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Rocky’s
TV Talk
On ‘Hope’

By John Horn

The fifth program of Gov.
Nelson A. Rockefeller's “Ex-
ecutive Chamber” monthly
TV series, titled “Not Without
Hope” and dealing with men-
tal retardation, was telecast
on some 20 New York stations
over the weekend, including
Channels 2, 4 and 5 here.
Channel 13 is showing it to-
night at 10:30.

Except on two upstate sta-
tlons, and tonight's prime-
time exposure, the program
was given free exposure in the
sparse-audience, advertiser-
belittled time of television's
“intellectual ghetto” of Sat-
urday and Sunday after-
noons.

The series costs the tax-
payer nothing, but is $20,000
per show out of the pocket of
Gov. Rockefeller.

As a program, “Not With-
out Hope” was slickly pro-
duced and written by Gene
Wyckoff and directed by Den- |
nis Kane. |

A little too slickly. An ex- f
cess of TV gimmickry—key
inserts, the Governor moving
from here to there apparently
for the sake of movement, and
a fanciful zooming helicop-
ter shot—made a viewer over-
conscious of technique to the

detraction from the subject. |
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when his mind should havei
been on what the Governor
was saying.

The program was a substan-
tial review of institutions and
rehabilitation efforts, with
many moving and compas-
sionate sequences of afflicted
children and their loving, ded-
icated parents.

An aim of the program was
to increase public understand-
ing. It is doubtful that a stir
will be made. Or that an
appreciable number of the
state's citizens watched, let
alone cared.

That’s the way all the pro-
grams have gone and the way
the series will go unless
Gov. Rockefeller's “Executive
Chamber” is recognized for
the scandal it is—a testimonial
to the shameful fact that TV
stations are covering Albany
and the state with woeful in-
adequacy—and forms the
basis of industry and public
re-evaluation of television's
responsibility to the com-
munity,

Should a Governor person-
ally pay for a non-political
public-service series? What do
non-Rockefellers do?

Is it not the duty of tele-
vislon stations, which hold
public franchises, to report
on municipal, state and
Federal problems and efforts
to solve them?

Must our elected officlals—
Mayor, Governor, President—
g0 hat in hand to TV stations
for reasonable time from
singing commercials to out-
line, explain, argue the vital
tusiness of government?

Can a station, as Channel 7
does here in New York City,
Justify not running the Gov-
ernor's or Mayor's programs
because it insists on the
Journalistic privilege of pro-
ducing its own? Is not the
obligation of stations, limit-
edly licensed as public and
not private enterprises, to
telecast activities and public

of high
quite apart from broadeast-
ing’s journalistic role?

These questions will have
to be debated and answered
satisfactorily, not merely
swept under the rug, before
the viewing public will get
more than the tokenism of
“Executive Chamber” on Sat-
urday and Sunday afternoons. |




