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The frrov,mg movement to do some-
thmv about violence on television found a
focus last weel in Chicago, where the na-
tional PTA heid hearings and discussed
possible action against the major net-
works. Challenges of ‘television station
licenses and boycotts of crime programs’

-1 sponsors were spoken of as possibie op-

tions.
One spokesman for the industry was
niearly shouted off the stage when he as-
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missive ‘medium in a very- permissive -

age” and added, “There is honest confu-
siort about what is violence.”

‘The PTA, which has been criticizing
gratmtous excessive and socially harmful

violence on television for years, wili hold.

‘a similar hearing in Los Angeles Feh. 22
“before drafting a final report and an-
nouncing acourse of action.
_ We know there is violence on televi-
swn And if there is 2 cancer that threa-

tens to destroy much of the good that
- :teievision has to offer, it is violence. -

. No network official, no advertiser—-eg-
cept, perhaps, the manufacturers of guns
- whose products get a free ride on televi-

sion in (living?) color—can defend the

“large number of shows in which blood
-and mayhem, brutality and sadism, pimps
and prostitutes and " hoodlums, mangled

Yodies and corpses are essential ingre-

“dients of storytelling. And who can de-

" fend the practice of bringing into our

~homes graphic illustrations. of how to
commit a rape, mug the elderly, steal the

~ price of a “fix” or solve human problems
with gunfire? What pride can there bein -
offering so many programs with such

tastelessmgred:ents"
~The men and women who operate the

‘networks and those who commit adver- -

_tising funds supporting programs of du-
“pious quality are caught in the bind. The
networks seek vast audiences in order to

vgell their products. There is nothing

wrong in reaching for large numbers, but
the result has been an overuse of action
-adventure programs, meaning mostly po-.
lice and private-eye series. . . -

- Network officials have. firm pohmes

. that -prohibit the -excessive use of vi-

“olence, but the interpretation of what is

.or is.not .excessive varies. There is, -
- -however, near unanimity in most quar-

-ters about the ceniral issue: There is
.-simply too much violence.on the air no
.matter how well justified individual vi-

" “olent actions may be in the development

-of a particular story.
What should be done abeut 1t" First,

network officials should be congratulated -
"*@n their Second Season schedules which
recently were announced. The scheduling .

*~of Who's Who and the success of CBS’ 60
Mmutes in prime time are- éncouraging
* signs that viewers may scon be seeing:
“more varied, and possibly more worth-
-¥ihile, television, Another telling sign for,

_the future is the indication that the -
;Ischeduling- of contemporary “action”

T8hows appareily has reacied its peak.

o7 Sl another-sign of change for the bet-
e ter came when Robert T. Howard, pres-
~ident of. NEC televizion, p*omxsed last
< yeek that the network will deemphasize
- violence in the future. He said there are .

Sefew erime programs among the 50 new

wpilot prowem.,s iobe aIlﬂOuﬂCE‘d in Il”ld-
s April -

- No business 5 ore compelitive tha:a_

seried that “television is the least per---
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network television. The battle for ratings

~—which simply means the drive to obtain

the greatest number of viewers each half
hotur—places severe strains on the net-
works. If one kind of show is a ratings
winner, then that type will prohferate
despite public criticism,

The violence problem is exacerbated by
the fact that crime dramas are naturals
for-late evening scheduling, The Family
Hour, whatever the motives.of those who
decreed it, was responsible for the unfor-

Aunate concentration of such programs

into the last two hours of prime time, 8 to
il p.m., thus creating the heavy impact of

“crime time.” - :
" That, plus the long -establishad practice
-of block programming—a successiul type

of program almost inevitably is followed

by 4 similer program—helps create the

-sheer tonnage of crime drama. Since
crime drama plays ‘betier in one-hour -

form, two such programs scheduled back-

to-hack make such action adventure €x-

{remely visible, .

Much criticism of television violence in
the past has come from groups like the
PTA, govérnment agencies, the surgeon
general's office and the academic com-

~munity. Now they are being ivined by im-

partant advertisers such as General

Foods Corp, and advertising agencies -~

such as J. Walter Thompson, Qbviousiy

-the time is ripe for something to be done -
-about it, and the framework for domg 80

15 aiready in place. . :
The practical way for the three net»

- works to cut'the number of crime pro--.

grams without affecting their competitive

-standing would be for them to use the =
neutral oifices of the Dept. of Justice. The -

networks recently approached the Justice

‘Dept. for approval of pooling their re-
sources in assuming the costs of broad- .

casting the 1980 Olympics. Through its

business review procedure, the Justice™
~Dept. helps industry ascertain in advance

whether contempiated joint actions might. .
trigger antitrust suits.
The three networks could use thxs same

take public positions on whether crime

- programs are oo violent, and no question.
of censorship would be involved. They .

would simply notify the Justice Dept. that -
they were planning mutual actions deal-

ing with violence and were doing so in ° e
' the public interest.

- They might then agree. on voluntary
action along these lines:
--Prehibition of back-to-back crime

-~ time programming, which would break up
“the 9to 11 p.m. concentration.

~—Limitation of 'a crime series fo no

~more than 50 minutes per episode:

—Limitation of the number of such’
programs, perhaps to two or three per .

‘week per network, possibly by the start =

of the 1978-79 season.

Such voluntary action would gwe the 7}

networks sufficient time to develop new

program formats for the 1878 season and -

¢ . allow the producers of such programs to - .3
" turn their resources toward new forms It = p =+
. should, in part, satisfy. the social eritics of - :
television, be appraved by sponsors who = | ¢

_find the advertising of their goods and - |-

services often icompatible within pro-

grams of contemporary - violence and -} -

should win the zpnlause of the publicas a

" statesmanlike move to improve the gen~' .-
- eral quality of network programming, . -
It would be appropriate, Ithink, for the -

PTA, the advertisers and other interested
groups to- urge the networks to begin

such a course of voluntary action. In ad-

dition, the National Assn. of Broadcasters

~.shoild endorse the idea and call on i3 :
members to adopt the same voeu:‘t,aryrew RS B
-s*:rzr" ecz:s a3 the Il“i'w Diks.

‘machinery as a: pragmatic way out of .
their dilemma. They would not have to.

Bl




ey

If such a progrem a8 violence on TV could be re-

solved by vuluntary Jolnt action of the three networks with .

"__=the advanceamshﬂanca of the Justice Departnentfs antit:ust o

div151on, a neu method.— a new structure of_ soc al maghinerx

“.'will have been created by which the netwo;hs could find

'solutions to other network—industry*problems. Such 301nt

“? actions Would pErmlt the netWQrks to tahe actlcns whlch would f'

_Jienhance the general welfara Without subgeczlng any one of them_ f3

;_ito unfalr competition from the others.

In behalf of the cause of lessenlng netwcrk progvam o

‘L5v1olence, it would be desirable for the NAB to consider adopbu :

" §1ng a pollcy uhich eadorses such network actisn and which na31°

i ;jupon 1ts members, 1nd alliTV statlens, voluntarlly to limit

ff7;contampgrary action adventure programs for prime tlme within

:'the networks.i&if"'-'

;wschedules to the saue restrictions assumed by-f

This proposed solution Wlll not end all of the oruo~.75-

'3-illems of telev181an violence, or ellminebe opportunltles for E

violence to appear elsewhere as’ 1n telev1sion movies or .

theatrical mov1es alred by the networhs ﬂnd statlons. But it

'is a begiﬁning, and 1t would elim nate sone mador t;mc argaq

“rwhere the sound and fvry of violence would vanish and bhat

would be an. achieveAent of real 31gn1flcance. Greatef

-:achievements for the improvement of television programning lie

‘--:ahead, but as a start, the beneficlarles of this first propoged"

-Just about everyone.

{Jolnt 1ndustry move will include the v1ew1ng public, the brqu~'

'castlng 1ndustry, and the advertiser who.linance it, in sho;t,



