








cncouruged w revolt by the President's
own loose rhewric,

Until then. the Bush Administration’s
hold om the American pross sieeched
from the Persian Guif o the United
Staes und back — literally. Its news
managers not only could nake all
hombs rpeted on [eag look sman; they
could cqually muke frustmted meporters
at welevised briecfings look stupid. or ap-
pear 10 be snacling warchdops.

When officials discovered the hostik
reaction by average Americans 10 the
questioning of spokesmen i uniform.
they reheamed the press bricfings e
sharpen the antagonistic perception.
Ergo, a press that claws, snaps. wans a
and insults just about anvone it faces.
especially these teeding it infermation.””
The reality was just the opposite press
failing: inadeguae guestioning. skaep-
ticism, probing.

It was not the Admindistouion’s objee-
tive simply o aunt the press, The
purpose was o diminish and discredil
it as a competing force in shaping public
opinicn, cven though the Bush policy
had overwhelming support from the
public, and frem the press isell.

The crosstire over press performanee
has boxed the compass. I has soretched
from Pentagon cncomiums for “bhest
wir covemge — which mukes exper-
iwenced reporers wince — 10 charges
that reportens o often nesembled
governnwnt stenographers than news-
gatherers,”

e York Tiawes columnist Tom
Wicker, 4 persistent and thoughtful critic
af the nows coverage., saw a
“dangeroos” precedent in the Bush
Administrition’s casy success in limiting,
what it wanted the public o know.
“Perbiaps worse” Wicker wrote, Upress
and public largely acguicsecd in this
disclosure of only selected information.”

Flis codummnist colleague at The Fimes,
Anthony Lewis, called for ungent “self-
caimmination . . . in our business .7
Hae found “'muost of the press . nota
detiched observer of the wir, moch Less
a critical one” but "a clague applauding
the Anwerican gencrals and politicians in
charge”” labeled  ielevi-
sion ... the most egregious official lap
dog during the war”

Lowis
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But First-Class
Reporting, Too

Blinket charcterizitions pro or con,
bowever, are ill-fitting for anvihing as
diverse and discordant as the Amurican
prrint and broadeast press. In the recond
numbcr of columins of space and hours
of brosdoist ume filked by amy Amcrican
CTisis in 2 comparable time span. there
wire innunemble examples of baluanced,
penetrating. fimt-class eponing. as well
as countless picces of shallow, withess,
gullible work.

No segment of the press was uni-
formly in onc cawgory or another
clearly not welevision.,  Cable Nuews
Network was indispensable for news
coverage and nations. with Peier Aroely
in Baghdad a5 an cxira bonws — and
anti-press wrget. Public  television's
MuacNeil/lehrer NewsHour consistently
prowvided  mone balanced and  pene-
trating news, debate and analysis than
any, and  sometimes all. commercial
channels.

This article disproportionarely cites
news coverge of The Newr York Times,
The Washington Post, and The Wali
Streed fogrnaf, all with large swfts and
all available tor home  delivery  in
Washingwon. They therefore Tane special
impact on Congress, and on the Laege
Wishington-based national and intern-
tional press corps ofwen influenced by
thueir coverape.

Conpgress and press ave an imporiant
symbiotic relationship of stimulating
caich other imo public scrutiny of
eovernmeni that is not woll-known out-
side the Washington-New York-Boston
corriden In the gult crisis Fhe Fimies,
Post and Werlll Mreet fournal Al sup-
ported  Administration  policy.  along
with most of the naton's press, contri-
buting 10 the fact that in this crisis cross-
stimulation of press and Congress 1o
produce @ more probing cxamination of
Addministration policy. Tor the major
news OrEiunizacions were misled oo loss
than the smatler ones.

Ot of political fear of challenging
the broadly suppored commitment of
American military forces to s war o
that could crupt before 1he Congres-
sional clections in Novermber, Congress

virtwally abdicansd its responsibilities in
scrutinizing Administration policy.

Except for limited hearings, Congress
wvoided questioning crisis policy until
jolted inwa dehare by the Bush admini-
stration’s carelully timed. post-clection
disclosuares thar it was  doubling
American focces in the gull, and openly
shifting from cconomic sanclions and
military presswne against Ingg. o offen
sive war, With American and coalition
torces poisad fora U N -authortzed war
Congress, foreed 1o choose, voted for it
after its fimst real debate in the orisis,
Such 2 debae months earlicr would
have stimulated deeper press guestion-
ing of 1.5, policy, and vice versa, There
AUNUISTRION SIEUCEISES-TIUWS MTanagers
could chiim a double sucoess,

Journalism’s highest awands this year
went t news coverage of the gulf crisis,
aleng with profound individutl joortal-
ists” criticisms of press perfornunce in
awar that the rest of the nation cannot
celebrte costatically  or  exbaustively
encuph.

Yietnam a Reason
For Controls

Just what caused 1the Amoerican press
o incur so much denupe W its own
self-esteem in this wiar in contrist us its
pride in vigorous ceporting in the Viet-
mam War, will be explored and debaged
for years e come. The unending criti-
cism of the American press for the loss
of the Victnam War, however ahistoric,
contributed  heavily 10 the controls
impused by the Bush Admiinistmution in
the gulf war A journalistic cvnic night
acded, ar least the mcssenger cannot be
shat for losing this one,

But the resourcefulness of the Bush
Aclmiinistrtion, and the magnitude of
the journalistic task, should not be
underestimated. bVeteran reporters did
penctne many of the Administration’s
caleulated ambigroitics, hadf-truths, ¢va
sions, misleading guidances and other
tricks of the news management e,

There was unguesticnably insufficient
wareness i the press as a1 whaole
however, of the added demands thir
war of the theeat of war make on press
vigilance: the inherent adversarial
rclationship between government angd



press is at its peak in wanime, when the
President is both chief executive and
commuander-in-chicf of an authoritarian
structure. Teuth is 1he Bt casualty not
just in war, but equally in preparcation
for war, for both rely heavily on secreey.
evasion and deception,

What is disclosed and concealed from
press and public in the iniial stages of
a crisis has exgea criticality for all thar
follows. The press invariably is at its
maost vulnerable poing whern the mtion-
ale for crisis action is put foreh.

It is not truth” the government is
intent on communicating at tha time,
“they're sclling soemething  they've
done!” Hodding Caner, Smte Depart-
ment spokesman in the Carer Admini-
struiion, and now o television com-
mentator and producer. explained on
the MacNeil/Lehrer NewsHoeur  on
sepwember 30, 1990,

“Panama imvasion, Grenada invasion”
and in other deployments of militry
force, Carter continoed, “the press
imivially  accepts. 1t then begins 1o
question,”

However, “for the fimst week afier any
militiey cngagement,” Carter emphag-
sizied, there is virtually never going o
b susuained guestioning of anything thie
government does — particularly the
assumptions, [t sometimes  akes a
momth, it sometimes takes o@ovear

Indeed, doxens of fundamenel ques-
tions wore not mised in the rosh to
report the American military plunge in-
o the Peniian Gulf, President Bush, for
cxample, was not asked whether the
Bush Administriion twok tme o ex-
ploere nor only diplomatic alternatives,
but also far more limited forms of 0.8,
military intervention, in differing con-
figurations, [f the press had done so
effectively it could have learned very
carly in the crisis that the Administri-
tion had plunged into a hasty policy
choice without cxploring the implica-
tions with Mideast experts in or outsicde
1he government,

in the gulf crisis, domination  of
puhlic opinion was particularly cssen-
tial for the Administration 1o sustiin 4
venturesome and  improvised  policy,
which wis Liunched cloaked in
calculnted  ambiguitics e coneeal its

dimensions and intensicns,

Even though the Amcrican troop
deplovment was ennobled as the core
of a multinationzl force, fulfilling 1he
i'nited Nations' dream of collective
security, the public had o e condi-
tioned w tolerate a0 huge military
coOmmMmitment 10 war without warning.

No censoship of war zone controls
could bhave long concealed the
mushrooming of an American force
from S0.000 treops — the @arget
originally given o the press — w
541,000 in six moenths, matching peak
(LS, troop strength in Vietnam after 2
decade of buildup. Exceptional news
management was required w rtionalize
the growth of a defensive Desen Shicld
operation, and o screen its scamiess
trnsformation into an offensive Desert
Storm.

Controls Needed
To Sustain Strategy

Sophisticated  information  control
technigues were needed @o sustain
simultancously  the  interwoven
diplomatic, political and  economic
components of S, sioaegy. Thev
supplicd the critical demestic and inter-
mtiomal supprory for American milicory
power in the gulf

A disclosure at the start that ae Least
200,000 w0 250,000 Anerican troops
werne planmexl in the force Ievel discussed
in President Bush's fimt meeting with his
military at a Camp David mecting on
August 4, just two days aftee Irags inva-
sion of Kuwait, could have played havoc
with any news managenent. That would
have arcused immcediate guestions about
Americun offensive miliary intentions,
L5, scriousness for o diplomatic solu-
tion ot the crisis, and prospects or any
L'nited Nations-endomed multinational
force, or cost-sharing of che venture

o Amcrican President has chrust the
United States into 2 major war so swidftly
and massively. The day after she invasion
of Kuwait, August 3, the President made
a persondl pledge o Saudi Arabin's
Ambassador to Wishinglon to give that
nation powerful American  milizary
support. By August 5. s be retuened
from Camp David, the seenet planning
o topple Saddam Hussein bl begun,

andl the President stunned even the U8,
Joant Chicls of Saff by publicly pledg-
ing 1o eveme the invasion of Kowiit,
On Angust 6. American jet fighters and
the H2d Airborne Division began Aying
into Saudi Arabia, The news dominaced
American hemdlines the next day,

President Bush was determined o
conceal hoth the magnitnade of the
American deplovment and its full poc-
posce. but he and his advisers also
wantedd o avoid o chage of omss decep-
tion, The Presiden. thercefore, in his fimst
press conterence August 8 on the troop
deplovment, delibermtely left open the
opton for an offensive military strategy,
Irut spoke only of defense, and referred
all questions about the size of the
American  force, or  other militrey
factors. w the Pentagon. That figore
given Lo the press on “hackground™ —
whert it would not be open to on-the-
record challkenge — was 1the misleading
figure of 50,000

That initial press conferenee on
troops te the gulf offer a primer in
American news mianagement.

Prusident Bush said LS. troops were
cnwring Saudi Arabiz in o defensive
maode pight now”” and it wis not the
mission o drive the Imgis out of
Kuwait”" He went on e say " We'me not
i war We have sent forees o defond
Saudi Arabia” and other nations will
be participating .. "

vewran reporters like R (Johnny)
Apple of The New York Times, with
extensive diplomatic and political ex-
pericnee, quickly detected many of the
caleukazed ambiguities in the Presidemsy’
rennrks, Ter call the 15 miliciey mission
“defensive” Apple wrote the same day,
Auguse 8. really applics only in o2
tactical sensce’” The objective of
American air, sea and land  forees,
including ‘i de Ewero naval blockade of
Irw)i commernce’ — tbcled sanctions —
he noted, was imended o help foree
President Hussein e pull back™ trom
Kuwuit.

Furthermore, Apple  reporied.
“although the Whike House and che
state Department continued 10 express
anxicty about the possibility of an
imasion” of Saudi Ambia (o justify
seoding large ground forces), “there
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rich nourishment for magazine covers,
Armageddon-like language and hattle-
plan  graphics which newspapers
hurried 10 mawh,

L8 News & Workd Report in Lawe
August produced a special double issug
on World War 1 and the gulf crisis,
headlined "Defving Hitler” — with
Hitler. Churchill and Rooscevelt on the
cover. UBy next month” Newsiceek
informed its readers at the end of
Augnst, Vthe Americans will e as neady
as they re going 10 be™ in the gult, “with
ahout 125,000 combzt troops and sup-
port pecsonnel in the chearre”

Beyend manipulating the  media
about military aspects of the crisis, the
Administration  had numerus  non-
military  prioritics, requiring  varying
Tevels of concealment, obfuscation and
partial disclosure, They ranged from
finding a path through the Arab world's
suspicions of the West, und the constent
Arb-lsraceli crisis, o inducing, Western
allies and Thind World nations to join
the multinational force, and offscr the
huge costs of the crisis,

At the same tme, the Administrzion
had to sustain the precarious and un-
precedented consensus apainst Irg thae
it achicved amang the Big Five holding
viete power in the UN. Sceurity Coun-
cil. Thae required consing diplomacy to
retain qualificd support from the Soviet
Union, for years [ag's prime arms
supplier, and the uneasy wlemtion of
China — all for a price.

Indecd these requirements all camc
with Jiplomtic, miliciry and economic
prices, which today are stilt unfolding.

This Bood of developments engulfed
a somnolent pross, Congress and mation
in the yacation-oriented month of
August, Even if there had been no news
manipulation 1o compound b Lisk of
short-staffed news organizions, they
could barely cope with the surge of in-
formation pouring out of world capitals
about the gulf crisis: military, refogee,
hostage, oil, diplomatic, religious,
political, economic and other news. o
be explained in the American context.

And 1o do thae, the press ieselt had o
crash-learn the Fundamentals of the guif
region. That meant overything from
gooeniphy, tarbulent history, disparatwe

cultures and punishing ¢limaw. w the
hoggling complexities of natonalism,
shifting lovalhies and leadersship, and
alipomienis.

Blocking Probe
Of Aid to Iraq

The Bush  Administration had o
special problem with recent  iragi-
American history, It was determined 1o
hlock or impede any in<depth investiga-
tion by Congress or the press of the
Reagan and Bush  Administracions’
decade-long major support of Saddam
Hussein's [rig.

A public inguiry into multiple special
Benefits that the United Swates exwended
to Saddam Hussein's dictiorial negime
as 4 counerweight to fundamentalist
Irian, was the Last thing the Bush Admin-
istration wanted as it exhorted the
nation to risk thousands of lives to
conoin Irag as a newly designated evil
Crmpire.

Portions of the relationship have
emerged in Congrssional hearings and
press accounts, especially in what 7he
Wall Street fouwrnal reporter Paul AL
Gigot was ficst to describe in December.
1990, 4s “the mindser™ in tavor of [nag
that existed for vearns inside the
American  government, That nnvopic
chamcteriznion of US. policy, Gigot
reported, was by then heing used by
Administration insiders themselves, afwer
the invasion of Kuwait. to account for
official inability 1o recognize the danger
of Saddam Husscin, The Administration
bloscked Conprsssional sanciions against
Iragy right up 1o its invasion of Kuwnait,

The “mindset’” was reflecked in the
instructions given o April Glaspic, the
American Ambassador o [, in her
controversial meaiing  with  Saddam
Hussein in Baghdad a week before the
invasion, Glaspic has challenged frag's
leaked version of thar mecting
trnscript. which guoted her as saving
the Bush Administrition had “'no
apinion’ about Trag's “horder disagroe-
ment with Kuwait” Glaspie insisted thet
she strongly  cautioned  restrdnt  in
Saddam Husscin's overnll policy.

secncniry of Stawe fanes A, Baker Ll
ridiculed the idea that the Bush Admini-
stration shared any  nesponsibility for

Irag’s action against Kuwait, but his
department repeatedly blocked Com-
gressional commiltees from questioning
CGlaspie until atter the war ended. Even
then, in March, her wstimony  was
limited w a “non-heariog”™ meeling
with members of the Senate Foreign
Relations Committec, just alter publica-
tion of & lengthy, questioning report in
The Washington Posi. eotitled, " Was the
¥ar Ineviehle?™”

That ariicle by Don Cherdaorfer, The
Washington Posts chief  diplomatic
reporter, prohed deeper into the “the
mindset” inside the Administrnion, and
einforced i existence, hroadening the
questions about U5, failure ko recognize
the [rgi threat. Oberdorfer’s anicle was
uscdd by the Semate commitiee in gues-
uoning Ambassador Glispic, which i
did very gently, conditioned by the
public acclaim then reechoing for the
lopsided U5, milivry viclory.

With the ceasefice on February 27,
the Administmation’s management  of
crisis news relaxed inomany ancas, but
only marginally on disclosure of pre-
crisis relationships weith [mg. 1o prevent
damage to the Administeation’s wir-won
prestige. A full examination of pre-war
.5 policy wward frag by 1the press,
Congress, or Anyone clse continues
e impeded by the Administration. [cis
therefore open to debate whether the
United States bungled opportunitics to
hesd off the Pemsian Gulf War when the
Irgi leader was oo less brutl or
ruthless.

Throughout the crisis, diplomatic
reportens with their natoral skepticism
frequently questioned the Administra-
tion's shifting explaniations of i goals
and policies. In the fimt week of the
crisis. for example. Thomas [L. Fried-
man, New' ¥ork Tiswes senior diplomatic
reporter and a specialist on the Micddle
East. wrot:

TOne reasen Bush Administration
officials have not clearly articulated
what is at stake 35 that the real ingerests
involved are not guite so lotty as some
of the broad principles nsed by the
President o explain the operition.”

“The United  Stes has not sent
troops to the Saudi desert to perserve
democratic principles,” Fricdman con-
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Ax soon s other jourmtlises soarged
arciving, in substintial numbers, the pool
wits dissolved and open coverage wis
allowed — subjecied, non surprisingly,
10 the same restrictions under which the
pool had worked. The restrictions
hasically forbade disclosure of faiuree
plns, or locuions or numbers of
troops. W also had good co-operation
from the Saudis, who even marched us
ong: day through their F-15 bunkers at
the Abdul-Aziz Air Basce in Dhahran —
the fimst time any journulisis had been
allowed inside

For the newspapens fortumate enough
to have reporters in the pool, it was a
hemanz. With the wires not moving the
pool reports, and che big papens oo
snooty 10 use them, our papers were
able o run our pool storics as virtual
exchsives. That, in my opinion. wis
what led o the cager collaboruion of
the big news onganications with the
Peniigon.

[ heligve the Sacred 147 newspapers
were determined o be dncluded in
whitever combial pool system wis sel
ups e coaer the war, 1o make cortain that
theyv had their own reporters on the
fromt lines, They werne well aware that
uther publications might use inform-
tion from their reporters’ poal reports,
hut they would only rarcly use the
actual stories.

[ was not in Saudi Arabia during the
last four months of 1990, when the
combat pool systemn wis established,
But it was obvious that 1he wealthicr
news organizitions were keeping people
in 1he country mainly to prowect theic
inwrests. There were not thar many
storics 10 cover. For example, 504
Toekery sent Larry Jolidon o Saadi Anbia
in August, and he soived for the dun-
tion, becoming the senior correspon-
dent on the ground in Dhabmn and,
hecause of thar, the godfaber of all the
pool coordinmon. When the comba
pools were sel up, there weee slots for
{8 dodar and dts parent, Ganngtt,
Similirly, Cox Newspapers senit Albright
in w prowect their access.

The Pentagon did a masterful job of

comrolling the press through the com-
il pools. 11 soon became obvious thin
the only wiay anvone could officially

20 Nicman Reports

cover the war would be threugh one of
the pools — a violution of the often-
staed principle over the years that pools
woere o e [emperry arcangements 1o
et reponers o the action quickly. Open
coverge wis 10 be alloawed as soon s
possible.

When Fae New Yok Fises disclosed.
i1 3 Pwo-prant serics in ciarly M, that the
Bush Admimsiration and the mititary
brass had  orchestrawed  the  pross
covermpge of the warn it shoald hoave
COMe s NG sWEprise to o anvone.
Reportem on the scene knew what was
happening. o @ leter to Pentagon
spokesman Powe Willians soveral wecks
hetore e Fimees articles appearce. Joan
Lowy of Scripps Howuard wrow:

“Frankly, its my feeling the principal
purpose of the pool sysiem was o
control the story by controlling the
access of journalists. In this vou suc-
cecded very well, But | think the real
lomers are the American public who may
never koow the tull story of the war and
thae troops whio nay never ger the oeop-
nition they deserve L 13O0 has said
it wils oL Erying to use the pool system
and  the sccurity moview o provent
reporwers  trom owriting,  things  thai
presented nUulEry Opendions in i paoor
light instead of a pood light.
HOGROASHT That happened every day
on every pool Lrip”

Only owo of the signens of the protest
leter o Cheney had actually Been o
Sawdi Ambin. They included burcaun
chiefs and other executives of the four
television nerworks, Fime and
Avaesweeck, the AR and The New York
Times, The Wasbington Post, The fos
Angedes Times, Knighi-Ridder, Cox
Newspapers, Hearse and fhe Wed! Street
Jowrnaf. Only Nearst had not becn
involved in sening up the combar pool
svatem. Dale MeFeatiers, the nnaging
cdlitor at Scripps Howard, had lcarped
about the group, asked o be included
in any mectings, and offercd 10 sign a
protest Jeter. He never heard back,

Nobody mentioned it wo e But by,
it's okay, T ol alncady decided naon o
trust the Pentzgon in the future.

As [ said i a hearing on war coverage
hefone the Senaie Governmental Ao,
Commitee on February 200 1 think

mast of the pool as well as the combiu
peol syitem in Saudi Ambia — were
made by individuals honestly trving to
work uut a solution (¢ 4 commeon pro
blem. But on knh sides, they were
mostly lovwer level folks. The higher-
ups. the brss in the news media and the
Pentagon, had their own agenda. But
when the war starzed, the milizary held
all the agys,

We should not expect anvihing dif
ferent in the future. When the counch
comes, milizary people beeeme soldiers
first and  public affairs specialists
somewhere behind that, Everyihing is
sulnerted o the militiey objectives, All
the good-faith plning in the world
will not chanpe 1hat.

I also don't expect the American prcss
1o comy upy with any united stand on
covering: future wars, The lae Pewe
Lisagor of e Chicago Dafiy News
tsed Wy siy vou could’t get news peo-
ple twogether o anganiae a0 game of “"Spin
the Bottle” What we'll likely get is vel
anather round of the people with the
gold making the rules, o

Gone Forever . ..

RM. Apple of The Yew York
Tiwies on the "major miracle™ ol
the Persian Gull' War, e lapiop
computer that kept hin in cemis-
e touch with editors in New
York:

SGone forever, Umeoalraid. is the
sense ofF iselaion that uscd w
come with o war that momanug
lecling that you were @ the end
al the carth with nothing to sus-
Lein yau But vour wils and your
Ccxpense aceount. Times luse
chumnged foever, Never again will
the harricd correspondent be absle
e explain thar the hotel must
Bave lost the calle ordering him
semephace e doesn’t wanp 1o go
or resuesting o story he dogesn’t
Wit write Never sigain will he
be able to blame supspots for
delaving the transmission of the
story that be never al ™

—fimes Tl June 1991




























spondents, (half are full staff membees
andl half contract cmployees) as well as
many stringers. More Arbic speakers
would have been helpful at times, bt
thrvee of the 11 s@ff members in the gulf
had extensive Middle East experience
{Debomh Amos, Neal Conan and John
Hockenberey). Four others had covered
wars (John TDurnett, Tom Gjelien, Scott
Simon, and Alan Tomlinson in El
Salvador, Nicaragua, Grenada or
Panamaj. Others involved at different
points in the coverage from the region
included London Correspondeuts Mike
Shuster and Jacki Lvden, Asia Corre-
spondent Deborah Wang, and Science
Correspondent Michael Skoler, along
with our stringer in lsacl, Linda
Grradstein,

More Producers,

Technicians Needed
These: were the correspondents, then,

who provided the core of NPR's
coverage from the field, They worked
with an cxpanded NPR Forvign Dosk,
a hub of six editors who coondinared
wssignments, mads final editing chanpges,
and esablished filing dmes for the
various progruns. (ne shoncoeming our
post-mortern identified later was the
need for more producers and technical
help from the field o assise both
reporters and editors. Because NPR had
only four visas for Saudi Arabia. we
used all four for reporiers. As 4 Conse-
quence, as the hattle moved into Ing
and Kuwait, those reporters had enly
themschees to depend on to actually file
their reports. We did not have sagellie
phones, like those of other news
arganizations, costng 350,000 apicce,
Nor did we have producers and techni-
cians w help pull stories wgether for
sich ke, What we had were exoremely
overworked reporters with  tape
recorders who sometimes had 1o stand
in linc for hours to “horrow™ o fow
minutes’ satellie: time on someonc else's
phone,

Back in Washington, almost the encire
NPR Nows Division {150 suaff members)
wenl on 4 two-shift, 2+¢-hour schedule
six davs u week. That began at the start
of the three days of Congressional
debate over the war NPR hroadcast the
entire dehate live by surellite for any

NPHR station chad wanted o carey it
(many did), and went on, once the war
slarted, © provide anchored coverage of
every milicry briefing, whether from
Saudi Ambia or the Peouigon, along
with all ¥Whiw: House news conferences
and Proesidential speeches, Some davs
we wene using three sepacate satellite
channels simultancously feeding a pro-
gram. a bric:fing and a speech when all
were going on at the same time, allow-
ing socwions tw pick whichever they
vanted o air live or maybe 1w record
for hroadcast later. The live ovenes
covenige wias a logistical challenge with
consuint  coondination problems  but
seemed o work well for scitions, as we
heard later.

Bosides ovents coverage, we bepan
five-minuie newscasts 24 hours 2 day
(normally 18 hours a day). Our over-
night newscasts were produced out of
the: Londom bareau, with its fiber optic
and computer link to Washington, in
vrder o make it easier to include the
newest neerial from the golf from Broth
aur own people and the BBC, In addi-
tion, we added other programming,
including a two-hour national call-in
propgram cach aficrnoon, hosied by
news analyst Daniel Schore The calls-
in, which included dozens of know-
ledpeable gucsts from the Middle LEast
and acooss the country, became a
program for listeners o ask their own
(uestions about the war and o hear a
coherent discussion of the conflict or
get answers and information heyond the
limitcd official pemspective.

Shows Expanded,
Pre-packages Dropped

Another now clement in NPRs war-
related programming was rolling live
coverage during expanded versions of
Maorning Edition and Al Things Con-
sidered. (Both shows added hours to
their normal schedule. For cxample,
Morning Edition went on the air from
5 a.m. t© 2 pm, and All Things Con-
sidered from 4 pon. until after mid-
night.} When the air war and ground
war began, both shows dropped all pre-
packaged podions of their programs
and moved to all live coveruge, using
compuiers in the seudio for the fimst time
0 allow minute by minute monitoring

of news wires. In addition there were
three and sometimes four ceporters,
analysts and newsmakers on the ling or
in the studio o discuss the latest news.

Avits Best, when theme was a beavy
flow of new information on the tighting
in the gulf, the rolling coverage worked
wonderfully well to keep listenens on
top of the story and understanding the
lawest developments. There were draw-
backs, wo. AL is wont, however. when
little news was acenally breaking. discus-
sions muighe focus on the latest bulletin
even though that may have been rela-
tively unimpornant. In other worls, mll-
ing live coverage could lead o specula-
tion before the faers had been estab-
lished and analyzed. ¥ quickly saw the
dunger that such coverdge, unless care-
fully wilored w the flow of information
coming in, could become a kind of sur-
face re-hash of the news, witheut pro-
viding an in-depth perspective. We are
rot and did not want g become 1 CNN
of rdio. consuntly repeating somctinmes
limited informution.

Yet, the night the air war began, we
cecogitized that without our own
ceporter in Baghdad (a0 decision we
made out of concern for satery), our live
coverage had a slightly mpged beginning
companz! to the impomant seovice CNN
providded. Later, we helieved, we
achieved a fair balance berween rolling
live coverage and in-depth analysis,
which is our strength. For examiple, the
night Iragi Scuds were fired a Isrel and
Saudi Acbia, we were the finst w meport
the successful combat interception by
Pacrint missiles and we did not make che
mistake some ethers did of reporiing
chemical warheads on the Scuds.

NER alsoy sought 10 correct the recond
or at least apply wsts of consiswency 10
official suitements. When the campaign
against Saddam Hussein was at its height
{worse than Hitler™) we looked into
the wetic of demonization as well as
Saddam's nrcord; when the golf oil spdll
story wis at its heighe (Cbiggest ever,
Jwarfing the Exxon Valdez spill'')y we
examined both the facts behind those
assessments and the likelibood that the
size of such a spill was much smaller;
as the daily military bricfings piled one
on top of another, we sought o exaninge
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them. It's a question of where you put
your emphasis, where you put vour
prioritics, and our practices belong hene

First the source of power in the New
YWorld will be the strength of 1he
American  political and  coonomic
model. What evencually won the Cold

far for the United States was oot simply
thar we maintuined our miliaey might:
we did and we should have. It was thag
the soviet model  failed, and the
Amcerican miode] succecded. We won
the critical Pattle of ideas. But our
model will fail in the world i it fails
here at home.

second, diplomacy in the now workd
should be more focused on foreign
ceonomic policy and less on political
military issugs.

Economic issues dig into the very
cornens oF our domestic life and will be
1he issucs that prefoundly atfect the
future of mankind. Now again I'm k-
ing ahout a macter of emphasis. But it
is motable that oven at this stge when
s ety peeple would agree with shat
[ just said that we have o National
Security  Council dealing with  the
political-milicary issues, bl no com-
panble council e deal with foreign
coonomic policy, And what's true in the
government is alse troe in newspapers
and magazines where we hoave few
reporters qualificd  w cover  [orcign
econanmic policy,

Third, economic aid and develop-
moent, bere again [ think the focus has
0 by keep it simple. Provide aid and
credits to build infrasteuctune and pro-
vide for child development. much as we
aught to be focusing on these prioritics
in the United Soaees. Doo't get involved
in aid programs that we can’t manage
and where we end up throwing most of
the money down the detin. And deny
aid o trouhle makers and buman rights
violators,

Aid doeso't work to moderae the bad
puvs: they never change

Now oven to my own cenception of
L8, foreipn policy in a new world order,
1 bring an uncasy concoction of skep-
ticism and conviction. Especially I bring
skeprism, Policy making and reporting
or cummenting are all a process of
metking mistakes and fixing them. o

loreclose the possiblity of error is to
block the path o remediation. 5o the
oretde to me s skepticism, skepticism,
skepticism. Whenever | have forgotien
that crede [ve nade my worst mistakes,
Whenever govermmiemts huive though
they relly kness what they were doing,
they made their biggest blunder,

But skepricism is not Buseed solely and
cannot be based solely on the proba-
hilizy of human croor, I is also based on
the sense of righ and of human rights.

All my questions about the Bush
foreign policy and my own melest con-
struct for an alrernative policy, are
moted in a scnse of America. We,
Americt, were once the new world. For
all cur serious failings, we represented
freedom and equality and woleranee and
hope and hard work, If we can enly be
that new world again. thar will he the
surest basis for a durable and just world
order. Thank you very much. Tl take
any uestions that are not cspecially
haostile.

Q and A

Q—>Mr. Gelb, this gquestion is bascd
on your repuliion in Washiogton as
having been a morl voice or cons-
cience down in Washingron on the Na-
tional Security establishment while you
were there, The case of the Kurds in Lrag
whao 2 lot of reports say are ahout 1o be
massaceed, it may he bundreds of
thousands. Should the United Stares not
do anything, should they in fact be
massacred or should we sund hy — if
we do smnd by for that what do you
think would be the consequences for
this — for the United States in a con-
oo wiay?

A—You know that is the burning
yuestion of the dayv and ic's a gquestion,
as [ explained briefly in my remarks,
about which | fecl weribly conflicted, [
wilnt 10 sty out of Irag’s civil war,
because 1 think we will in the end only
muke it worse for oumselves and the
leagpis. Qur miliciey involvement will
mean more killing in the long run. 1also
want to get rid of Saddam and [ want
10 keep Trag whole so it doesn't becomy
a vacuum for regiconal power conflicts
which will drag us in once again. These
pentls call for American mestetint. On the

other hand. [ don’t want to sit by owied
watch people get skaghoencd . s inga)
crable for Americans o Je that, Just as
it was intolerable for Americans 1 ke
(18 forces slaughter fragi forees as they
were in ol retrvac at the end of those
L0 hours of the ground war General
Schwarzkopf said he could bave con
ducted a batde of annihilation. Well he
cold have:, but Americans nover wanlgl
have twlerated it American pilots
wouldn't have continued te shoot down
the Iragpis, wo don't do things thar wiy
— muaybe seme would, hur Americians
are repulsed by this and we're very for
cunate for that, Our mornal qualms lead
to poditical problems that other notions
doo’'t have because they lack that samwe
cthical concern. S0 our caring abow
avaicing the slaughter belped o bring
on another slaughrer

YWhat can you do about jit? What is
our moral responsibility? We e still in
the process of finding that out. [ would
like: to know, for example, what the
United States government said and did
with respect to the Kurds, privately. In
addition te what President Bush said
publicly ahout urging rebellion. 1 would
like o know whether there were any
ClA conucets  with the Kueds  that
cneoucaged them te de this oc led them
ter belicve that the United States would
provide them with military assistinooe,
Iswould like 1o koow who was lioancing
this “Voice of Img” that was broad-
casting from outside lragi weritory and
urging rebellion. I want 1o know whiy
aur respensibility was.

Y don't know the answers to these
guestions yvet. But responsibility we do
have and 1 think the way [ would 1o
e square this impossible circle is not w
get involved milicirily in their civil war,
but 10 do the following:

First, insist on and mainwin strict
observarce of the cease-fire agreement
between the coalition forees and Trg
They put up any aiccraft or helicopiem,
we shoot them down, Now | odon
think for a minute thats going w
change the course of the Mutle inside
of Irag, but [ do know that it will send
a strang message w the [mgi militae
leaders that everytbing will be hander
fur them as long as Saddam Hussein i
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time and a report or two for the once-
in-a-decade, opic Indian serics. Moo
likely than not, the epic is a labor 1o
read and is usually a rehash of all that
is hud in [ndian country.

Who is the winoer with this ivpe of
journalism? The mediom  reporting?
Sometimes they do win large awands,
The readers? Non if they are being fed
stereotypical misinformation.  Their
ignomnee is only heing  extended.
Cenainly the people of the Indian
nations are oot the winoers, In fact, they
are pmhahly the biggest losers.

Do Your Homework

My advice to the eager reporters
assipned to Indian country is basic and
simple: do vour homework, Look at
these anicles as a challenge. 1f you must
go tw an Indian journalist for leads,
dom’t be so falsely proud thar vouo ignone
this knowledgeable source.

And for God's sake. don't lind
yourself a pet spokesperson. What
Indian can speak for all 300 different
Indian nations? That's like finding a
European spokesman and allowing him
or her w wlk for all the nations of
Europee.

If vou are writing about health, find
Indian professionals in that ficld. The
same holds true for education, tribal
government, justice and on and on.
Remember. if you tovel 10 Endian
country fooking for the worst, that is
cxactly what you will find. Don't report
on the alwious — broken down ca,
winos sitting in alleys — and don’t be
afraid to use the local tribal government
as d soucece. After all, chey are the elecred
governing body of the tribe

Nover forget thar cach Indian ity
hs its own official spokespeson. Don't
bypass that official just beciuse you
think he or she might he feeding you
tribal propaganda. You have reporters
atlending news conferences for state
governors and Presidents of (he United
suees and you are able w cut through
the buloney, for the most purt. Tribal
spokespeople are the same, They are
employed by the oibe w give out
political information. Take whbat they
sdy with 2 grair of sall. but don't igonore
them. They can often give vou in-
viluable leadds,

530 Nieman Reporis

There are many Indian tribes wheme
the childeen are taught thar direet and
polonged eve conmct is considered to
be very disrespectful, so if the pemson
vl interview docs not make contin-
uous oye contact, that pemon should nat
by considered shy or passitly dishonese.
[t is a matter of culturl differences and
nothing more,

This article may not be the media
cducater 1 would like it o be because
after 20 years of being a media wacch-
dog for the Indian people. [ have
become i skeptic, hut it is a small begin-
ning and as the old Indian saying gocs,
“When one sets out on o trip of 1)
muiles, it alwans begins with o single step”

In the long run, whether the non-
Indian press continues to eport the
party line of the burcaucricy w the
detriment of the Indian nations, or
chooses o put 4 little clbow greasce into
the stories they write about fesenvations,
depends on munagement and hopefully,
this anicle will reach into the mrified air
of the editon and network moguls of
the naticnal media and cause them g
assign reporters 10 Indian country whao
have the hackground and tmining to be
knowledgeable and objective.

Educating America about the troc
history and factual contemporary
histrry of Indiin country will be a
monumentl zsk and it muost begin with
the media.

S far the media have Bailed this sk
quite miserbly, Just keep in mind that
Indian America has oot been sealed up
in a vacuum for 200 vesrs, bat has, in
onder e survive, progressed in keeping
with ity toudition and calture.

If you begin with 1the premise thay we
are oot Uvour Indians”’ the vanishing
Americans still living in weepees, that we
are not all alcoholics, that we de not all
live on welfare or get 2 povernment
check cach month, chat we are people
who clor pay Gaxes; if you vicw us as a
peeple who beliceve in our our
sovercigney and a people who believe

we cin progress with the nest of

America withowt losing our spirituality.,
culture, or teaditions, yvou will then by
able e approach i news story with
much more ohjectivity and a clearer
undemsunding of Native America, 1]

Incompetence

coniirned from peage £

in history™ and asks: “What does thwe
press have 1o show for it? Mostly @ big
black eve” (“"Why America hates the
press,” {18 News and World Report,
Marcch 11).

What went wrong? Peter Bracstrup,
who covered Vietnam for both The Aew:
York Times and The Washington Post,
observes o new generation of journalists
ignornt of all things military: Theic
use of militiry terminology is always
wrang: they don't know the difference
berween a brigade and a bartalion, be-
tween d machine gun and an automatic
rille . . they're yuppies io the desen”
(Colnmbic  Journafism  Reriew,
March/April}

At the heighe of che war, 1400 peo-
ple showed up in Saudi Aribia, some of
them — 100 or s0 — bona fide war
corespondents, ‘The bloaged press corps
prrformed accordingly. Why wene so
many sent by their home offices? Why
were s¢ many aceepted das legitimgiwe by
the Penlagon?

[o Seprember of 1990, when armed
conflice in the gulf seemed a distine
possibilicy, the U5, military could and
should have invited 118, press and wire
SUMVICE OMganizitions o nominige candi-
dates for tmining in all aspects of war
reporting, The maximum number
allowed: a totl of 150, One month in
Fort Bliss and Holloman Air Force Base,
including parachute jumps and survival
exercises, would hnve preparcd the
chosen for assignment 1o 125, combat
units, Fluent in military lingo and at
home with 1 humndred acronyms —
trom AGM {air-to-ground missile, such
as the “Maverick™ ) e ZAPPO {a direct
hit} — thoese certilicd  wiar reportens
could ne longer be wken for PFONTS:
“prople of no mctical significance”” No
pools and no censorship wounld be
found upon arrival in Saudi Arabia.

Then — no strings atawched — the
First Amendment could have been pat
1 a RBiscinating wst of professionalism.
Mr. Gartner might have heen pleased.















BOOKS

Terrific — And Disappointing

The Patriarch
The Rise and Fall of the

Bingham Dynasty
By Susan E. Tifft and Alex $ Jooes
Summit Buoks, Now York $24.95

by Mark Ethridge III

ot long after
Nthc first copies
of The Patriach:
The Rise and Fall §
of the Bingham
Dynasty hit the
booukshelves, Mary
Bingham fired off a
letter to the editor
of The Louisville
Courier-fonrnal, the flagship of the
media empire the family once owned.

The authors, the widow of Barry Bing-
ham complained, had misled her about
the kind of book they were writing.

What she had expected, it seems, wis
a hook about the building by her
husband and family of one of the finest
newspapers the country has known,
The Courier-fournal. What she got, she
complained, was “i psychohiography in
which all the motives and even facial
expressions of people dead 50 years ane
imagined by the writer”™

In a scnse, I share her disappoing-
ment. This is a terrilic hook. But it is
not about journalism, although it might
well have heen.

The Lowisville Courier-fJournal and
its sister paper;, the afternoon Lowispille
Times, acwally operued on the proposi-
tion that good, fiir crusading news-
papering would produce a satisfactory
financial return — a notion to which
wday's dailies mostly pay lip service, It
worked. Whilce fighting poverty aod the
Ku Klux Klan and ardently supporting

Afex forres

the New Deal, civil rights, and other
social justice issues, the nowspaper grew
in prefits and reach, ultimaiely
saturating Kentucky, even the distamt
coial hollows in the east. The Bingham
empire grew to include television and
radio starions and the Stndard Gravure
Printing Cuo., the printer of many papers’
Sunday supplements.

How these journalistic  tensions
plaved themselves cut is a story that
needs reliing, and the authors are well-
equipped 1o have done that. Alex Jones
of The New York Times won a Pulitzer
Prize for his coverage of the end of the
Bingham empire with the sale of the
Louisville newspapers in 1986 1w
Gannett for 8448 million. His co-author
and wife, Susan E. Tifft, covered the
event for Time.

Bui instead of a book about journal-
ism, The Pafriarch is a detail-rich book
about the dramatic rise and tragic fall of
2 family — a family t which things
seem to happen in the extreme, Even to
sumeone who lived on the fringes of
some of it, it is hreach-laking and shock-
ing, a real-life Dallas on the banks of the
Ohio River.

Barry Bingham's mother dies in a car
weck with her son in her lap, His father
remarries the widow of Henry Flagler,
the developer of Florida's east coast. She
dies of syphilis and he buys The
Courter-Journal, which younpg Barry
kes over at age 31 Aided by his
accomplished  wife, Mary, and key
associates, Barry leads the paper 10
Erearness,

But just below the surfrce, tragedy
Inrks. In the early 1960s, the eldest and
yvoungest of the Bingham's three sons
die. One is electrocuted preparing for a
pary at home The other's neck is
broken when a surfboard carried in a

car slammed forward. These were 10 be
the managerial heirs 10 the empire
Leadership of the newspaper falls to
Barry Jr, who siruggles against a reading
disability and devores his primary
energy 10 wiping out any vestiges of
ethical impurity in the ncwspaper.

The real tragedy is that this family in
the communications business can't
communicate with each other. Sisters
Sallie and Eleancr demand rodes in the
operation and are resisted by their
hrother. Barry St is unwilling or unzhle
1o offend either side and insists on a
scttlement. After years and months of
manecuvering, there is only one choice:
sell 10 the outsiders, dismantle the
empire and he done with i,

Amazingly, the Binghams cooperted
fully with reporters who have sought to
chronicle the end of the empire — from
the memomble inerview Mary and
Barry gave to Diane Sawyer when she
was with 60 Minutes to the access
family members have clearly provided
Titfi and Jones for this book. Family
members who could not wlk 10 cach
other poured their hearts out to the
authors, making the iale ¢ven morc
compelling and tragic.

Given that, it would have been diffi-
cult 10 resist writing the book that we
have here It is a classic tale and richly
told.

But 1 understand why Mary Bingham
was disappointed. Telescoped into 574
pages, the rise and fali of the Bingham
dynasty seem like an inevitable
downward spiral, an event with no
redeeming qualities and no good out-
come. By dealing so lightly with the
quality journalism that went on, what
was good ahout the Binghams and Fhbe
Courfer-fourna! is undersiated. 1t might
have been a downward spiral, bur
sometimes it was 2 pretty good ride. [
Mark F Ethridge I Nieman Fellow
1986, is publisber of The Business
Journal of Charlotie, N.C.
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INIEMAN REPORTS

ONE FRANCIS AVENUE
CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02138

Second-class
postage paid
at Boston, MA
and addhitonal
enTries

The Class of 1992

Tocelve journalises Frem 1750 news oganizations and rwelve foreign journalists
have boen appomnted o the Sdth cliss of Nicman Felloan
The American joumalises ane:

NDEBORAH AMLOS, 40, corrcspondent based in London for National Public Radico.
My Amos plans w study cconomic and political issues allecting Fastern Furope
and the Soviet Union and the changing relationships in that ogion,

SMARCLS W BRAUCHLL, 29, Thkve cormespomdent for The Wendf Srrewd fonerral Mr
Brauchli will concenmawe his studies in the East Asian Swodies Deparement, the
Kennedy School, and the Government Dwpartment.

GEORGE de LaMA, 34, chicf diplomalic correspondent bascd in Washington, [or
The Chiceger Tribane, Mr de Lamz oxpoects W pursoe studies io histony,
ceonemics, and law which can b applied 0 understanding the forces an work
in Central Europe and the Middle Easi

SETH EFFRON. 38 state capial corrcspundent for The Greenstom Yeies & Record.
Mr Ellront hopes W design 2 counse of swedy in American history and socicty
o fucus on the nature of creativity,

STAN GROSSFELD, 39, associate editor of The Hosten Chabe. M. Grossfeld's study
program will include vaziows areds of world histery as well 20 American and
Euvropean licerature.

ELIZABETH LELAND, 50, mpuner with The Chariodie (bserrer Southern: history,
Lipe eazure, andd paslinegs A o My Leland™s siudy agenda for 2 beirr andesitan-
ding of face felationty i the Soull.

MELISSA LUDTKE, 39, coreespondent based in Benton for Time-Life Moas Service.
Ms. Ludtke plans studics in the arcas of economics, government, and public
pulicy as they conuem curment secial policy in the Unitod $tates.

MARIIYN MILLOY, 34, Alang burcau chiel for Vemsday, Ms Midloy plans three
areas of conventration: modern American ligrature, 20th Century social and in-
wllectual hisiery, znd philosophy

MICHAEL E. RUANE, 42, reporicr with Ty Philadelpiia Fagriirer: M Ruanc
wonld like (o develop a course of study o examine the evolation of urban
conditionsy v policies in the United Stanes,

MARK SEIBEL, 37, foreign edivor of The Mg Herald Mn Scibel will punae
studies i haswory, bitrature, and cooinomidoy of Eutope and the Sovict Ui,

TOUM WITGHKY, 39 sports projecis rephoier for The Des Meoines Register: Mo
Witenky's interests focus inoaneas of (aw and basiness administration as well as
contemporany social aod naciul issues

NARCY WRIGHT. A7 political tepoter fir The Ruffand Cveomonty Herahd and The
Times Argrs, Barre-Monepelicn, Yernwent, Ms, Waght wall coocenoraw her
studies in economics and public palicy with o spocial emphasis o0 hos money
meves through domeseic and internarional political sysiems

The internatioaal fellows ane:
I5AAC BANTL, 37, freclance journalist, Monrovia, Lihor, intemauonal eelations
and cconomics. His Fellowship is funded chrough 4 grane from The Fond
Foumdarion,

MANOEL FRANCIN () BRITO, 32, U5, cormespondent hased in Washinguon, (.,
for Jornal do Brasit of Rio de Jancie: inectleciual history and philesophy and
international affaire. His Fellowship is foncded throagh 2 grant from the John 13
andl Catberine T. MacArthur Foundation,

DAL QING, 4%, ediver of Foiwr of Chinese Feldle Crltire, international politics and
worrld literaguce. She is the necipient of the 199192 Chiba-Nieman Fellowship in
memiory of Japanese promabing Avsuko Chiba, e columnise oo the ¥apiuer
Shimbun and Nicman Fellow "6 funding is provided by The Atsuke (hiha
Foundation, Inc.

MARIA JIMENA DLUZAN, 33, columnist based in Miami, Flonda, for B Esprectacdior
of Bogota, Colgmbia: inematienal diplomacy and conflice resclomon. Hee
Feilomship s funded through 4 goant Inem the John 1} and Catherine T MacAr-
thur Foundation.

MARTIN GEHLEM, 31, pulitical writer for fer Tagesspéeged, Berlin, Germany: on-
virmmment and population issues and acnificial incellipence fescarch. His
Fellowship is supported by the Robert Busch Foundation.

MASART HONDA, 42, pelivical cormespondent for The Asahy Shimbun, Tokve,
Jaman; mde of U5 Govermurient in inlerational pofitical and economic allzies
His Fellomship is supported by The Asahr Shinrbun.

CHARLES ONYANGO-OBBO, 33, depuly ediver of Wierkly Topdc, Kampala, [pganda;
human rights and Fumpean diplomacy and history. His Fellowship is fonded
through a grant Mo The Fosd Foundaon,

WALTER THOMAS (TOM) REGAN, 34, columnisl for The oy Yemes, Hulifax.
Miova Sontia; English fliterature and political sexnece. He s the recipient of the
U192 Martin
Wisc Croaadinany Canadisn Nicman Felloaship in memony of Mardn Wise (uand-
man, law president of Tomonn S@ar Newspapes Lid and Nieman Felloow 62,
funding is from the U8 and Canada.

CARMEL RICKAKD, 37, Durhan buccaw chief fur The Maial Wifrness and The Wewk-
B Madl and Matal peporter For the British Broadeasing Comeoratsm's Afrea ber-
vice; law and the courts and human rights. Her Fellowship is suppocted by e
United Stares-Suwh Alvica Leader Exchange Program.

RAYMUNIN RIVA PALACIO, 37, reportcceditor with i Firancivns, Mexico City,
Mexico; the bistory of democmatic socienes and instzutions  As the 154392
Knight Latin americkn Feliow in (the Nieman program, his Felluwship s sap-
puorted by b Knight Foundation

SHIN SUNG-500M, 51, edirial wriler with foome-dag o, Scoul, Komea:
American econaomics and intemational eeonormic fssaes The Asia Foundation
and the Sungkok Foundadon for Jowmalsgm e sponsoring bes Felloaship

JAN STRNALD, 27, cormespondent/producer with Cacchosluvak Telovision, Pragoc,
internatiooal affaiee amd ceonomics. American literatuce. His Bellowship s sup.
pocted by spevial funding available v the Nieman Foundzation for the suppen
of an intecnational journalist in the 1991492 progrem.

FRANCISCO SANTOS (ALDERON, managing edwar for FI Twrmpa m Bogota, Cal-
ombia, who was held by the drug cartel for nine months, was added we the
class in late June




