'ART SEIDENBAUM
Urban Fear—
‘No Way to Live

T've been taking sporadic notes on the lengths o which
urban people go these days in order m protect themselves
in publie.

One woman, ence mugged, wiil no longer ieaxe the bus
at her stop if there are young men standing at the corner.
She will instead ride a few blocks out of her way and wait
for a clear sidewalk.

A man will not enter an elevator if he ::uspectb another
passenger of potential menace. The man will remain in
the lobby until & seemingly safe car opens its doors. .

Many people have decided to avoid underground park-
ing-lots uniess they have campanions. They would rather
drive and walk farther and park in a sireet-level space.

A former police executive always varies his route home
and to the office. His knowledge of kidnap-robber tech-
niques convinces him that candidates for ransom are stu-
died in advance and one good way of avoiding trouble is
finding new ways to come and ga, changing times as well
A8 courses, ' o

I‘lashhghi mgnals

A husband and wife have devised a flashlight codc be-
tween themn, jn which she signals him,- from street. to
‘home, to indicate whether the neighborhood coast is clear.
T've even met a=coi‘1ple of people who cage their own
hanks before entering; if they don't like the looks of all
the patrons inside, the v wait uniil the suspects have com-

pleted their business and left:’ )

‘B0 we have ciiyfolk Wwho maikc elaberate detours if
there are peopie preseni whom they mistrust. - And we
_ haw other cityfolk whe won't 00 anywhere unless there
ate pther people around to suggest protection in numbers.

The architecture of security is a sirange practice. Some
of its obvious design solutions. are alarm sysiems and
locks and dogs and uniformed guards and nomumiformed .
pairols and television monitors and cld-fashioned ferices.
One of the newer {echniques is 4 two-way lock that con-
futes a criminal's exit even if the criminal has gained ille-
gal eniry: The lock that failed to keep the ‘burglar out is
) d1fferent from the lock that may held him in at. the same
door.

A Strange Practice

4 man who sells security devices called recently to sug-
gest that many of {he systems are worthless—or danger—_ _
ous in their own right. Robbery is one way to steal, he
said. Cheating peonle by selling them a false sense of se-

curity, is another. He would have the police or & publiec -

agency evaluate security systems to’ protert the public
from Buying poer protection.

The forces of mentdl health are studymg A9 1cumologv or
victimization. Just the other day a report came out of the
Annenberg School of Communications at the University
-of Pennsylvania tvmv together fear and television wateh-
ing. “Heavw TV viewers,” the AP quoted Dr. Georg& _
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£Gerbner, "are more likely-to-be afrald They ask for more
protectlon from authorities.” :
"~ Dr. Gerbner's quote is slightly amblguous siggesting
the authorities may be the menace; But I think we all un-
: TV may stmulate fright. Heavy view-
ers in the Gerbner survey tended to estimate their
chances:of. ‘becommg vietims in much shorter odds than
people who shy away from the tube. A majority of televi-
sion addiets - summarized their attitudes toward human
trust as-"can't be 100 careful® while less than half the
somelime watchers shared that dour perspective.

" *This is yet another argument that TV violence breeds
. fear among TV viewers. But there's also irony at the end
of .the tube: The people - who may stay’heme most and
take their -world -through a channel are most worried
about what the real outside is like, The people whe waich
‘ less-a-and presumably do more—are less fearful.

- Security is indeed as 'much a state of mihd as a coat of
armor or a fortress design.

Fear is, ﬁnally, inconvenient. 'In the most literal sense,
fear takes time and energy and: the creation of cumber-
some habits.- .

~ The former police official says the cautions are worth

it; once new adjustments have been made and new prac-
tices adopted, then a sense of security replaces any fear
and life can be enjoyed again.

Perhaps Perhaps many of the people who move to the
far corners of exurbia are using distance as a security sys-
tem, They find it easier to believe they've removed them--
selves from the urban problem instead of installing bars
24 "alarms to barricade themeelves against the wurban
problem. They accept the inconvenience of miles for the
reassurance of remoteness.

Important peoplé go out of their way because they con-
sider themselves chosen targets. Unimportant people go
out of their way becansé they consider themselves de-
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o By John Ca.r_'mo'dy

2 CBS has released 5 study
~{ndicating that violence on:

-prime-time TV this past sea- !
“soh dropped 24 per cent on .

-all three networks-—and 36
“pér cent on CBS itself. .

»yev of 13 different weeks
. the “so-callad Gerbner

- The study, based on a sur-

-'dunmr the 197576 season, i-
- the foet that the communice

-also suggests that the aver-

“age number of violent inci-:

adents on network “family-
haur” shows tbefore & p.m.),

~dropped to 11 per cent of °
. as a rebuttal of Gerbner's
. siudy.

f:'th'e overall prime-time total.
:Z‘The CBS study results

‘ ,cuhtrast with those in a e
- shed an annual study of two
enn- ~ weeks of prime time. This

 THE WASHINGTON POST

‘L'or:dm' .-!pr:‘l 24, 19?6

The fs se and.

svlvanla 1ssued earlier this
. ‘Taonth.
% Gerbner's annual
swaek study of network TV
Tthis year showed a decline
-in familv-hour violence hut
wnoted a sharp increase, in vi-
‘olence in children’s week-
" wend programming and on
- . "

-

one-

"Xy E

. picture of
. time programming.

l""?ﬁt @,

bmadcads after ’1 pm FI\.
concluded that the overall

leval of TV violence has re--
mained constant.

On April 1. CES a‘*ackcd

Broadcast ’\Totea

[n-
dex” as-“fallacious.” despite

tions expert had credited
the network with a dvop in
violence, This week’s report
is regardedin the industry

Since 1973, CBS has is-

vear  the survey . was . in-

. ereased to 13 weeks, in part

because ‘the network be-

- lieves its smaller sample, tn
- pmitting

heavy special
‘weeks, gave an unbalanced
regular prime-

Gerbner said -Friday he

ug/

. after a

lof TV 5/ olence

doesn’t‘ “aparrel with the in-
tegrity of the CBS survey,”
but sugzested the network’s
definition of violence is so
different from his that “only

bady judgze what the trends
are in CBS® own survey
terms.”

Gerbner polntod out that
‘the CBS studv doesn't in-

clude “cartoon violence”
‘and tended to count as a
“single violent inecident”

what he calls “continuing”
scenes that under his rules

would add up to more inci-.

dents.

Nprman Lear is research-
ing a series called “Porirait
of America” which could re-
sult in six to 10 shaws for
publie TV, perhaps by 1977,

The top commercial ‘'TV
producer is working under a
development contract with
the Corporation for Public
Broadcasting. “Portrait”® will
vely on “many lierary

few years cah any.

sourees” to prodme a pic-

ture of “the land, the history, 7

the people.” according to a
CFB announcement.

CBS has announced some
of its summer replacement
shows and the accent is on
musical variety and comedy,
featuring “young guest per-
formers” (read unknowns),
all hoping to be network re-

placements Jater next sea-

SON.

Among the big name stars
who will have shows featur-
ing “young guest perform-
ers” are Dinazh Shore, The
Jackson Five, Diahann Car-
roll, Frankie Avalon and
Jalinny Cash.

Tate in Auzusf the net-

work will try ouit a situation

comedy, called “Ivan the
Terrible” featuring Lou Ja-
cobi as the head of a2 family
of nine in Moscow— and
they don’t mean Idaho.
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Are We Victims
Of Our Own Violence?

By Tom Shales

This is not exactly another story about
violence on television. It is not about the tra-
ditional hazards of TV violence—that people
who see violent acts on TV will duplicate
them in real life, or that children exposed to
too much violent television will become more
surly and aggressive than is normal and
healthy. These are still real and present dan-
gers to many people, but now some new dan-
gers have been discovered that make the oth-
ers look nearly puny.

A new school of thought about television
violence has emerged, and it tells us we may
not have been worrying as much as we
should have.

It says that people who watch television
heavily are not so much potentially aggres-
sive viewers as they are unwitting victims—
they see themselves portrayed as victims on
the screen, and they become the victims of
television's distorted, abrasive picture of viol-
ence in contemporary life. Their perceptions
about the world are being shaped in such a
way as to make them conceivably more com-
pliant, more malleable, more hopeless and
more fearful

“Violence has long been used as a popular
issue generating very little light and very
much heat,” says Dr. George Gerbner, dean
of the Annenberg School of Commuanications
at the University of Pennsylvania and per-
haps the nation's leading authority on televi-
sion violence. “Television has grown up al-
most imperceptibly around us until we find
ourselves in a different society, culturally
and symbolically.

“A few years ago we became aware of our
physical environment—pollution and ecolo-
gy. When we become aware of such problems
we can tackle them Now we need a new kind
of attention to the manufacturing of a sym-
bolic environment, the television environ-
ment. [f we remain unaware of it, the conse-
quences could be surprising and potentially
catastrophic.”

Gerbner's concerns evolve from the Viol-
ence Profile he and Dr. Larry Gross have
worked on for the past nine years at the An-
nenberg School. The latest profile, released

early last month, showed that the level of °

violence on television has not decreased but
in fact “remained constant™ even with the in-
stitution of the so-called Family Hour in
prime time. CBS promptly attacked the re-
sults as invalid—even though the study had
called it the least violent of the networks—
and last week came out with its own study,
which not surprisingly claimed that “inci-
dents of dramatic violence declined by 24 per

cent this season, on all three networks com-
bined, and by 36 per cent on the CBS Televi-
sion Network."

Gerbner says in response to that industry
self-study that the difference in findings re-
sults from a difference in definitions. “Their
definition of violence differs in important re-
spects from ours. They qualify ‘violence’ by
‘intentional’ and ‘serious’ types and Ilimit
their study to prime’time. Their definition of
a 'violent incident’ differs from ours as weil
They chose last season as their basis for com-
parison, but that season was unusually high
in violence, so naturally one sees a decline for
this season.

“These are matters of judgment, but their
definition was obviously calculated to come
up with a lower count.”

Counting fallen bodies is not Gerbner's
chief interest now, however. The most fasci-
nating parts of his latest Violence Profile are
those dealing with the psychological effects
of television on the "heavy viewer.” The
heavy viewer may be the typical one; Gerb-
ner defines heavy viewer as anyone who
watches four hours or more of television a
day (light viewers, 2 hours or less), but accord-
ing to the latest figures (for 1875 from the
A.C. Nielsen ratings service, the average
American television set is on for six hours
and eight minutes each day.

Statistics from the same source show that
there are 69.6 million American households
with “at least one" television set (30 million of
those have two or more sets) and that televi-
sion has achieved an incredible 97 per cent
saturation of American homes.

No medium in the history of civilization
can equal television's pervasiveness.

In the study, heavy viewers were found to
“significantly overestimate violence and dan-
ger in the world.” Fifty-nine per cent of them
overestimated the possibility of personal viol-
ence being done to them (based on compari-
sons with the actual crime rate), while only 39
per cent of the light viewers made the same
pessimistic miscalculation. Heavy viewers
have a “heightened sense of fear and mis-
trust” as reflected in their answers to ques-
tions about “their own personal safety, about
crime and law enforcement, and about trust
in other people.”

The effects were especially striking in what
Gerbner calls “The Television Generation.”
those people under 30 who have been ex:
posed to television during their entire hfe:
times—who have never known life without it.
Even though this group tends to be better ed-

See VIOLENCE, G4.Col. 1
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ucated than previous generations and
older viewers, Gerbner says, the tremen-
dous predominance of television in their
lives tends to offset other cultural factors
and most dramatically affects their view
of the world around them.

“-In-an article for the April issue of Psy-
- chology Today, Gerbner and Gross take
some of their statistics further in order to
;sketch a rather dismaying portrait of.
American television viewers and what
they see.

. ‘More than half of the characters a
viewer sees on prime time network TV
are “involved in some violence, about one
tenth in killing,” they write. “To control
this mayhem, the forces of law and order
dominate prime time. Among those TV
males with identifiable occupations, about
20 per, cent are engaged jn law enforce-
ment. In the real world, the proportion
runs less than 1 per cent.”

It may not be the criminals who are the
danger on television so much as it is the
crimefighters and the profusion of them. |

"What television is surreptitiously teach-
ing viewers, through its endless cavalcade
of cop and detective shows and in some °
other program forms as well, is to accept
and play the role of victim, Gerbner and
Gross write, “Instead of worrying only
about whether television violence causes
individual displays of aggression in the
real world, we should also be concerned
about the way such symbolic violence in-
fluences our assumptions- about social
reality. Acceptance of violence and passiv-
ity in the face of injustice may be conse.
quences of far greater social concern than
oiccasional displays of individual aggres-
sion.”



'The authors conclude with a reference
to Big Brotherism ‘through television:
' “The exaggerated sense of risk and inse-
curity may lead to increasing demands for
protection, and to increasing pressure for
the use of force by the established author-
ity. Instead of threatening the social or-
der, television may have become our chief
instrument for social control.”

“Social control”? By whom? Gerbner
was asked this week if he'd ever seen the
movie version .of Ray Bradbu-
ry's‘Fahrenheit 451.” He said he was fa-
miliar with the storv. In this conjecture
about the future, each home is equipped
with a - wallsize television screen that
serves as a conditioning and socializing
device. It helps make sure that everyone
{s obedient and everyone is the same. Its
purpose is control through the encourage-
ment of conformity, complacency and
contentment.

Does that sound pretty far-out to Gerb-
ner? “No,” he says, "It's not far-out at all.”

Does he believe government control of
the media is possible? “There are differ-
ing definitions of ‘govérnment,”” he re-
plies. "There are large conporations with a
scope and budget larger than some state
‘governments. There are differing ways to
be governed.”

What television is doing is not new,
Gerbner saye. The cffectiveness with
which it does it, though, i$ unheard of.

“Story-telling has always been a means
of social control. Fairy tales that parents
told children were scary, and scary for
that very purpose—to establish the ac-
cepted codes of behavior ahd. control
them. Pre-industrial religions were all
fear-provoking, designed to show where
the authority in life is and what will hap-
pen if one is disobedient. Fear is a power-
ful means of social control. TV inherited
this historical cultural process of setting
the norms of behavior for society through
story-telling. What is unprecedented is
the scope with which it does it. Television

.
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has become a part of the environment to-
which everyone is exposed. Its stories
have become the most common models
for society. It's like an old-time pre-ind-
ustrial religion coming up in technologi-
cal form ~-preaching, teaching, and telling
stories, from the cradle to the grave.

| "Thns is a totally new cultural phenomo;g
non.”

Most people watch television “non~seiec‘
tively,” says Gerbner. Television is just
“on.” It is just ‘there.* Relatively few
viewers do conscientious program-plan--
ning. In this, as in impact, television dif-
fers radically from literature and the
movies.

Victimization is one of the “lessons that-
television teaches,” and here certain pat-
terns emerge in the Annenberg study. It

.shows that there were two male killers for "
every male killed in network prime time -
but only one female killer for every fem-

ale killed. Women are more commonly

“The Annenberg study
shows that there were two
male Killers for every male

killed in network prime

time but only one female
' killer for every female
killed.” . o




the victim and viewers see more women
than men in the victim role. The most
likely males to be victims were old, mar-
ried, lower class, foreign, and/er non-
white characters.Old, poor, and black
women were depicted only as the killed
and never as the killers, the study found.

This kind of pattern, the report con-
cludes, “demonstrates an invidious (but
socially functional) sense of risk and pow-
er. We do not yet know whether it also
cultivates a corresponding hierarchy of
fear and aggression. But we do have evid-
ence that television viewing cultivates a
general sense of danger and mistrust.”

The study takes into account only what
it identifies as acts of violence in prime- -
time network television. The working def-
inition of a violent act is “the overt ex-
pression of physical force against other or
self, compelling action agzinst one’s will
on pain of being hurt or killed, or actually
hurting or killing.” That definition does
not encompass the raucous insults on
"Welcome Back, Kotter,” the furious and
frequent shouting matches between Ar-
chie and Meathead on “All in the Family”
and between Maude and Walter on
“Maude.” It does not include the screams
and convulsions of gameshow winners
nor the harsh directives of hardsell com-
mercials. .

Nor does the report attempt to consider
the effect of television violence, and its
frequency, on other media. Movies have
become far more viclent since television
became dominant. They are compelling to
try to “out-do” television. Several reck-
lessly violent film genres have appeared
within the last decade alone, including
the dismemberment film (“Texas Chain-
saw Massacre,”'Snuff™), the devil-cuit
thriller (“Beyond the Door,” “Abby”), the
kids-on-therun Kkilling spree (“Aloha
Bobby and Rose,” “Bobby Jo and the Out-
law”) the kung fu bash (“Bloody Fists,”
"The Killing Machine") and the urban-ori-
ented black action film (“Slaughter,
“Black Gestapo”). In popular culture more




fecently, there has been wide discussion

and exploitation of sado-masochism as a

sexual alternative. It would, of cburse, be

unjustified to atiribute such things solely.

to the effects of television, but it would

benaive not to considér the possibility of
some correlation.

The networks say they are cuttlng down _
-on violence. But not by much. In fact, the
‘number of crime shows on the air when

the new season begins in the fall will be
down only four (16 as opposed to 20) from
the season that just ended. Among the
programs announced for fall are “Most
Wanted,” a cop show starring Robert
Stack on ABC, “Delvecchio,” 2 cop show
starrmg Judd H;rsch on CBS, and “Serpi-

' .eo,” a cop show'starring David Birney on

NBC. ABC is moving its ulira-violent
“Starsky and Huteh” from a 10 pm.
Wednesday slot to 9 pan, Saturdays. There
it will be accessxble to many more child-
ren than itis now.

" The format for, cop shows is rigorously

- strict—viplent crimes are cormmitted and,
_more ‘often than not, the perpetrators
meet viclent ends. It has been so since the
earliest days of islevision. The symbols of
avthority are almost unerringly success-
"ful and largely unblemished. The cop is
the dominant authority figure on televi-
sion dand he (sometimes, though rarely,
she) is always victorious. The only new
wrinkle in this ritualis probably a resuit
of the Watergate scandals; now “the feds”
are sometimes referred to in pejorative
terms and occasionally depicied as bun-
glers of clods. The cop authority stands
unchallenged; violence is neat and slickly
packaged.



Such are the programs affecting the
perceptions of viewers. Not all TV shows
are violent, and not all reinfotce this atti-
tude, but on primetime network televi-
sion, violence is fairly inescapable. Tt will

not be much more escapable next season.

Concern over the immediate and more
easily identiffable eifects of television
violence has hardly died. But at the mo-
ment, no congressional hearings are
scheduled on the subject, in spite of Gerb-
ner’s profile and such other recent studies
as one by Lieberman Research, Inc.—fi-
nanced by ABC — which found that “un-
der certain conditions and depending on
the types of violence portrayed, exposure
to televised violencce is capabie of produc-
ing increased inclination towards aggres-
sion in children.”

Most previous studies in this area said
violence could only encourage aggression
in children who already have aggressive
tendencies.

Rep. Lionel Van Deerlin ¢(D-Calil.}, newly
elected chairman of the House Communi-
cations Subcommittee, said this week he
would like to hold hearings on violence
but that time is short. He will try to sched
ule such hearings, which would also cover
the Family Hour, during the summer, per-
haps between conventions, he said, with
an eye toward “possible legislation.”

But Gerbner says he hopes to visit with
Van Deerlin and advocate a deeper Jook at
the effects of violence, deeper than the
kind that has by now become virtually an
annual tradizion. Gerhner wants to work
with the networks, he insists, and not
against them, in better defining the psy-
chotogical effects of heavy television
viewing and repeated exposure 19 tele-
vised violence. “I would like the hearings
to go in a more positive direction than
previously,” he says.

Maybe his findings and the speculations
that grow out of them sound a little like
science fiction. But Gerbner and his asso-
ciates have been studying violence for
neariy a decade. The subject of victimiza-
tion has come up before in other studies
he has done. These, along with many




other studies, are listed in the landmark -
Rand Corporation collection, “Television
and Human Behavioi: The Key Studies,”
edited hy George Comstock and pubhshed '
one year ago.

Some 450 separate studies are. summav,.
rized in the book, and together they help

" paint a composite of the television viewer.

‘The idea that violent television antago-
nizes aggressive tendencies is strongly -
confirmed in more ‘than one of the re- :
ports. -

There are other prevocatwe fmdmgs——: :
among them those in studies of American f
viewing habits by J.P. Robinson in 1869
and 1971. Robinson found that “American
adults spend ahout 28 per cent of all lei-
sure time watching television as a pri-
mary ‘activity’— television -thus getting
the largest single chunk. The study also
found that “more than half of the adult
population did not wateh a single national

television news program in a two-week pe-
riod.” Thus television viewers get the li-
on's share of their ideas ahout the world
around them from entertainment, prime-
time television; Nielsen estimates that 40
per cent of all television viewing by those
over age 5 is done in prime time. ’

There are those who believe that the
era of meneolithic network dominatiion of
television is -near an end and that a

" greater number of program choices will
alter the effects of television viewing in



“In the study, heavy view-
ers were found to ‘signifi-
cently overestimate viol-
ence and danger in the
world.”

- years ahead. It is dlso believed by some
that the proportion of leisure time spent
viewing television will not increase as the
amount of leisure time grows, that a peak
has been reached.

There are others who think differently.
And when vou start combining the dis-
comforting implications of Gerbner’s Viol-
ence Profile—its portrait of the viewer-as-
victim, as passive, fearful, law-and-order
recluse— with such forcasts of technologi-
cal evoltution as those made recently by
media expert and Columbia University
professor Eric Barnouw, the creepiest fan-
tasies of sci-fi writers start sounding all
the more plausible, and 1984 starts looking
all the nearer.

in a copyrighted mterview with U.S.
News and World Report, Barnouw looked
ahead with dismay:

"The viewer..;s becoming more and
more isolated. Tomorrow, he won't have
to go to the polling place any more. He'll
he able to vote by pushing buttons. He
doesn’t have to attend class; he can take
the course from home. In doing this, he
can bhe tested and graded by computer.
The result is that people are getting out of
touch with humanity. Everything is pre-
tended particiaption.

“Lord Acton said, '‘Power tends to ¢or-
rupt: absolute power corrupts absolutely’
Soemebody has adapted that to say, '‘Pow-
eriessness corrupts. and absolute power-
lessness corrupts absotutely.’

“I think it's quite likely that our com-
munities of the future, under the influ-
ence of television and the wired city, will
have a lot of psychological problems—a
malaise that will prove dangerous in the
long run.”

“Malaise” may be putting it mildly.

R S
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By Sander Vanocu.

Bill D. Moyers decided this week
that now s the time to come to the aid
of network documentaries. His deci-

-sion to sign with CBS News to anchor
“CES Reports,” after turning down at.-
tractive offers from ABC and NBC,
suggests that both he and his new em-
ployer think there is still some life in
the television documentary.

The evidence, if you look at the rat.

ings, is against them: the fact of the
matter is television documentaries,
with few execeptions, do poorly. .

- Perbaps Moyers and “CBS Reports”

. can change that ratings situation. But,

to do so, they are’ gomg 10 have to i,
break out of the standard documen-

tary mold, whxch to he blunt is pretty
boring. ‘

Telev131on

Telev:smn documentanes tend to‘
deal in facts and issues. There's ample

evidence around these days to-support

the contention that viewers are not-

very turned-on by facts (which most of

them don't believe}, or by issues (which
‘most either cannot or wnl! not try to-

understand).

i
\

W:';;Lw m ﬁm ]

By :hew insistence on even- handed
ness in the treatment of subject mat-
ter, most decumentaries tend to take’
the drama out of life, which; as mast of
usKnow, is not even-handed. L

CRS finishied the reguiar: seascm asan

- ratinigs leader because of the huge au-
© diences drawn to “Helter Skelter,” the '

dramatic re-enactment of the Manson. -
Family murders. The two-part drama-
tization was far more. gripping than: :
any documentary that might have -
dealt with the'same subject and per-

‘haps. more factual becauce it dealt
© with motive, .

Like the evening news or, for that '

P A I R ey
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matter, news papers. and news maga-.

zines, documentaries shy away from

' dealmg with motive or meaning. That '

is left to the novelists, the playwr:ghts.
the screenwriters. And that is why

novels, plays movies—especially when ’

adapted for television—have this ca-

pacity to move us in a way documenta— '

riesseldom do. .
‘Documentaries. are put before us

. with the same intent as Sgt. Friday, :

saying, “Just give me the facts, man."”

But what are the facts? They areanin-

dividual's way of ordering what he or

she perceives to be the reahty of a -

glven snuatlon

- Most :people who present us with a
. documentary  honestly believe they
. are presenting an ordered view of real-

ity. But the seriptures of fairness and

~objectivity  usually incline them' to-

ward giving .us nothing more than 2
{ dlsordered view of disorder. e
That may be one reason why view-

ers are favoring dramatic interpreta-

.tions: of events over documentaries.

Given how little any of us journalists
really knowsahout the events we are
repo’_rting. who is to stay which version

- the dramatical or the so-called fac-

‘tual-—is the-more truthful?
Moyers and hlS colleagues at "CBS-

3 the: program was "See It Now."" g

‘Reports have a‘great opportumty to

rescué’ the televmon documentary 4
from its present doldrums. That wﬂ!
involve admitting that fact is often fic: "
tion, and fiction can often be fact. And-

- to do so wxll take a certain amount of -

courage, a willingness to depart from-
“if, on the .other hand” journahsm.
They will be criticized by those whe -

© will charge them with departing from

the conventional journalistic norm of-

-not taking a ‘position: ‘But there arg.

precedénts—person . and. progfam—-
from which they can take heart. The .
person’s name was Edward R. Murrow;
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Pornooraphy, Violence, Greed:

American Society Seen ered in Swamps of Filth

('&hls is the third of an

t-part series on America’s

Is, this one focusing on
they edia.)

By CHARLOTTE SAIKOWSKI

The Christian Science Monitor
Service Copyright 1976
The Chrlman Science Publishing Society

At the University of Penn- |

sylvania recently some 200
communications students piled
into an auditorium to watlch

JY S

J show on the desensitization

di America.

" The presentation, put on by

te J. Waiter Trompson ad-
]‘Vertismg firm with the help
‘lof slides, film clips, and a
running commentary, was a
shocking and mind-numbing
capsule of media history.

The communications media
have gradually escalated the
level of sex titillation, bizarre
violence, and greedy commer-
{ cialism -until they now reek
of hucksterism and human
degradation. Americans, it
seems, live in a world of
erotic - soap operas, disaster
films, pornographic maga-
zines, sexually explicit novels,
mind-pounding rock music,
midnight shows, and dirty
humor.

Even the national maga-

_ PERMISSI ENESS

zines and newspapers today
permit barracks language not
allowed 20 years ago.

The J. Walter Thompson
Company, the largest ad-
vertising firm in the world,
put together its presentation
in order to convince prospec-
tive clients as well as media
students and industry ex-
ecutives that the time has
come to reach for a social
goal higher than mere profit.

‘“‘Sensation has been piled

an sensation to capture a jad-
ad public,” Arnold Grisman,
éxecutive vice-president of the
firm, told the students.
“Today s violence is tomor-
qows ho-hum. In area after
grea we are losing our
¢apacity for feeling and we
are badly in need of a reap-
raisal. It is time to cool it,
7@ resensitize ourselves.”
! The extent -of the impact
¢ bhooks, films, and other
communications media on the

nation’s morals is a matter
of controversy — “‘the parents
leave 'a vacuum and then
blams TV,” says one expert.
But whether the media
influence or simply reinforce
people’s moral attitudes and
behavior, they are coming un-
der increased attack.

“One could watch television
all week and never learn that
the strongest associafions in
our country are rehgmus,
says Dr. Neuhaus.

Can’t Fight It

“Communities cannot ef-
fectively fight pornography
because the Supreme Court
has decided that artistic ex-
pression is free speech, and
all the porno writers need do
is write in a little social
issue.” laments ethicist Paul
Ramsey of Princeton

University.

“Given today’s libel laws
and obscenity statutes, how
can a community set stan-
dards? And the ratings on mo-
vies are an invitation to
corne!”’

While communication takes
place through a variety of me-
dia, including books, press,
and films, television invites
the.most comment because it
has had by far the largest
impact. It is the medium
which, given only a few net-
works, affords the smallest
choice and is the most
engrossing.

Arthur Berger points out in
his’ book ‘“The TV-Guided
American’” that by the time
an average child reaches 18
years- of age he has seen
Continued on Page 22—Column §
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Po-rnography, Violence, Greed:
America Seen Mired

In Swamps of Filth

Contzungd from Page

about 22,000 hours of TV pro-
gramming and 600,000 com-
mercials tfotaling some three
years of his life.

Commenting on the power
of the electronic media, Neil
Postman, a professor of com-

munications at New York
University and author of ‘“The
Soft Revolution,” notes that
they have tended to under-
mine the nation’s
“hierarchical structures” be-
cause the people at the bottom
now have equal access to in-
formation and therefore can
. challenge their institutions —
schools, churches, business,
government.
Took Over Classrooms

Because of the diffusion and
“democratization” of informa-
tion, he points out, college stu-
dents in the 1960s took over
classrooms, parish priests
began instructing the Pope in
the ways. of God -and man,
the Jast two presidents of the
United States were forced to
step down, and the authority
of the CIA, FBI, and other
groups h1as been questioned.

“Television has destroyed
the resnonsibility of institu-
tions,” he says.

“It goes into competiton
with the school for the atten-
tion and respect of the stu-
dents. It also helps erode the
integrity of the family be-
cause it presents different op-
tions for children” — portray-
ing, for example, youngsters
who use guns or take drugs.

“Even not wanting to excel
has to do with the electronic
media,” he adds. “In the past
a person became well-known
or admired because of his
quality as an individual. To-
day it is by fact of his being
in the media, on the ‘Mike
Douglas Show.’



Undermines Work Ethic

“That undermines the work
ethic — for it says in effect
that it does not make any
difference what you do. If is
also an implicit rejection of
language and -does little to
promote respect for intellec-
tual work.”

This is not to indict the
whole of commercial
television. No one denies that
the three major networks pro-
-vide some wholesome fare,
from sheer entertainment {o

_-news. -and-public-affairs - pro-
grams. _ &

Television as a whole is
seen to have produced con-
siderable social benefit — giv-
ing whites in the South a bet-
ter image of blacks, for
instance, and Christians a bet-
ter-image of Jews.

But the worst programs -
the soap operas, game snows,
sex-and-adventure stories —
fall precisely in those hcurs
when they can reach the
largest audiences. And many
critics now ask: is that a
‘“public service’’? o

Industry Defensive

To “the charge that it is
a purveyor of immorality, the
commercial-television indus-

\Ey is defensive. Princely




sums are spent proving that
TV viewing has not led to
increased drug taking and
that delinquency and violence
are born in the home and
not on the tube.

“Television only reinforces
young people’s ideas,” says
Paul Klein, who recently
returned to NBC as vice-
president for network market-
ing and programming.

‘“The. media are followers
not leaders, and the sex and
violence will get even worse
‘because the population is get-’
ting more immoral.”

Klein, who NBC hopes will
be able to pull the network
out of its current doldrums,
does not deny that the com-
mercial networks have a
responsibility but he makes
two points.

One, the networks are in
business to make a profit and,
two, through the Nielsen rcé-
ings they are able to gauge
whal audiences wani and (hey
ere giving them what they
want — brutal police ad-
ventures, sereaming game
shows, and inaiie scap operas,
the latest of which, “Mary
Hartmann,” has lured some
audiences away from the
news. ‘

Getting Touchy

There is evidence, however,
that corporate business and
advertising agencies ave get-
ting touchy about their image.
Some clients, such as Kraft
Foods, are moving away from
sponsoring  sex-filled  pro-
grams,

Significantly, however, the
students of the University of
P e n nsylvania’s Annenberg
School  of Comnu-ffons
who watched the ™. Walter
Thompson presentation were
skeptical. '



Immediately afterward they
challenged the ‘motives of the
advertising firm in putting on
such a display wien in frct
it was in the very business
of huckstering and had helped
America fo begin with,

Nicholas Johmson, a former
member of the Federal Com-
munications Commission and
now director of the public-
interest group National
Citizens Committee for Broad-
casting (NCCR), says that the
trouble  with  commercial
television is its “commercial
quality.” -y
__{ha. - game- . show, - for
instance, he sees as the “ul-
timate example of the
psychological craving for mo-
ney.”

Commercial TV, he adds,
refuses to discuss social issues
in a way that might challenge
the corporate existence or the
capitalist system. it in-
essence preaches the value of
conspicuous consunption ins-
tead of the values of educa-
tion, self-improvement, de-
velopment of the mind,
religion, caring for othe:s, or,
say the values of parks and
museums.

“This theology teaches that
worth is found not inside the
meind of the individual but in
things —- his ecar, clothes,
homes, beer, and what hair
spray he uses — and that
success is measured by in-
come,” Johnson stresses.

Challenge Argument

Many professionals, in and
cutside the industry, vehe-
mently challenge the argu-
ment that American audiences
do not want more wholesome
programs and that commer-
cial networks would go out
of business if they exercised
more social responsibility.



Larry Grossman, president
Of Public Broadcasting Ser-
vice (PBS), points to cases
where quality and standards
do pay off, reaching huge au-
d_iences and earning substan-
tial profits. “The Incredible
Machine,” for instance, a pro-
gram produced by the Na-
tional Geographic Society, was
turned down by CBS but got
an immense audience on PRS.

“Sesame Street,” rejected
by commercial networks, has
become the most popular chil-
dren’s.program on PBS. CBS’s
60 Minutes,” shown in prime
time, gets higher ratings than
the other two network pro-
grams.

PBS. which is funded by
the public, foundations, and
the federal government, gra-
dually is reaching a wider au-
dience. It now captures only
about 3 percent of the viewers
in areas where it has an out-
let, but the attainable goal,
industry people believe, is
about 10 percent.

Labeled Disappointment

PBS has its detractors.
Robert Shayon, who teaches
communications at the An-
nenberg School and comes out
of the broadcasting industry,
calls it “a disappointment.”

“It has become a cultural
alternative for the middle
class instead of an education-
al vehicle,” he comments.
“Real problems ought to be
aired so we can have an in-
- formed, not just an educated
prblic ‘

To this, Grossman resnonds
that the public network has
a broader responsibility to



portray knowledge and arts
in a democracy, and he de-
fends the network’s program-
ming. But he concedes that
private corporations, which
will underwrite such socially -
unprovocative programs as
“Masterpiece Theater’” and
“Great Performances,” do not
tend to fund controversial pro-
grams which could make ene-
mies for them.

The need for more ““ro-
grams that explain to Ameri-
cans what is happening in
their own society and in the
world is self-evident. As
Leonard Sussman, executive
director of Freedom House,
urgently puts it.

Society In Danger

“Television leaders must
realize that free society is in
danger. The times call for
something more than profit
and loss.”

Sussman suggests that the
commercial networks agree to
devote a certain percentage
of their time to public-affairs
programs as a service, even
if this costs them money. The
networks are ‘‘very pro-
fitable,” he observes.

Industry leaders view such
an approach as unrealistic,
however, as long as profit do-
minates private enterprise.
Recognizing this, Johnson is
now devoting his energies
along two reform fronts.

One is to stimulate greater
diversity ‘through alternative
institutions, such as public
broadcasting, cable TV, com-
munity - supported stations,
and community video centers,
which in effect decentralize
the TV industry and give
viewers more choice.

It is no surprise that the
commercial networks are
resisting this.

Secondly, Johnson would
move through legislative and
legal channels to place more
public controls on the com-
mereial networks. One project
of the NCCB would be to re-
ouire every TV station to
devote no less than dne hour
a week of prime time to local-
ly organized public-affairs
programming.

To File Provosal

The NCCB also will soon
file a proposal with the FCC
for a rule requiring stations
to run several minutes of
public-service ads a day —
and ads_drawn.-not only fremr
mblic - advertising- eouncils--
that are made up of ad-
vertisers on commercial pro-
grams but also from com-
munity organizations.




Another means of control
is for local organizations to
challenge station license
renewals. As a pilot project,
the NCCB is preparing a study
of Ohio and Michigan
television stations, whose li-
censes will be coming up for
renewsl, as an aid -to local
~rouds that may want data
to improve broadcasting or to
fight the renewals by the
FCC.

“The trend is with us,” says .
Johnson. “Years ago a hun- -
dred organizations would
never have joined our project.
Women’s organizations and
churches, too, are into media
reform.

“There is an escalating
level of consciousness that the
media are important
influences in our lives — such
as on the kind of politics we
get. When the media become
more open and responsive,
there will be more hope for
those concerned about wo-
men’s rights, religion, and
everything else.”

Some social scientists have
a visionary view of television
and its possibilities. The Cen-
ter for Policy Research, for
example, has explored the use
of television, radio, -and
telephone communication for
engaging huge numbers of
people in ‘‘electronic” town
hall meetings. Test projects
have proved successful.

The center has also experi-
mented with the use of cable
TV for a program on mar-
riage ‘“learning experiences”
designed to enlist married
couples’ participation — in
analyzing how they make
budget and household
decisions, for instance.

Taking the long, historical
view, Dr. Postman suggests
that any innovation in com-
munication -  information
systems produces upheavals
in the social order, just as
the vprinting press did cen- -
turies ago, and that a little
perspective might be in order,
too.

“Any new medium has
Faustian results, both sgood
and bad,” he comments. ‘“The
electronic media are beinv
misused, but there is no con-
spiracy here. The -uses of
television today will seem {ri-
vial and idiotic: 50 years from
now.”

Meanwhile, say social scien-
tists, television by itself can-
not reinforce moral standards
and values if these are not
first implanted in the home.
The onus is on the family. -

NEXT: [Ethics in the

scheols. ‘
- Y .4
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‘Socrates

on television

By MELVIN MADDOCKS

Christian Science Monitor Service

Socrates had a metaphor for life. Imagine, he said,
prisoners chained within a cave from childhood. seeing
nothing but the shadows thrown on the wall of the cave
by the light of a fire as people walk by outside.

Wouldn’t these viewers of shadows consider what
they saw “‘reality”? And if you freed them and showed
them ‘‘reality,”” wouldn't they consider that the
shadows?

THIS SOCRATIC QUESTION must fascinate ys al-
most 2,500 years later when we consider the flickering
shadows on the wall of our cave: television.

What resemblance do the images that appear on the
picture tube bear to reality? And — since we are not
quite chained — what effect do these images have oh.
the way we perceive reality when we emerge, now and'g
then, from the cave?

So far these questions have been raised only at a-
rudimentary level — after-the-crisis, so to speak wm n
a teen-ager holds up a liquor store, we ask: Did he g et
the idea from watching “Kojak,' or ‘“‘Joe Forreste: ’

r “S.W.A.T.?"” Does seeing violence resylt in dozng
vmlence" f

This simple, old-fashioned question of cause-'ahél,ep
fect has produced from psychologists, sociologists.! and
congressional investigators alike a record crop og ‘yes-
and-no answers. ,I k;

Nobody, it seems. can say for sure, and- onee the

statistics have been shuffled here and there: nm] a

chairperson has muttered, *“Well, all this ba.r,lg bang-

you're-dead can't do a 5-year-old any good,"” that tends
_[he]that for the theory of life- coples -art. . : —




‘BUT NOW SOCRATES’ QUESTION is beginning to
be applied more subtly. In Psychology Today a team
from the Annenberg School of Communications "at the
\University of Pennsylvania suggests that the watchars
of TV shadows do indeed tend to actept them as real-

ty.

And for George Gerbner and Larry Gross the ques-
ion becomes not, if you see violence. do ‘you do vio-
ence? But, if you see violence, do:you find that vio-
ence credible? Does one's fiction beceine one’s sense

‘of fact? T

As usual in these researches, the: Gerbner Gross evi-
dence does not seem very hard. D:smferxng that near.
ly half the 12-year-olds in their survey watch at least
six hours of television a day and about one-third of
their ‘adults watch at least four hours, they compare
the responses of “‘heavy’ and “light'* " Viewers to ques-
tions like: “*Can most people be trusted?”’

They conclude that the “heavy' viewers - by as
much as 25 per cent — are more suspicious. more
fearful. Why? Well, more than one-half the characters
portrayed by television dramas are involved ip: vio-

“lence, and presumably it fol!ours ‘that” the “‘heddy"
viewers are more ready to see in life the head-bashers
they see 50 often on the screen.

THIS MAY BE ABOUT as far as statistical gnalysts
with their viewer-percentages-and-index-of-violence ap-
proach can go. But even if the television moguls were
able to say, ‘‘We are not violent’ {more or less as a
President can say, "“I am neot a crook’), shouldn’ t we
be asking for more? .

What would Socrates say if he saw us confronted
with our television sets and heard us plead, in effect,
.“Don’t make our children criminals, and don’t make us
afraid they will be — that's enough?” One imagines his
quiet sarcasm:

“You are a people whd worry inordinately ahoyt the
food you put in your stomach. What are its ingredi-
ents? How goes its vitamin count? What fertilizers ate
used to grow it?

“Yet when you comé to the images <= the food you'
put in your minds — all you ask is that they not be
poisonous. Aren't you going to ask that vour imagina-
tion and your feelings be fed by more than their own
kind of junk-food diets ... 7"

BUT NOBODY SHOULD presume to speak for So-
crates. He was one of the pre-TV generation, with no
shadows of giveaway shows and ear chases permanent-
ly fixed on the walls of the cave called his head. And
that, we are beginning to realize, is certainly one of the
factors that made Socrates, Socrates, and us, us.
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No more making

like ‘Superman’
Children like
Christopher Lane, 5,
may not be jumping
off chairs anymore in
imitation of
‘Superman,’ because

a group of mothers is
turning off that and

other programs such
as ‘Batman’ and
‘Popeye,” which they
consider violent.
Pgge 3.

Holography and art

“It’s in its infancy, ” sayvs Peter
Nichoison of kolography, a laser
technique for making 3-D, in-depth
pictures. The directorof the Cooper-
Hewitt Museum of Design’s
program at Brookhaven says,
“Holography can be for our time
what perspective was for the
Renaissance,” but ke also says that
it’s in danger of disuppearing.

Page 17,

The Quict Stome

Mick Jagger of the Rolling Stones is |
an accomplished doodler. He

proved it during an interview with
Newsday's Wavne Robins. But he
didn't seem too interested in
answering any serious questions,
Robins savs. And the Stones’ new
album, Robins adds, is also a little
disappointing. Page 19,

Travel
Feature, Penny-Wise Traveler,

Travel Line, Pages 33-52.
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TV Switches, Radio, Mouvies,
Pages 6 and 13.

Hobbies and Adviee
Chess, Bridge, Photo,

Coins, Stamps, Pages 25-27.
Landers, Dixon, Lamb, Page 29.
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Jave Spinner and son Brian, 4, who can_no longer watch ‘Batman‘ on TV.

By Susan Soper
- Brian Spinner has been known to pin a towel
" to his shoulders and tear through the house jump-
ing off beds and tables. Like other 4-vear-olds at

plav, he sometimes becomes lost in fantasv. With.

the “cape” whipping behind him as he flings his
small bodv from available perches, he is not Brian
Spinner. He is Batman.

Imitation is a form of child’s plav. For pre-
school children, at a most impressionable age, it

:

seems onlv natural that thev copv what thev see

on television. It is estimated that children watch
.20 to 25 hours of television a week., One expert
reported that bv the time a child graduates from
high school, he will have spent 15,000 hours in
front of the set, compared with 11.000 hours spent
in classrooms. Exhaustive studies have shown—
but not.changed— the almost. obvious fact that

" what is seen sinks in. And what sinks in some-
times comes out as behavior.

Jave Spinner would ratheér not have Batman

in Brian’s repertoire of behavior. But instead of

“scolding her 'son, she has turned “Batman’ off the
TV set. “I definitelv-found a  more aggressive

‘hadn’t been. there before,” Mrs. Spinner said.
*“That and “eertain |other| programs made him
more violent, fighting and punching .

serv schaol.”

It is just that kmd ot mnnke\ -see, monkev-do
behavior that has led Mrs. Spinner and eight oth-
‘er mothers from the Hicksville Cooperative Nus-
serv School inte an admittedlv unscientific ex-
periment, limiting how-much and what their-chil-
dren watch on telev:alon In- regulari« scheduled

I-found-
he was being more ph\snm! wath chlldren in nur-

_attitude .in 'my ‘son from watching ‘Batman’ that

p

‘universities,

" what's
Oyl lin “Popeve” cartoons{. tving her legs up in
“knots! You're just not aware of how much vio-

Newstlav. Photo by Jim Peppler

sessions - between the mothers and Adrea Selig-

solin, the school’s director. thev discuss how or if

. the restrictions affect the children’s behavior.

" Television violence is not a new topic of con-

cern: It has been studied by congressional com-
mittees, the U.S. surgeon general's staff, psivchol-

ogv and communications departments at leading:
j profession; consumer:
- groups. lobbv groups and even the broadcasting

the medical

industrv. The consensus has been that TV vio-
lence does have an adverse effect, tesulting in

varving levels of antisocial behavior.

But progress toward peace on the screen is
slow, stvmied bv the industrv’s and advertisers’

“economics of supplv and demand based on the’
high Nielsen ratings that crime shows almost in-

variably draw. And the erudite reports appearing
in behavior journals or government publications
often escape the attention of those who would—or
should-—be most concerned: parents.

“As adults, when vou sit and watch this.,”
Mts. Spinner said at a recent group discussion at
the school. *vou don’t realize how manv

until we started these discussions and I was reallv
shocked. Then if vou also keep in mind that kids
don't know the difference between what's real and
niit real . What thev do to poor Clive

lence there reallv-is and some of the cartoons. are

: the worst.’ .
Dunng the schnnl vear, Mrs. behgqnhn con- .

ducts'discussion groups on a varietv of topics with
. all -the mothers, When (his particular session

started in March. she casuallv asked one muther-_

Bt

- the child’s” aggressive behavior at school:

- wav

“that their children watched, thev tuned in,

acts’
-could be considered violent. I wasn't aware of it

to limit TV viclence at home, ‘hoping to improve
“The
«child’s attitude toward other children was to at-
tack rather than communicate verballv. or anv
other way,” Mrs. Seligsohn said. “Apparently,
this child was- épending so much time watching
violent programs, he didn't' know anv other
.. Then the whole group [of mothers| got
into the guestion of TV limitations--what kind of
limits the parents put on viewing and what,

. fact, thelr chlldren were .abc;orbln;,I from partlcular

programs.’

At that point, most of the motherq estimated’

that their children watched television ahout an
hour a dav. And since much of the content was
animated cartoons, considered then to be harm-
less, thev assumed that too much violence was
not veallv an issue. The womeh came up with. a
working definition of Viclence: anv behavior that
is threatening. mentallv or physicallv.

As the mothers listed the times and programs
HANR
and old assumptions began to fade awav. After
two weeks of documenting viewing patterns, thev
were surprised to discover nverexposure on hoth
counts: Childten were watching two to three hours
a dav: programs that the parents had. previously
thought were innocuous. like “Batman™ and even
“Popeve.” were riddled with what the\ had come
to see as violent acts.

‘With new insights- gleaned from group discus-
sion and what for some was concentrated expo-
sure 1o children’s programing. thev saw an over-

_kill of punching. kicking, fighting, raised cleniched

‘hqts hair polling and superhuman stunts that
. wContznuedon Page.??
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—Continued from Page 3

could be dangerous if accepted as realitv and at-
tempted in imitation.

. The mothers compared their findings and went
home determined, as one said, to stick to their
guns on restricting violent programs, including a
total ban on Ch. 11, which thev called ‘‘violence
prone.”

At a recent follow-up meeting, the mothers
agreed that thev had encountered surprisinglv lit-
tle resistance to their restrictions—in part, thev
said. because spring weather offers children con-
structive diversions and activities awav from tele-

vision. And while the children had not exactlyv

become little angels, behavior seemed to be bet-
ter.

Jane Lane. mother of 5-vear-old Christopher.
said: “I reallv didn’t have anv problem. Instead of
saving ‘You’re not watching ‘Batman,’” [ said,
‘Please don't watch it. I don’t like those shows.
Thev're too rough and vou get too wound up.’ No
questions asked. He was outside a lot and it's
working. I was amazed. It’s reallv terrific . .. He
came in one dav and said ‘Hev, Mom, some kids
are fighting out there and I don’t think thev
should be.” In the past he might have staved out

11—‘Batman.” “Popeve.” ‘“‘Magilla Gorilla” and
“Superman”’—indefinitely. Even the Cookie Mon-
ster on the much acclaimed, prizewinning “Sesa-
me Street” (Ch. 13) got mixed reviews. Thev said
it encouraged rather than corrected bad eating
habits bv making grabbing and gobbling food look
like so much fun. But that show, along with
“Mister Rogers” (Ch. 13) and ‘“Captain Kanga-
roo” (Ch. 2), met with general approval.

Jean Moran, speaking for Ch. 11, said: “Well.
have thev seen ‘The Magic Garden’ or ‘Jovous
Fun School’? We also have ‘I Dream of Jeannie’
for the children and ‘Familv Affair.” ‘Big Blue
Marble,” ‘Call It Macaroni’ . . . How do vou de-
fine violence? You can’t stop children from read-
ing the newspapers. You can't tear up their books
and there’s plentv of violence in the classics.”

A leading academic expert on American televi-
sion, George Gerbner, savs there’s a tremendous
difference between television and the other media.
“The problem with television is that most people
use it unselectivelv.” savs Gerbner, dean of the
Annenberg School of Communications at the Uni-
versitv of Pennsvlvania. *‘Most people turn it on
when thev have something to watch and then
thev leave it there. All other media—newspapers.
books, films—are based on the idea of selection.
You have to exercise choice and judgment.”

To those who would sav that television is no
more violent than real life, Gerbner savs: “Vio-
lence on television is not a replication of real-life
violence at all . . . What it reflects is how a con-
flict can be resolved in a quick and dramatic wav
and in a wav that maintains a social hierarchv.”
That is whv, he adds. it is necessarv to be as
selective with television as with other media.
“With television it’s just on. The important edu-
cational principle is that there is a choice and
thought and judgment that goes into that selec-
tion.”

In a recent article in Psvchologvy Todav,
Gerbner and Larrv Gross, an associate professor
at the Annenberg School. wrote that violence on

“There is no substitute for what people in a
community can do.,” Gerbner said regarding the
mothers in Hicksville. “When a group of neigh-
bors and community people do it, there’s a rein-
forcing effect . . . The onlv problem in a general
sense is that this is strictlv middle- and upper-
middle-class. The parents control it. In lower-
class families, the children are in control of the
dials. The friction is just too great. You can't be
constantlyv quarreling with vour children, so allow-
ing them to watch is. in a sense. the price of
peace . . . And in cities, it’s harder because vou
can't alwavs go out in the streets. A lot of lower-
class people feel it .|TV] is the best of verv few
alternatives.”

On a national level, there are committees and
groups dedicated to pushing for better alterna-
tives on television. In Los Angeles, the National
Association for Better Broadcasting, joined bv
citizens’ groups. succeeded in persuading station
KTTV to drop “Batman.” “Superman.” “Aqua-
man” and 39 “excessively violent” animated car-
toon series from its programing for at least three
vears.

One citizens group, Action for Children’s Tele-
vision. or ACT, based in Boston, is working for
better qualitv programing, less commercialism
(tallied now at 10 minutes of advertising per houe
during children’s viewing ho=rs) and educating
parents on the effects of television on voung
minds.

“Everv parent knows most about his or her
own child,” ACT president, Peggyv Charren, said.
“The limiting of a program is most apprepriate
regardless of whether the program is good or bad
for the general population . . . I think the fact
that parents are becoming aware is what’s impor-
tant here . . . It is up to the parents to watch
and limit the programs appropriate for their par-
ticular child. If vou decide that one of them is

just too much for the child. vou handle it intelli-

gentlv. the wav vou teach a child not ta rrace the



there, and, while I'm not saving he would cheer.

them on. he would at least root for his friend.”

Christopher’s friends at nurserv school who are
part of the experiment have also exhibited less
aggression. Arlene Artale, whose 3-vear-old son.
Joseph, once insisted on pouring ketchup on an
Evel Knievel tov to show “the blood and guts,”
has. she said, “been a lot better as far as hitting
other children.” And Marv Ann Forgie said Dan-

nv. 5. “doesn’t jump around as much off the
chairs. That kind of thing isn't going on as
much.”

The mothers plan to continue the ban of Ch.

Brian Spinner watches ‘Sesame Street,’
which got the mothers’ general approval.

_‘Batman’:

television has “‘mueh more far-reaching” effects
than stimulating viewers to aggressive acts. “We
have found.” thev wrote, ‘“‘that people who watch
a lot of TV see the real world as more dangerous
and frightening than those who watch verv little.
Heavv viewers are less trustful of their fellow citi-
zens and more fearful of the real world.”

Parents should begin television selection,
Gerbner said last week, when their children are
““in the crib. The children todav absorb a tremen-
dous amount of television before thev can even
speak . . .'It’s not that thev should be forbidden,
but their fare should be considered . .

street.”

Brian Spinner has learned that he is not to
watch certain programs and he has given up trv-
ing to sneak in “Batman.” Mrs. Seligsohn said.
“In school, his plav has been much more con-
structive.”

At home, his mother said, he still plavs “Bat-
man”—pow, pow—but on the cat and dog instead
of on his peers. “At least he plavs it alone.” Mrs.
Spinner said, “‘and his behavior and attitude have
improved . Still, though, one of his favorite
lines is. I’vegot\ou Joker.”’ /Il

Christopher Lane, 5, whose mother found ‘no problem'in denving him

I said, “Please don't watch it. Idon’t like those shows.

ey
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NeWSda:y / 550 Stewart Avenue, Garden City, Long Island, New York 11530

Dr. Gerbner =--

Obviously this is a serious development which probably
and rightfully deserves more than newspaper stories.

It was extremely interesting talking to you several wesks

ago and I appreciate your help very much,

éccsméqu/;)



D11

TORONTO (CP) — Heavy
television viewers tend io
have a grossly distorted fear
for their physical safety, the
Ontario royal commission on
violence in the commmunica-
tions mdustry was told yester-
day.

Dr. George Gerbner, dean
-of TRE Annenberg school of
communication at the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvama told
the commlssmn that people

who watch iour or more hours
of violent television drama
daily begin to think that the
drama’ is an accurate depic-
tion of their environment.

Dr. Gerbner, who monitors
and evaluates the effects of

television violence, said the

resuit of such fear is that the

viewers demand greater se-.

curlty and mcreased pohce
protection.
Viewers become convmced

fear of wde | ce

that their local police need the
type of equipment shown on

television to control 4. crime”

rate whlch exists oniy onitele-
vision, he said.
. Dr. Gerbner said the.heavy

television- viewer believes he
‘faces a 50-30 risk of being a-

tacked when:he leaves hig

. home. A more realistic person

assesses the risk g4 onein 100
while the real. odds are ahout
one 111 10 060. A



ates the effects: of television vnolence

ife, inquiry told

*“'{he commission; ig that the apprehen-
* sions could become self Sfulfilling pro-
phecies; with ‘violent people taking ad-

Paople' who watch four hou.'cs “or
more - of vmlence—laden telewswn
drama daﬂy tend to: have a grossly','-f
distorfed coricern’ and -fear ‘for their
physical “safety,” the Ontario- Royal .
Commission. on. Violence: in- the' Com- -
zé:aumcatmns Industry was told yestera :

and fear. -

- One:of the questmns asked by Dr.
CGerbner and his researchers is what
do. people think the odds are of being

' phys:cally attacked when they venture
out of their homes.. - -

The heavy TV. v1ewer he said, re-
plies that he faces a 50-50 risk of being
attacked. More realistic people assess
‘their ‘chances .as one in 100, when in

. fact the real odds are “about one in
: 10 000.

J&n mterestmg mustratmn of the difs

, U group at: monifors and evalu- ..
¢ said people who watch’a lot of TV be-. |

. gin to take the violent fantasies: that -~ son fo bs learned from.Dr. Gerbner’
. flicker before: them as an accurate: de- . research is that “it would be ehe
plctlon of thelr enwronment. ey ;

vantage of an atmnsphere of anxiety

distorted fear for safety

ference in the nature of news in news-
papers and news on television, Dr.
Gerbner said, is that people who read
rather than watch their news tend tv
be less fearful for their safety, even if
they also watch a lot of TV.

Dr. Gerbner, dean of the Anneriberg
School of Communication at the Uni-
versity of Pennsylvania, said TV pro- -
ducers rely heavily on violent pro-
gramming hecause it is inexpensive to
produce in comparison with other pro-
grams, being formuhstm and predieta-
ble, -

- fwonic positien
Page 5
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Full Title
Children Called Slaves to TV --America's New Religion


By PAUL DALBY
= Star staff writer

.Television is North
America’s new religion and
‘children are its slavish con-
verts, a U. S. specialist on
cominunications said in
Toronto yesterday.

George Gerhner, dean of
the ANMENBers - School of
Communications @&t the
University of Pennsylvania,
said-no one can advise par-

ents’ what to watch on TV’

any more because their chil-
dren-control the TV sets.

~He told Ontario’s Royal
Comnussmn on Violence in
the“€ommunications Indus-
‘try that today’s children are
watching up to eight hours

- of televison every day.

NO ARGUMENT

. Gerbner and three univer-
sity--colleagues have been
surveying the. three major
U. S. networks for the past
nine-years and their reports
have ruffled quite a few
feathers.

-. Gerbner told the royal
commission, headed by
Judy LaMarsh, that the net-
~works’ old argument “If
you don’t like it, switch
-off,”’ just doesn’t hold water
any. more.

“That’s like telling some-
‘one who doesn’t like pollu-
tion 'to hold his nose. Tele-
vision is the only medium
that dominates us from the
cradle to the grave,” he
said.

Miss LaMarsh told Gerb-
ner that this was why the
Ontario government had
called the royal commis-
sion,

“Most of the Ontario
population gets its culture
from: the States,” she said.
“Ontario doesn’t know
what’s going on in Ontario
hospitals, schools, courts
and governments. Only
what’s happening in San
Franeisco and New York.”

'MISLEADING IDEA

Gerbner went on fo say
that the “family hour”
viewing idea now being
used by U, S. networks is
misleading, “The violent
programs have just been
redistributed into other
viewing times. There’s as
much violence on TV as
ever.” :

He said that people wha
watch four hours or xore of
violence - riddled television
shows per. day tend to ac-
quire a grossly distorted
fear for heir own safety.

These viewers begin to
take the violence on TV as
an accurate depiction of

See CHILDREN, page A3




Continued from page 1

their environment. They
keep their doors locked and
demand greater protection
from the police, despite the

n't chaged in their com-
munity, he said.

In an interview yester-
day; Gerbner told The Star:
“Violent programs are very
cheap to produce for the
U.S. networks’ assembly
line produection.

“Better programming |
costs more money and the
networks are interested in
only one thing, to deliver
the biggest audience to
their advertisers.”

Gerbner said Canadians
should consider themselves
lucky to have a network like
the CBC, which does offer
selective viewing.

And he urged both the
CBC brass and the Cana-
dian government not to fall
into the trap of fighting
CTV and the U.S. networks
for big audiences.

“So what if the CBC does

W AT AT R

fact that the crime rate has- !

Childrenpslaves |
to TV screens
commuission told

not always pull in big audi-
ences? At least they offer
variety in programming,
which is a lot more than we .
get in the States,” Gerbner
said.

Things aren’t likely to im-.
prove in the forseeable fu-
ture for either U.S. or Cana--
dian audiences watching the’
three American networks,
he said.

“The networks have only
| responded with changes like
the family hour when the

heat was in.” Gerbner re-
ported.
Government inquiries

such as the LaMarsh com-
mission and the U.S. House
of Representatives ¢ om-
munications subcommittee -
help to put some heat on the '
TV industry, he said.

“Butf I doubt if they can
force wholesale changes on'
their own.”

Gerbner thinks the an-
swer may lie in the U.S. .

| government’s giving funds.

ty the TV networks specifi-
cally for quality programs
such as current affairs, -
drama. the arts and docu-
mentaries.

“The money could he'

i raised by a $5-a-year-levy

from every U.S. taxpayer
and awarded to the mnet-
works like a defence con-
tract.

“It would remove the net-
works’ old argument
against better programs —
that they're too costly and
advertisers won’t support
them.”

Gerbner also argues that
violence is most prevalent -
in television. ‘“People can
be selective about buying
newspapers so there’s no
comparison between them
and the mass audiences of
TV.SI
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Reality Knocked ‘Out of Foecus by TV Violence

By STEVE CASEY -

Cupley News Service

HOLLYWOOD — What a
tetrific  country. We are
“blessed with - such vast re-

‘sources that we can employ en-
tire battalions of highly educat-
ed, highly trained people to
sniff and snort and sample and
fidget and write voluminous,
learned treatises, all chock-full
of big and bureaucratic woras,
all masterful statements of the
obvious,

Poverty, prisons and dis-
crimination having been
cliimed by social scientists of
the past, researchers in quest
of grant money have now found

- kid

a fertile field in telm ision — in
particular, televised violence.

A case in point is a recent
finding by a psychiatrist —
even more dangerous than a so-
cial scientist — !hat'\.-iollencc:
on television brings out aggres-
sive tendencies in both stable
and unstable personalitics.

+ Unstable folks, we are told,
are the more likely to respond
to television violence by going
totally crackers.

Big deal: Every parent who
gets concerned about TV viol-
ence knows instinctively that a
who overdoses on "'The
Rookies™ is more likely to turn
into a cretin than a kid who

watches- only Oral Ruhs-rts or
the latest Peanuts special.

Stilt, such®studies serve a
useful purpose if only to docu-
ment, ind thus make us feel

better about, what we knew in’

the first place.

If you sn'y you won’t let your .

kid — or hushand or wife, for
that matter — watch lelevisdd
mayhem, you sound like a
flaming " reactionary and . a
meanie to bool. But if you say
all that trash is “scientifically
proved to have deleterious ef-
fects  on  your  emotional
health,” you sound positively
liberal.

Comes, now a report in the

current number of Psychology
Today, a magazine remarkable
for being written in real Eng-
lish so that real people can un-
derstand it. (It has great-look-
ing graphs for those in the
trade who have to look at pic-
tures,)

This article is called "The

Scarv World of TV's Heavy
Viewe rv and it says, in part,
that ot only does televised
violence beget  violence for
real, but TV  warps
perspective of the world of
those who sit and sop up all the
patent nonsense poured - their

. way by the networks.

Television, say  authors

(George  Berbner

tive

“the-

and Larry

Gross, makes people apprehen-
sive about their world and pre-
sents a phony, simplistic pic-

“ture of that world some souls

aceept as the real McCoy.

Of course.

Kll!mg as the utnmate in
“action,” i8 s0 commonplace
on the tube it’s probably be-
coming ingrained in our collec-
head as an acceptabie
means of solving problems. Re-

-spect for hife and for the right

of each individual to he free of
batterings upon his person dre
cheapened by the ceaseless
poundings and siaughterings
inflicted .upon television char-
acters.
Remember

the old “"Peter

Gunn” series? Every week,
Pete ‘would take more of a
beating than a normal man

could withstand in a lifetime.

Some punk teen-age hood
sees that, wraps some poor guy |
upside the head with a lead !
pipe and gets alt kinds of sur- |
prises when the victim dies.

But i’s more than viclence,
really, that television warps, as -
Berbner and Gross point out. It
tells us lies about how our so-
ciety works. :

John Ryor, ptfsiden! of the
National - Education  Associa-
tion, said the other day that the
average high school kid secs
15,000 hours of TV-and is in
class but 12,000 hours.
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