‘Glasnost goes to the mov1es

e tertainment Smmmt ” '
) For the first time, 10 of the Sov1et Union’s

By Daniel B, Wood
Stalf writer of The Chrigtian Science Momlor

. Los Angeles
N UICK get serious and let’s ex- -
_:.5 change views!” said Sydney Pol-

« lack, American film director, to
oS Elem Klimov, Soviet film director. -
'.%'he two artistes, each a decorated pillar of
“cinematic wisdom i in his respective land, tried
-to wear the diplomatic sobnety of the occa-
sion-on their faces. :
But they were having too much fun. -
~The superpowers were flirting in Holly-
wood this week in a history-making gambit of
cultural gtasnost (openness), dubbed the “En-

most influential film directors, actors, and -

writers came to meet their American counter-
parts with a firm, clear, and unique agenda:
examine the da.magmg often vicious stereo-
types that each country has reinforced of the

other in televisicn and movies.

-They also tried to understand the creative -
processes of “the enemy” in encouraging film -
and video art that heals instead of wounds

-and talked about the possibility.of future -
creatwe collaborations, even co-productions,

I'br seven days, guests and hosts at Warner

: Please see GLASNDST page 6

A fu summit
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- Soviet film director Kiimov {1.) and US dirsctor Pallack
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of America (DGA) watched filmi clips

from-American. situation comedies such -

as “Family Ties,” miniseries such as -
“Amerika;”" and feature movies such as
“Rambo” a.nd “Red Dawn.” They viewed
Soviet films such as “Silver Dust,” “Flight
' 222 ” “Cireus,” and many others. © -~
They talked about a new era of cine-. .
matic freedom unfolding in the Soviet -
Union, one without which the. “summl "
would be impossible, and its implications
for a global community of filmmakers. “1

have long believed that a significant route-
to world peace is through its artists and -

fikmmakers,” said Gilbert Cates, presi-
dent of the DGA. “This has engaged those
.of both sides in a lively dialogue.” = .
“We are opering each other’s eyes to
this propaganda of evil stereotypes,” said

Vladnmr Posner, a Sowet telewsmn com- -

“ FROM PAGE ONE

mentator well known in the West. “And
we are finding what we can do to cha.nge

. : - _this awful situation.” ~ -
Bros Columbla, and the Dlrectors Gulld ST

The Soviets were dehghted a.nd en-
couraged by their host's honesty and ca-

pacity for self-criticism. The Americans .

were all but astonished at the cinematic

-skill, wit, and humor of their guests, By
sumrmt s end, both sides were congratu-

"lating each other for an unprecedented
meeting-of-the-minds, which could easily -

“have deteriorated into a Well—meamng
public relations ploy. -

“The artful images we produce can be |

far more powerful than any diplomatic
exchange,” said Mr. Klimov, the Soviet

- director recently ¢lected-head of the Fllm_.

‘Worket’s Union of USSR. “We [film--
makers] must impose the responsibility

- upon ourselves not to stoop to a tit-for-tat
- battle of negative imagery.”

“I think we outstereotyped you by '-
_far" said film director Franklin
: Please see: GLASNOST page 7

Posner: ‘We are opening each other's eyes to this propagand
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Schaffner, after one set of mowe chps
Soviet films portrayed Americans as
flaky, loudmouth entertainers, or domi-
- neering, impulsive, and loud capltahsts
American films, meanwhile, portrayed

Soviets as nuhtanstlc “heawes,” cold, -

human types who never smiled, and en-
joyed subversive tactics. The view of So--

viets portrayed in American films, most . -

agreed, seemed more overtly and mten- .
tionally evil: '
By sumrmt’s end one eonclusxon had
closed a nurnber of separate meetings: -
The way to get beyond stereotypes — even _'
benign ones perpetrated by uninformed
conceptions — is through knowledge of the

other culture. More than just responsibil- -

ity or even ethical considerations, the -
guestion in this nuclear age; they agteed :
was one of survival.

- Participants called for forums, com- -
mittees, and commissions to continue the
dialogue. They called for extensive travel
exchanges. And they urged another sura-
miit next year in Moscow, for American:
directors to share their 1deas with Rus—
sian audiences.

“And would it be p0331b1e for Sowet
actors to portray Soviets in-American =
films, and for Americans to play Ameri-
cans in Soviet films?" asked Ludmilla -
Chursina, one of the leading ladies of the
Soviet screen.

The idea for the summit was that of
Mark Gerzon, president of Mediators Pro-
ductions, a Malibu-based, motion-picture

use of their powerful art.”

“* shameful to intentionally make. sormeone '
- hate what they are ignorant about.”

| for individual, self-policing on this point,
" steering clear of format controls by sty--
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and televrsmn productmn company.

A recent guest of the Filmmaker’s As-

. ‘Sociation in Moscow, Mr. Gerzon said he
-was saddened and hurt by the portrayals -

of Americans he saw in Soviet-made
films. He remembered Soviet friends say-

- ing the same thmg about Sowet mtizens in
Amencan films. -

. “The unpact on the gu]hble mowegoer :
1o doubt is to reinforce the anticom- =
‘unist and anticapitalist stereotypes
which apparently govern thinking i in the_ B
‘White House and Kremlin,” he Says. But
in recent meetings in. both countries
 Gerzon said he was struck “by the in- ..
. creasingly’ outspoken criticism of these .~
~cold-war scenarios, Many ﬁhmnakers m

mit. Somé say Mikhiail Gorbachev, hungry

for foreign currency, wants to lure expen-
sive American productions to Soviet-bloc
countries, and find more outlets for its
own films. And then, there is the Ameri-
can lure of largely untapped Somet

audlences

In any case, Amerlcans found the1r
Soviet counterparts rejoicing. Artists -

~'have réplaced bureaucrats at the upper
-echelons in the Soviet movie hierarchy, - g

according to Klimov, who heads the.
7,000-member association of film direc-
tors, screenwnters, screen actors, aIld set

-demgners known as Soyuz

both nations are apologetic, some even
ashamed, about their oo]leagues _-_

: “WhenlretumtoMosoow,imlltell

. the-director that the Americans laughed |- :

at his characterization of one American,”

 Victor Dyomin, a Soviet film critic, said of | -
- the film “Solo Voyage,” directedby . =~ |

M. Tumanishvili; known as the Russum
equivalent of “Rambo " “We must all -
keep hitting home one point - that's it's

Both Americans and Russians called

dios and the bureaucratic Goskino, the
Soviet Union’s state oomnuttee for motlon
pictures. .. -~

Between the lines of the sumniit, ob-
sérvers speculated on ulterior motives for

o

-,:t:n;é L

the thaw in relations that led to the sum-

el

" Kinematografistov. He says the reform
‘there - aided but not begun by recent

Gorbachev reforms - is so dramatic that

the government is not only allowing criti-

cism of the regime but asking for it.
“There is no comparison to the way

* things were run five years ago,” K]lmov
adds,

i | thmk 1t wﬂ] be some time before We

) can figure out anything constructive that

comes out of this [summit},” said director
Pollack, who served as host for one meet-
ing. “But some wonderful seed work has
been planted. Consciousness has been

‘raised on. both sides.”




Nuclear
ﬁCiQS
Control

In the annals of deﬁplaying,
Caspar Weinberger's comment about

the nuclear weapons protest that

drew between 500,000 and 750,000
citizens to New York was punchless.
He could murmur only that “I don’t
think that anybody rushes back and
says, “We have to change our policy’
". . or_something because there was
a rall "

A mere rally? This was both the

broadest coalition of antmuclear sen-
timent ever organized in the United
States. If we look back on the Au-

“gust 1963, civil-rights protest at the
" Lincoln Memorlal as the peaking of

the nation’s awareness of its racism,
and the beginning of the process to.

change it, then one day the New
York weapons protest will likely be: -

seen as the moment the shift from
nuclearism began,

This was not:the Berrigan broth-:
ers leading a lonely band of brave

souls in a prayer vigil at the entrance.
. to the Pentagon. Nor was it a romp-
of sophomores cut for a weekend of

military-baiting sin - the style thai
prompted Richazd Nixon in 1870 to
cynically dismiss student demonstra-
tors: “You see these bums . . . blow-
ing up the campuses . , . Get rid of
the (Vietnam) war and and there’ll
be ‘another (1ssue) .

In 1982, the issue is not different.
Now, as then citizens are demand-
ing accountability from a govern-

‘ment perceived to be out of control
in its military policies.

The peace movement of the late’
1960s had strengths and weaknesses
peculiar to the Vietnam war. It was,

strong because the disenchantment

came in large part from returning
survivors of the war who agreed with
the peace protestors at home that.
the Johnsons, Westmorelands and
Kissingers were ohsessed men, It was
weak because the fighting, dying and:
maiming were borne” disproportion-
ately by the children of the poor and’
lower classes, groups that are at the
top, of most other victimization lists.

_This weakness -meant that the war.

would eventually end more because
the public tired of a misguided pol-
ey that wasn’t producing victory
than because too many of the poor
and lower classes were dying.

largest outpourmg of people and the
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In the disarmament movement of |

the early 1980s, the strengths and
weaknesses are- reversed. - The

strength is that evervone, the rich

and the upper middle classes includ-

ed, sees his life and possessions at -

stake when the nukes begin to fly

and death covers Ground Zero. The'

establishment understands ‘the po-
litical relevance of protesting. This
includes mainline hishops to obscure
congervatives in Congress like Rep,
Larry J. Hopking of Kentucky who
said last week that “we are on the
brink of nuc'lear inganity.”

It’s regrettable that the best thmg
about the burgeoning peace move-
ment is the basest element of human
"nature, gelf-survival, But it wasn’t

-until word spread (from the eloquent -

word in Jonathan Schell’s “The Fate
of the Earth” to the frightening word
in the reports of Physiciang for So-
cial Respongibility) that the policy-
makers are putting everyone at risk

that demonétratlons of . between

500,000 and 750,000 were able to be,
orgamzed Everyone or everyone’s

representative came to New York on-
June 12, \

‘The weakness of the movement is

that it is not based on deep-rooted

pacifism. A nuclear pacifist says,

don't drop nuclear bombs becauge,

one might blow up me—but let’s.

keep spending for bigger tanks,

wider -aircraft carriers and sneakier
helicopters.‘Someone else can be or-
dered into war to rlsk his llfe man-

‘ning them.

The nuclear pacifist still beheves
in violent force as the way for na-

tions to settle their disputes. He ig

not necessarily supporting the. young

who refuse to cooperate with draft .

registration nor is he giving sym-
pathy to tax resisters. It's only when

Ground Zero overlaps his own prop--

erty line that he begins to squirm,

Already the Reagan administra-.

R

tion shows signs that it understands.
this' weaknegs, Contrary to what the

unrushed  Weinberger says, it has =
" changed its policies: by changing the;
- tone-of its policies. -Talk bordering' -

on ranting is no Ionger heard about -
limited nuclear war nor demonstra-

“tion bombs,

Instead Ronald Reagan tells Eu-
ropeans, straight from the heart not;
‘the_hip, that he respects their peace .
‘marches and he would be leading

,them were he not the man who must .

stand - up to the Russian bear. At

home, Reagan writes a letter to Ann .

Landers. “I want you to know that
Tl take second to none in my con-.

cern ovek the threat of nuclear war,”.
he tells Ann, who had received a let- -
ter from “Terrified in D.C.”

_ The next challenge for the disar-
mament movement is to increase ity
militance while Reagan strives to’ -

decrease the appearance of his.
©1988, The Wash%ngton Past, Co.
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Letters in VIEW
Sunday, April 15, 1984

; Singling Out the Soviets

Si Frumkin (View Letters, April 1) is unhappy that

‘the March conference between U.S. and Soviet writerg
. did not discuss his agenda. Instead, the writers talked

about methods of achieving peace and better under-
. ‘standing between their nations.

Frumkin's agenda would concentrate on a meeting
‘With - South African writers, so that the subject of
‘apartheid could be politely avoided.

There is a valid point in his suggestion, but Frumkin
seems to migs it completely. The fact is that in spite of
the medieval-type horrors of apartheid, the U.S, ang
South Africa maintain reasonably workable relations at
the international level,

* And in spite of the way women are treated in Saudi
. Arabia (as fourth-class citizens, based on our stand-

ards), U.S. diplomatic relations with that country have
" continued intaet, '

.~ A dozen other examples can easily be cited of nations

- .whose internal policies are distasteful or downright

Jrepugnant to most of us in the US, but who

-nevertheless continue to maintajn effective relations
“with us.

.

‘in
-distasteful to him, and then proceed to declare that these

A

Why does Frumkin insist on singling out those
ternal policies of the U.S.8.R. which are particularly

‘internal policies must determine the basis of US.-

;U.S.S.R. relationg?

C. H RICHARDSON
San.Juan Capistrano

22 -Part Vil/Sunday, April 1, 1984

Letters in VIEW

U.S.-Soviet Writers’ Conference

What good manners! What delicacy! What hypocriqy!

I can hardly contain my admiration for the restraint
(or was it just ignorance?) shown by the U.S. writers
during their weeklong conference with their So'}riet
colleagues ("1).S. and Soviet Writers Break the Icg by
Kathleen Hendrix, March 21), How could they avoid the
one topic that typifies current Soviet literature more
than anything else: that the best Soviet writers; such aa
Solzhenitsyn, Aksionov, Voinovich, Maksimov and
many, many others, have been sent into exile abroad
and cannot have their work published or distributed in
the Soviet Union? _

I am glad that disarmament was discussed, but here
again the restraint and good _manners prevailed,
Apparently no one dared mention the arrests and
psychiatric detentions of the few genuine peace activists
in the U.8.S R., the destruction of the Helsinki Watch
groups, the trial of Oiga Medvedkova, 2 member of the
Group to Establish Trust U.S.-U.S.S.R.

I realize that we must spare the feelings of those who
come here as guests. ! would suggest, therefore, that the
same American writers next meet with a delegation of
officially approved writers from South Africa and have a
conference that politely avoids the subject of apartheid
and the banning of books by black and dissident writers.
If thiz is absurd, then s0 is the double standard that is
applied to the Soviets.

S

SIFRUMKIN -

Studio City



NUCLEAR WINTER -
CHANGING OUR WAY OF THINKING

By Dr. Carl Sagan

Dr. Sagan is David Duncan Professor _
of Astronomy and Space Sciences at |
Cornell University. At his request we |
are printing only a limited excerpt
from his Marshall Lecture of April 18, |
1985, delivered in Washington, D.C.
under the sponsorship of the Natural
Resources Defense Council and
transmitted to Globescope via video
broadcast satellite.

I wish it weren’t true that the
United States and the Soviet Union
have together contrived a doomsday
machine that threatens everybody |

on the planet. Unfortunately this i
 does seem to be true, and so if it is |
true it seems to me there is no more
important topic. Whatever your aspl- |
rations may be for the future, what- |
ever your expectations for your ;
children and grandchildren might
be, all are fundamentally threatened
by the danger of nuclear war.

There are some 55,000 nuclear
weapons on the planet today, almost
all of which are more powerful than
the bombs that destroyed Hiroshima
and Nagasaki. Of those about 18,000
are strategic weapons, weapons de-
signed to go from the homeland of
one adversary to the homeland of
the other. The prompt effects of
nuclear - war are of course well |
known. Everyone knows about the
blast, the .immediate fallout, the
plumes of radioactivity that go |
downwind of the targets. The death
and destruction from such prompt
effects is of course chilling and
would represent by itself an unparal-
leled disaster in the whole history of
humans on earth, -

Under the mushroom cloud from

a single explosion, which results in
effect from unleashing the physics of
the center of the sun briefly on the

- surface of the earth, would be nu-
merous fires coalescing into a merg- |
ing of fires many tens of square
kilometers in extent, feeding a great |
upward draft creating a dark pall of |

sooty smoke from the burning of the

city.
Imagine

smoky clouds rising, coalescing, and

covering very large areas. The west-

something comparable '

happening over every city targeted: | | into the conventional wisdom. But

. erly winds that prevail in the North-

ern Hemisphere would soon spread
a significant dark cloud over the
entire northern mid-latitude target
zone that embraces the United
States and the Soviet Union.

Such a cloud would screen all but
one percent of sunlight on the aver-
age, leaving too little for plants to
photosynthesize by, enough for hu-
mans to see by, but also accompa-
nied by significant drops in
temperature. in our calculations they
are certain to be more than ten
Centigrade degrees for a war in July,
which would mean that substantial
parts of the planet would fall below

the freezing point of water in mid-

summet, The climatie effact follow-

ing the use of even a small fraction .

of the nuclear weapons now de-
ployed would be what is called nu-
clear winter,

The nuclear arsenals of the United
States and the Soviet Union are vast-
ly in excess of any conceivable use to
deter an adversary. What they
threaten is a huge excess of destruc-
tion. No doctrine, no belief system,
no econormic system, no social order,
no religious faith can be more im-
portant than the issue of safe-
guarding the human species. When it
first became clear that nuclear winter
was a possibility, that there was a
hitherto unglimpsed possible cata-
strophic climatic consequence of nu-
clear war; it was immediately clear
that there were policy implications.

Considering the dictum that even
the end of the world is unlikely to
change thinking in Washington and
Moscow there has been some

- movement. After all, the Department

of Defense now at least considers it a
possibility that there would be a
disaster of global proportions in the
earth’s climate following a nuclear
war. The President of the United
States has compared the conse-
quences of previous large volcanic
eruptions on the climate with the

possible consequences from nuclear
- war, so to that extent nuclear winter

has become very rapidly integrated

maybe no more than ten degrees but
maybe 20 or 30 degrees. When you
consider the nature of the web of
life on this planet—the enormous
interdependency—if you start turn-
ing off the lights and lowering the
temperatures, you are going to rip
the delicate fabric that interconnects
all life on earth.

After Congress enacted legislation
requiring the Department of De-
fense to assess the threat of nuclear
winter, it responded with a 17-page
report which fundamentally says that
yes, nuclear winter is likely or possi-
ble but no, it doesn’t change a thing.

[£ 1t Is true that our global civiliza-
tion is at risk, much less the human
specles itself, then it seems to me

when you ask what policy changes
the threat of nuclear winter has
worked, the answer is nothing.

A single day below freezing is
adequate to destroy the Japanese
rice crop. An average temperature
three degrees below normal s
enough to destroy all wheat and
barley in Canada. A one-degree av-
erage global temperature decline
was sufficient in the year 1816 to
produce what in North America was
called the year without a summer,
We are talking about temperature
drops significantly greater than that:

that a higher standard of care is
required of us. The United States
and the Soviet Union are free, |
SuUppose, to decimate their own pop-
ulations, if that is what their decid-
ed-upon policy is. But threatening
the planet Is another story, undoing
the human enterprise is another sto-
ry. If there is even a modest chance
that this is the consequence of a
global confrontation, nuclear war
bet\_fveen the United States and the
Soviet Union, then | maintain that

we are obliged to rethink policy at
its fundamentals.
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“the decline of the old WASP estab-
s f[ishment might find useful coun-

: terpomt in the course followed by Walter

. Annenberg as he attained the respectabili-
ty that eluded his father Moses, the hard-

* handed parvenu who founded the family

fortune.

- Perhaps " John Cooney had something
. like that in mind before his book dribbled
away into an often trivial exereise in what -

1 suppose must be called psychobiography.

He opens with a procession of long, black -

limousines arriving at the heavily guarded

gate of Sunnylands, the Anneriberg estate’

near Palm' Springs where the master
maintains “a life style reminiscent of a Re-
naissance Venetian doge. It is impossibie
not to be awed by such a display of wealth
as well as by the man who can wear such
an immense home with ease.” -

.. The awed visitors ‘were “the tnbal -

" n-author who wanted to chronicle

chleftaans of the Republican party”-—Gov.
Nelson Rockefeller of New York; Gov. Ro-
- hald Reagan of California, congréssional
leader Gerald Ford and fmally, Richard M.
Nixon, Premdent elect of. the Umted

~ From racing for:

Tiam Randolpn Hearsts invasion of New
York and Chicago late in the last century.

Cooney recounts, without adding anything -
“to it, the familiar saga of the Annenberg
_ .brothers Max and Moe, who grew nch and

to Socmi norms

to ambassadorship: all in the family

 THE ANNENBERGS: THE SALVAGING.OF A TAINTED DYNASTY

States. They had come to bear withess-to
their host’s place in the new American so-

cial hierarchy; Nixon was about to certify

it by appointing Annenberg ambassador 1o
the Court-of St. James.

The “tainted empire” that made afl thls
possible had its beginnings in the bloody
newspaper circulation wars following Wil-

by John Cooney (Snnon & Schuster: $18.95, ﬂlustrated)

 fictorious in the course of the _contest. '
Moe wound up with Hearst, where he .

rose to the eminence of publisher and, on
the side, built his own network of distribu-

- tion and publishing properties, mcludmg

the Daily Racing Form. With the ‘assis- *
tance of assorted underworld characters
he put together a monopoly on the sources

of information essential to - gamblers,‘.

among them a special telegraph wire to
serve the nation’s illegal bookmakers,

On that financial base Moe made his OWﬁ i

bid for respectability by acquiring the
stodgy Philadelphia Inquirer. He promptly

~ launched a Hearst-style newspaper war of - '

' -Reviewed'by Harry S. 'Ashmore

’E“he Armenbergs

Co ntmued from First Page '
. per year. Moe went o prison after pleadlng gullty to
" tax evasion in return for withdrawal of the md:ct-
ment brought against young Walter. .
Cooney’s pop psychology identifies this traumatic
experience as the climax of the simultaneous derig-
. ration and indulgence Walter had suffered as Moe's
only son. He had .all the advantages money could

buy, ‘blt he:was consigned to a second-rate prep
school because anti-Semitism, combined with his
father's notoriety, barred him from the top drawer :

.. academies.

“Walter lasted: only a year at-thé . Umvers1ty of - . cannonading, Walter seems to have been moved to

"Pennsylvania, although he was to cherish it as alma
mater and make it a prime beneficiary of his exten-

_ sive philanthropy. He was named publisher when the
family acquired the now-defunct Miami Triburie. But

the title was empty, for Moe “was like a father who-

: gwes his gon an electric train for Chrxstmas and then
can't keep his hands off it.”

When responsibility. f1nally descended upon Wal- -

' ter after his father’s imprisonment, Cooney contends
that he discharged it.in a fashion that further en-

riched the family.. He gives him principal credit for .
launching the successful magazine Seventeen, ac-

- quiring television propeérties when they were novel

-and cheap and founding the enormously profitable -

TV Guide, Thése ventures were regarded as a sort of

" belated bar mitzvah by his dotmg mother who called -

them “Walter’s epiphanies.” .
A curious quality of “The Annenbergs” is that
cach time the guthor claims competencé and probity

. for his subject, he immediately follows with doc- .

umentation that seems to refute both. After praasmg
. Walter’s acumen he concedes that Walter's: associ-
- ates had ample reason to. believe that they “worked
for a feudal lord who ran his kingdom in an unpredic-
table and very personal manner.” He goes on to rec-

ord instance after instance when the publisher arbi- -

- trarily dismissed accomplished executives while re-
taining those who offered him nothmg exoept obse-'
qumus personal loyalty.

-For every publishing suecess ‘during Walter s fen-
ure there was at-least one substantial failure. On
.Cooney’s evidence it must be assumed that the fami-
ly holdirig company, Triangle Publi¢ations, could af-
ford faise starts because of dependable cash flow
from the foolproof base leg of the triangle put into

-place by Moe, the Racing Form, referred to by his -

- Son as “the old brown cow that always gives milk.”
Under the Annenbergs the Inquu'er could never be

rated either a journalistic or commeréial success, and

when John S. Knight bought it in'1969 it was a badly
run-down property. Cooriey says that Walter per-

- sonally disdained old Moe’s. style of newspapering,
which “could make a Lions club meeting sound like
- an orgy.” But he never changed it, and added some

captious touches of his own.

. -When Walter felt he had been slighted, even the -
most monumental public figure was likely to.disap-
‘pear from the news columns of the Inquirer. Among
those banished were the president of the University ™"
of Pennsylvania, the chairman of the Philadelphia = -~
Stock Exchange and the entire Ph11ade1ph1a Phllhes E

baseball team. -
Indeed, while hlS edltors d1d a good deal of political

journalistic battle-only by what he deemed to be a

- ~personal affront. His political views were arch-con- -
- servative, bui he subordinated-them when he dealt
.directly with powerful men of different ideclogieal
‘persuasion, such as John F. Kennedy, Lyndon John-
son and Jimmy Carter. Cooney explains:

" “As part -of his shielding himself from pohucal

" harm he came to identify with the men who ecould

harm him. He made up his mind that he would never

antagomze anyone with the power to hurt h1m or his

family.”
Cooney's sympatheuc-portrayal of the Annenbergs

at the Court of St. James recounts how the ambassa-

dor and his ornamental wife Lee overcame the social

snubs, the outright ridicule that greeted theirarrival .

and ended their tour in the good graces of the British

- éstablishment, from the queen down. This resulted at

least-in part from generous gifts to popular British
causes. And, as always, the author discounts the en-
¢orniums by hoting that “the Daily Mail summed it aft

.upin a headline, ‘Santa Claus Is Leaving,’ and every-
_one kinew who Was meant.”
The book ends with an account of the flap caused
. by Lee when she curtsied to the Prince of Wales in
her official role as Ronald Reagan’s chief of protocol. -
The President assuaged her embarrassment by as- -

suring her that it was right and proper for one of her

social standing to bend a Republican knee to visiting
. British royalty. “After all, the Annenbergs, that
highly respectable and charming couple, had known -

the prince much longer and more intimately than

.(the President) had,” Cooney concludes. “The son of
- Moses Annenberg felt vmdlcated Annenberg had -

become amost honorable name

Ashmore is the author of “Hearts and Minds: The
. Anatomy of Raczsm From Roosevelt to Reagan” { Mc-' o
 Graw-Hill). "

his: own' against J. David Stern’s liberal
- Philadelphia Record; this served to ingra-

tiate him with the more .flexible of the

'/. :; T _“
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Main Line Republicans who dominated the -

“city, but his adversary also had powerful.

friends, including Franklin Rogsevelt,

-In due course government moved -
"'against_ the Annenberg empire -where it

was most vulnerable. The racing wire was
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_closed, and the feds charged arrears ona . N
personal income that averaged $6 million .



