y 69 to $35 million in FY 72), emphasizing the educational
side. CPB, however; has emphasized popular programming and public
affairs. They have increased NET funding from $1 million in FY 69 to
$4 million in FY 72 in spite of your explicit wishes to the contrary. Our

- friends on the Board are supportive of most CPB activities and growth,
and want only to try to bring more balance to CPB programming,

While the local stations are unhappy with the domination of public
television programming by CPB and NET, they are hard pressed for
funds and will support CPB against any efforts to reduce federal funds
. for public television. CPB emphasizes public affairs programming on
national issues and is advertising extensively to build an audience for
its prime time programming. The local stations, on the other, hand,
are more attuned to local needs and are heavily oriented towards non-
controversial educational and instructional programming. A national
public television programming organization such as CPB will always
attract management and talent of a liberal and far-left persuasion,
Unless some reforms are made in the Public Broadcasting Act, CPB
will always have the potential to be and will slowly (or not so slowly)
grow into a U.S. version of the BBC under the constant nurturing of

the Democrats. -
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"FOR _EYES ONLY"
OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

December 23, 1971

Mr. Whitehead
Antonin Scalia ;g

Corporation for Public Broadcasting

I have attached an analysis of the current plan being
concsidered for the CPR Board of Directors. After giving it a
good deal of thought, I have concluded that the most likelyv
eventuality is that the Plan will fail and the Acdministration's
role will become Public knowledge. Naturally, this is the
worst possible development, but its likelihood argues for
exceptional discretion and caution on our part.

Since my initial recommendation to abandon this plan has
been rejected, at the very least I urge you to point out to
the White House staff all of the risks and difficulties outlined
in the attached analysis: If, in the end, you have to go along
with this approa scence should be

The more you can do to
"initative," the more

Attachment

“FOR EYES ONLy*
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Analysis of Current Plan for CP
Board of Directors

If the Board approves and the link to the Administration does
not become public knowledge:

The description of forbidden programming is unavoidably
imprecise and susceptible of varying interpretations in
implementation.

Because of this imprecision and the infreguent attention
Directors can give to CPB matters, it will be extremely
difficult to enforce the prchibition.

In light of the above, it will take a virtuallv complete
overhaul of both the CPB and PEE staffs to get people
who are sympathetic with the Board's prohibition, in
order to make it work. ‘

Even assuming the highly uncertain success of this approach,
it will be a very short-term and ephemeral victory. The
plan depends upon people for its success and the people
will change with a change in Administrations. This Admin-
istration would thus have no lasting impact on the future
direction for public broadcasting.

II. If the Board approves and the link to Administration becomes
public knowledge:

All of the difficulties noted above will pertain. More-
over, there will be a considerable number of additional
problems,

Administration critics in the press and in the Congress

will have a field day embarrassing the President at a

time when he is most vulnerable, i.e., at the opening of hig
campaign for reelection. The Administration "heavy-handed
hostility to the media” will become a campaign issue, giving
early momentum to the President's opponents.

If the Administration's role becomes known, it will be
difficult, if not impossible, to dissociate OTP. This
would in all likelihood have serious, adverse consequences
for future policy development by the Office, not only in
the public broadcasting area, but in most fields in which
OTP is involved. OTP's efforts would thenceforth have a
political "taint" and its motives would be suspect.
Congressional funding support would diminish, and many of
OTP's responsibilities might be transferred to Commerce.




- 2 -

If the plan fails and the link to the Administration becomes
public knowledge:

-- All of the problems outlined above would be exacerbated,
since criticism for high-handedness would be supplemented
by contempt for failure. '

If the plan fails and the link to the Administration does not
become public knowledge: =

= ! ill have lost valuable time in
' ate objective, and its subsequent
efforts would Probably have to be undertaken in a climate
less hostile to CPB than that which happens to exist at
present.

The Administration will, however, at least remain "whole,"
SO as to be able rm, profound impact on
the direction to X Cc broadcasting; the
] mbarrassment at a critical
dibility and Congressional
support necessary to enable constructive policy-making for
the electronic media. _

&




NATIONAL _
PUBLIC AFFAIRS
CENTER FOR TELEVISION

1 FARRAGUT SQUARE SOUTH. W,
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20006

(202) 638-1234

November 4, 1971

Mr. Clay T. Whitehead, Director

Cffice of Telecommunications
Policy

Executive Office of the President

Washington, D. C. 20504

Pear Mr. Whitehead:

I am writing you in the hove of eliminating scme apparent misccn-
ceptions about NPACT's role within public television asnd its
programming plans that were indicated by your references to us

in your October 20 MAEB Convention speech.

First, NPACT was not formed to "centralize" all naticnal public
affairs programming for public television. National public
affairs programming will be provided this year from many diverse
production sources, including NET ("This Week," "Black Journal,"
"Great American Dream Machine"), SECA ("Firing Line"), WGBH and
RCET ("The Advocates"), and KQED ("World Press"). The "autonomy "
of these centers will not be threatened by NPACT, noer will local
station public affairs programming be preempted or diminished
because of its creation.

To the contrary, one of the primary aims of NPACT's formation
was to provide even more diversity in thg sources and formats
for public affairs presentations on public television. As you
know, prior to the Carnegie Commission Report, NET had for
fifteen years dominated public television's public affairs pro-
gramming. Even with the strengthening of other national produc-
tion center offerings in this field during the past few years,
NET still controlled much of public television's political
public affairs coverage and most of its special events coverage
through its Washington Bureau, which I formerly headed. Now
NPACT has taken over this responsibility, creating another
public affairs source to compete with NET and to complement the
efforts of other national production centers around the country
to provide diversity in public affazrg programming. This
development is precisely what was envisaged and encouraged by
the Carnegie Commission Report in its national program produc-

tion proposals.




Secondly, the Center was not formed to create a "network news
program" patterned on the commercial network nightly newscast
rodel. As you well know, there are just not sufficiernt resources,
in either personrel, facilities, or funds, presently available to
public television to allow it to consider beginnina this type cf
programming. Mor is it likely that public television would
develop such resources, or wish to cormrit ther in this ranner, in
the foreseeable future. 1In addition, I am personally cpposed to
public television atterpting tc iritate the cormercial netwerks

in duplicating this type of nightly news programming.

Finally, I would like to make clear that neither Mr. Varccur nor
Mr. Friendly have or will set any cf the prograrning policies cf
NPACT. Sander Vanocur and Robert ifaclNeil were hired as NPACT cor-
responcents because of their knowledge of the American political
process and their extensive backgrounds ancd expertise in kroad-
cast journalism, not to dictate NFACT's programnming. NPACT pro-
gramming is not dictated by cone person cr a srall grour of indi-
viduals with a particular philosophical viewpoint cr journalistic
background. We have attempted to put tcgether & procucticn stzff
corpcsed of experienced professicnals in televisicn journalism
from all parts of the country, with widely varyving backgrouncs

in both commercial and noncommercial broadcasting.

Nor has Fred F;iendly been involved in NMPACT's programmirg cdeci-

sions. During my years with NET, since 1964, and during the past
five months that I have spent organizing NFACT, I have been con-
sistently impressed with the unwavering restraint exercised hy

the Ford Foundation in general, and Mr. Friendly in particuler,

in not getting involved in public television's programming ceci-
sions. As one of the pioneers and most distinguished practi-
tioners of television journalism, Mr. Friendly's suggestions are
always welcome, but they are neither offered nor taken as mandates
from a "sponsor.” Further, to clarify the record, NPACT's funding
comes jointly, and in approximately equal proportion, from the
Ford Foundation and the Corporation for Public Brocadcasting.

I would like to speak at greater length with you personally about
any or all of these subjects, and to acquaint you with the type
of programming NPACT is planning for the coming year. I hope
you will speak with Ambassador Bush about his reactions to our
four-day coverage of the U. N. China debate and vote. As you
may know, we provided an hour and forty-five minutes of live
coverage of the critical vote while the commercial networks were
still tuned to their normal weeknight schedule. We hope in the
coming months to provide much more of this type of-extended
special events coverage, which public television can and should
provide to fill the gaps in commercial network coverage of such
events. We intend to cooperate with and to make active use of
the resources of other production centers and local public tele-
vision stations in providing this and other forms of public
affairs coverage.




In summary, we hope that NPACT programming will provide a new
capability for public television -- not bty replacing the public
affairs capability and autonomy of either the other producticrn
centers or the local stations, but by working with ther to
increase the diversity and vitality of public televis:ion
journalism.

I look forward to meeting with ycu at your corvenience.

Sincerely,

Vice Presideng\ané f
General Managef‘\i\

~ /3im l'arayry‘. =7 s

cc: Herb Klein




THE NATIONAL PUBLIC AFFAIRS BROADCAST CENTER

The National Public Affairs Broadcast Center offers the first
opportunity to explore in a carecful and planned way new aspccts

of public affairs programming for public telcvision.

The Center offers the chance to study and plan departurcs from
standard programming, to innovate, and to build on the best of

the past.

.

A modest bcginning apd a steady and logical growth are in order
for the Center. It must be able to develop a sense of style and
self-confidence -- qualities which do not come easily. It must be

courageous, intelligent, witty and shrewd. But it must also

operate with self-restraint and common sense and with an understand-

ing. of where it fits in the scheme of things in public television.

The Center will be a production organization in its own right,
but it must be more than that. It will suggest ideas and develop
proposals, and it will work with other production centers and

stations on programming.

The Center needs a small but excellent staff. Primarily, it must
recruit an experienced correspondent of national reputation. In
addition, it must recguit a talented staff of professionals of the

highest caliber.




*************************#**********

The Center's program commitment must begin almést immcdiately.
Ig(will take on responsibility for production in three arcas of
Qxisting pProgramming: (1) “Washington Week in Review"; (2)
“Thirty Mint es With..." angd (3) thg Washington special cvents

coverage previously produced by NET.

But the Center also should take °n a major programming challengc
of its own making and design. First, that challenge should involve
a weekly political series duriné the 1972 election year. Sccond,

it should evolve into a nightly public affairs series beginning in

early 1973, 18 months;after the creation Bf the Center.

Creditable work on these two projects will establish and solidify
the Center. It will define the role and purpose of the Center.
And it will give a sense of direction to an area of public television

Programming now murky and confused.

These projects will test the mettle of the Center, of its anchorman
gt staff. Meeting these weekly deadlines will meld the team
together in a way that occasional specials could never do. The
experience gained from producfng these series also will serve as a
major testing grouné for evaluating the feasibility of taking the’

even larger step into the production of a national nightly news

broadcast.

.tﬁ**'b**ii***ﬁ****t******i*ﬁ***i***
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The 1972 election ycaf, critical in America politics, is also
critical for public teclevision. It is imperative that public
geievision provide strong political coverage -- strongcr, more
continuous and more comprchensive than commercial networks --

.

or risk sliding back down into oblivion on political reporting.

The Center's coverage will begin with a major special in November,
one year before election night '72. A second special in Deccember

will close out the year and set the stage for the first weekly
program in January.

The series will cover issues and personalities, voter attitudes and
profiles (especiallf‘those of the new 1l8-ycar-old votecr), party
affairs and machinery, regional and special interest viecws, candidate
selection and the conventions, significant Congressiénal and mayoral
races, the primaries and the Presidential election itsclf. The
series will cover the What, to be sure. But it will concentrate on
the How and the why. It will'seek to bring meaning and perspective
to the viewer's unde:standing'of the political process, and hopefully

encourage him to get out and vote.

L2 2222222222222l T2 20 T R YT
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After the elections, the Center should be able to move logically’

into its-next major project.




Early in 1973, the Center will inaugurate a weckly scries, five
nights a week, presenting the best in original public affairs
pfogramming from the entire network. It will be live from

Washington and across the country.

The Center's corrcspondent will anchor the series and the Center

will coordinate, but not necessarily undertake, all production.

The programs will not ke nightly news broadcastr, although they
will contain news items. They will be more flexible, lecss costly

and more unpredictable than the standard news programs,

A typical show will open with the Center's anchorman presenting

a brief summary of news items of the day.

Each night, the body of the p¥ogram will contain a different
‘element. One night, it may be a documentary; the next, a national

- speakout with audiences in stu&ios around the country firing ques-
tions at a leading personality in the news; the nex£, a panel of
distinguished journalists might.analyze the news in the format of
"Washington Week in Review"; the next, an intensive interview might

be conducted in a format similiar to "Thirty Minutes With . . ." or

“The éresident's Men.”

‘The program will close each night with an incisive commentary by

one of a select team of leading editors from around the nation.




***********************************

The Center must always be alert and ready to move forward, boldly

but prudently, into new areas of public affairs programming not

yet explored. That exploration can extend to the farthest reaches
of the nation and to all faccts of its social machinery and

political processes.

The Center must try to put the events of our time in better
perspective. It must do regular investigative reporting whcnever
events occur that are insufficiently illuminated by the media or

public officials. oy

.

M;ny observers believe that within the next few years, television
will gain access to hitherto forbidden areas in our government:
- More committees of the Senate and House will be open
to television coverage as a matter of course.
Floor debate in the Senate and House eventually
will follow.
Hearings before key regulatory agencies will be
tolevis;d.
. Supreme Court arguments and decisions will ba °°
televised, although this may be the last stronghold

of resistence.




It is both logical and desirable that public television be in

the forefront of these developments.

The National Public Affairs Broadcast Center can and should sharc

in providing that leadership.



Friday 1/5/71 1‘{/&‘7}17—;1{1‘\(:!
5200 p.m
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Mr. Whitehcad scheduled a meecting with Frank Pace at.50
on Tuesday, Nov. 9.
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FROM: Clay T. Whitehead é%;

SUBJECT: Public Broadcasting

You have expressed serious concern over our failure to reform
the Corporation for Public Broadcasting (CPB) and over CPB's
continued sponsorship of slanted public affairs programming.
(See Tab A for details of the current situation.) I have
conducted a thorough review of the problem, including discus-
sions with key senators and congressmen, various segments of
the public broadcasting industry, and our friends on the CPB
Board. This memorandum sets forth my analysis of the problem
and recommendations for its solution.

The immediate goal is to eliminate slanted public affairs pro-
gramming on public television as thoroughly and quickly as
possible. The longer range and more fundamental goal is to
reverse the current trend of CPB toward becoming a BBC-like
fourth network supported by public funds, which inevitably

would reflect the taste, politics, and morality of the national
artistic and intellectual elite. Unfortunately, neither of these
goals can be achieved easily. (See Tab B for background.})

Elimination of Slanted Programming

There are two approaches to achieving the immediate goal insofar
as the use of Federal funds is involved: (a) a drastic cutback
of funds for CPB, and (b) a redirection of CPB's expenditures.
It is an unpleasant fact that neither of these approaches can
succeed this fiscal year. OMB advises that we have no authority
to withhold any funds appropriated to CPB; in any event, almost
all of the $35 million appropriated for FY72 has been disbursed
to CPB and has been irreversibly committed by CPB to programming
organizations. There are, however, several steps we can take to
correct this situation over the next year:

l. 1Induce the programmers themselves to keep some balance, under
pressure of criticism from our friends on the CPB Board ang
among the general public. Peter Flanigan and I will meet soon
with our loyal Board members to emphasize the serious concern,




Replace Frank Pace and John Macy. We would try to do this
immediately by telling them they have lost the confidence

of the Administration and thereby have become obstacles to
the progress of public television; our loyal friends on the
CPB Board can help in this appeal. If this is not success-
ful, we would have them voted out next year after getting
firm control of the Board. Fred Malek will begin recruiting
for their replacements as soon as your approval for this
move is gained.

Take more effective control of the CPB Board. Although we
have now appointed eight of the fifteen members, because of
political pressures at the time of appointment, only four
or five can be counted on to help us. We can take more
effective control over the Board next April when you have
five appointments to make. This will enable us to recuce

. drastically the CPB funding of the offensive ccmmentators
effective next summer.

Build more actively the public case against CPB progra:migg
bias through speeches by friends in the Congress, selected
columns, and my speeches.

Redirection of Public Broadcasting

Even with a loyal Board and top management at CPB, there are
limits to the change that is possible within the current structure
of the Public Broadcasting Act. No matter how firm our cecntrol

of CPB management, public television at the national level will
always attract liberal and far-left producers, writers, and
commentators. We cannot get the Congress to eliminazte CPB, to
reduce funds for public television, or to exclude CPB from public
affairs Programming. But we can reform the structure of public
broadcasting to eliminate its worst features.,

There is, and has always been, a deep division within public broad
casting over the extent of national control versus local station
control. Many local stations resent the dominance of CPB and NET.
This provides an opportunity to further our philosophical and
political objectives for public broadcasting without appearing to
be politically motiviated.

We stand to gain substantially from an increase in the relative
power of the local stations. They are generally less liberal,

and more concerned with education than with controversial national
affairs. Further, a decentralized system would have far less
influence and be far less attractive to social activists.

Therefore, we should immediately seek legislation to: (a) remove
CPB from the business of networking; (b) make a drastic cut in CPB
budget; and (c) initiate direct Federal operating support for loeca:
stations on a matching basis.

’




Senators Magnuson and Pastore have introduced a bill to extend
CPB's authorization for one year at the current level of $35
million. We think it likely that this is intended to set the
stage for a major effort next summer to increase CPB funding
significantly on a permanent basis. Supporters of CPB ara
unhappy with our delay in proposing long-term financing and

are certain to press for this long-sought goal during the
election year. The Democrats are sure to seize any opportunity
to cast you as the politically motivated oppcnent of public
television. They will have the case they need if we combine a
vigorous takeover of CPB management with a failure to deliver the
improved financing we have promised.

We will be in a far better posture if we take the initiative

away from the Democrats with legislative proposals based on tre
nonpolitical principle of localism--and do so as soon as possible
before the election. The key to the success of this approach is
to provide more Federal funding to the local stations than they
can get from CPB. We estimate that CPB could be cut back to

$20 million and that local station support for our proposals
could be bought for about $30 million. Thus Federal funding
would increase in total from $35 million currently to about

$50 million. _

This approach meets Both our long and short-term objectives. It
means a fight, but the fight will be conducted on solid grounds
of principle, and there is a good chance of success. Even if our
legislation does not pass next year, we will be in a better
posture than if we had not introduced it.

Recommendations

p Take control of the CPB Board in April with five new tough-
minded Directors. Replace Macy, Pace, and other top manage-
ment with our people now.

Approve_  Disapprove

Seek legislation now to establish a basic new structure for
public broadcasting--(a) removing CPB from the business of
networking; (b) making a drastic cut in CPB's budget; and
(c) initiating direct Federal operating support for local
stations.

Approve__ ~ Disapprove




Current Public Broadcasting Activities
in Public Affairs and "Commentary'" Programming

According to the Public Broadcasting Service (PBS) -- the network arm of
CPB -- 40 percent of its current network schedule is devoted to public
affairs and ''commentary-type' programming. These programs include
the Bill Moyers news series -- '""This Week;' ""Black Journal, ' a half-hour
commentary and analysis series; and six special documentaries, which
are all produced by NET in New York. PBS will also be distributing the
Vanocur and MacNeil ""news'' programs produced by the new National
Public Affairs Center for Television (NPACT), which is funded by CPB
and Ford Foundation and is headed by Jim Karayn, the ex-chief of NET's
Washington Bureau. NPACT will also produce the Liz Drew interview
show -- '"30 Minutes With. . . ." Agronsky's '"commentary' program is
not done by NPACT, but is produced by the Washington ETV station, which
receives $500, 000 of CPB support.

PBS also feeds two other public affairs programs to its network of stations --
Bill Buckley's "Firing Line, " produced by South Carolina ETV, and "The
Advocates, "' produced by the Boston and Los Angeles stations. These two
programs always present juxtaposed viewpoints on public issues and thereby
achieve some balance and objectivity. But the PBS schedule includes no
program in which the moderate to conservative viewpoints are featured to
balance the Moyers/Vanocur/MacNeil/Drew/NET type of programming.

NET continues to dominate the national affairs programming of PBS despite
the fact that it has been '"merged'' with the New York City ETV stations.

Its current operating budget of $10 million is far and away the largest of

all the public broadcast production centers. While only $4 million of its
budget comes from CPB, it also receives substantial funding from Ford
Foundation and other foundations. As a result of this large program budget,
roughly half of all programs distributed nationally by PBS are funded and
produced by NET. Other national program production is spread among
seven ETV station centers -- which all compete for CPB program funds

and some Ford grants. The $4 million to NET is the largest single
pProgramming grant CPB makes, indeed twice the next largest, and it
represents 25 percent of CPB's total budget for programming. CPB claims
to be encouraging the growth of national program production centers other
than NET in order to decrease NET's dominance. But it seems clear by
now that they have no intention of reducing the NET support in the near
future. Jack Wrather has established a committee of the CPB to set
program standards including objectivity in public affairs, but there is no
evidence that this is very effective. -
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November 22, 1971

CONFIDENTIAL
MEMORANDUM FOR: PETER FLANIGAN
FROM: ALVIN SNYDER

There are several examples of bias to help document our
case against Frank Pace and the Corporation for Public Broad-
casting. The record is clear and illustrates mismanagement
of CPB under Pace's leadership.

John Macy has divulged salaries of Sander Vanocur and
Robert MacNeil, who will co-anchor news broadcasts produced
by the National Public Affairs Center for Television (NPACT)
in Washington. Vanocur's annual salary is $85, 000; MacNeil's
$65, 000. This comes at a time when several local public TV
stations are drastieally cutting back on programming because
of financial difficulties, and it is a striking example of the abuse
and misuse of government funds going to public television.

Vanocur and MacNeil are network rejects. Both were NBC
network correspondents who were farmed out to the local NBC-TV
station in New York and later dropped. (Vanocur was the host of
NBC's "First Tuesday.'" He was replaced and made anchorman
of WNBC-TV's 6:00 p.-m. news in New York, where he lasted two
months and '""resigned to write a book.' He was then hired by
PTV. MacNeil's last job was with the BBC. )

Vanocur's bias is well documented. On the David Frost Show
last July he said the President has ''consistently lied'" to the American
people. Vanocur said he is a bit ashamed of his role as a transmission
belt for those lies. The government, claimed Mr. Vanocur, has
used classification to cover "every kind of sin, arrogance and
obscenity--and there is none greater than Vietnam.'" Quizzed as
to who has the right to decide what should be published of top secret
material Vanocur spoke of the ""higher law'' that one must adhere to.
He said the "higher law''means to accept the legal pumshment for
doing good--"Dr. King taught us that."




Last May Vanocur told the Chicago Tribune that extending
the war into Laos and Cambodia was "stupidity.' Said Vanocur:
""Every time you put a President on the air about Vietnam. .. we
have very little chance to say, 'it's hogwash, ' or 'they're lying
tO You-' "

Vanocur and MacNeil will host a series of weekly news broad-
casts starting in January, and will cover the political conventions
and elections. Based on Vanocur's set of biases, it is clear we
cannot expect an even break here. Nor can we expect much in the
way of objectivity from Bill Moyers, who anchors the other weekly
news broadcast carried by PBS and produced by NET.

Last week Moyers delivered a scathing attack on our efforts to
end the Vietnam war:

... Our role on the ground (in Vietnam) may be ending but the
war is anything but over for the people of Indochina. From the
privliedged sanctuary of 30 thousand feet the United States intends
to carry on the war by remote control. But there'll be few pictures
of victims to stir our conscience, few American casualties to arouse
the folks at home and little solid proof for this unremitting assault
from the air will actually have much effect on the final outcome.
Several things should be said abaut the way we've determined to
keep the war going: It's massive, 70 thousand tons of explosive
a month by one estimate. We've already dropped on Indochina more
bombs than we dropped in all of World War II. And right now we
are flying about as many bombing missions a day over laos alone
as we were flying over North Vietnam when the air war there was
at its peak. It is indiscriminate, those bombs might as well be
labeled 'occupant!’ falling as they do at anyone who happens to be
down there. It's costly, perhaps as much as four billion dollars a
year for the next few years just to carry on the action in the air and
that doesn't begin to measure the cost to the people of Indochina in
civilian dead and wounded, refugees, villagers, and crops; the tearing
and scarring of their way of life. We don't see or hear as much about
these costs because we certainly don't feel them as personally as we
do American casualties bt theyare occuring however out of sight.
Finally, it's questionable. Despite all the bombing in the past our
political aims in Indochina seem hardly closer than they did a decade
ago. A military victory is clearly not in sight and negotiations don't
appear to be going anywhere. Air power hasn't broken the spirit or
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the purpose, it seems, of the Communists and it's not likely too...."

Moyers did not feel it necessary to report the facts: that in cach
year of this Administration the U.S. air effort in Southecast Asia, whethe
measured in munitions tonnages or in attack sorties, has decreased
significantly and has tended to move away from populated areas. By
contrast, during the 1966-68 period bombing levels increased each year,
reaching a peak for the war in 1968,

Another NET program is the "Great American Dream Machine, "
which did the FBI piece. The producer of this piece, Paul Jacobs, ran
for public office in California in 196S on a ticket with Eldridge Cleaver.
Jacobs says his politics are '"radical" and that he does not pretend to
keep his politics out of his writing,

A recent Dream Machine program, November 3, included an anti-
establishment song and dance number by Jane Fonda; a commentary by
satirist Andy Rooney ridiculing the President's concept of an all-voluntee
Army (Variety described the Andy Rooney piece as "sharp and mean
enough to prompt Richard Nixon to veto the next Public TV appropriation.
an interview with screenwriter Dalton Trumbo who pledged himself to
work against the reelection of the Presidnt (said Trumbo, '""Those
(McCarthy) hearings produced a President of the United States.... A
freshman member of the committee was Richard Milhous Nixon, serv-
ing his first term in Congress. That's where he got his start before
the public eye....I sometimes think that since Mr. Nixon was on the
committee that successfully sought to throw me out of my job, I perhaps
owe him the favor of--of return engagement, and I intend to join several
committees in 1972 to throw him out of his. '"); interviews with expatriots
in Canada who are ''fed up' with life in America; and several songs
spoofing super-patriotism by pop singer Don MacLean.

Abby Hoffman was featured as host of a recent WNET program,
"Free Time, ' November 4, on which the President's '""Checkers'' speech
was played. Hoffman called it the most important speech since the
Gettysburg Address.

On October 28, "Free Time' had Bobby Seale discussing Black
Panther involvement in Attica.

On October 5, 1970, PBS broadcast a program called '"The Three
R's...and Sex Education." The program was produced by NET, and
was a very one-sided picture of a highly controversial subject. It
should be noted that the TV critic for the Washington Post, Larry
Laurent, also agrees that the program was clearly




weighted in favor of one side of the sex education controversy.
In his review on October 5, Mr. Laurent said:
~

""Some question may be raised about the openness of producer
McCutchen's mind. His point is that sex education is good and,
just in case any viewer misses that viewpoint, McCutchen repcatedly
uses flashes of Grant Wood's painting, American Gothic, to identify
what he regards as the bad guys...Like McCutchen's other work,
tonight's documentary is fast paced and makes use of contrasting
points of view. Few viewers, however, will be left any doubts
about filmmaker McCutchen's own strong convictions. "

Both WNET, and the production center--NET--receive federal
funds.

Another production center, WGBH-TV in Boston, produced ore
of the most striking examples of biased programining on PBS. The
program was one of the ""Advocates' series, broaidcast prior to last
year's May Day demonstrations in Washington. It featured seven
guests, each of whom was opposed to our efforts to end the Vietnam
war. The program invited persons to come to Wash-
ington to demonstrate. Participants were: William Kunstler, Rennie
Davis, Howard Zinn and Roger Fisher (peace movement spokesmen),
Allard Lowenstein, Senator Phil Hart, Representative Tom O'Neil.

Moderator Michael Dukakis opened the program with a statement
underlining his bias:

... A recent Gallup poll indicates that nearly three-quarters
of the American people favor the withdrawal of all American troops
from Vietnam by the end of this year. And yet President Nixon,
in recently announcing a slightly stepped-up increase in the rate of
withdrawal from Indochina, made it quite clear that there would be
a continued active military presence in Indochina for an unspecified
time to come. This conflict between the policy of the government
and the will or apparent will of the majority of citizens has become
the prime fact of the American political life today. "

Each "Advocate, " despite their stand on civil disobedience,
criticized American policy and called for large numbers of persons
to come to Washington:

Fisher: "...Mr. Davis, Ithink, as you've pointed out, we're
in wide agreement on the need for bringing the war to an end, and
on many of the means appropriate to doing it."

v




Davis: '"...Nixon regularly lies...about Vietnam, "

Hart: "I would be delighted if you have a million pcople
there (in Washington) at the end of the month. Or two million. "

O'Neill: "If you come to Washington, and we'd appreciate
your coming to Washington; but if you do, act responsible. "

Fisher: "The war can be stopped, but it takes your action."

Zinn: "What we're trying to do in Washington is to tell people
in the country that they need in their own way to disobey the govern-
ment in every--Gl's to disobey the call to war, young people to
disobey the draft, induction notices; that's what we need. '

Fisher: '"We all here tonight believe that people should act,
should act to end the war in Vietnam quickly. There is no disagree-
ment about the horror, there is no disagreement that action's
required by you out there. "

Moderator Dukakis: '"Thank you gentlermen. During tonight's
argument, each Advocate has strongly suggested individual action.
Either by writing your elected oiiicials and SpeclliC organizations,
or by participating in forthcomiig events in Washington. As a program,
we've always encouraged such direct individual action.'

You are also aware that Martin Agronsky several weeks ago inter-
viewed anti RN film producer DeAntonio, although at that time radio
stations, commercial TV stations and newspapers refused to run ads
for this movie. DeAntonio told Agronsky that the '"ultimate end of
my film, boldly put, is the political destruction of Richard Nixon. "

He went on for 20 minutes of personal attacks on the President.

CONFIDENTIAL




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 1, 1971

MEMORANDUM FOR BOB HALDEMAN

FROM: PETER FLANIG&Q@%WQEZ;/

Our alternatives with regard to Publie Broadcasting are
all bad.

Option one is to attempt to cut the CPB budget below
the current $35 million. This would create a donnybrook in which
we might well fatallyisaiggle nublic broadcasting but in the
Process would alienat@ e=s e People who approve of the educational
and cultural activitijes of CPB. More importantly, we would give
credence to those who are claiming the Administration is attempting
to impose censorship on the media. TIn any event, the considered
Judgment is that Congress would approve $35 million for CFB in the

'T3 fiscal year,

Option two attempts to bypass the central organization
and give funds directly to local independent public broadcasting
stations, 1To hope for success in this approach would involve
increasing CPB funds from the $35 million to $45 million level in
fiscal '73, This money would be diffused among the many independent
Stations, but those stations, which are
1nstitutions, are probably as liberal as
addition, this could only be accomplished at the price of a battle
in which the Administration would be cast as anti-public broadcasting
and anti-media,

The third option is suggested by Tom Moore, one of our
few strong Board members. He points out that nothing can be done
With regard to fiscal 'T2, as the funds ar . He

t no doubt Private funds would be forthcoming
grams in the news angd pPublic affairs area, which
Nevertheless, he recommends the following:




Lol O \viviu L

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

November 24, 1971 DIRECTOR

MEMORANDUM FOR

Mr. H. R. Haldeman
The White House

With the controversy between the Administration and the Co rporation
for Public Broadcasting becoming more visible, you might be interested
in what we are doing behind the scenes on the Vanocur/MacNeil situation.

After Vanocur and MacNeil were announced in late September, we planted
with the trade press the idea that their obvious liberal bias would reflect
adversely on public television. We encouraged other trade journals and
the general press to focus attention on the Vanocur appointment. Public
television stations throughout the country were unhappy that once again
they were being given programs from Washington and New York without
participating in the decisions. My speech criticizing the increasing
centralization of public television received wide coverage and has widened
the credibility gap between the local stations and CPB. It aiso has
brought more attention to the acknowledged liberal bias of CPB and .
NPACT.

We then began to encourage speculation about Vanocur's and MacNeil's
salaries. As a result of the increasing public controversy, several’
reporters and Congressman Lionel Van Deerlin asked CPB to release
the salaries, Macy refused, but after pressure increased, quietly made
it known that Vanocur receives a salary of $85, 000 a year and Robert
MacNeil $65, 000. |

We plan to do two things in the next few weeks to continue to call

attention to balance on public television, especially NPACT. We will
quietly solicit critical articles regarding Vanocur's salary coming from
public funds (larger than that of the Vice President, the Chief Justice,

and the Cabinet) and his obvious bias. We will quietly encourage station
managers throughout the country to put pressure on NPACT and CPB to
balance in their programming or risk the possibility of local stations not
carrying these programs. Our credibility on funding with the local stations

is essential to this effort.

Clay T. Whitehead
cc: Peter Flanigan EYES ONLY
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Marge cnlled. Mr, Flanigan has read the inemo on CPB salari

and haa aprced that Option 3 is OK, but that you sh ot salarics
the information. you gshouldn't voluntecer




THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON
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A. At the Decemver 16th meeting of the Zoari
he will undertake TO have a Board resolution
passed removing CPB from news and news
analysis and commentary,

B. At the end of December, he wi:ii Ce in a position

to assure the Administration that, at its
January meeting, the CFB Beard wiil Sass g
resolution remeving CER from purlisc afraii
pProgramming. Both of these resoiutions wilj

: alou rewove rng (fuvLia Dloaacasting Heyrvice

! : which is the netvorking arm o7 CF3) <rom carrying

any such programs even if produced Privately.

C. In mid-January (based on the above corm:itrent
and assurance, and the following cormitment
regarding Macy) the Administration will send to
the Congress a two-year financing bill for coB
propozlng $45,000,000 in FY 73 ang $55,000,000
in 'Th,

D. At the January meeting of CPB the Board will
bass the resolution removing CF3 and FRS Trom
public affairs Programming and networking,

B -In February or March Macy will be removed as
President of CPB.

F. After the five new Presidential appointees to
the Board in April, a new Chairman will be

appointed.

This approach will put control of the Corporation in the
hands of pPeople who believe it should concentrate solely on educational
and cultural broadcasting and avoid news, news analysis and commentary,
and public affairs Programming and networking Pertaining thereto,

It will insure a competent management. Control of the Board will
remain in the hands of thege people until 1976 in any event, and
until 1980, on the assumption the President is reelected. If this

and cultural affairs, that tradition should survive even a change
in Board control. ; :




THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

-3-

This approach, based on Moor
the above results, is supported by Mes
Shakespeare, Whitehead and Flanigan.

ot Wk el ST ES L
Ei:;;i;; 'jlh. L~r==c-t1_ :T)

e's commitment to Produce
srs. Colson, Garment,




December 1, 1971

To: Peter Flanigan

I'rom: Tom Whitehead

Thought you might be interested in the attached. You can
see that the salary issue is beginning to get hot.

I will be answering questions this evening at the National
Press Club, and I 2m sure this subject will come up.
There are three options:

1. No comment,

2. No comment on individual salaries, but exnress
concern as an indication of the direction CPB is
taking,

3. Express concern that public funds are used to pay
any individual salaries in excess of Cabinet officers,
Chief Justice, or the Vice President, and perhaps
allow as how, under the Act, responsibility for
oversight rests with GAO and not the Executive
Branch.

I would prefer Option 3, but unless you coancur, I will take
Option 2,

Attachments

cc: Mr, Whitehead
Mr. Lamb
DO Chron
DO Records

CTWhitehead:jm : .

=2 2




OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20504

December 2, 1971

ciECTON

MEMORANDUM FOR MR. FLANIGAN

I agrce that we should pursuc the third option outlined in your
memorandum to Bob Haldeman of December 1. However, this is
based on getting in fact the commitment of the CPB Board on the
time scale Tom Moore laid out.

I continue to think tkat the long run benefits of option 2 arc significant,
since many of the local stations arc less liberal, far less interested

in public affairs, and, in any event, cannot afford the talent or attract
the attention to do anywhere near the damage of CPB, TIurthecrmore,

it is not predicated on a battle, for the whole rationalc of that approach
is to give us a pro-public broadcasting, pro-localism, and, above all,
non-political posture. The tide is running distinctly against CPB,

and there is a good chanc.e that option would succecd,

I am willing to postpone this approach to sce whether we can obtain
instead the news and public affairs commitments that Tom Moore
says he can deliver. I will certainly work with him and other Board
members to try to help bring that about. Frankly, however, I am
not optimisi{ic -~ especially since the strategy requires achicving
agreement of the independent PBS Board not to carry non-CPB
(i.e., Ford) public affairs. If the effort fails, I hope we are agrecd
that we will not revert to option 1 or get ourselves prematurely
locked inio a generous financing bill for which we extract no quid
Pro quo.

Clay T. Whitehecad

cc: H.R. Haldeman
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‘Constructive Hostility"?

The Nixon Administration has never
been particulurly fond of Sander Vane
ocur, and now that the former NBC

" pewscaster is on a quasi-public pavroll,

it likes him even less. Last week, it was
revealed that Vanocur was being paid
the robust salan of $85.000 a year by
the National Public Attairs Broadcast
Center (NPABC), a newly formed pro-

‘duction ann of the nation’s 210 non-

vommercial television stations. And since
more than half of the center’s $3.2 mil-
lion annual budget is provided by the
taxpayers, the \White House was said to
be—well, troubled.

Some supporters of public television

found it curious that no objections had

been raised over the salury public TV
pavs conservative William F. Buckley—

. which is reportedly far larger than Van-

ocur's. More to the point, NPABC proesi-
dent Jim Karayn declared: “We feel that
public TV must have correspondents of

major reputation in ‘order to function.”.

Such talents are not cheap, but Karayn

noted that Vanocur had taken a 33 per. - .
-cent pay cut when he joined the center
.and that the $600 to ST00 he would get

for cach of his scheduled shows was a
relatively low fee, even for public TV.
Karayn also denied that Vanocur had

" been hired on the strength of his outspo-

kenly liberal views but added that “there
should be a constructive hostility be-
tween the press and the Administration.”

It appeared that, in Vanocur's case,

at least the second part of that fonmnula

had been achieved. And that could con-
ceivably have ominous implications fey
public television. Clay T. \Whitehead,
director of the \White House Ofiice of
Telecommunications Policy, has never
approved of the centralized operation in
which Vanocur is engaged. And some
people in Washington theorized that the
Administration might seize u the sal-
ary dispute as an excuse to crag its feet

" on permanent funding for public TV.

“This is a great test,” said Karayn, “of
whether or not we can withstand pres-
sure from Congress or any agency of the
Federal government, especially in news
and public aflairs.”

any l}u‘-—)\r{:un rirsae
Vanocur: Talent is not cheap

———
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Columnist Willinmr BDuc k-
lav's National Resiew Corp. i3
recoiving 3375950 from  the
Corparation fur Paliic Broad-
casung o put on 44 Puckioy
paact shows, Scripps-Howard
Newspapers learnad today.

And Rill Movers, {ormer
prass secrctary (o Presideat
Lyvndon Juhnson, is being paid
§73.00 by Nationa! Education-
ai Television for participatioa
in 33 weekly, half-houe TV
shows on tae pusiic oroadeast
network.

Disclosure of tne Buckley
and Movers contracts is ex-
pectad to add to conaressional
and \White House dissatisfac-
tion with the diraction of pub-
lic TV which is supposed to he
an ailernative (o0 but not a
competitor of commercial
television.

FAT SALARIES

The controversy over public
broadcasting was stimulated
recently by the hiring of ex-
NBC newscasters Sander Vaa-
ocur at $35,000 a vear and
Robert MacNeil at $53,000.

Mr. Vanocur, often an out-
spoken critic of Nixoa admin-
istration policies, and Mr.
MacNeil were hired by the
National Public Affairs Center
for Television, which gets
more than hall its income
from the CPB, which gets 87.5
per cent of its income from
the government.

CPB's current annual budg-
et is $10 million. Congress sup-
plies S35 million of this and $3
million is raised from private
coatributions.

CPB, thru the Southern Edu-
cation Communications Asso-
ciation of Columbia, S.C., puts
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up 3723.03) for “The Tlirinz -
paliticaliy
oriented TV parel show head-

Line,” an houriy,
i by Mr. Buckley.

Of the 35723910, CPS
cials said todayv, S11.330 per
show or a

al Review Corp., for somc
praduction  costs, siaff, and
Mr. Buckicy's satary. The re-
maining $219,090 is used by
SECA for administraiion and
o:her expensas, they said.

SECNRET SALARY

SECA official Wayne Seal of !

Columbig verified the hgures
but refused to disclose how
much of the CPB grant is for
Me. Buciley’s personal salary.

“That information is confi-
dential,” he said. “There are
private individuals and cor-
porations invoived.”

Reminded that most of
CPB’'s money comes from
the taxpayers, Mr. Seal said:
“We've accounted to CPB and
we're subject o audit.”

CPB officials here said they |
did not have the hreakdown on |

Mr. Buckley’s salary. And Mr.
Buckley hims2ll did not return
a telephone query to his Na-
tional Review Publicatioas of-
fice in New York City.

Mr. Movers, reached at his
home in Garden City. N.Y.,
said he had “not appetite” for
discussing his contract with
NETL

MOYERS WOULD SWAP

“I'll tell you this,” Mr. Moy-
ers said, “I would trade Vano-
cur’s (salary) for mine.” Me.

Vancue, meanwhile, said he
had to take a cut in pay to
take the public TV job.

MAIDNAR

ofti- |

total of S$3A003.
goes to Mr. Buck.ey's Natiun-

William Kobin, NET

vice

preside_nt in charge of pro-!
| aramming, rosponded quickiv !

that Mr. Mlovers, oraacas

contract was for §73.00). He
said that in addition to the 39

“This Week™ shows, Mr. Mov. !
ers might also participate in .

' some NET specials.

.’[he_ salaries aive personali- |
ties in the puhiic hrozdeast :

!

i

industry more than :he \ice !

President, the chief justice,

and the spezker of the House. -
- each of whom earns $62,50) 3 ;

' year.
Mr. Kohin, Mr. Seal and
other industry oiiicial:, 1nciud-
1 IRG Station muanasgers, cefons-
fei the tugh-priced taient as
;necessary L) atiract viewers.
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The Washington Daily Ncws, Wednesday, December 1, 19

Public TV

By DAN THOMASSON

Scripps-Howord Slaft \vriter G
“Chairman Harley Staggers, D-W. Va,, of tha
House Commerce Commit:iee said today he is
ordering an investigation of the high salaries
being paid top personalities in public broad-
casting, supported in part by tax collars.

Rep. Slagpgers, wnose commiltee oversecs
federal participation in public television and
radio, snid staff investizators are being as-
signed to look into the entire direction of publ-
ic TV as indicated by the salaries. He said he
expected the inquiry might lead to full Com-
merce Committee hearings. -

Rep. Staggers’ decision was triggered by
dis-losure that sevcral well-known public per-
sonalities had been hired for non-commercial
TV at salaries compelitive with commercial
networks. A .

They include Sander Vanocur, former NBC
newscaster, $85,000: Bill Moyers, former press
secretary tn President Lyndon Johnson,
$75,060; Ronert MacNeil, former NBC corre-
spondent, $63,000.

It also has been revealed that the National
Review Corp., headed by conservative colum-
nist William Buckley Jr., is being paid $506,000
by the largely tax supported Corporation [or
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Public Broadeasting to put on 44 weerly panel
shows. » =

Rep. Staggers said when Congress put he
federal goverament into public broadeasting (o
assure its continued development there was no
intention that these kinds of saliries he paid ©
or that non-comniercial broacdcasting cver oe-
come a fourth TV network competing with il
three major commercial ones.

Meanwhile, two other House Commerce
Commitice memhers,- Reps. lionel Van Decer-
iin, D-Calif., and Lou [rey Jr., R-Ila., e
manded their own explanations form CPB in
letters to the agency's oresicent, John Macy
Jr.¢ former head of the U.S. Civil Service
Commissica. : .

Rep. Van Deerlin, a former radio newscas-
ter and long-time supporter of non~ommercial -
warned that the high salaries
and efforts (0 compete for viewer ratinas with .
the commercial networks ‘‘could just about
kill public teievision.” >, vt g

“] don't think taxpayers money shouid he *
used this way and a lot of my colleagues don’t -
either,”” he said. He said committce members
would not take kindly lo salaries that are
“twice as much as they’re getting or any publ-
ic official, outside the President, is getting."
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By DAN THOMASSON

Sippy Howard Siatt Wnrer

Lonn-raa-e fecerzl
lng of public telev.sicn zad
porhaps .ls very iu.urs ke
been endangered by the hiring
o. forrasr wer.ora TV 277
spondent Sander Varnocur at
§35C023 a vexr by an z-=ia:”
which gets more thaa hzll is
morey .roma U.S. taxgrreti,

o

congressional sources said to- -

day. .

. The source said White
Hous> ~idas wer2 enra-ai LY
the hiring of Mr. Vanacur, a
close cssosiate of the Kenne '°
family and an outspoxen ciitic
of the Presdent's gsiiciec,
They said as a resull tie
. Presidert's Offtce of Teie-
éommusnications Policy has
been ordered to sit ca droit
‘legislation to creat a siable
{inancing plan for the Corro-
ratioa for Public Broadcaste

g .-

e Mr.'Vanocur..a former NBC

nmsmrn. vas hred b ke
National Public Affairs Center
for Television, a newly cra~t-
ed agency which received $1.8
mili.on {rom CPA and the re-
“mainder of its $3.2 million
budlzet [rom the ~Ford

WEEKLY SHOW

.- Mr. Venocur s to put on a

weekly TV fews show with anm

’ other form:r NBC corres:zoad.
ent, Robert MacNNeil, who was
hired a: $65,000 a year. o=
“The salaries of both mesn

* are X.~her th-n those prid te

* Viece President of the United
States, the chief justice, and

“the speaker of the House of -

Repres:ntatives. Each makes
$62,500 annuaily.

. " Wten Rep. Lionel Van Dzer.
lin, D-Calif., a member of the
broadcast subcommittee of the
House Interstate and ForeiIn
Commerce Commitier isund
out sbout the salarics, he hit
the ceilng. He said CPA ap-
parently felt it had to compete
with commersial TV netwarss

_ In pay for employes.

C24, set up during the
Johnson adminisiration 1o ics-
ter nansdmmerc.al broacsast-
ing, has been seaking a2 per-
manead trust {und 3
itsell from the goiites in-
vovel n winnin? veary aue
thorization from Congress a=d
to assure ocninued cevelaoe
ment of noncommercial rad:o
and televisicn.

But because of the White
House disenchanimen:, CPA,
which now funmnals 13 ner cent
of its money to izdivicual sta.

ticns and provices thase cut- -

!e-j.s with viivadie proTmm-
ming, may kave t3 seitl2 next
year for the same ameunt cf
money it received this year

from Ccngzress, 3 miliox, -

Sen. John Pastore, D-R.L,
hzs introcduced a bill that
woulg extend tae preseat fi-

p2nsng cne year ~hen it ex-
pires next June 39,
. WANT MORE MONEY

CPB officals say this will be
absut half the mcney neeced
o mest growing expeases.
They note the cost ol just the
electronic links with 75 TV
stations will go up §1 milioa
next year. (- o F

“The $3$ million plus $$ mil-
l'en e caa expect t9 rase
from private sources wiil xeep

us in bus.ness, but nct_much
more,” a CPB olficial said.

The White House also sud-
denly awoke 10 L€ fact that
Bi'l Moyers, {orm=er press ez
retary to-President Johnson,
end Aariin Agronsiy, sadtner
ex-network newsmia oitea
esitical of Mr. Nixea, were ap>
pearing 08 public televisiog.

20r. Movers does 3 onie-es
week news show for Natioral
Céuzational televisiod, whch
gets 30 per cent ol its (u~cs
from CP3. Mz, Acronsky has
1 reeular prozram oA e
E-stern Fducat:cn Newwork
CPB officlals s3id £X 8 d.me
of federsl mozey is \evoived
{n the Agrcosky show, bowe

ever.

" Clay T. Whitshead, that Mr. !

All this, according to the
conegressionai sources, has
maze the White House unzap-
py about tae cirection cf pudi-
ic ::levisioap

*They doa't see It as too
halanced.” cne source said. |
“Dasnite claims that tha cace- |
a-week Willizm F. Euckiey
shaw offse:s ary liberai pro-
gramming." _

‘HIRED HAND’

Mr. Vanocur and Mr. Mac-
Nail, CPB cificals said, are
slanning to ¢3 some “‘unusual |
thizgs'” in covanazt naxt year's
Drasideatial elacticns. and
they said Jim Rarayn, 132ACT
eaneral manazar, had zssured

th therm end OTP Cirector |

Varocur is “‘just a hired hand™
who will- not make tie pro-
gram's policy. :

But administration cllicials
still hark back to the day
when a $32.09-a-year news-
man on 3 Washiagion =duca.
tinoal TV channel was fired
because his w:ii2 had taken a
job as a sezrstary to Martha
Mitchel, wife of US. Aly.
Gen. Jcha Mitchell,




THE WHITE HOUSE

NASHINSTON

Decenmber T, 1077

MEMORANDUM FOR HESSRS, JUITEHEAD, CARENT, JOLSQI,
SEAXESFEARE, MALET

PETER FLANTGAL

Ten ilcore optizn,
Broadeasting.
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EXCLCUTIVE OFTICE GF T
DELICE OF TEL Qs

N S G D e )

December 22, 1971
ADMINISTRATIVELY CONFIDENTIA!,-SENSITIVE

MEMORANDUM IFOR

Mr, Richard Cook
Decputy Assistant to the President

We have two objectives with respect to the Corporaticn for Public
Broadcasting: (1) to halt the distvibuticn of slantcd public affzirs
commentary; and (2) to decentralize the structure of public Lroad-
casting so that more initiative and re sponsibility rests wiily the local
stations.

The first objective is morec immediate, and we are willing o defcr
action towards the second in order to ackieve it. We arc witliholding
any action on CPD funding, pending an attempt by our friends on the
Board of Directors of CPB to take thc Corporaticia (and DPIES) out of
the public affairs field, If that attempt is successful, we will sponsor
a bill giving CPB a modest short-term increase ($45 million in FY 73
and $55 million in FY 74) with a commitment that : specificd portion of
these funds be distributed among local stations. If the attempt is not
successful (and we should know by early January), we would proposec

a thorough revision of the Public Broadcasting Act, taking CPB out of
the networking field, limiting its growth significantly, and distributing
substantial funds to the local stations by formula-matchin g grants,

The present situation on the Hill is as follows: After waiting for some
time for the Administration's bill which had been promiscd, the champions
of CPB have introduced their own legislation. Senators Pastore and
Magnuson have sponsored a bill (S, 2765) which would continue CPB
funding at its current level for anothecr year. In the House, Congress- -
man Macdonald has introduced a bill (FH,R. 11807) which would make

a significant change in current funding, both as to duration (5 years)

and level ($160 million by the end of FY 1977). This bill also provides
that 30 per cent of the funds will be distributed by CPB among local
stations in such manner as it sccs fit. -t




-

On the whole, Congressional attitudes do not now scem favorable
towards CPI. This can be attributed to several factors: (1) cdissat-
isfaction with slanted and irresponsible public affoirs programs,

(2) CPB's extensive advertising in newspapers and on network prime-
time to build avdicnce and ratings, awed (3) the high salaries being paid

to Macy, Vanocur, Maciveil, Moyers, and others., 1 began to be publicly
critical of CPB in my October speech to the National Association of
Educational Broadcasters: since then, miy Office has consistently been
calling attention to these problems in (he press and on the 11ill.

There will alro:t certainly be hea rings next year, and we can expect
the whole matter to stay in the spotlight, We are worling {o keep the
issuc bi-partisan and to keep the initiative with the Admini <! ration.,

So far I see no troubles, but next January and February wild be critical:
we will have to be rcady to introduce legislation promptly wihen the
right time comes.

< —
f oot
<

Clay T. Whitchecad"

-~

cc: Mr, H. R, Haldeman
Mr. Peter Flanigan
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To:

From:

THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

Date /7;/»7' >

Peter rlanigan

FYI
For appropriate action

Per your request
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DRAFT
CT1Whitehead/Imc/12/23/71
x5890

Honorable William L. Springer
Housc of Representatives
VWashington, O, C, 20515

Dear Mir, Springer:

We understand that the Board of Cirectors of thg Corpraration £5-
Public Broadcasting will vote at its January 21 mecting on the Siture
involvement of the Corparation funding of public affairs praog ramming.

In view of the broad range of subject matter t.hat mizht £m1) wile -
public affairsg programming, the Corporation's decision will be a question
of degree, It ig our understanding that they are likely to remaove then:-
selves from news, news commentary, and news analysis by professional
broadcasters. There is also consideration being given to removing CI°D
from interviews and panel discussions that deal with matters of national
political concern.

It is further our understanding that Frank Schooley would be
opposed to any limitation on the areas of CPB programming. I think it
is important that you talk to him and try to convince him he should change

his position and that the limitations described above are in the best

interest 6! public television as a whole,

Sincerely,
CTWhitehead:lme:12/23/71
DO Records Mr, Whitehead -2
DO Chron

o’

Peter M, Flanigan
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Sizceraly,
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: .'ai-‘;a Willlam L. Spzingzer
“atua o Represeatatives
- fainzioa, D.C. 20515
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1) Thetl sor'd inf Div

FRON R. W, T'aville
SuRre.

Memorandusa-aiioe: D Foe
Doowmbiag

The Executive Commilice mat on Daceinber 15, Presanl v o
Messrs, Banjamin, Cole, flaas, Killizn, Yico and Virathar, vlug Qo0
Memhers Cemmino and Scheoley, and hiesurs, Mucy and raville e
managen:ut. Followiny a brick roview of the situsiion teoing tha
Corporation in relation to thg prospecis for ohlniving loug-range (ivancing
legislation, tie Execuiive Comumitize was joinoed by the Public Telovision
Managers Council (PTVMC).  Inclucded in thz laiter groun were Mons) s,
Breitenfeld (Maryland), Kaiser (Pittsburgh), Fractzor (Philadelphia), Loper
(Los Angcles), McCarter (Chicago), Press (Kentucky), and Schonlilan
(San Antonio-Austin), plus Gunn (PBS) and Holmes (NALB/L1S) of the
Council's staff and Witherspcon (CPB).

During the next two and a half hours the participants had a wide-
ranging conversation on the prospects for obtaining an adequate and
insulated source of funding for the Corporation, as well as public broad-
casting's decision-making processes and crganizational inter-relationships.
A romarkable leva of agreement seemed to vertain on kev issues, but of
more importance tnhe points of view of the two groups were rankly avwuosed,
leading to greatlv increased mutuel unders taading. it was particuiziy
gratifying to Committce mamhers to learn that the PTVAMC heolicwros It
CPB's funds should be distributed o the stations on the basis of joint

CPB-station judoment grants wheon an adequate funding level has beon reachad

All station managers realized that this level of station suppor. is not possit:io
under present circumstances without crippling other essential public broad-
casting scrvices.
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Mr& Macy saldvit hed Locomeobviaus it him at the MNowe mbor Bosd
current discussions, that the Board feals 2 Cornoration shouid
authority; within the limitations izzosadiise legyisi 7 y
commensuratc with its regpofsibilily, This opi i
of the Corporation's maturity, the sicyae of the industry's devolosmiant, the
present situation faced by public hroadcastiing, and 2 clear stnze that ultimate
accountahility for success or failure will be pleced on CPB.

R
AL

With the forcgoing background and Mr. Mscy's elaboration, the
Executive Committee requested management to prepare proposals as to
rccommended policies and feasible courses of action to achieve them in the
following areas:

1. Organizational relationships - propose a definition of CPR's relationship
to the stations, the production centers and the national distribution
a2gencies, as well as other organizaticns ard ¢roupinge in »uhlic
broadcasting.

2. Program decisicn-making process - suggest onlicies and procedures
which will provide a mere active evaluation of pregrams at the heginning
of the production cycle prior to firancial commitment, again zrior to
distribution, and for a total series and season. A continuing assessment
of program quality should be provided at the time of trans:ission,
Additionally, given the financial stringencies of the moment, national

program priorities should be indicated by categorics and types.
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Commitlee agread Lhat any addiitiosal funds so obttined should o davated
to sustaining Uic national program schedule at Uie picaen nwnbier of joury
and the balance would be distributed to tho sictions Lo augmoent tho gueolily
and quantity of loczl program production,

Mr. Pace observed that the three vital wreas of education, resceare!
and personncl development sheuld not be eliminated froim sepport fasthio bugl
Despite the tendancy to reduce this type of expunze where the bunfits fro

spending are not immediate, thesc three categorics are reye to the future of
public broadcasting. It was agreed that a breakdown of budgetary allotments
for these purposes would be furnished.

Mr. Pace summed up the proceedings by saying that the Dxecutive
Committee had directed management to come fonvard with recomirencations as
to how the Corporation can systematically exercise its respcnsibilitias in a
number of areas within its legislative mandale. Knowing the Board as he does N
he is certain that any decisions made will be predicated solely on its considerad
opinion as to what will best assure the ordered growth and development of public
broadcasting, ‘




Finaneing Assumotion--1973
(Under Continuing Resoluticns)

(In

Federal appropriation--definite
Non-Foderal) {acsumed firm on 7/1,/72)

Activiiw
1972 1973
Ford premotvion grant, cy 1972 400 63¢C
Ford promstion grant, cy 1973 300
Ford cyuipwmnl grant 1,200
IBM 100
NRC 100
Rockef:ller tound. (MCCET) 100
Sears (Mister Rogers) ) -_.350
e 1,600 1,556

Total non-recderal income for 19273 activity
Federal matching of:

Non-Federal income for 1972 activity

Non-Federzl income for 1973 activity

Carry-over from prior year

TOTAL AVAILABLE FOR YEAR

Possible later additions

Non-Federal (if 5,000 total is reached)
Federal matching
Estimated maximum under continuing resolutions

12/16/71

Amoun* =

thousge:: .

30,0Cu

1,550

1,600
1,550
2,00Q

36,700

1,850

1,850
40,400
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Application of Resourcos

Vv
A. Progreomes
B. DNDistrillution

RadGio
Plan, Res. & Eval.

bLevelopront & Support
Comamunity Sve. Grmnts
-=-=TV

---Radio

All other

2,918
1,082
3,386

(In thousands)

1972
Orig.

15,012

4,675
1,320
4,110

V. Administration

Total Program 2

7,386

2,237

7,807

10,105
2,505

40,156




Lap

TV Analesis

——— . —

1971 1972 1973
sctual Crigqg. AL
Bt o 1 e P AmbEar L i : =ik
(Mounks ia Lhoasiua) - Lk
Leograas (CPB Funds)
-=Unrcitricted 3,091 29 14,119 35 13,016 34 i P I e o
—=Ruastricted (underwritiag) W1 G aA0n 2 2,170 3] A 3500 £l
Total Programs %672 . '35 15,019 137 15,194 19 12.220 >3
Distribution 5,535 25 8,101 20 H,181 22 2000 4
16,557 6O 23,200 57 23,375 62 61,920 39
Conmunity Service Grants « 2,978 19 47975112 4,575 12 5,00 4
Total 19,475 70 27,825 G9 28,050 74 26,820 73
Total Program 27,507 40,156 37,553 35,700
®
P .
- - s - =
- L
- - b




Telovision Program production

: . s o« 1972
L]
: s {In thousands)
o 3 t o .
s ; o = 3y avi) . cpa Ford Gther
e 5 —— Lol * funds Luacds Esnis Total
. . RN = R > 13,03
See s cw 1,500 - 11,200 15,ccd
___________ . 4 LA L7E.4
—Ehdunod pie el o il el ! FCI (includirg $350 Sears) 920 - - 930
R T ] 1,70 12,030 13,920.4
e - 4,400 i 11,300 - 1s,9¢0
Ais L3RT BUfoassiewm All OTILCR PRODUCTION
) . 0 o 5%n = 10,220
Dw vmr EPSchi k0% New York 3,000 s,000 620 8,690
L I = BB - 3,015.7
ir-irgto LA Ly Washington 1,600 1,000 . - 2,600
- n ) . 1,860 ,
% Arge.es PR i ’ Los Znhgeles 1,000 500 v 1,530
P T E] <28 - ’ .504
zesscn teh v £ Otkersy
S 5 = - 725
Ry 115 Doston 700 750 700 2,19
Zor (T et o¥s 738 g - 1,238
SEN RS TENTETD ¢ 29 SECA 700 ‘- - 700
§ s Tl Ch = - 510
Plzizsursh ¢ in ALl Others 820 - - 829
S ad A2 - = =10
T S B Specinl Education 200¢ - - 200+
3.7 9,1%0 - 20,590.7
11,439 d Devolopment, pilots 420 - - 430
& s T ney ! ‘19 z Z!Q . l !m l! i’g
Twnlua Mizg. Stasicrns 237.5 = = 207.5
.. .- o . _ 19 Total 1973 Television Production
2l _— _ _ 603.8 i 12,820 7.2%0 12,890 32,870
S A3 984 e
.
2aivls 14,922.6 9,130 10,050 35.122.6 =Sy
1.2%0(4) !
¢ Plus production funds ireluded in station amounts or provided by
—_ - outside financing, .
Nsces ! Sruy Sevies

3 {Earzhiove and stlar)
1ule! in statlen zmounts

——
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Fell +ar
Sor=iza (19 % 52 L2l
Fricre zizze (156 2 52) 223
{2.3 = 25)
1352
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hears Fricays

Distribution Schodule --- (Programs Only*)

Hiqho
Doy Uime Prirme Timg cta
Morday 2 2 4
T.iesday 2 2 4
¥ednesday 2 2 4
Thursday 2 2 4
Fricay 2 2
Saturday — ——— —
Sunday —— k| 3
10 n n

ANULL,_PROGRAN MOURS

Dayt ime (10 x 52) 820
Prime Time (11 x 52) 572
1032

* Doecs not include second transmissions of programe, pre-
views, specials or “regional split.” .




B I TR I P Y 2 (. PROGRAM tlouns--1973

i ¥ 1 Production
5 el e v arad WS 4% . e S —— Na
2 e ) N o 1. rfavtira Production Repeat Tstal
o L3 i 399 e 198 198 3%
- s es 137 . FCI 37.8 92.% 130
22%.5 262.5 520 232.% 207.8 s$20
—._— _ New York 130
Low Tz 157,53
, Rashington ”
ashizo: 123
- ) g s Los ’ingeles 43
o3 Anzeles A )
Boston 75
pBe It L3
o . SECA - 40
s 3 . ’ San Francisco 52
- All other 01
299.¢ 05,5 £97 . 00 72 512
C23t Per sur (Naww Prelicsie- ¢ Acguisitior) 3. Cost Per Hour (New Prcduction & Aeqnh!.uon) Cost
Ccss . - ————
Thtal fsirs Tral cest ger_tour Total Wours ’:t:‘x“c“ ) Eer_Noar
T ¢ sanis) I .
76.9
oo 155 13.65¢. €6.9 CTH 195 18,000 6
7z 2.5 £79.4 27.0 FcI 37.8 200 .
; teen Va0, 19,229 9.8 Kew York 130 8,600 66.2
151 3,315.7 29, Hashington 77 2,600 31.e
5.5 1,969, 24.6 Tos Angoles a“ 1,300 n.3
' 8.7
Zieisn 2. 2,501, 27.2 X Boston L 2,180 2
sz:a i, 725, 15.8 SECA “® 700 17.8
Zan Franciszs 75.5 1,243, 16.1 ey ecaad " 820 . 6.2
A1l erhar 51, 1,613.5 1.6 All other )

Too. ST 4§39 . JIITS y [T




New Yorilk:
Washington
Los Anaclcs
Boston

SLECA

San Francisco

All Othuor

CM and I'CIL

New York
Washington |
Los Angdles
Boston

SECA

San Prancisco

All Other

CTW and FCI

_"l-

1972 PROCRMAMS

BY TYPL (1IOURS

Public Performance Performance <children
Aftairs  Cultuvral Music Non-ihus ic & lamili~ ' Total
4G.5 S L Y20, 5 “42.5 T32. 3a.¢
10 3% ——— — bt I 103
20. 47.5 6 2. - 73 5
2155 13 12. 39. 6.5 92
46. -—- -— -— S 4z
40.5 28. T4F —-—— 1% 7.5.5
_20. _27. VT RE25 — 51
297.5 120.5 47. 86. 39.5 5¢..3
o el 227.5_ 2275
297.5 126G:5 47 8C Z2G7.0 St o
36.4 14.7 57 10.5 3247
1973 PROGRA!S BY TYL'E (IOURS)
Public Performance Performince Children
Affairs Cultural Music Non-lMusic & Family Totz
] L2072 40. 20. s 30.
77. — — —— —— 77.
20 - - 9 . 16 . - —— 45 -
23. - 130 39 . ———— 75.
40. ——— —— - —— 40.
38.5 13.5 s e e - 52.
200 41. 20. e o S 81.
261.5 74.5 82. 75. 7. 500.
a3 255 232.5
261.5 74.5 82. 2.5% 239.5 132+5
3557 10.2 11.2 10.2 3247
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1972 DUGSLIC AEVALRG o¢ eyl
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Jther
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1973 PUDLIC AFPNIRS DY TYPE
(lours)

Public Documen=-
Ncws ?2anol Interview Evonts Dobatoa  tary Featnres Cuopmantary

¥ashinqgton:
ashiegton Yook
in Raviaw 26
30 Miautas with 26
Other

San Pranciscos
‘“orld Prass

Los Angeles:
Advocatos

Bostons
Safar Cities
Advocatas

dew York:
Black Journal
Other

szoa

Total

2€1.5




