LOS ANGELES (AP) — Shootmgs i

bembmgs the thud of fist agamst jaw ..
‘Researchers are finding that these tele-
vision = staples may - push not only

children but adults toward aggresswe 7":

- viewing hour,” two’ hours of no

L ‘evenin
is far less established.than the generally' - programming  during . &

behavmr

.The case for adults is just formmg 1t

- ‘accepted conclusion that children can be'
sgr.een violence:”

Ij niversity of Cahforma at Los Angeles

puttmg additives in our: food

“viewing of cop and erime shows (they. .

- constitute 30 per cent of prime time telé- -

_ vgsmn) apparently ‘can stimulate;

.aggressive behavior in adulis and also|

i cdif’develop in"them. a distorted v1ew,of
hew dangerous-the world really is:

Many researchers ‘say they feel the.

caﬂse-andeffect relationship in children: 1.

" has:been well established, But this may .
‘mgke people forget, as psychwtnst Dr.:
‘Fredric: Wertham ' pomts out; that
',_“ch_ildren grow . up .to be adu]ts

eir youth. :
hile- Wertham rehes mamly on

' "chmcal patiént relatmnslups for- his: . T
: regearch UCLA’s Gorney "and his. .
‘research partner, David Loye, represent’

Srontrasting “method — controlled-
ex:penments on groups..
~#a the - UCLA - study, st111 bemg-

d?ets for two weeks. i
"One group spent each mght watchmg'
p§ograms filled: with-violence. “Another’
viewed - programs such as “Sesame
» Street” that encourage béneficence and!
o “‘humanitarianism:
 watched no television..

7. Theviolence-viewers; Loye: sa1d rated’

- themselves as mcreasmgly more hostlle
- :and aggressive in mood as time passed:
:- They . also were observed 'to be acting
more aggresswely — - grouchier ‘with:
their families, less tolerant of ‘thie child:
eavihg - his - bike "in- the’ driveway,"
enerally-in “‘hurtful” behavior. -+ - :
‘I contrast, , those- -exposed. to . the
‘Sesame - Street” type programI
ene(xl'ally becarne more char:table m
cod.
- Of course, 1ts unposs1ble to . make-.
K generahzatlons based on one study, no

;. maifter how persuasive, Loye said, but it -
.does suggest-that ‘there-is a/need for.;
. fuffher : studles Jof TV v1oIence and i

adg}ts

. for@rbglfa L

* turned - toward antlsomal behavmr-. by*': notes.

,But the results that have comie out ofa dean ol

the University of -
- study of adults “are especially impor. .- ‘Communications "at .

. tant,”’ says the'résearcher, Dr. Roderiek

Gorney, “because adults, after all, are

.- the ones wha:are, makmg declsmns de-
- claring war, voting for pre31dent =
’ increase’
“Gorney and a- few other 197374 season, showed an-
: researchers are fmdmg that - excessive ' -

glggn

~rapes and ‘murder.

corporating “into  their psyches- the '

th” sandsof hours of teiev1s1on the sawil
: y <1 4s) thoseon. children ‘who ‘may

i he: generai |
" analyzed, more than 200 couples were!. ctiltivation” of - exaggerated-,_ ear - and

dﬁ,ﬁded into sections and fed varymg TV . danger in the world .

k Ku'schner, CBS “vice - presndent :
M acti d::standards

time, is an example of thlS concer : igh :

The: effectsrof telewsmn vmlence are’

emphasm W Dr. e&'ge_s_irﬂ_%a_.
the "Annenberg: . School - of -

Penns Ivania, Gerbner is best known for__
his* yeirly analyses, ‘since, 1967, 'of\the--__
amount and kinds of violén :por_ d -
each season on television :

~“Hi§ "1atest "publication,

covering the -

“v:ctlmlzatlon” or the nurnber of peop
on'the receiving’ end of v1olent aets in:
- programs. He also. found, i

Fhe actual statlstlcs“'are
‘sajd Gerbner, but the view
1deas about the worl_ cami

uhmersxon in the TV worl

Gerbner’s view is that TV’s effects on
adults while not as directly: observge]t)le'f *

imitate: actors beha ior;
'reachmg : o

has social.and’ polmcal consequ ices in'

‘terms.of demands for- police protection, i
. electmh of - pollce_ commlssmnere and:!

A control _group
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Advertisers React

to TV Vio,len:ce

An organization called H.A.R.T. (Help
America Reduce Televiolence) has been
in contact with major TV sponsors to
get their reactions to the increase in TV
violence.

The high amount of ylolence on TV
is a matter of growing concern among
some ot the major advertisers, In Novem-
ber of last year, Mr. Archa O, Knowlton,
media services director for General
Foods, spoke to the issue at a conference
of advertising executives in° New York,
in a copy of the speech which he sent
to H.A.R.T. he said, “lIt's time to stop
the dialog about whether broadcast

violence has a negative impact on society.

Let's be on the safe side and speculate
that it can't do anybody any good.”
His speech was the subject of a front
page article in the Nov., 24 issue of
Advertising Age. He concluded with a
call to action, “We at General Foods
have, to the greatest extent possible,
avoided participation in what we believe
to be viclent programs. We don’t deceive
ourselves into believing that a single
advertiser, no matter how large, can sway

- the economics’ of the television business, '

but if enough of us were to buy around
violent programming, it would not make
business sense for the networks to put as
many of such programs on their
schedules.” )
- HA.R.T. has written to 100 TV
sponsors asking their policy regarding
advertising on viclent programs. Some
of the concerned sponsors replied- as
foilows:

"SEARS—'We have notified the net-
works and our advertising agencies of

our strong objections to \notence We try

to avoid it whenever possible.”

continued an page 2
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“The TV set just kicked me back!”
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NCCB Official Testifies in
Suit Against Family Hour

_Although NCCB and Action for Chil-
dren’s Television have filed their own
separate brief in the lawsuit opposing
the Family Viewing Hour [MEDIA
WATCH No, 3], NCCB Chairperson
Nicholas Johnson was invited to testify
by the Writers Guild in U.S. District
Court in Los Angeles, As an expert wit-
ness, based on his service as an FCC
Commissioner, Johnson was asked to clar-
ify the ability of the FCC and its chair-
man to bring force to bear on the indus-
try through speeches and  special
meetings.

An important part of the case is the
assertion that the FCC forced broad-
casters to act by “‘jawboning’ and “regu-
lation by lifted eyebrow” so that the
FCC could reduce sex and violence on
TV without formal regulatory proceed-
ings. The plaintiffs claim that because
there were no formal proceedings, the
Family Hour was adopted by the TV
networks without allowing the public,
TV producers, writers and other inter-
ested parties to comment or suggest
alternatives.

Johnson pointed out many examples
of such indirect pressure that amounted
to. . significant “‘orchestrated’’ pressure,
particularly by FCC Chairman Wiley,
that forced the networks to respond.
He particularly emphasized Wiley's action
in calling the network presidents to his
Washington office—an act so unusual
that the network officials would have
been “frightened and concerned, They
would take it very seriously. Cailing them
into the Chairman’s office in Washington,
with all of the Washington nuances where
you meet with whom, would obviously

have serious implications.”

Johnson pointed- to his own actjons
while an FCC Commissioner to open the
reeting. to the public. His testimony
also emphasized that the result of such
indirect regulation is’a Famity Hour that
has not substantially reduced the overall
amount of violence on television, and.
discourages the ~discussion of seripus
social issues during a period of prime time
when most people are- watching tele-
vision.

Prime Time
Public Affairs
Check Up

Gary Decb, the Chicage Tribune's
acid-penned TV critic has a suggestion
for a local TV programming survey.
Armed only with old copies of TV Guide,
Deeb discovered which Chicago stations
preempted the most {and least} network
prime time “pulp” for local public
affairs programming. In the last vear,
Chicago’s WLS-TV (ABC} bumped net-
work shows only once, WMAQ-TV
{NBC} only three times, and WBEM-TV
{CBS} 12 times. Deeb was puzzled, along
with others, why a station in the coun-
try’s second largest city couldn’t come up
more than once with anything more
interesting than network programs. .

Such poor local performance is one
reason why NCCB has called for a pro-
posal for one hour of prime time public
affairs programming by all local stations—
a proposal now endorsed by over 100
major organizations and 21 members
of Congress.




Advertisers React to TV Violence

continued from page 1

RALSTON PURINA—""We have writ-
ten the network_s nstructmg them not
to plage our “‘spot’”’ advertisements
before,. during, ot
obviousty violent shows.” .

REVLON—"We usually select tele-
vision programs we believe will enhance

the Revlon -name and image. Generally

speakmg, this poltcy ruies out shows
that lean on violence."

" OSCAR: MAYER-—'"We ‘sponsor only )

: famlly type shows.”

GILLETTE—"We have declined to
sponsor SW.AT. because of its undue
emphasis on violence.”

PIL LSBURY—"Known violence shows
are not purchased,”

BRISTOL-MYERS— “It is our policy

to avoid programs which exploit sex
and violence,”

STATE FARM—Our position is to
avoid buying (violent} programmmg to
the greatest extent possible.

HALLMARK—"We abhor-violence on
television. We think the best way ... is
to offer our viewers a better alternative—
something equally as meaningful and

Dr. George Gerbner, who pioneered
the study of TV violence with the Sur-
geon General’s Report in 1972, has
released his seventh annual violence
profile. Dr. Gerbner and his associate
Dr. Larry Gross, working through the

~ Annenberg School of Communications,
report that there has been a significant
decrease in violence during the “‘Family
Hour,” but that dramatic’ increases in
violence during children’s viewing hours
have offset that reduction so that the
overall violence level has hardly changed.
fn fact, the study states that '‘the over-
* all rate of viclent episodes, 5.6 per play,
is, “if anything, highest on record.”

The study also shows that NBC
has had the greatest increase in violence
with ABC and CBS showing a reduction,
Although CBS showed the biggest reduc-
tion in the study, it was the first network
to sharply criticize the Gerbner report,
pointing out that its own studies were for
13 weeks instead of Gerbner’'s random
two weeks and that it showed an overail
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immediately after -

: works not to

A PUBLIC SERVICE A

What have you gentlemen done with my child? . ..
have sent him out in the streets in rags of ragtime, tatters
of jive and boogie woogie, to collect money from all and
sundry for hubba hubba and audio jitterbug. You have made
of him a laughing stock to intelligence, surely a stench in the
nostrils of the gods of the ionosphere you have cut trme into

Farm/y Hour Reduction Offset by Other Increases

-

entertaining but without resorting to
violence or -any other gimmickry.”

KODAK—="We avoid programs that
are. e'xcess‘ive]y and .unnecessarily vio-
lent.”"

GOODYEAR “"We hope that our ef-
forts, together with those of ~other
responsible advertisers, - will bring- an
end 1o the unnecessary glonf:catlon of
violence.”'

. CAHNATION—-”We “instruct the net-
insert .our commercials
in programming which involves extreme
violence.” -

GENERAL MiILLS5—Sent HA.RT. a
copy of an article by GM media director
critical of TV violence.

-H.A.R.T. received replies from many
other advertisers who state that they have
no responsibility for the content of ‘the
programs they sponsor. g

H.A.R.T. has a newsietter . calied
HART BEAT, and its address is: Box
1701, South Bend, ind. 46624

You tiny segments called

Assoc:atlon of

Pat Scott Joins NCCB Staff

NCCB's new Director of Special
Projects is Patricia Scott, who previously
worked as a Regional Director for the
Cable Television .Information Center, a
Markle and Ford Foundation project
under the sponsorship of the Urban
Institute.

Prior to CTIC, Pat worked .

as Director of Public Access for Sterling- .

Manhattan "Cable in New York City.
She brings with her a broad perspéctive
of access and alternate media issues.
As Director of Special Projects, Pat will

" oversee our action programs and activi-

ties, and coordinate the recruitment and
involvement of our student interns.

Carson Show Uses
NCCB Material

The Ten Symptoms of TV Guilt
which were reported in the last issue of
MEDIA WATCH were used as the basis
for a comedy routine on “The Tonight
Show Starring Johnny Carson™ in April.
Citing NCCB and MEDIA WATCH as
the source, Carson read-the 10 symptoms
and then added some of his own, such
as, “'If you saw your family on the street,
would you recognize them?”’

spots (more rightly stams) wherewith the

oceasional fine program is periodically smeared with imipudent

insistence to buy and try. L
From an address by Lee de Forest,
TV picture tube, to an annual meeting of the Mational

inventor of the

B roadcasters

reduction of 24% by all networks. Gerb-
ner replied that the difference was in
the definition of violence, with the CBS*
study refusing to include violence in a
humorous situation such as cartoons.
The consensus of independent researchers
on TV violence is that cartoon or humor-

ous violence has as much impact on the
viewer, particularly children, and must
be iriciuded. By ignoring this, Gerbner
points out, the CBS study omits nearly
half of the total violence normally
counted by independent experts.
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" Americans have never been known
for their understatement. _

When it comes to matters electronic,
we lose any vestige of restraint.

In 1924, General Sarnoff said that
radioc “will make every home in the
country resenant with . .. culture ... a
vast forum of the air for the discussion
and consideration of vital problems . ..”
Similarly modest expectations have been
voiced for cable TV, communications
satellites, pay TV, fiber optics, and video
cassettes.

Now it's videodiscs. “The world in a
record rack’ -and “cable without wires,”
~ they're being called. -

Videodiscs will allow television pro-
gramming to be stored and played back
on plastic discs, like an LP record, People
can have a videodisc player in. the home
and play back the discs they want and
view the programs on their own TV.
_ 1 hope I'm wrong. But my guess is that

the impact of videodiscs on commercial
TV will end up bemg substantially short
- ‘of cataclysmic.
. The fact is that there's little that can
be done by the videodisc player that

. can’t be done with an 8 or 16mm film

MEDIA WATCH is published monthly
by the National Citizens Committee for
Broadcasting, and distributed to its mem-

"bers and supporters. NCCB is a non-
profit, tax exempt, public interest organi-
zation for media reform. Ted Carpenter,
editor.

Videorisks

" projector at a fraction of the cost and

a much wider range of choice.

From the Washington suburb of
Bethesda | could borrow 16mm films
from the Baltimore Public Library—and
did so, They have a collection of over
3000 - films. They are free. Projectors
can be borrowed for free or rented for
$15 a day. Super 8 projectors can be
purchased for $60. '

RCA (one of the two major videodisc
developers) is talking about an opening
entry of 500 discs at $10 to $15 a piece.
The player will be another $400 or more.

Now ask yourself, when was the last
time you showed a film in your home?
Why would ‘you be any more likely to
show videodiscs? .

The fact is that most of the people
most of the -time, like to have their
sensory. input programmed, Folks with
record collections come home and turn
on the radio. Those who read books,
rather than frequent bookstores and
libraries, read whatever comes through

the mail from the Book of the Month
Club, Qften the same pattern governs
TV and film. We watch what's on the
tube, when the- networks want us to

NCCB Staff

Ron Anderson, general staff
Ted Carpenter, Executive Director
Larry Dickter, access associate editor

© Marguerite Fagg!om design edltor

lsaac Haas, general staff

_ Nichaotas Johnson, Chairperson

Rhoda Kirsch, generai staff
Ellie Koch, access assistant editor

watch it, rather than select our own
videotapes and films in theaters or for
home showing. .

Nor do | think much of the argument
that people will stay home to watch a
movie on videodise for $15 rather than go-
out. First, it's not clear it's. cheaper,
Second, if you can afford a videodisc
player and rack of discs, you Have enough
money to go see a flick.

Finally, parents who assume the added
costs of a baby sitter and dinner just may
want to get away from the kids for an
evening as much as they want to see a
movie that’s not on TV, .

Whatever the sales may be, | suspect
one of the principal uses will be for in-
structional purposes, like films and tapes.
But even then, for most of us, some disci-
pline is required—whether a regular,
scheduled showing on public television
or a formal course in school or college.

Videodiscs may well end up being a
product that many people want—fer the
same reason they wanted hula-hoops.
But they are equally likely to be a prod-
uct that no one needs and few will use—
after the novelty has worn off.

PAUSE FOR IDENTIFICATION

Shlrlev McQueen, access circulation manager
Pat Scott, director of spécial projects

Chuck Shepherd, access editor

Anne Ulinski, business manager

NCCB aiso. publishes access, a bi-weekly
journal for media reform  activists, cowvering
Congress, the FCC, networks, and public
interest groups around the country. Subscrip-

. tion - $24.00 yr., $12.00 student.

I would like to support the efforts of
NCCB. I would also like to continue
receiving Medic Waich, the monthly
newsletter. My contribution is en-
closed.

., Some of my concerns are:
toomuch violence

quality of children’stv

too many commercials
more community programing
cther

NCCB Membership Application

I enclose: (tax deductible)

$50 _ _ $25
NaAME: tvveinrnenannnn.
Street: ......ccviiiienn
ClY: cveeeeeenananen.

) 511 =
AreaCode:......

$15

-
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other _____
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Send to: NCCB, 1346 Connecticut Ave, N-W.,
- Washington DC 20036




{ warmly welcome and fully support
your efforts towards broadcast reform
and look forward to receiving future

issues of your new MEDIA WATCH.

| particularly welcomed vyour state-

ment in ‘'l Dissent” that ““the only alter-
native is to pay America’s finest writers
to create quality drama’’ and your com-
ment-that “TV has seldom if ever been
willing to pay that price.”
My concern, however, stems from the
teality represented by the audience (or
the ratings?}. Even when we do get the
fine writers, their work is, ostensibiy,
repudiated. How can we begin to counter-
act that? .

Hoping you may have some con-
structive suggestions, and wishing you
strength and success on your endeavors!

Mrs. H. Harrison Sadler
Belvedere, California

1 am an average adult viewer of tele-
vision, and feel that my needs and desires
are not met in today's programing.

I, certainly, would like to participate
in a survey to aid in better programing.

Why do [networks] continually copy
feach otherl? One or two “silly” wo-
men’s series are enough. How about the
police shows? How many are there?
Sports?

I'm a working woman and feel | have
no choice at all. ‘

Mrs. Doloris J. Rouse
Springfield, Missouri

| am impressed with the support that
NCCB is getting. | want you to know that
we wholeheartedly endorse the objec-

. « » » and now a word from our sponsors

tives of the Committee, myself personally
and the League organizationally.
William F. Matson, Chairman
Pennsylvania League for Consumer
Protection
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania

| think MEDIA WATCH is very help-
ful, especially the article on TV violence
in *I Dissent.” It will be very useful in
persuading pecple to take an interest
in the why and how of program content
reform, useful for the. general public,
Mrs. Edward C. Atkinson
Virginia Beach, Virginia

Dear Mr. Johnson: _
Just listened to your comments about
TV on our Seattle station and was greatly
impressed, It is certainly a difficult nut
to crack—this profits-first business. |t
seems to he the motivating force and

.major concern of most businesses, and

how to make a change is the big problem.
People such as yourself and Nader give
us some hope, but there seams little we
as individuals can do to make changes,
except support those groups and persons
who belisve in social justice. Thanks.

Anne Fisher

Seattle, Washington

Dear Mr. Johnson:

| was very pleased to hear your com-
ments regarding present day television.
| must say that | agree with you whole
heartily.

If you will recall, b talked to you
about the parallel between erime on
television and crime among our youth

of today.

As a divorced fathers group we are
very concerned about crime in our youth.
We have stats to show that crime is higher
among children coming from broken
homes living with their mother. We feel
that along with television, the lack of a
full time father is a major factor in crime
among our young,

We need as many facts and figures and
other information that you may have
that you feel would help us in our cause.
| am scon to go on a lecture tour and
plan to wuse this information in my
talks. N

Any heip you could give us would
be greatly appreciated.

Robert Bowman

Press Information

Fathers Demanding Equal Justice
Los Angeles, California i

] would appreciate being placed on
your listing, designed to let. advertisers
know what TV programs | consider
desirable. | know my ideas may not coin-
cide with other people’s, but | would
like to have my thoughts considered.

The other week, two channels out of
the three obtainable had programs which
| would have been embarrassed to watch
in"a mixed group. In fact, | turned TV
off and turned on the radio. The next
day at the office, | found out that several
other persons had done the same—just
turned TV off,

Mrs. Mary R. Hornack
Springfield, Missouri

NCCB

1346 Connecticut Ave.,, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036



ARE POLICE SHOWS based on reality? Perhaps it's the other way around, and police series actually
shape reality. _]OHN MURRAY, a lecturer at Macquarie University, has been watching the enormous
amount of crime drama pushed out on Australian TV.

W NE EVENING recently, feeling
tired and somewhat bored, I plopped
in front of the television set in search
of action and adventure. Ah, there was
the answer, the magic release, one
Sydney television channel was offering
three and one-half hours of drenzied
police activity.

I began at 7.30 with SWAT, followed
by an hour of Starsky and Huitch, then
shifted into the fast pace of Police Story
for another hour, and finally, to top off
the evening, a half-hour of cruising the
skies with. Chopper One. At 11.00 pm
I switched off the tube, kicked the cat,
and went té bed.

The next morning, driving out to the
university, [ mused about the evening’s
entertainment. What could [ remember?
And, of what I remembered, what did
“it ali mean? Were there common themes
in these four programs?

The first similarity was the fact that

all four were American police stories;
indeed, all four were localised in Cali-
fornia (either Los Angeles or San
Francisco). Two pragrams dealt with
uniformed patrolmen and  officers
(SWAT and Chopper One), while the
other two included a mixture of uni-
formed and plainclothes police. All
four stories were action-packed in terms
of the frequency of shots fired, sirens
and flashing lights, and high-speed
automobile chases through narrow city
streets. In short, all four programs
depicted the daily routine of the avérage

patrolman as fairly hectic and dangerous.

They also suggested that this unnamed
California metropolis was seething with
potentially lethal activity.
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more quiescent. This was a small uni-
versity town of 50,000 (the population

How did this accord with my exper-
ience? For a start, eight years of living
in Washington, DC, had accustomed me
to reading about a variety of daily
occurrences of violent crimes. And the
evening television news bulletin would
regularly include a.few of the more gory’
happenings of the day. Similarly, I had
witnessed, from time to time, patrol
cars moving at high speed with wail,
woofers and lights flashing. And, I had
on occasions heard shots fired. How-
ever, mass shoot-outs were not a daily
occurrence. Our flat was burgled once,

_but we were never assaulted. Twenty

years in another large American city,
Cleveland, Ohio, was associated with
one attempted assault. _
Life in another American town,
Chapel Hill, North Carolina, was even

YDNEY police artwork, clearly influenced by Amgrican crime drama (Picture by Joe Vissel)
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'EIropped to 25,000 when the students
were on holiday). The entire motor
pool of the County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment consisted of three or four cars.
To be sure; these cars werc exactly like
those found in Washington and on the
television screen, supercharged Fords

with distinctive markings, and rows of .

fiashing red and white lights. However,
when these cars moved through the
town, which wasn't often, it was at a
leisurely pace. The only sirens were
those of intrastate ambulances traus-
porting patients to the umvers1ty
hospitals. .

Similarly, the years in Sydney have
been relatively tranquil. One rarely
observes a police patrol car moving at
speeds of 100+ km/hr, sirens are.
frequent but shots are not. The cars
are similarly large, but only minimally
marked (with the exception of the
recent addition of the television-style
Highway Patrol). Thus, the real world
of crime does not seem to accord with
the televised world encountered in
these four American police stories.

But, perhaps, these four programs
were unusual? There are, of course, a
variety of British and Australian police
stories available to the crime gourmet.
In order to find out, I returned to my
television set and viewed the entire
weekly range of police programs, which
added: The Sweeney, McMillan and
Wife, The Untouchables, The Streets
of San Francisco, McCloud, Columbo,
Matlock Police, Bluey, Pohcewoman
and Hawait Five-0,1 also tried td recall
some of the episodes of programs that
are not currently available, such as
Kojak, Homicide, Softly, Softly Task
Force and New Scotland Yard. The
viewing stretched over several weeks
and excluded “private detective/spy”
programs such as Cannon, Callan, The
Avengers and Mannix.. _

This intensive televised police
academy offéred some minor varia-
bility in the lessons on the police and
crime. And, this varlablhty related to.
the dlffermg cultural origins, whether
Australian, British or American.

For example, there seemed to be
more bashing than shooting in some of
the British shows, such as New Scotland
Yard, and the level of frenzy seemed to
be lower in the Australian productions,
such as Matlock Police,

Nevertheless, there was also an
overwhelming consistency in the fact
‘that the bashings/shootings éngaged in
by both police and criminals/victims
were fairly stereotypical. In general,

" only the pace of the action seemed to
vary.

On the other hand, within a pam-
cular cultural output, there are some.
interesting variations. For example,
within the American genre, Columbo is

a police lieutenant who comes across as
-2 somewhat bumbling latter-day

Sheriock Holmes. Columbo has never

fired a shot and openly confesses that

he never cairies his gun because it’s too
heavy An American cop without a gun
is an enigma. Of course, Columbo sub-
stitutes an equally potent phallic
symbol - the omnipresent cigar — but
that’s another story.

What impact does this “televised
reality’”” have on the viewer’s other
reality? A recent study, conducted in
the US by George Gerbner and Larry
Gross (reported in Journal of Communi-
cation, Spring 1976 and Psychology
Today, April 1976), indicated that
American adults have a rather distorted
view of the level of danger inherent in
their daily lives. And, the authors
suggest that this distortion wasg
produced by the television programs
that these frightened viewers watched.
Indeed, those persons who watched
more police shows were much more
likely to greatly overestimate the
number of persons in the workforce
who are involved in ]aw enforcement
activities.

Moreover, when askcd to estlmate
the chances that they would be
personally invalved as the victim of a
violent crime within the next 12
months, those who were heavy viewers

- - were much more likely to opt for a 50/

50 chance, or even a 1 out, of 10 chance,
despite the fact that persons living in
even the more violent US cities have a
risk factor of only 1 in 100.

In a similar manner, visitors to the
US are likely to greatly overestimate
their chances of becoming a victim of
crime. Many Australians would agree
with the proposition that American
cities are far more crime-ridden than
Australian cities. This is true in terms
of frequency of crimes against person,
but a report by the NSW Bureau of
Crime Statistics (Crime in our Cities: A
Comparative Report; 1972) indicates
that this is a distortion when one
considers the incidence of the most
frequent type of crime, burglary. The
Sydney burglary rate is on a par with
the average rate found in eight, similar-
sizéd American cities {Boston, San
Francisco, Washington, . Baltimore,
Cleveland, Houston, Pittsburgh and
St Louis).

It is possible that one’s perception
of crime rates in American cities is
related to the large number of imported
American police stories. It would seem
that the “television world” can intrude
upen the viewer’s persenal world, And,
it is-the viewer’s world that shapes the
world of daily politic and social
planning in which societies decide on
the structure and form of their security
arrangements.
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[J Aficionados of EHect-of-TV-Vio-
lence-on-Society Studies will recall that
one of these recent research efforts
concluded that the more that ‘Ameri-
cans watch television, the more apt
they are to be fearful of physical attack.
Heavy viewers of TV, absorbing its
copious doses of violence—said the
University of Pennsylvania report by Dr.
George Gerbner and Dr. Larry Gross—
develop “a heightened sense of fear
and mistrust’” about the real life around
them.
[J Cbviously, remembermg the grim
news that is entered daily. on the Na-
tion’s police blotters, the citizen cannot
be blamed for occasionally sneaking a
quick, nervous glance over his shoul-
der as he traverses some of his home
town’s darker streets (or lighter ones,
for that matter). But the point of the
Gerbner study was that this fearfuiness
appears 1o mount unwarrantedly in

ratio to the number of hours spent in

front of the set.-

Now, we are informed, the fear is no
less prevalent in Canada. From Dr. Dan
Koenig, associate professor of sociolo-
gy at the University of Victoria in British .
Columbia, comes word of his survey.

[] Pointing to a 1973 poll made in the
U.8. that found 41 per cent afraid to
watk alone at night—followed by a 1974
poll that found 37 per cent of Canadi-
ans in the same frame of mind—Koenig

. now, two years later, finds 47 per cent

of British Columbians afraid of crime in
the streets at night,

Is this rising fear a sensibie cauhon

or is it swelled disproportionately by
TV’s bogymen? We don't know. But
one indication that the fear of being at-
tacked by a lurking stranger. in the
night may be parancia turns up in the
foliowing statistic:
3 Of the 499 murder victims in aht of
Canada in 1974 (the latest fully report-
ed year), 322 (a fult 65 per cent) were
done in by friends, relatives or lovers.

The streets are pretty safe, but watch

out for those living rooms!

fron.poor blood is the most widespread nutritional ailment in
America today. And taking vitamins can't help, because vitamins don’t

contain iron.

What vou need is Geritol, every day. Geritolis sorich in iron, just
one tablet contains more iron than even a pound of caif‘s liver. Plus

vitamins lmportant to your health.

Geritol's iron can actually build your blood day byday. That's what
makes it different from vitamin pills—and so important to you.
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" PHILADELPHIA @ - Persons who
-watch four hours. or more of television

daily have an exaggerated view of

+danger and violence in society, re-

searchers said Friday.
‘“Heavy (tv) viewers are more likely

: to be afraid. They ask for more protec-
“tion from the authorities... they're

the ones who appeal for law and order

professor of communications at the
University of Pennsylvania. -

Gerbner said ‘his “1975 Violence Pro-
file” was compiled by conducting na-
tionwide home and telephone inter-

views with some 6,000 persons, repre-
senting a cross-section of persons who
do and don’'t watch {elevision.

“Heavy viewers, as a whole, are

campaigns,” said Dr. George Gerbner,

~{ "Gerbner said.

younger, less educated and are in Jow-
ineeme groups,” Gerbner said.

The researchers concluded that even
a heavy television viewer who is col-

lege. educated or who reads the news-
paper would be affected by tv's por-
trayal of “a violent world and a mean
world,” ! )

“IN QUR STUDIES, WE FOUND
that the (television) vietims outnumber
the perpetrators of violence. We got the
idea that vietimization is one of the ef-
fects of viewing (ftv) wviolence,”

“In asking, “What are your chances
of encountering violehce,” in the course
of a given week weifound that heavy

television viewers overestimated their

chances. We inferredthat they think of
themseives as possible vietims.”
Among heavy-{v viewérs, 52 per cent
answered that questiln by estimating
their chances of beinglinvolved in some
type of violence at *‘5t50" or “I-in-16.”
The rest estimated a “1-in-100" chance.
Among light tv viwers, meaning
those who wateh twe hours or less
daily, 39 per cent ansvered “50-50” or
L 14inc10.
Another questiofn wis; ““Generally
“aiking,-would you say that most peo-

sped B 5
ple can pe frusted or fit you can’t be

too carefyl in dealing with "pePle?”
Sixtylive per cent o the heav_Y*W

Suit Releases

Elderly Funds

funded through a grant from the Na-
tional Institute of Mental Heaith.
. The study also concluded that:

~ Violence has increased sharply on
children’s cartoon programs en the
weekends and on broadcasts after @
pm. In the past vear, carfcon erime
and ‘adventure increased from 47 per
cent te 66 per cent of all cartoons.

— Vielence, defined as “overt, physi-
cal acts that threatea or clearly kifl” a
hour of 8 to 9 p.m. - .
person, declined on the so-called family
posure to (tv) violence generates a
certain amount of aggression if that
person is previotisly disposed to do so.”

The study, released Friday, was the
seventh n an annua! series done hy
Gerbner’s feam at Penn’s Annenberg
School of Communications. It was

GERBNER ADDED, “OUR FIND-
ings in ne way negate the fact -es-
tablished by other studies that ex-

- viewers replied, “Can’t be too careful.”

That was 17 per cent more than the

© light-TV group. - :

Keystune Area
Man. Cleared
L= Shooting

PAY istri jury has
AWNER — A district court jury
fognd Gerald Provorse, 45, ;gnog\ﬁgi o‘f)

d-degree murder in the May &
:ﬁgg?ing c%eath of Wame Tanner, 2%,
Tulsa.
Tanner was 7
outside Provorse’s

hot once In the_h_ead
: home in the Riviera



 TV-Violence: Turning Off Viewers?

By Sander Vanocur

J. Walter Thompson, the nation's
largest advertising agency, is advising
its clients that placing their commer-
- eials In violent television programs

may have adverse effects on the prod-
ucts they are trying to sell.

"Don Johnston, the president of
JWT, told the American Advertising
Federation’s annual convention at the
Statler Hilton yesterday that his
agency had recently completed the pi-
lot stage of a research program on the
relationship between viclence on tele-
vision and advertising.

The initial study, conducted among
200 adult viewers, suggested that 10
per cent of those surveyed had cousid-
ered not buying a product because it
had been advertised on a program
they thought was excessively violent.
Eight per cent made the conscious de-
cision' not to huy the product being
advertised on a violent television pro-
gram. ,

‘“Now,” Johnston said, “we all work
in a business of small edges. In fo-
day’s highly competitive markets, a
fraction of a share point is hard to
come by—and we devote major efforts
to getting them.

“Yet here is a programming envi-
ronment that can actually turn off
sales. Even if the figure were not 8
per cent, if it were 4 per cent, I can-
.20t imagine any advertiser who would
risk negative sales of those propor-
tions.”

Johnston's remarks followed a 40-
minute JWT presentation called “The
Ilesensitization of America,” a combi-
nation of film, slides and rock music
with commentary by JWT Executive
Vice President Arnold E. Grisman,
The theme of the presentation was
the emphasis on sex and violence in
television, radio, records, magazines

and newspapers, over t}'le past 20

years. ‘
"Messages,” said Grisman, “rain all

day and much of the night on our
eves and ears. They come from ree-
ords, from television, from buttons,
from street sigms, from newspapers,
from the lahels on bottles. They are a
constant murmur, an incessant roar.
Their sheer volume forces us to shut
nast of them out, dull most of them
down As each medium makes
more and more intense efforts to grab,
our attention the level of our resist-
ance rises.”

In a panel discussion after the pres-
entation, Johnston admitted that
JWT's interest in pufting it together
and starting research into the subject
was motivated not only on social

. grounds hut on business grounds as

well,

“Maybe,” he told the representa-
tives of a wide range of advertising
agencies, “we have reached the time

when there is a negative reaction to

See VIOLENCE, C9, Col. 1
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" - adults; qIT

Loy Angeles — (AP) — Shootings,
bombmgs the thud of fist against jaw
.« . Research is finding that these
television staples may push not onty

- children but adults toward aggresswe _

behavior.-

The case for adults is just forming.
It is far less established than the gen-
erally accepted conclusion that- chil-
dren can be turned toward antisocial
behavior by TV violence.

But the results that have come out
of a University of California at Los
- Angeles study of adulis ‘“‘are espe-
clally important,” says the research-
er, Dr, k Gorne

making dec1510ns, declaring war, vot-
‘ing for pre51dent puttmg additives in
our-food .

Dr.- Gum_ey and a few other re-

searchers are finding that excessive

. viewing of cop and crime shows (they

constitute 30 percent of prime time

telavisioh} apparently can stimulate
aggressive behavior in adults and also

can develop in them a distorted view"

sorney, “because’
THTe the ones who are -

-same
beneficence and humanitariapism. A -

of how dangerous the world reallyis, -

Future Adults ;.
Many researchers say they feel the

cause-and-effect relatjonship in chil- .

dren has been well established. But

" this may make people forget, as psy-

chiatrist Dr. Fredric Wertham points
out, that “children grow up to be

adults, incorporating into their psy--
- ‘ches the thousands of hours of tele-

vision they saw in their youth.

. While Wertham relies mainly dn .
¢linical patient relationships. for his

research, UCLA's Gorney and his re-
search partner, David Loye; conduct

“controlled experiments on groups. -

- In the UCLA study, still being ana-
lyzed, more than 200 couples were di-
vided into sections and fed varymg TV
diets for two weeks.

One group-spent each night watch—
ing programs filled with violence, An.
other viewed programs, such as ‘‘Se-
Street,’”” - that encourage

control group watched no television.

The violence-viewers, . Loye said,
rated themselves as increasingly.
more hostile and aggressive in mood.
‘They also were observed to be acting

f more. aggressively — grouchier with
their  families, less tolerant of the .

<child leaving his bike in the driveway.

Others Lovable

In contrasi, those expused to- the -

“'Sesame Street’” type program geners
ally became more charitable in mood.
-Of course, it's impassible to make
generahzatmns based on one study, no
matter how persuasive, Loye said, but

it does suggest that theie is a need for -

further studies of TV violence and

“adults.- 7 )

Dick Kirschner, CES vice president
for program practices and standards,
sdys there’s concern for adults at all
three networks, but there’s special
concern “for children. The “family

viewing hour,” two hours of non--

violent programming during evening

prime time, is an example of thlS con--

cern, he notes.

The Sis

The effects of television violence are
emphasized.by Dr. George Gerbner,

_ dean of the Annénberg School 6 Coti- .

munications at . the” University of
Pennsylvania. Gerbner is best known
for his yearly analyses, since 1967,-of -
the amount and kinds of violence por-
trayed each season on television.

. His latest pubhcatwn, cuvermg the '

- 1973-74 season;-showed an increase in

"victimization” or the -number, of
people on the receiving end of violent
acts In TV programs. He also found, in
a survey, that constant viewers of
television believed there was a 5050
chance of being involved in a violent -
incident in any given week.

“The cultivation of fear among
aduits has social and political ‘con-
sequences in terms of demands for po-
lice protection, election of police com-
missicners and mayors,”  says
Gerbner, “Underlying it is thie general "
cultivation of exaggéerated fear and

danger in the world.”
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BY PHILIP MEYER

Free Press Washington Staff

WASHINGTON — The growing cloud of

apathy and distrust ‘enveloping American

voters since:the early 1960s may -be a long-

term effect of watching television, some so- -
| - cial scientists are beginning to helieve.

It makes no difference whether you watch
“Kojak,” *“Walt Disney” or the evening
news. TV makes you cynical, these experts
say.

Real-world evenis have given voters rea-

- son {o be disirustiul, but television may

have amplified the malaise and frozen it in
the public mind so that it wiil never go

" away,

IN THE VIEW of "'cme'political scientist,ﬁ

heavy TV viewing helps explain the strength
of George Wallace’s following. Polls show

317 7674/

9 -

... IV feeds our a.
- gerating them and ma
real and lasting.

that Wallace followers are cynical and that
Wallace’s greatest support comes from the
heaviest TV viewers,

The runaway swelling of pubhc distrust of
government and other institutions was dis-- -
covered by pollsters from the University of
Michigan in 1964. Dozens of other polls since

. then have confirmed and tracked its pro-

gress. A variety of causes - the Kennedy

assassination, the war in Vietpam, racial

market demands for entertainment, TV

‘arkest fears back to us, exag-
'king them seem excessively

feeds our darkest fears back to us, exagger-
ating them and making them seem exces-
sively real and lasting.

The lecading proponent of this view is Dr.
George Gerbner, dean of the Annenhery

trouble — have been suggested. None has
been proved.

A current theory among election watchers
is .that thke public is so turned off that fewer
than half the potential veters will turn out

for the 1976 presidential election, It could °

be the lowest turnout in history,

The theory that television is to blame does
not gssume a conspiracy by network manag-

School of Communications at the University
of Pennsylvania, who has made extensive
comparisons between  the make-helieve
world of television and what pecple see as

. the real world.

He has found that TV projects a peculiar
and distorted version of the real world and
that its distortions are becoming increas-
ingly believed in. Viewers know that the
people slugging each other on the tube are
actors. What they don’t always remember is

ers, It simply says that in responding to the

Piease t}i_rz}}g Page 144, Col. 1
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86, one‘i’!fth ifi the g
‘¢lass, and the other f:fth isin
Taw enforcement.

at slugging. - somebody - 1.
: cblem “is. not ik
wrdmary afid’ normaE way of -y,
prn ceeclnng - s
V,‘,m the of .50, or a sexually available fe-
W% drama, . about. :half. the
1eading characters become in-
valved in violerice: And hedvy
TV viewers -ave much -more
#ikely than otherpeople toov-
erestimate. the risk of v101ence ;
-in-the real world :

for very much.

an associate’ professor at the
Annenberg School, That exclu- |
on .may OTiging

world beyond: teIeWSIr)n, but
‘the tube locks' us into'it, be-
commg as, powerful an enfor-

ACCORDING TO the Telev;-
“ssion “ Inforimation -Office; peo-
. ple get their information about
-+what is’going on inthe world ;I-

more from television than any .

L TO FIND IE. the TV ve151on‘

‘other source. And what they bf the world is displating the |!"

-get, says Gerbiner, is a picture”
~of & world full .of sinister:

forces, beyond the control of
; m‘dmary people: -

“He analyzed ’mm’e than 4, {}ﬁﬁ
“eﬁusodes in 813, TV programs
~to' find ~out what kind of a | gigaited  ins wthe direction of
world you would see if your | the TV world.
“Tﬁformatlon came from fthe
_ “tube and nowhere else: Ttis a’,
"%orld where most people are .
rmale American, middle and °
{ipper class; in the ‘prime of
- Hife, and unencumhered by’ .
: farnlly respons:blht]es o ?fc}:iex‘;eastht;’; tliz;i Efgrted .ver

‘Women aré only ahout a A 'sample question: *‘During
.fourth of the TV population, any’ given weel, ahout ‘how
. Gerbner found, and half of many people are invoived in

- them are concentrated in “the
" miest sexually available young
- -adult population.”

U0 those: people wha have
_jobs, - three-fifths -are in the
prﬂfesmonal and ‘managerial |

reai one inside people’s ‘heads,
i Gerbner devised a'simple test.
“He framed quesmons asking

cate - description ofs the - real

‘adults. For each questmn, vV

you say @bout one person in
100 or about 10 people in 1002
wAmong college-educated
- people over: 30, the proportion
‘who chose the. more viglent

~The implicit message, if you :
'ate not a male professional, a’

Fyhale, is that you dontcounf:“-
“I¢ shows you your: pflace by.ﬁ

‘chusion,” ‘says Larry Gross, |

Hn the f

:for a choice betweet ah acour-

.world and anothier description

These questzons were it to ] tho
<a’' representative’ sample of ||’y

Witwers - were'; much Smore
llrkely than “nonviewers fo -

‘some" kind of violence? Would '

Among heavy TV viewers m
“the Aame gruup, it was 52 per
gent,

“generally < greatest

_ among
“plder people- i

‘“tendency to beliéve in the TV
| distortions — regardless of the
almeunf: of TV watched,

I'Been. deprived of the chanee to
woutgrow : the comic-book level

tof - culture that TV gives - us,‘

\accordmg ‘to-Gerbner, 0
' E_VEN THE news programs,

néws viewers don't:
any Gifferently - from: y

TV: w{tchers should he
anere. Ilkely to vote for a'presi-
dential’ candidate whe speaks

iy simple, violent images atid |
fear -of :sinister |

mvokes “the
“forces; George Wallace, for
exampie. : -

L And ey do, Political scigh-

-tist Michael J.-Robinson of the '
Eatﬁohc University in Wash-'

ington: leoked at the U-Miglec-
“tion, polls from 1968 and found
‘that the' heav;er the- TV view-

*The 'd Grences - between T
heavy. viewers are|

0-grew up be-’
“féte television. _Among youn--
“ger people, theére is a stronger |’

For people ‘born ! after 195(} i
_--1t iis- almost--as i they. have

gnd themes.
gahsm have :_made viewers |

tie. piin medla to TV content

; 'I“V-Wailace connnectlon

ng
6 Journal of Com-

ﬂbmson -\offers i

tévision jours

progos

: separately, and | i

,?___LJ

i
1 evg of “The Adams’ Chroni-

AlE

14 s -are fgssil fuels or virgin

1. sevving and needful of careful |

" Some booksellers, tor exafn-
ple, are marketing ‘“The Book '}
of Abigail:and John” to view-

;cles,” - a . series..on: “public |- .

television. Both. tell the story ‘1

i of John-Adams and his family :

-:durmg the Amerlcan Revolu- |

O \
f

“Intellectual .gkills are as
much of ‘a ‘national  resource |

. Jands, and they are egually de-

; conservatmn,” Mannhe1m says




N researchers are finding that these tele .smn

gifosh not only cthdren but adults toward aggres ive be
i T T

- lished than the

-~ important,” says: the ‘researcher, Dr, Roderi I Ge
+ "because adults, after-all;‘a

) excesswe v1ewmg of cop-and ‘crime: shotrs they

.. whom television is a' major
- about the world,".said. Dr.]
- stitute of Mental‘Health’

-controvers:al study: three Years-ago, in
- experts tentatively coricluded that ch

. latlonshlp i children ha ‘be

- _teiewsmn they saw in theit youth™. i .
Wertham, a psychoanaiyst who. 25 years ago. 90 nded:
the alarm ‘against violence: i comic books ‘and movies,

Shootmgs, bombmgs, the thud

The case for adults is just formmg It ig far less estab

generally accepted: conclusior th
dren can be turned toward: o vior. at il
vmience :
But the results that have ome ‘out:
California at Los. ‘Angeles. study: of adults

decisions, declarmg
d1t1ves i our food

War'_‘ __'otmg for Preéldent putt ng ad:

tute 30% ‘of prime time televzsmn) apparen
late-aggressive behavior in &

he of how dangerous the wo :
"Think. of ‘the’ potenttai effect on senior CIt_,l ns,' "

itce:the U

versely affected: by -televisio
search Pprojects on youngsters
Many. researchers say-thi

may make people forget, as psj'chlatn Dr. Fr drl' We
tham points: out, tha "children grow up to be duits, in-

corporating into: thexr psyches the: thousand

aimed at chlidren Sdys his, clinical research -n.rece)

- yedrs has shown that constant v1ewm of vmlence 's dam-
' aging to adults; too:- oo g L, : o

staples m y

{ out=_ nsequences -

- fer the WHole society," says. Wertham' aut B

o for. Cain,": "The Show Jof Vlolence '
i ¥ Seductm - '

e .
how that they re
whole sq_caety i affec d i

- One group ‘spent: eac oh
“with violence. -Anothér viewe
~ Street that’ eéncourage henefi

: ', A control group watched hy
The preliminary’ fmdmg
chl 'tnc Assn conferen‘

" does suggest that there is a need for further studtes of TV
viojerice and adults. )

Dr. Michael Rothenberg, & Seatile child psychiatrist
who recently called {or a "public outery" from the medi-
cal profession against violent chidren's programs, has sur-
veyed the research being done in the United Siates on
television violence. He said he found only one other study
in progress dealing with violence and adults. That study,
Rothenberg said, apparently is producing results similar
to those of Loye and Gorney. He declined to 1dent1fy
those conducting the study.

Dick Kirschner, CBS vice president for program prac-
tices ard standards, says there's concern for adulis at all
three networks, but there's special concern for children.
The "family viewing hour," two hours of nonvioclent pro-

- gramming during evening prime time, is an example of

this concern, he notes,

The effects of television viclence are emphasized by Dr.
Geroge Gerbner, dean of the Annenberg School of Com-
munications at the Universityof Pennsylvania. Gerbner 1§
best known for his yearly analyses, since 1967, of the
amount and kinds of violence portrayed each season on
television,

‘His latest publication, covering the 1973-74 s‘eason,
showed an increase in "victimization,” or the number of
people on the receiving end of violent acts in TV pro-
grams. He also-found, in a survey, that constant viewers
of television believed there was a 50-50 chance of being
involved in-a violent incident in any given week.

The actual statistics are one in 100, said Gerbner, but
the viewers' distored ideas about the world came from
their immersion in the TV world of muggings, rapes and
murder.

. Gerbrier's view is that TV's effects on adults while not
as directly observable as those on children who may
closely imitate actors’ hehavior, are far-reaching.

"The culiivation of fear among adults has social. and
political consequenceés in terms of demands for police
protection, election of police commissioners and mayors.
Underlying it is. the general cultivation of exaggerated
fear and danger in the world."




By PHILIP MEYER
Knight News Service

WASHINGTON — The growing
cloud of apathy and distrust en-
veloping American voters since
the early 19603 may be .a long-
term effect of watching televi-
sion, some social scientists are
beginning to believe.

It makes no difference Whether‘

you watch Kojak, Walt Disney,
or the evening news. TV makes
you cymt':al these experts say.
In the view of one political
scientist, heavy TV~ viewing
helps epram the strength of
-George. Wallace’s following.
Polls show that Wallace follow-
ers: are cynical and that ‘Wal-

- lace’s greatest  support comes

from the heaviest TV viewers.
The runaway swelling of public
distrust of gevernment and other
institutions. was discovered by
pollsters from' the University of
Michigan in 1964. Dozens of other

" polls. since then-have confirmed -

and tracked its progress. A vari-
ety of causes, ihe. Kennedy as-
- sassination, the war in Vietnam,
racial troub‘le, ‘has been suggest~
éd. None has heen proven.

A present theory among elec-

tion watchers is that the public .
is so turned off. that fewer than

half the potential voters will turn
out for the 1976 presidential elec-
tion. It could be the lowest turn-
out in history.

The theory says. that in re~.
sponding to the market demands’

for entertainmeént, TV feeds our
darkest fears back to us, exag-
gerating them and making them
seém excessively real and. last~
~ing.

The leading proponent of this
view is Dr. George Gerbner,
dean of ithe Annenberg School of
Communications. at -the Un’ivérsi;-
ty of Pennsylvania.

He has found that TV prolects
a peculiar and distorted version
of the real world and that its dis-
tortions are becoming increas-
ingly believed in."
© Viewers get, says Gerbner, a

picture of a world {ull of sinister

forces, beyond the eontrol of or-
dinary people.
The differences hetween light

and heavy viewers are generally -
" greatest among older people who. -

grew up before. telévision.
Among younger people, there is
a stronger tendency to believe in
the TV distortions — regardiess
of the amount of TV watched.

¥or people born after 1950, it
is almost ag if they have been de-
prived of the chance fo outgrow

the comic-hook level of culture
that TV gives us, according {o

Gerbner.,

 Even the news programs, B
through the selection of what to
show, reinforce the dzstorted ‘

view, he says.

“TV news comes across as an-
other form of entertainment,”” he
says. “‘People who are TV news
viewers don’t respond any differ-

“ently from those who view TV

entertainment.’

People in Gerbners study
were more likely to resist ac-
cepting the TV version of reality
if they were regular newspaper
readers. Encouraging more use
of print media, with its greater

-variety of messages, may be the
-only antidote to the TV effect

Gerbner says.
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By Phlhp Meyer
ngrht Newa Ssrmce .

* . WASHINGTOK . The growmg
cloud of apathy -and d1strust envelop-
‘ing American voters since the early
1960z may. be, a. long~term ‘effect of
-watching. television, ‘stitre. sogial sci-
‘entists are beginning.to believe,

"It makes no difference whether you
watch Kojak, Walt -Disney, ‘or the
evening iéws. TV makes you cymcal
-these experts say. ;

Real-world events have given. vot-
.ers reason. to be distrustful, but televf-
“ision' méay have amplified the malaise

“and frozen it in the-public - m;nd 50 ;
that it will.never go away.. :
In the view of one’ poht1cal scien-.

“tist, heavy TV viewing helps explain o
the strength of George Wallace's fol--
low_l_ng.i Polls show that Wallace: fol--

i re cynical and that’ Wallace’s
Tgréatest” support comes™ from the
heawest TV viewers..

-: The:runaviay. swelling of pubhc dis- ..

“trust of government and other instifit-

‘tions’ wag . discovered - by pollsters

from the- University of ‘Michigan. in

-Tiezens of other polls sifice then
have confirmed and tracked its. prog- '

FéstA wariety of causes, ‘the “Ken- -

“nedy assassindtiof, “the ‘war in Viet-
nam, .racial trouble has. been. sug-.
gestecl None has been proven.. -

“u-A-current  theory -among. electmn
~watchers. i3 ‘that, the: public is so.
“turned. off that fewer ‘than half:the

pctentlal voters will turn out for the

1976 ‘presidential election; Tt- cculd be
the lowest turnout in history.” .
‘The._theory. that television :is to
blame does 1ot assume a condpiracy
by network: managers; It simply:says
~that in: responding to.the market de-
smands for entertainment, TV feeds
vour darkest fears back to Us, exag-
erating ‘them and making them
“Beem excessively real and lasting.
“Theé leading proponent of this view
‘Dr.“George “Gerbner, ‘dean of the -

at the University of Pennsylvama
o has'made extensive comparisons
etweett” the ' make-believe warld .of

. real world,

‘He' has found' fhat TV prmeats a .

. pecliar and distorted version. of- the -
- real world and that its distortions are -
“becoming increasingly - believed in.
V1ewers know that the people slug—

nenberg School of ‘Commuriications

i“television and what people see as the

e THAT 17 14
VIEWING FoR;
FAMEY ...

ging each other on the tube are a

acters ‘become mvolved ‘in - violence:

matlon ab

~ other source, And what they -get,

-says Ger’bner, is a picture-of a world ...

full of sintster forces, beyond the con-"f-.-srde people’s heads, Gerbner devised
He ‘analyzed more. than 4,000 epti & simple. tést, ‘He framed: questions; -
- sodes in 813 TV programs to find-ogt - 8Sking.for a. choice between an ac:
what kind of :a.. world you would séeif
your information-came. from the- tube ”

-and nowhere else. Tt:js-a world vrhefs -

_trol of ordinary people

most -people -are male, American,

middle:and upper.class,-in the prime -

- -of life,: and unencumbered by famliy‘
g - much miorg likely than’ non-viewers -

‘to believe that the drstorted versmn
was the-real-orie.

resp{}nsrblltttes

‘Women - are; only about a fourth of :
the AV populatmn Gerbner “found,”" . :
CUA sample questton.,
. given-week, ‘about how maiiy people
- are mvolve& in s
lence> Would you say' bout one per-‘_

. ‘and half of them:are concentrated n
“the most. sexually avatlable young'
.'-‘adult population® - ;

Of those people who have jcrbs

three f1fths are i 3
_and managerial class; one-fifth in the

tors, What they don’t. dlways remems-
“Per, is that sluggmg somebody “to*"
“solve pro‘blem is not the: ordmary
- and normal way of proceedmg -

In ‘the “make-believe world of TV
drama, ‘about half ‘the Ieadmg chat-

_in Taw enforcement, -

3 ‘professmnal

workmg clags, apd’ ‘the. other f1fth is

-The implicit ‘meéssa

“It shows you your place by exclu-
sion,”” says Larry Gross, an associate

'professor at :the Annerrberg Schoel.”
‘That exclusion may originate in the
‘world’ beyend télevision, but the: tube

lo,cks us into"it; becormng as power-

" ful an enforcer of cultural values as. } BT .
i watchers should ‘be more - hke]y 10

world is dlsplacmg the real one in-

- curate. description ‘of . the -real. world l
~and another. descnptmn, d1storted m
-'the dlrectron of the: TV world, -

- Thése: questmns were put to a rep-

_-resentattve :sample .of . adults., For-

eachi - question;: 'TV- viewers -were -

ome ‘kind of:. vio=

A sort fni- 100 0f about 10 people

age, i you are ‘
ot a-male professmnal ‘a ¢op, or- a"
-sexually available female, is that you :

don’t count for ver much
" And “heavy. TV -viewers: are much -~ Y.

“more ‘likely than other people to gv- -
erestimate the risk of violence in.the

Jrealworld.

Accordmg to “the Telewsmn Inifor- -

= mation Office, ‘people get- their infors -

) “_what i$ going on in the

rom television ‘than any rehglon used to be:

. To find if ‘the TV .vérsion of the

“Durmg any*

Among college—educated o f,

same group, it was 521 percent

among older people who: grew.up. be:
fore. telev1smn -Among younger peo-
ple, theré is a strotiger tendency 1o

less of the amount of TV watchi .

l " Forpeople born-after 1950, it is al-

i tmibst as if: ‘they have been deprived of ‘| sl
the chance to outgrow the comicbook"

‘Tevel of culture-that TV: gwes us, ac-
cordmg to-Gerbner,: i

v Even the news: programs, thmugh

the- selection: what to show, remferce i

| the dlstorted vlew, he says, .- ¢

s “TV Tews' COMES across as | nother '

vote- or a pres1denttal candidaté who
_peak n sunple ‘violent images and
o invokes the fear of “sinisfer’ forces
George ‘Wallace, for’exaruple.” " =

~And they do. -Political SCIeﬂtiSt M-
ehael J.'Robinson of - the Catholic

|, University -of America:Jooked-at the | Adams

l University of Michigan' election pol
| from 1968-and fotirid that the heavi
‘the: TV. viewing; the greater the su
port for Wallace. . - L

- Tt wasn’t just becanse Wallace vot-
ers, like heavy TV ‘addicts, tend to be

“less educated. Robinson looked. at !
l every education level eeparately, and -
.the TV-Wallace: connectlon wag, sn[l'i
1 there e ‘—

‘The - differences betvween light. and
heavy viewers are generally greatest.’

: ‘believe in the TV. distortions=regard--

* In:an gricle: scheduled for publica:: |
‘tion in the spring issue of the, Journal -
of Communication;” Robmson offers
two poss1ble, not—yet—pro en-explana- :
,_nons _ :
" One is.that “the vivid image ahd !
themes of telev1sron Journallsm have

- possible’, explanatm
',that lt 1sn't telewsmn news bug telev_r-

: aglng more use of ‘print my
FoIts- greater varlety of messages, may

_or wirgin lands, and they are equa]ly"
deservirg and neédful of careful con—
servatmn,” Manhelm says-“
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ve news must d1sturbmg aes:
leaves me’ 1mmensely dlsﬂlusmned.

Maybe I will stop behevmg in Mom and"”
theFlag.and Flowers in the Park Not to"

(mentlon.Hot Apple Pie.

" The Umvers:ty of Pennsylw}ama it says'

here, about a year ago did a study of
those companies which most frequently

have ‘commercials in ielevision programs *

showing zcls of vielence,

The winner, if such a word may be
used, wasn'l & coempany that makes toy
Torhmy guns . . . or Jittle fanks or ray
gung or toy soldiers.

ARE YOU READY‘?

It was—are you ready for this?—Me-

Donald’s. The hamburger and hot apple-
pie'dfolks, whose commercials show weil-
serubbed and tuneful little kids cavorting
withy human-sized hambies and clowns
and:fantasy characters, while the banner
of tie Republic flutters on the pole above,

As you can well - imagine,
scarcely believe my eyes as I read an ac-
‘count of 'this. scientific study.

All-American image of goodness and righ-
teousness and Iove for all small-fry?

Me-
Donald’s" The seme McDonald’s with the.

by CLARK SECREST

\

Yes, 1 am distressed to report, 1t s cor-
rect. It is right there in the winter issue
of the journal published by the universi-
ty’s Amnenberg School of Communication,
as quoted by the Newhouse News Service.

The researchers counted ihe number of
violent incidents in TV programs during a
test week, and then noted the sponsors of
those shows

What is a “yiolent incident?” Somebody
dashing his cheeseburger against a wail,

* or stomping on his french fries? Nope.
I could
- that. was actually :directed toward: an
" animate - target..

The researchers logged only the violence

Threats - didn't - count,
Throwing a vase at a wall didn't count

throwmg a vase at a person did. :
- Programs in wluch McDonald s had

sponsorship were' logged at about 22 vio-
lent acts per hour, the report is quoted as
saying. Rounding out. the fop. five were
the Golden Grain Macaroni Corp., Skip-
pers Fish & Chips Inc., Great Western
}Jnitcd Corp., and - Chesebrough-Ponds
ne.

Only the 85 companies which sponsored

" at least an hour of programming during
the test week were judged. At the least .
violent end of the list .were. the Sperry--.
Hutchinson Co., with no incidents in .50
minutes of programming, followed by Pa-."-
trick Cudahy, Ing., the Rapid American -

Corp., Block Drug Co and Johnson &
Sons. - - g

)

selecting a partmular kind of 'p
with which to associate their products.”
Thus, if is somewhat reassuring for me
to deduce that the Golden Arches people
aren’t, by design, going out and ordering
commercials on programs that “show
loody murdets, horrendous ' rapes “and
mayhem. It's just that that's where the
commercials are showing up. )
General Foods' advertising: chlef re.cent-
ly suggested that advertlsers \Vlthdraw

- sponsorship from programs. deplctmg or

publicizing crime, General.Foods ranked
4ath on the 65-company vmlence list:

it’ shouid start Scrutmmng the program‘
~ within which ifs cornmercials fall:
We deserve a break today, alrea
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‘cially-important,” says ; noeaue
searcher, Dr. Roderick Gor- - 229

i ‘erime" show
' tute’ 30 per ceht of prlme time
: telewsmn—apparenﬂy can

- i adults ‘and -algo. can’
“Veiop: in them a dlstorte
“of " how. dangerou
‘..really e

. Searc
: have been: ccnducte :

“tionship 4n- children’hias been -

“make;’ people”forget; a5 o
“ chiatdist " Dr; : Fredric 'Wert- <
~hatn points - eut, -that  “chil+
.dren. grow. up. tobe adults, ifi+
-cotporating:jnto thgir psyches
- the thousands of: hours of tele-" |

youth’
- Dr:-Werth

: almed. at chﬂdren, 'sa

_years has shown that constant
“viewing “of ‘violercé: lS dama
‘ing-to- aduits;-to0. -

- - antisocial -behavior .by';;:scree (
* wiolenge, i {or - the.
But™ -the ‘vesills that have Ty

- come "out ‘of a- University of © - 2"
“Californid ~at - Los Angeles‘ s el

study -, of : adults.. {fare: esp

..makmg deci 10!139 declaring o
.war, voting" for president, put-"
'tmg addltwe

.our.’ food

Dr Gomey and a few.othe
researchers are ‘finding th:
excessive viewing ‘of
Whlch

stifnulate. aggréssive, behav1

"fect_‘ oL 881

whoin'

“soulee of receivedk'n bdge
‘about - the * world,” - said Dr.
Pavid’ Péarl of. the: National |
Institute:. of ‘Mental Healih's |
behavmral smence dwmlo g

“In the years before and -

. §ince’'the TS, Surgeon-Gener- *
“alls eontrnversxal ‘study’ three-
. "years: ago, in.which a'panelof ¢
-experts: tentatively  concluded :
that: chﬂdregﬁ could:, be - ad-

elevision "

hi projects on youngste

g e-and-eﬂ’ect rela-'; '

well estab]:sh\ed Bitt this may

-2 psyehoans:
lyst ‘who 25 years ago siounded .

chmcal research’ in- “yepent .

“It 1s a soc1aI 1mpac£___ | :




Although violence declined during the “family hour” on all three American television networks,

it increased sharply on children’s weekend programs and on broadcasts after 9 p.m. (EST)

' throughout last fall,

Thus, “family hour” notwithstanding, the overall level of television violence remained constant,
according to the 1975 Violence Profile compiled by researchers at the University of Pennsylvania’s
Annenberg School of Communications.

Dr. George Gerbner and Dr. Larry Gross, principal investigators of the Violence Profile study and
professors at the Annenberg School, pointed out a new feature of the Profile which showed that
the steady level of television violence could have a little-noted effect: it may teach some members
of the audience to anticipate their own victimization. “Heavy television viewers consistently see the
real world as more violent and mean than do light viewers in the same social groups,” they said.
‘The 1975 Profile shows a redistribution of television violence. As violence decreased during the
family hour, it shot up in the late evening over the last three years (with just minor dips at CBS
and ABC in 1975). Meanwhile, children’s daytime programming at ABC and NBC became more
violent last fall than it had been in 1973.

CBS emerges as the least violent network, carrying the lowest amount of violence in both its family
hour and total program schedule.

Overall network violence reached an all-time low in 1973 only to peak the next year. Writing

in the Spring 1976 issue of the journal of Communication, Drs. Gerbner and Gross remark “. . . that
network policy seems to have responded in narrow terms, when at all, to very specific pressure and
only while the heat was on. After nine years of investigations, hearings and commissions . . . the
overall rate of violent episodes, 5.6 per play, is, if anything, highest on record.”

The pattern of who inflicts violence on whom is as regular as the amount of violence itself. With
nearly two male killers for every male killed, the “good guy” was more likely to be a killer, while
old, married, lower class, foreign and/or nonwhite males were more likely to be killed.
Women were especially vulnerable, with only one female killer for every female killed. “Good
women” (unlike “good men’) had no lethal power, but “bad women” were even more dangerous
than “bad men.”
Heavy television viewers, who usually watch four or more hours a day, significantly overestimate
violence and danger in the real world. Moreover, their apprehensions about personal safety, crime
and trust in other people are greater than those of light viewers, who watch television for two hours
or less every day.
The Violence Profile shows that 52% of all heavy viewers overestimated the possibility of personal
violence being done to themselves as compared to 39% of the light viewers. When asked if people
can be trusted, heavy viewers were 17% more likely to reply that “you can’t be too careful in dealing
with people.”
Children display the same pattern of response as adults. The researchers found that with survey
controls for sex, education, newspaper reading and age, age may be a critical factor: persons under
30—or the first television generation—seem to be more imbued with the television view of life, even ™
~ when it is countered with the more realistic reports offered by a college education and regular
| ' | newspaper reading.
Although other researchers have shown that television violence can encourage aggressive behavior,
the authors of the Profile suggest that in generating pervasive fear among heavy viewers, TV can
: ' have still more far-reaching effects.



Americans live much of their lives in the world of television drama.
Children and adults alike are exposed to vivid patterns of the facts
of life in that world. What are those facts, especially with regard
to the context, structure, and functions of violence, and what lessons
do children and adults derive from their exposure to those facts?

These are the basic questions addressed in the research that yields
the Viclence Profile. Trends in network television drama and the
conceptions of social reality that viewing tends to cultivate in the
minds of viewers are studied in a continuing project called Cultural
Indicators. The research is designed to provide annual 1nd1cat0rs of
television content and effects.

The current season’s Violence Profile is the first to report a special
comparison of trends during the so-called family hour (for practical
purposes 8 to 9 p.m. EST) and other hours of programming including
late evening and weekend daytime (children’s) program hours. The
research is based on the observations of trained analysts coding video-
taped samples of each season’s programming since 1967, and on sur-
veys of child and adult viewers conducted since 1973.

The Violence Profile consists of measures of (1) the programming
context in which dramatic violence occurs, (2) the composite counts
of the prevalence, rate, and roles of violence that make up the Violence
Index, (3) the structure of power in the world of television drama
as indicated by the different risks of violence and victimization for
different groups in the fictional population, and (4) the extent to
which television cultivates its own view of social reality as reflected
in the responses of light and heavy viewers to questions related to
the message of violence on television but applied to the real world.

160

90
% of cartoons
80
70

60

N
S50 ~
AN ~ /

% N /\ ~— s

Aar % of general

30F

201

10}

H ¥ T ¥ T T 1

H
4967 68 €9 70 Yl 72 73 T4 75

Figure 1: “Action” (crime, western, adventure) programé as percent of cartoon and
of other (general) programs analyzed.

The critical aspect of programming is the proportion of “action
programs” which contribute most violence to the world of television
drama. Figure 1 shows that such programs comprise more than half
of all prime-time and weekeénd daytime cartoon programming, and
their proportion of the total has not changed much in recent years.
In fact, while general (non-cartoon) crime and adventure plays
dropped from their 1974 high of 62 percent to 54 percent in 1975,
cartoon crime and adventure rose in the same period from 47 percent
to 66 percent of all eartoons.
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These programming trends foreshadow the violence findings that
follow. We can summarize them by noting that there has been no
significant reduction in the overall Violence Index despite some fluctuations
in the specific measures and a definite drop in “family hour” violence, especially
on CBS, in the current season. The “family hour”’ decline has been
matched by a sharp increase in violence during children’s (weekend
daytime) programming in the current season and by an. even larger
2-year rise in violence after 9 p.m. EST. Figure 2 shows these trends
in detail. )

—

=== All hours in sample.
e = 'Family hour™ (before 9 p.m. EST)
—— | ate evening (9-11 p.m. EST)
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1

1 | i i ] { ! 1 f
1967 1968 1969 1970 1871 1972 1973 1574 1975

Figure 2: Violence Index for different hours of dramatic programming.

Figure 3 provides similar information separately by each network,
showing that late evening violence shot up on all three networks in
the past two or three years (with minor dips on CBS and ABC in
1975), and that children’s (weekend daytime) programs became more
violent on ABC and NBC in the past season. Figure 4 is a direct
comparison of the Violence Index for all hours for each network,
showing remarkable long-term stability and similarity among them.

Figure 5 is a direct comparison of the “family hour” Violence Index .

for each network, showing little change over a two-year period for
ABC and NBC, but a substantial reduction for the second year in
a row for CBS.

Dr. George Gerbner of the Annenberg School of
Communications at the University of Pennsvivania
has just completed his “*Violence Profile No. 7,
and authored this summary with his colleague, Dr.
Larry Gross. Result of the report indicates that
networks redistributed violence with less in family
hour and more elsewhere.

o= \Weekend daytime.(children's) hours.

17
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All hours in sample

“family hour” tbefore 9 p.m. £5T)
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Figure 3: Violence Index for different hours of programming by networks.

The indicators reflected in the Violence Index are clear manifesta-
tions of what network programmers actually do as compared to what
they say or intend to do. While our data permit many specific qualifi-
cations to any generalization that might be made, it is safe to say
that network policy seems to have responded in narrow terms, when
at all, to very specific pressure, and only while the heat was on. After
nine years of investigations, hearings, and Commissions (or since we
have been tracking violence on television), eight out of every ten
programs (nine out of every ten weekend children’s hour programs)
still contain some violence. The overall rate of violent episodes, 5.6
per play, is, if anything, highest on record. (The viclence saturation
of weekend children’s programs declined from the 1969 high. but
increased from its 1974 low to 16 per hour, double that of ‘overall
programming, as can be seen on Table 4.) Between six and seven

out of every ten leading characters (eight and nine for children)} are
still involved in some violence. Between one and two out of every
ten are still involved in killing. Reductions have been achieved in
the portrayal of on-screen killers (especially during weekend children’s
hours) and in “family hour” violence (especially by CBS), but, as
we have noted, a sharp rise in late evening and general children’s
violence has canceled out any overall gains from the latter.
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Figure 4: Violence Index for each network, ail programs in sample.

- The most elementary—and telling—relationship involved in vio-
lent action is that of violent and victimn. The pattern of those who
inflict and those who suffer violence (or both) provides a differential
calculus of life chances for different groups of people in the world
of television drama.

Table 5 presents a summmary of the scores of involvement and what
we call risk ratios. The character score is the roles component (CS)
of the Violence Index; it is the percent of all characters involved
in any violence plus the percent involved in any killing. The vio-
lent-victim and killer-killed (risk) ratios are obtained by dividing
violents and victims, or killers and killed within each group. The

plus sign means more violents or killers in the group; the minus sign

means more Victims. . . cosinaed page 21
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We see that the 1967-75 totals show 1.19 male and 1.32 female
victims for every violent male and female. Even more striking are
the differential risks or fatal victimization. There were nearly two
male killers for every male killed; however, for every female killer
one woman was killed.

Table 5 also shows the differential risks of involvement and vic-
timization attributed to other groups, projecting assumptions about
social and power relations. Old men, married men, lower class,
foreign, and nonwhite males were most likely to get killed rather
than to inflict lethal injury. “Good guys” were of course most likely
to be the killers.

Among females, more vulnerable than men in most categories, both
young and old women as well as unmarried, lower class, foreign,
and nonwhite women bore especially heavy burdens of relative vic-
timization. Old, poor, and black women were shown only as killed
and never as killers, Interestingly, “good” women, unlike “good” men,
had no lethal power, but “bad” women were even more lethal than
“bad” men. (The victimization of the “good” woman is often the
curtain-raiser that provokes the hero to righteous “action.”)

The pattern of relative victimization is remarkably stable from year
to year. It demonstrates an invidious (but socially functional) sense
of risk and power. We do not yet know whether it also cultivates
a corresponding hierarchy of fear and aggression. But we do have
evidence to suggest that television viewing cultivates a general sense
of danger and mistrust. That evidence comes from the fourth and
final element of the Violence Profile, the component we call the

Cultivation Differential.
The Cultivation Differential is the difference in the pattern of

responses between light and heavy viewers of television, with age,
sex, education, and newspaper reading controlled. Child and adult
samples are asked questions about social reality that relate to the
“facts” television presents in its own particular way. The difference
between light viewers (usually watching 2 hours or less a day) and
heavy viewers (usually watching 4 hours or more a day) giving the
“television version” of two divergent answers is the Cultivation Dif-
ferential indicating the “biasing” effects of exposure to television
drama,

The Violence Profile’s Cultivation Differential shows heavy viewers
significantly overestimating (compared to light viewers in the same
age, sex, education, and reader categories) the extent of violence and
danger in the world. Their heightened sense of fear and mistrust
is manifested in their typically more apprehensive responses to ques-
tions about their own personal safety, about crime and law enforce-
ment, and about trust in other people.

Children exhibit the same patterns as adults, but the “under 30”
or “television generation” is even more imbued with the television
view of life than the “over 30” generation—the last to grow up with-
out television. Education makes a difference, as does regular newspa-
per reading, but heavy viewing of television tends to counter these
other cultural influences even within the college and news reader
groups.

The facts of life in the world of television drama—a violent world
and a mean world—seem to be reflected in the conceptions of heavy
viewers about social reality. This is particularly true of the young
and less educated viewers.




6—TELEVISION DIGEST

POST-FV VIOLENCE: Baitle between competing
measures of violence on prime-time TV seems tc be
shaping up between CBS & NIMH over amount of
viclence in post-family viewing (FV) hours. Though
Dr. George Gerbner, who prepares annual violence
index report to Congress under NIMH research grant,
hasn't yet released results of survey for 1975-76
season, CBS has compiled its study=by Vp-Chief
Economist David Blank—showing viclence levels down
for all 3 networks in all time periods.

Gerbner would only say that level of violence
before 9 p.m.—during family viewing (¥V) period—
was down from last year's levels, a finding substan-
tiated by Blank's study. Blank found number of vio-
len{ incidents "down substantially' compared with
1974-75, and "at their lowest level since we began
monitoring activities in the 1972-73 season."” Time
period apparently open to digpute is after 9 p.m.
Blank study claims viclence after 9 "is down from
last year and about at the level of prior years."

While Gerbner declined to give specific resultls,
he did offer spirited defense of his research methods,
challenged accuracy of CBS' "We have absolute trust
in our results and we don't care what anybody else
says...When we publish, we set out our methodology
completely. We have not been able to see his [Blank's]
methodology. .. Usually, if there's a difference, it's
because of differences in the methodology."”

Blank said Gerbner's charge that CBS method-
ology hagn't been published "irritates me...We pub-
lished full details in Spring 1974, as part of 1974
Senate Communications Subcommitiee hearing record
(Vol. 14:14 p2}).

D
"It seems ironic to me' thalt FCC—which has
""'severely limited cable’s ability to compete through
a series of arcane rules''should be concerned about
restraints that might be placed on cable by state &
loeal governments,” House Communications Subcom-
mittee Chief Counsel Harry (Chip) Shooshan told
Public-Cable membership meeting in apparent re-
sponse to criticism leveled by FCC Cahle Bureau
“Chief David Kinley (Vol. 16:6 p4}. Shooshan added:
""We do not have any substantial degree of faith in the
federal regulatory bedy being able to ultimately do
a better job than the state or loecal regulafors.”

Jury convicted 4 executives of Brunswick Record
Corp. in Newark District Court last week for either
pocketing or funneling to disk jockeys over $350, 000
in cash from illegal sales of Brunswick record al-
bums. Money allegedly was given o disk jockeys as
"'payola.” Execulives also were charged with failing
to pay copyright royalties on illegally-sold albums.
Convicted were Pres, Nat Tarnapol, Vp Peter Car-
ris, Production Mgr. Lee Shep & Secy. Irving Weigan.
Acquitted were Promotion Dir. Melvin Moore & Vp
Carl Davis. ’

First profitable year was achieved by Kaiser
Bestg, in 1975, Share of profits going fo Kaiser -
Industries, 77.5% owner, was $1,215,000. Balance
is owned by Field Enterprises. Pres, Don Curran
said revenues for first 1976 quarter are "substantially
ahead' of last year and "we expect our profitability
to continue to increase."” Kaiser operates 5 UHFs,
began in 1865 in Detroit.

MARCH 1, 1976

QT C DRUG PANELS PLANNED: FCC, in cooperation
with FTC, announced it will hold 3 panel discussions
May 20-21 to explore TV advertising of over-the-
counter {(OTC) drugs. Action is in response to peti-
tion by Mass, Atty, Gen. Francis Bellotti & others
seeking ban on televised OTC drug ads before 9 p. m.
{(Vol. 15:29 p2). FCC approved panels 6-0, Comr.
Lee not voting; ¥FTC approval was 3-0.

Two panels will concentrate on evaluating exist-
ing research findings and future research, while 3rd
panel will consider courses of actions. First panel
will consider cause-effect relationship between ads
& drug use by young children, while Znd panel will
concentrate on elementary & high school children &
adults, Members of first 2 panels all will be aca-
demic & broadcast industry researchers, while 3rd
panel will be group of advocates, FCC & FTC staffs
have drawn up list of about 50 possible names, will
narrow field to about 30. "We're looking for experts
in the field, the best possible people...We just want
to get the issues oui in the open,' according to one
official. Lawrence Zacharias, FTC, and Karen
Hartenberger, FCC. are staff coordinators.

-
"I don* watch TV very much, but I think [family
viewing| is one of the few things they're doing that's
worthwhile,"” Charles Coclson, former adviser to ex-
President Nixon, told us, In panel discussion on
Decency in Media at National Religious Bestrs. con-
vention in Washingten, he struck out at power of TV
news, charging it has changed nation's character,
but spent most of his time defending reputations of
former Nixon aides. Recording artist Pai Boone
said he prays for FCC Chmn. Wiley & network execs,
every day to help them resist scheduling violent pro-
grams ""for profits & ratings.” Ellen Richards,
WYFL(FM) Norfolk, Va., hit AP Radio for use of
"hell" & “'damn."

Satellite Working Group members CPB, PBS &
Ford Foundation have come to agreement that "there
probably should be a single organization responsible”
for public broadcasting's satellite distribution system,
and that organization should be CPB, according to
CPB Pres. Lioomis. In joint statement, members
said they've agreed that CPB "would assume the basic
responsibility and associated risks,' continue to
assign various tasks to PBS, Agreement settles
dispute over control of loan negotiations & system
construction (Vol. 16:7 p2}. Loan talks continue with
Prudential & Equitable, expected to provide financing
for project.

CUB petitions to improve quality of UHF broad-
casting {Vol. 15:30 p8, et seq.) should receive
"prompt Commission consideration,” House Commu-
nications Subcommitiee Chmn, Macdonald (D-Mass,)
wrote FCC Chmn. Wiley, Though Macdonald said
CUB representatives told him changes would involve
"modest costs™ and would "produce substantially im-
proved reception,' he noted that 7 months have passed
since petitions were filed, without FCC analysis or
rulemaking, and that issue doesn't appear on FCC
calendar for next 3 months.

Optical Systems reports starting or planning
pay cable in following Cal. communities: EI Cerrito,
Castro Valley, Coronado, Martinez, Salinas.
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By HELEN BULLOCK
Siar stalt writer

Canadian children are in
danger of becoming ielevi-
sion addicts, over-exposed
tg violence, hut it's not foo
late to de something about
it, according io experts
interviewed by The Siar
vesterday.

They agreed that wmost
children wateh at least four
hourg of TV daily. twice
that on weekends and that

most of it is loud, wviclent
and unsupervised by par-
wats.

The psychologists and
educators wers commenting
on remarks by
Crerbner, dean of the Annen-
herg “‘M(}Q} of Commanica-
tions al the U

Undversity of
Pennsyivania. to the Hoval
Commission on Viclence in
the Communications ndus-
He said television is ﬂw
Novth American reli-
giom and children are ils
slavish converts.
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Dr. Kingsley TFerguson,

pgyehologist in chisf of the
Clarke umume of Psychia-
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vigion program
dren walch, He «»ax«fi
w?* ww P H
mal S“md} 28 @n the eifect of
televigion in Canada, “what
evidence we have o vioe
lenee (on televisiony is omi-
rions.”’ ‘

He said American
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sceresn aggravates
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behavior in the viewers
since Canadian c¢hil-
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courages violent or
sive
and,

Dave N 31
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drud wit idr mﬁ;’ N@sﬁmkm
said. “They

rom  nervousness,
and sleeplegsness.”

He said some children
could suffer from a loss of
“gelf<identity” through
excessive TV viewing.

v "‘mv lose t:heiit ability
rom a siiua-
¥ he mm Phelr
wss  of  fhemselves
olthers diminigshes
become frustva

tension

angd
and they
ed. 1t could
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}@V k board of
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dmuw 630 stu-
Jﬂxﬂs aid ?omtc 5 per cent
of them tehed  eight
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hours of television a da

and 50 per vent of ther
were unrestricted by the

tlweir cholce of
COET AT, .
Board irman Meld
siprnan told The Star yese
terday  constant . viewing
Was pgymm{»ﬂﬁaﬁ@ un-
healthy for children because

| it keot them from being ac-

| tively nvelved with others

. UBut we're encouraging

i teachers and parents to

Cteach children to be dis-
criminating in what they
wateh and to evaluate con-

L youn

tent.” he said

Walter London is a con- |

wmed parent — he's also

associgted dean of the
famiﬁv of education at the
University of Toronto. Yes-
temau he said more scien-
studies on the effects of
TV are needed {o map out 2
safe, sensible future for
¢ vigwers.

lence doesn’t
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Gaile Lowe, of Lymibrook
Dr., meother of three girls,

said her children “don't
watceh & lob of felevision

anvway — they'd rather be
outstde playing, My 1l-year-
old likes the police adven-

Ldure prograins but she goes

to bed at § p. ’mg so she does
not see many.’

Caron, 5, tolkd The Star
“heing mztside is better”
' wng TX’

than  w

‘;be

dossn’t even like Sesame
SR aity e,

Margavet Draper, of
Jane 8, said her three chil-
dren, aged 13 1o 8, “walch
all the {ime. If it's rain-
g onin the winter 1 can't
K{,«L them  awsy from the
television sef. I don’t mind
s long as they're quiet —
it’s when meyf”m fighting 1
%t m*zd
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tween his ﬁgures and'CBS’
“They’ excdlud alI humor‘ us_ ;
L-:violence ’I‘hey assume vie-
Ience in a humorous~-con- 1
_teat has a neghgﬂale effect
We- -do - not. make that as-
sumptlon ;_

“Our counts are. dlfferent

because our. definitions ‘of
Niplence are. dlfferent They
have chosén the one that'is
mogst - favorable to them.™

-Gerbner- said _his “study
shoivs that 4he Family Heur
has been. negligible in- re-
-Juting: violence overall.”

A spokesmian for FCC
-chau‘man Richard E. Wiley
said * Wiley . couldn’t . com-
“nient on the report yet ‘De-
catse. he hadn't studied
“sufficiently. It was at WL—
Tey's urging that the fanuly
yviewing - tlme concept was
\adopted .

< The Namonal Assomatmn
of ‘Broadeasters, (NAB) also
“declined fo comment. . =

Nlcholas Johnson, an FCC
commigsiotier ‘fromi, 1966 'to
‘1973 and new drrector of the,_ i
National .. Citizens :Conymii-
tee fot Broadeasting, said He
‘was not surprised by the res |
port’s findings: “I've.never |
thought :that - fhe " industry:
wasg capable of policing-it--
self ‘with regard to this or !
any other a‘ﬂuse” Johnson
fal







 PHILADELPHIA (AP) — Persons who
watch four hours or more of television daily
have an exaggerated view of danger and vie-
lence in society, researchers said Friday.

“Heavy (TV) viewers are more likely to he
afraid. They ask for more protection from the
authorities,

Gerbner, professor of commmncatmns at tfe,
University of Pennsylvania. £ :

Gerbner said his ‘1975 “Viclence Profﬂe”f"‘"

was compiled by conducting nationwide
. home-and-telephone interviews with 6,000 per-

sons, representing a cross secticn of persons
" who do and don’t watch television.

It was the seventh in an annual series Ly
Gerbner’s team at Penn’s Annenberg Schosl
of Communications. It was funded through a
grant from the National Institute of Mental
Health.

‘‘Beavy viewers, as a whole, are younger,

less educated and are in iow -inconte groups e

Gerbner said,

The researchers. concluded that even i
heavy television viewer who is college’ edu-
cated or. who reads "a newspaper would b_c:
affected by TV's portrayal of *‘a violent Worfd'

.. They're the ones who appeal'!
for law-and-order campaigns,” said George .

_ lght-TV groap. * ° ®

and a mean world.”

“In our studies, we found that the (tele-
vision) victims outnuimber the perpetrators of
violence. We got the idea that victimization is
one of the effects of viewing (TV) violence,”

* .Gerbner said.
¢ *In asking, ‘What are your changes of en-

“countering viclence?’ (in the course of a giv-
en week), we found that heavy television
. viewers overestimated their chances. We in-
ferred that they think of themselves as pos-

isible victims.”

Among heavy-TV viewers, 52 per cent an-
swered the question by estimating their

chances of being mvolved in some type -of -

violence at *50-50" oi “1-in-10.” The rest est1~
mated a “1-in-100’ chance.

Among light-TV viewers, meaning those

who watch two hours.or less daily, 39 per cent '

answered “50-56" or*‘1-in-10.”
Another question was, “Generally speaking,

would you say that most. pzople .can. be. - 1
trusted or that.you can’t be too careful in . -

dealing with people?” Sixty-five per cent of

the heavy-TV viewers replied; ““Can’t be -foo -

caretuls” That was 1z-per cent more than Lhe

Gerbner added, “Our findings in’ no Way
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negate the fact esiablished by other studies
. that exposure to (1V) violence generates a

certain amount of aggression if that person is
previously disposed to do so,”

s )
It's name-dropping -
- BARRANQUILL A, Colombia
(UPI) — The traditional adversary
relationship between the press and
city hall bas teached new heighis-in
this South American port city: Re-
- porters have voted unanimously not
to meniion the mayor’s name in
their stories. The Barranquilia Re-
porters Circle took the measure to
protest Mayor Fernando Restrepo’s
order not to admit the press at a
swearing-in ceremony for the city’s
' hew freasurer. The mayor posted po-
" licemen af cit¥ hall to keep reporters
- out. And the reporiers “vetoted*” the
new, treasurer, Myriam Ovalle ‘—
they won £ mention her, name; exther
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PHILADELPHIA (AP) — Persons
who watch four hours or more of tel-
evisiorr daily have an exaggerated
view of danger and violence in socie-
1y, res -rcher saxd Friday

“Heav'v (TV) VlEWEl"b are more
likelv to be afraid. They "ask for
. maore protection from the authorities

. the¥'re the ones who appeal for
law and order campaigns,' said Dr.
George Gerbner,. professor of com-
munications  at the University of
Pennsylvania.

Profile” was cotnpiled by conduct-
ing nationwide home and telephone -

interviews with some 6,000 persons,

sons who do and don’t watch felevi- |
swn i

vounger. less educated and are .n
iow-income groups,” Gerbner said
in-atelephone interview.

"The researchers concluded that
even a heavy television viewer whe
is college educated or who reads the °
newspaper would be affected by
TV’s portrayal of “a vielent world
and a mean world.”

“In our studies, we found that the
(tetevision) victims dutnumber “the
" perpetrators of vielence.” We got the
idea that victimization is one of the
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“fas possible VICtlmb

Gerbner said his ““1975 Violence

representing a cross-section of per- {

“Heavy viewers, as a \xhole are %

4;’&

He_avy TV W'ewing
may cause fear

effects. of viewing (TV) violence,”
Gerbner said.

“In asking, ‘What are your
chances of encountering’ violence,’
(in the course of a given week) we
found that heavy television viewers
ove ebtrmated then' chances. We in-

Atnong heavy-T\/ viewers, 52 per
cent answered that question by esti-

matmg their chances of being in-

e type of violence at
0.7 The rest esti-
13h- 100” chance. -

Among light TV viewers, meaning
those whe- watch two hours or less

daily, 39 per cent answered. “50-50"
or “1-in-10."

Another question was, “‘Generally
speaking, would you say that most
people: can ‘he trusted or that you
eam’t be too careful in dealing with

people?” Sixty-five per cent of the
heavy-TV viewers replied, “Can’t be

00. careful.” That was “17 per cent

maore than the light-TV group.

The study alse concluded that

violence. has increased sharply -on
children’s’ cartoon programs on the
weekends and on hroadeasts after 9
p.m. In the past vear, cartoon crime
~and adventure increased from 47 per
cent 1o 66 per-cent of all vartoers:: -
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Va@éeme count
finds decline
in family time,
nowhere eise

Gerbner's 1atest report
provokes outbursts on Hill
about new network hearings

The television networks, especially CBS,
were true to their word about reducing
violence during the family viewing period,
begun tast fall. But that decrease was offset
by a sharp increase in violence on week-
end children’s programs, with the result
that the over-all level of violence remained
about the same in the fall of 1975 as in re-
cent years.

So concludes the nation's leading
tracker of TV violence, Dr. George
Gerbner of the Annenberg School of
Communications at the University of
Pennsylvania in his *“Viclence Profile No.
7. issued last week.

In the summary of the report, Dr. Gerb-
ner and his colleague, Dr. Larry Gross of
the same school, assert that **it is safe to
say that network policy seems to have re-
sponded in narrow terms, when at all, to
very specific pressure, and only while the
heat was on.”” They continued: ““Aflter nine
years of invesiigations, hearings, and com-
missions, eight out of every 10 programs
(nine out of every 10 weekend children’s-
hour programs) still contain some
violence. The over-all rate of violent
episodes, §. 6pcr play, is, tfanythmg,hngh—
est on record.”

The two researchers made special note
that the nwmber of violent acts on
children’s weekend shows, although well
below the 1969 high of 284 per hour,
nevertheless rose from the 1974 tow of
12.1 per hour to 16.2. That is twice the
number of violent acts per hour for TV
programing over-all and more than four
times the rate during the family hour
{designated as 8 p.m. to 9 p.m. EST week-
days}.

The picture that emerges from the
Gerbner study is that the networks re-
distributed violence, taking it off the
family hour, and inserting it somewhere
else.

However, the suspicion that most of the
violence taken ofl the family hour was

D1, Gerbner

1974 ...
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Ups and downs. This graph from the Gerbner study charts the violence indices for the
three networks combined for different hours of dramatic programing aver nine years. The
violence index {left side of graph) is an abstracl number that takes into account the num-
ber of programs wilh violence, the amount of violence in them and the numbers of
perpetrators and victims invoived in the viglence.

- simply moved back 1o time periods after

family viewing proved wrong. Drs. Gerb-
ner and Gross make much of the fact that
violence increased in the 9-11 p.m. week-
day periods, but that increase happened n
1974, before the imposition of family
viewing. Violence at 9-11 p.m. did not
drop in 1975, but neither did it increase.
Predictably, the networks immediately
came under fire from House Communi-
cations Subcommittee Chairman Torbert
Maddonald (1D-Mass.), who was waiting
for the Gerbner results before undertaking
his pwn hearings into TV violence, which
he hopes now to hold “‘later this vear”
““Extremely .distressing™ was Mr. Mac-
donald’s proncuncement about the study
last week. *"Dr. Gerbner's study confirms
my prediction about family viewing—that
it is going to be used as an excuse to in-
crease violence at other times.” te also
said, "I'm wverv disappeointed that the
Saturday moring children’s television
violence index show a big increase over
The networks have been assuring
us that this is where there have been dra-
matic improvements,”” The networks have
also been promising for years ““that they
were making a good fith effort to reduce
the amount of violence.” said My Mac-
donald. **Despite their self-serving
studies, this objective report indicates that
their performance has been dismal”
Representative John Murphy (ID-N.Y),
another member of the House Communi-
cations Subcommittee and a frequent critic
of TV, said last week thatl the Gerbner re-
port confirms his beliel that “the family
hour is a fraud, an excuse to overloxd sub-
sequent prime-time shows and Suaturday
viewing hours with unfettered murnder and
mayhem.” He said, “*For 25 years the net-
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works have been promising lo reduce
violence on TV, while they've been giving
us more.”

CBS, made to sound the least violent of
the three networks in the report, was the
one that protested loudest last week. *“The
so-called Gerbner Index is fallacious,” the
network said. Based on its own monitoring
of programing, CBS asserted that the
number of incidents of violence on all
three networks declined this season by
24%, at CBS alone by 36%. The other two
networks had not studied the Gerbner re-
port last week and reserved comment for
later.

In defense of his methods last week, De.
Gerbner said there is a major difference
between his definition of violence and
CBS’s. He said CBS does niot count violent
incidents committed in a humorous con-
fext such as in cartoens, which means the
network researchers ignore whit he said
“may well be half”’ of the incidents he
counts. By not counting humoreous
violence, Dr. Gerbner said, CBS
“presumes an effect of violence,”” and that
because of that the network’s research is
“erroneous and invalid”” He added, *In.
constructing their definition, they (CBS)
want 1o come out as good as they can.”

This is the seventh violence index Dr
Gerbner has done. It and the cumulative
results of the previous six span a period of
nine years. The money for if came {rom
the National Institute of Mentat Heaith, a
government agency under the jurisdiction
of the Department of Health, Education
and Welfare. The NIMIL grant for the
violence study, itself part of a larger TV
monitoring project called “Cultural In-
dicators,” was $262 871 for this fiscal year,
of which sbout $80.000 went to the Uni-
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Similarities. The graph above compares the over-all violence indices of the three net-
works over-nine years. Drs. Gerbenr and Gross say it shows ;emarkab!e iong term stabmty

and similarity among them.”

versity of Pennsylvania for overhead. Last
year's grant was $108,375 of which about
$33.,000 went to the university. Dr.
Gerbner estimated fast week that about
60-70% of the NIMH funds were devoted
to the violence study.

The study gives €BS most of the credit
for the targe decrease in violence during
family. viewing. There was a sharp drop in
violence during that pericd on ABC in
1975 after what appears on the chart as an
equally sharp increase in 1974, and there
was a slight drop in violence in shows on
NBC over the past two years: But CBS’s

violence index during the $-9 p.m. time-

slot in 1975 appears about half that of the
other two networks. '

Drs. Gerbner and Gross also note in
their summary that weekend. children’s
programs became more violent on NBC
and ABC in 1975. There was no change in
that reading for CBS in 1975, Its weekend
children’s shows have less violence than
NBC’s, and more than ABC’s, according
to the chart.

In all, the researchers found that be-
tween six and seven out of every 10 lead-
ing characters irvall network programs (be-
tween eight and nine for children’s shows)
are invoived in some violence. Between
one and two of every 10 are involved in
kiliing. They note there has been a reduc-
tion over-all in the portrayal of on-screen
killers, especially during children’s pro-
grams.

The study does more than log the fre-
quency of violence and killing on TV. It
also tries to characterize those doing the
violence on TV shows and those who are
victims. Among the conclusions is that
there were nearly two male killers for ev-
ery male kilied on TV, the “‘good guy™
was likely to be the killer, while old, mar-
ried, lower class, -foreign or nonwhite
males were likely to be killed.

It says women were “‘especially vuinera-
ble,” with one female victim for every
femate killer on the screen. As with men,
_.old, poor, foreign and nonwhile women
were likely victims of killers, but unlike
men, "good” women were nol killers.
And old,
never shown as kitlers,

What if anything do the statistics prove
about the effect of violence in viewers?
Nothing for sure, says Drs. Gerbner and
Gross. ““But we do have evidetice to sug-

poor and black women were

gest that television viewing cuitivates a
general sense of danger and mistrust.”
Their evidence comes from interviews
conducted with- TV watchers. They con-
trast the answers of heavy viewers (those
who watch four hours or more a day) with
those of light viewers {two hours or less)
to questions such as: “*During any given

week, what are your chances of being in-

volved in some type of violence—about
50-50, one in 10 or one in 1007

Their conciusion is that heavy viewers,
including children, “*significantly overesti-
mate the extent of violence and danger in
the world.” Those under 30 years old, the
“‘television generation,”’ are “‘even more
imbued with the television view of life™”
than the over-30 audience, they say, They
also say thal education and regular reading
of newspapers tend to fessen the number
of “TV answers” but heavy TV viewing
tends to counter these other influences.

The stalistics for the Gerbner study

~were collectéd from the monitoring of a

week of fall programing in 1975 and 1974
and from another week’s worth of randem
samples gathered both years frem several
different weeks in the fall. Dr. Gerbner

said last week he and his research ieam
have begun:this year to include a week of
spring programing. That sample will show
up in the next profile.

agamgﬁ: M%@_
over manning
new technology

Wages are outside dispute;
company charges sabotage

NBC’s tefevision and radio networks and
owned stations were struck by the National
Association of Broadcast Employes and
Technicians earty Thursday moraing
{April 1} but on-the-air operations were
maintained through use of management
and other nonunion personnel.

The strike followed six weeks of nego-
tiations in San Dicgo between NBC and
NABET oflicials to frame a new three-year
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contract to replace one that expired March
31. A union spokesman said salary was not
an issue in the discussions and the strike
was touched off by "“NBC’s effort to
weaken our ranks through demands that
wauid reduce our staff and downgrade our
jobs”

Among NBC's demands to which
NABET is objecting, he said, are: limiting
the jurisdiction of the union over elec-

. tronic newsgathering assignments to 50

miles, rather than the present 250 miles:
the surrender by NABET of arbitration
awards that have given the union jurisdic-
tion over. work dssociated with various
technological devices: the right by NBC in
certain insiances to place workers on a per
diem instead of a regular staff basis.

NABET members involved in the strike
iotal about 1,700 nationwide, located in
New York, Washinglon, Cleveland,
Chicago, Los Angeles and San Francisco.
They include engineers, maintenance
workers, cameramen and news writers
{the last in New York, Chicago and Los
Angeles only), Technician/engineers, the
largest group, earn an average of $375
weekly, exclusive of overtime.

NBC issued a statement on Thursday
saying that management crews repiacing
the striking NABET members found in-
stances of “extensive sabotage of film and
video-tape equipment’” in New York.
They found that 18§ video playback/record
heads had been destroyed, cable in the
studio remote control systems was discon-
nected and filtm studio controls were
misaligned. NBC said repair costs are esti-
mated at $50,000. _

Because of *‘the sabotage,” NBC said,
WNEC-TY New York and NBC-TV were
unable to present commercials in several
late-evening programs on March 31. The
revenue [0ss to WNBC-Tv was estimated at
$46.000 and to the network at $60,000.

A network spokesman said manage-
ment personnel have repaired the damage
and the regular broadceast schedule will be
maintained indefinitely. He added that live-
coverage of the Greater Greensboro
{N.C.) Open goif tournament, planned for
last weekend, would go on as scheduled.

Shortly after NABET set the sirike in
motion on April } at 12:0} am., NBC
stated it had made a new proposal 1o the
union and regretted that NABET had.
eiected to strike, NBC said there are
“complex issues” involived in the negotia-
tions and noted that the federal mediator
in San Diego had urged both parties to ex-

- tend the present agreement until May 1

The NBC statement said; ©*We stand ready
to resume talks at any time.’ .
No meetings were scheduled after’

NABET ordered membéers off their jobs

NBC negotiators left San Diego for New
York.

ABC’s contract with NABET expires -
nexi year. CBS's pact with the Interna-
tional Brotherhood of Electrical Workers
expired last September but has been ex-
tended untit the end of this month.
NABET struck NBC. {or three weeks in
1959 and ABC for nine weeks. An IBEW
strike against CBS in 1972 lasted almaost
lwo months.
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6 San Diego Stations
In SAG-AFTRA Pact

Hollywood, April 6.
Screen Actors Guild and A-
1merican Federation of TV & Ra-
dio Artists have reached agreement
with six San Diego tv and radio
stations calling for a 20% increase
for both spots and programs.

Agreement will cover three
years. Signing the new pact were
KGB, KOGO, KGTV, KFMB, K-
SDO and KCBQ.

For one-minute commercials,
new on-camera fees are $62, one
week; $83, two weeks; $125, four
weeks; $166, 13 weeks. Old fees
were, respectively, $51, $68, $102
and $136. There were similar in-
creasesin off-camera fees.

In radio, increase for the first

year is 20% for 13 weeks unlimited |-

use in the San Diego market, with
further increases in 1977 and 1978.
Also negouated were increases in
SAG pension and welfare to 8%2%;
$5 increase in wardrobe allow-
ances; mileage rate hiked from 10¢
to 15¢ per mile; special makeup and

hair style fees increased $5; and |

better provisions for meals, dress-
ing rooms and toilet facilities.

TViolence Study
By School Cues

Wrath Of Webs|

Washington, April 6.
The much ballyhooed tv violence
study from the U. of Pa.’s An-
nenberg School of -Communi-
cations was released last week to
‘a stormy reception from the
networks. Reason is that'the study

.Shows that “the 9-pim. “‘gore cur-|

tain”’ is indeed that — latenight
violence has shot up following the
“family hour,” insists supervisor
Dr. George Gerbner.
- Study, funded by the National In-
stitute of Mental Health at the
prodding of House and Senate com-
munications subcommittees, also
notes a sharp increase in Saturday
ayem gore despite web insistence
that tranquility reigns during that
daypart.

The Gerbner fmdmgs run con-
trary to other studies by the
networks that show' primetime

[ ——

(Contmued on page 64)

| F CC’s Hooks For Fairness Doc

Washmgton April 6.
FCCommissioner Benjamin Hooks, who is quietly promoting
himself as a candidate for chairman when Richard Wiley’ s term ex-

pires in June 1977 (Presidential elections noththstandmg) gave a

solid endorsement of the ge generally unpopular Fairness Doctrine last
week.

In a belated concurring statement to the FCC’s recent refusal to
reconsider its latest Doctrine changes, Hooks agreed that “the facts
remain that there are substantially more mdmduals who want to
broadcast than there are frequencies to allocate.”

But Hooks disagrees with the majority plan to apply the Doctrine to
commercials devoted only in an obvious way to discussion of public
issues. He envisions an access requirement of a fixed percentage of
overall blurb time, and would permit counter-commercial
spokesmen to present ‘‘responsible rebuttals to explicitly or implicitly
controversial ads.” He insists the plan” would relieve the FCC from
day-to-day blurb requirements over its licensees.

~

T ———



TViolence

b (Continued from page 52) st
violencée. decreasing, a fact he
attributes to web' practice of in-
cluding humorous violence in the
figures. He insists such violence has
a negligible effect on human
behavior and is not included in the
U.of Pa.study.

House Communications Subcom—
mittee chairman Torbert Mac-
donald (D-Mass.) was ‘“‘distressed”
with the findings, as were the
networks — although for different
reasons. ‘“‘Dr. Gerbner’s study con-
firms my prediction about Family
| Viewing — that it is going to be used
as an excuse to increase violence at
other times,” said Macdonald. The
number of violent incidents per
hour in the children’s weekend
programming, for example, is
16.2%, as opposed to 3.6% per hour
in Family Viewing, and 7.2% per
hour from 9to 11 p.m.,” said Mac-
donald. ~ =

Quick to thedefenmve an u'ate
'CBS said it ‘mdignﬁnﬂ?y dénies” .
Madconald’s charge, and called the .
Gerbner index “fallacious.” The
web said, “The fact is that for the
three networks combined, the.oc--
currence of incidents of violence in
[primetime has declined by 24%

since last year and on CBS by 36%.”




-

An ongoing study of TV violence
by 1wo University of Pennsyivania
e rescarchers, was
expecied 1o play &
big role in an up-
coming Congres.
sional invesliga
tion of that sub-
" ject.
That becsme
apparenl even as
a court batile

3
i
ffé began in Los Ans
. * geles (see adjoin.
. Gerbner ng story).

The latest report by Dr. George

Gerbner and Dr_Larry {iross, of the

“Annenderg ‘School of Communis

P

over the “family’
viewing!' hour-

caiiops, charges that while the nets
-works were reducing violence in the
" family hour they were increasing it
elsewlere, especially on weekend
.children’s programs. .
- Congressman Torbert MacDonald
{(D., Mass.), chairman of the House
. Communications Subcommitiee,
-called” the report, “extremely dis.
tressing.” MacDonald had been wait-
ing for the release of the latest vio.

. lence study and will cite it in hears -

“ings he intends to hold “later thig
year.” o A
All three nefworks challenged the
findings of the report, including
CBS that was made to secm the least
- violent. A CBS spokesman catled the
report “fallacious.”
MacDONALD SAID that the U. of P,

study “‘confirms my prEdiciion

about family viewing — that it is

going to be used a3 an excuse to ins
- crease violence at other times.”

- The study asserts that the number

of violent acts on children’s weeks

end shows, although well below thea

1969 high of 284 per hour, increased

Jirn O'Brien
On TVY.

from the 1974 low of 12.1 per hour to

16.2. Surprisingly, the study found .

no increase in violence from ¢ to 11
p.m., since September, when the 8 to
9 p.m. family hour was launched.

Drs. Gerbner and Gross claim-

that “after nine years of investiga-
tions, hearings and cominissions,
eight out of every 10 programs (nine
outl of 10 weekend children’s shows}
still contain some viclence. The
overail rate of violent episodes, 5.6
per play, is, if anything, highest on
record.” ' .

CBS insists that the number of in-
cidenis of violence on all three net.
works declined this season by 24
percent and by 36 percent at CBS
atone. The other two networks held
-off on comment untii further study.

ANOTHER MEMBER of the Com- -
munications Subcommitiee, Rep.:

John Murphy (D, N.Y.), said the U.
of P. report confirms his beliefl that
“the family hour is a fraud.” He
added that the networks have been
promising for 23 years to reduce vio-
lence “while they've been giving us
more,” ‘

“ On the matter of violence in chil-

dren’s shows, CBS and Dr. Gerbaer

=

Violent?

disagree sharply because his study
inclodes “humeorous” violence on
cartoon shows. For that reason, Pr.
Gerbner calls the CBS findings “er-
ronesus and invalid" That argu-

~ment will find backers on both

sides. - .
-Violence Popular
While professors confinue their
studies on violence and Congress
crles with alarm, the public contin-
ues to watch. -
Last week’s top-rated show was tite
second episode of “Helter Skelter,”

_ the TV version of the book about the

trial of Charles Manson and his fol-
lowers for one of the most violent
crimes in the nation’s history, There
was little aciwal violence on the

.shew but many who tuned in may

have expected some.
. “Helter Skelter” was so popular
that it aided CBS in kuocking off
ABC in the Nielsen Ratings for the
first time in 12 weeks. Obviously, re-
runs of other shows helped “Helter
Skelter” get uts large andience,

The first episode of "Helter Skel
ter” on Thursday night had a 36 per-
cont share of the audience and the

final one on Vriday drew 39 porcent.

The Oscar tefecast was the second
highest-rated show of the week,



The Darly Pennsylvaman

- programmmg which. offset the marked: declme m vmlence during 'the
 hour” (88 p.m. EST) durmg the current season. In_addjtxen there ha

< .. past.two-or three years L : : -
" The findirigs of the research also indlcate that _televxswn violencer '
: 's1gmf1cant effect-on the way heavy viewers perceéive the real world, A summary
report of the Violence Profile claims that “telev:swn viewing cultivate general

* sense of danger and mistrust.”? "1 :
' Extensive surveys of child and adult viewers. show that’ heavy'v;ewers tho: e
. who watch four or more lours daily) consistently over-éstimate the amount of.
- violence and danger in the worid as compared to llght viewers (those who Watch" _
two hours or less a day).’ -. ; 5
Principal investigators in the study were Annenberg ‘Dean George Gerbrer, -

" and Larry Grose, assoclaté’ professor of communications. Their research is part -
" of Cultural Ind1cators a broad study of television content and effects conducted" '
- under a grant from the Natmnal Instltute of MentaI Health' .

' “There isan mcreasmg mterest and.concem about the meanmg' and _ .
. television,” he added. The world whlch appears on the television screen'- has.--

- types of relatlonshlps ‘and. violent’ , :
‘investigations and government comimissions studying: television violence. have.
hadlittle or no effect on hetwork programming. Gerbner and Gros eported that__.

.. “eight out of every ten programs stdl contam some v1oIence.’_’_ i
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~=facdonald to leave key postin 77

;yoﬁgress fired by Sfad ly
~on network tv—--f violence

WasnINGTON—Rep. Torbert H.

».Macdonald (D., Mass.) will retire-

“iromn Congress next January, va-
- cating his post as chairman of the

House communications subcom-
- mnittee, which oversees federal

+ regulation ol the television indus-

Chairmanship of the Senate com-

* munications subcommitice, where

. Sen, John O. Pastors {D, R. L} is

: yetiring, will also be open next
" year.

Rep. Macdonald 58 and in poor

. ‘health, made i'us announcement

‘as his subcommitiee apparently

- chafes to get at the Federal Com- .

munications Commission and the tv

networks on the subject of \‘.v vio-

lence,

® Ammunition for the subcommit-
tee was provided this month by a
new rescarch report from the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, charging
that tv &iolence has not declined
and tha: the family hour concept
has not solved the violence prob-
lem. .

Sen. Pastore, a supporter of the
family hour, has called it a step
in the right direction. Rep. Mac-
donald, however, said this month
that network performance on the

violence problem had been “dis-_

mal.”

The ranking Democrat behind
Rep. Macdenald on the subcom-
mitiee, Rep. John M. Murphy (D.,

-HOUR SUIT

courtroom

Continuing, Mr. Cole said sub-
sequent meetings with network
andt NAB represeniatives found
hem in agrecment regacding ihe
need for clarify in the licensing
renewal form. He also outlined
the content of a siaff mceeting on
Nov. 22, 1974, that immediately
preceded and sct the agenda of
the first “summil” meeting with
the network presidents in chair
wman Wiley's Washington office on
‘the same day.

" Dll?‘n{)ﬁe Of. thr <*sff meptine

N. 7)), has -taken an even more

critical attitude toward the - net-
works as a result of the latest re-
search report.

Rep. Murphy- called the family
hour “a fraud,” and accused’ the

networks of an inability “o let go”
of an audience-grabbing formula ,

of televised savagery that began in

1951 and has plunged fo . new.

depths year after year.”

# The Universily of Pennsylvania
report showed no significant re-
duction in violence in last fall's
new iv lineup.

CBS had the . lowest violence
profile among the networks, ac-

cording to-the siudy, followed by’

ABC and then NBC. All three net-
works were abouf as violent, or
only slightly less, than when the
first profile was taken m 1967,
the report said.

The researchers surveyed all
prime time—7 pm. to 11 pm.
(EST)—tv dramas, plus Saturday
and Sunday morning children’s
programs during one week in the
fall of last year.

While “family hour” programs
were less violent, researchers
George Gerbner ané Larry Gross
said these reductionrs were more
than oifset by violence on tv pro-
grams in other time slots,

The researchers said “it is safe
to say that network policy seems
fo have responded in harrow
lermms. when at all, to very spe-
cific pressure, and onl} while the

‘heat was on.

“After nine years of mvesuga-
tions, hearings and commissions
(or since we have becen tracking
violence on television), ecight out
of every ten programs (nine out
of every fen weeckénd children's

(Continved on Page 165)

Low-cal bread
is faunched in
New England

NEFYTEI™ M Ty e gy we



Congress fired
by new studly
of 1V viclence

(Continued jrom Page 2)
hour programs) still contain some
violence,” they said. “The over-
all rate of violent episcdes, 5.6
per play, is, if anything, the high-
est on record,” the two men com-
plained. :

® CBS ferred the “so-called Gerb-
- ner index" fallacious and said the
cecurrence of vislent incidenis in
netwerk prime time has declined
by 24% industrywide and by 36
on CBES, as compared fo the 1974-
75 scason.-On CBS it is at ifs low-
est since the violence records be-
gan in. Scptember, 1972, by CBS
calculations. CBS also said the
charge that family viewing has
been used as an excuse to increase
violence in other periods cannot
be substantiated.

ABC had no comment. NBC has
qguestioned the construction and
methodology of Dr. Gerbner's in-
dex in the past, but reserved com-
ment on his latest profile until
further study.

& The 1975 profile showed a re~
distribution of violence on tv. As
violence decreased during the fam-
ily hour, it “shof up™ in the late
evening cver the last three vears
‘with minor dips at CBS and ARBRC,
the report showed.

The report said *‘children’s day-
time weekend programing at ABC
and NBC became more violent last.
fzll than it had been in 1973.”

The viclence saturation of week-
end children’s programs declined
from the 1969 high, but increased
from its 1974 low to 16 per hour,
double that of over-ail program-
ing, according lo the resecarchers.

“Belween six and seven out of
every fen leading characters (eight
and nine Ior children) are still
involved in some violence," the
rescarchers said. “Belween one
and two oul of every ten ave still
involved in killing.

“Reductions have been achieved
in the portrayal of en-screen kill-
ers (especially during weekend
children’s hours) and in family
hour violence {espegially by CBS3,
but, as we have notéd, a sharp rise
in late evening and. general chil-
dren’s violence has canceled out
any over-all gains fro the latter,”
the report said, =
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