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The Athenaeum Society is, as its constitution proclaims,
a literary society. Supposedly it is composed of the more
erudite, socially aware men in the community. It would seem

that such men would surely be persons who would appreciate and
recognize important developments in American society, and who
would write papers on these subjects. Such, however, has not
been the case.

" por the average American, the most important modern

day invention, with the exception of the automobile, 1is

>

unguestionably television. Television is more than a new and
better way to communicate. It has caused a literal revolution
i#the way Americans live. It has been frequently condemned,

frequently lauded, and this paper will do a bit of e thlt Cer=
tainly, however, television is a subject of tremendous
importance.

There are probairty %€ million TV sets in . the country
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today. It has been estimated that each set is on for an average
of about five hours per day.  ©Over 90 per cent of American
families have television. In sheer quantity alone this potential

is immense. The movie, "Gone With The Wind", has been showing
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in theatres for almost thirty years. It has~been s eh by more

;
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pezsoné thanméhynother‘mouieéiﬂ about 30 millionf’~§"many O
wO,
them of course, people who have seen the picture/three or more

times. Jt_ is the--most -poputar-movie-in histdry, yet a run-of-

the-mill TV show like the Miss International Beauty Pageant of



last saturcay night elaimfior itsel & 60 million viewers,

and that is 60 million different peeplke-== no “repeaters* here,

Television has, more—ekmr-anysingte—tirtmy, contributed to the
development of a broad American culture, cutting across regional
and sectional lines. It dis ecreating a national language. -2 d

It is regarded by many as a new and terrifying world fraught
with possibilities for propaganda and manipulation.

And yet, as a subject worthy of presentation as an
Athenaeum paper, it has been overlooked by the members of the
Society and by the very persons one would think most likely to

/

notice the subject. Charles Wade, for example, is an engineer,

and one would think that he would be interested in writing a
paper explaining the technical mysteries of television,Amodern
electronic

day/mir&écle that permits the diapered toddlerg of today who can
push the "on' button of the family TV set to actually realize

a dream of mankind for a thousand centuries, to actually perform &
feat#Z that previously &égé possible only in the realm of clair-
voyance or parapsychology, to aetually see things as they occurred
hundreds or thousandsof miles away. But Charles Wade was not
interested. The last paper he delivered to the Society was de-
voted to the thesis that last year's Northeast power black-out

wWas caused by visiters from outer space refueling the anti-gravity
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motors of their flying saucers by stealing current‘ffém Consoli-

dated Edison. ‘ ; P g o
Jack Boxleyralso has a good technical background -- good

enough at least to run a fair to middling City water system, but

his papers for the Society have not touched television at all.



His first was on the theory of evolution and was considered
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pretty good until it was pointed out in the discussion by
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_Jaek-—Henard tha% the paber had been copied/verbatim from an

old Life Magazine. More recently, Mr. Boxley's papers have
run to local technological matters-- the history of the Hop-
kinsville Water Works. There are those who say that Mr. Boxley
wrote only one paper on the Hopkinsville Water Works, but I
have learned so much about the local wWater Company from Jack's
Athenaeum papers that I am sure there must have been at least
three or four of them on this subject. In short, the technically
gi¥ted among us have ignored the momentous subject of television.

And the humamists and social scientists have done no bet-
Eeir, I remember how eagerly I awaited the first paper of Dr.
Thomas Riley, the Director of our Community College. Surely, I
thought, a man like Tom Riley won't overlook a subject like
television] but I was wrong. Dr. Riley wrote a paper entitled
“Hepkambvilie, Apnil 20 - April 27, 1912' . Hll Pr. Riley had
done was to go to the New Era files for that particular week,
copy down what was happening ianopkinsville at that time, and
read the resulgﬂ to the Society. The paper was quite boring to
everyone except Wallace Henderson, Sr., who had personally been

resent at every single one of the incidents mentioned in the

paper.

I have been particularly disappointed in our historians.
They have ignored television, a subject of tremendous historical

ané sociological significance, for what in their opiniong at
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least, are more serious topics. William Turner, for instance,



seems possessed by some mania for cataloging the history
of the local schools, provided, of course, that the school
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in question is now defunct and no-longer-in-existence. He has
favored us with a b&par dh the old Clay Street School, which
has been gone from the scene almost as long as Rameses II, as

m

well as with a recemt paper on South Kentucky-McLean College.
This last named paper contained a wealth of details—the exact
number of the Deed Book and page where the deed to the original
college property Wa s recorded, the exact height, width, 2ength,
and number of bricks in all the buildings; the names and ad-
dresses of all the graduates, plus the named and addresses of
all of the descendents . all of the graduates. A man of such

assurance should write on a subject like television, but instead

William has promised us a paper on Bethel College, although this
i R
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projeet -will have &0 be” postponed for at least another genera-
tion, since Bethel folded up a mere three years ago.

Even more appeaiing was the attitude of Brooks Major. I
I ) oo ok

thoughtkkghig of all our members %8 the person to write a paper
on television. Brooks is a minister of the gospel, a Ph.D, and

a professor of history on the university level. But he deserted
gave the Socciety a paper on the Bell Witch, the famous local
ghost, and then tried to make the thing sound like history by
methcdical documentation to various legends, nmyths, hoaxes, half-

truths, distortions, and down-right lies,



So it seems that if the Society is to be given a paper
on a subject as important as television, it will have to be

done by one of the lawyers in the Society, although I know that

-~

et
nE R

by so doing I will swdsr¥t my profession to a great deal of
criticism here tonight. The majority of the Society feels that
the lawyers are even now ruining the Society, and tonight may
7 [ g

give these persons more ammunition. { Some members, however, are
more ch%fitable to thie atterneys:. One remarked to we a month or
SO ago that he didn't have any prejudice against lawyers; that
many of them were quite fine persons; that some of his best
friends were lawyers, but that, nevertheless, he still would not
want his daughter to marry on;:j

So much for the preliminaries. it %s time to begin to
examine our subject, television.;{}hfg};iii not be a technical
paper. To paraphrase Abraham Lincoln, I could not write one if
I would, and would not write one if I couldg7

Let us look first at the good things about television,

And let not critics deceive you,” there are many things that TV

does darn well. p Tein . T, P
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The thing TV does best iﬁﬂa program where the audience

is able to participate in the unfolding of the show, cases-where
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the_spontaneity—of-the mediuf is bést utilized} Xaiuai&g, live
telecasts of events actually in progress, are_.the_ best illustra-
“tiop-of thrts-

Although as Bud Hudson and some of the rest of you know,

L8, ¢

I may be prejudiced, I believe that sports gventé-are-among the
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\examples —of~tiri 8, type—of—thring.
For example, ten years have now passed since that
October afternoon in Yankee Stadium when New YorK#pitcher,
P :
Don Larsen, pitched a perfect ball-game, -1 no hits, no runs,
no walks, no errors, nobody on base}against the then Brooklyn

Dodgers, but I doubt that anyone who saw that game on TV will

ever forget it. The mounting tension as Dodger after Dodger
came to bat and was retired. Finally twenty-six men in a row
had gone down. There were two outs in the 9th inning and

pinch-hitter Dale Mitchell was at the plate. The count ran to
an agendizimg 5 balls, 2 strikee. The tensien fox the 80-o0dd
thousand persons in the ball park and also for the countless
millions watching on TV had reached a peak. It was a moment
the greatest movie directors of all time would have givén any-
thing to have created, but Alfred Hitchcock, John Huston, David
wark Giffith, and all the other great impresarios could not
have done so, for this program was being produced by a director
greater than all these men put together -- REAL LIFE. The

moment of truth had arrived. Larson took the short-stretch,
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no-wind-up S¢a¥t that was to be widely copied for a time there-
after and fired the ball toward the plate. Mitchell watched

it g0 by & split second later the umpire's right arm shot
skywaxrd bgééggiig the signal for a styke, and Don Larsen, an
unknown pitcher both before and since, had carved for himself

a niche in sporting history.



The aftermath of this was even more typical of TV at
its best. Everyone went wild, but I believe the moment will
be longest eemembered from one single scene. Squat Yogi Berra, the
¥Yankee catcher, raeced jubilantly toward the towering Larson, and,

without doffing any of his catching gear, leaped up on Larsen,

encircling Larsor's waist with his legs. sSuch a display of emotion
would have been labeled, and properly 5o, "cormy”, if it had been
called for by a script; but here there was no seript. It was what

actually happened, and no one could deny its genuineness.

There may be some of you in the audience who are not sport

fans’wu for example, George Boone; who may not be impressed by
Nk
the«wbove example of TV at its best.

But few could fail to have been moved by the way TV
handled the events immediately after the assassination of Presi-
dent John F. Kennedy. The assassination itself was an event of
tremendous import and this of course heightened what was to come.
I doubt that anyone here tonight will ever forget exactly where
he was and what he was doing af the moment he heard that John

b i} "
Kennedy had been shet. The nation paused in its tracks to follow

the events that were to unfold. [ipe Q;;e%T;ait, hoping against
hope’thét the President had not been serously hurt by the bullé&t
from the fﬁeojunknown assassin. The shocked hearing of the final
verdict a few mihqtes latexr, & vérdict that was known in advance
to almost everyone Qhéwﬁéd the slightest knowledge of what a
high-powered yifle DUl i e coﬁldudg to the human brain. Then the

o

immediate rush of events -- the search for the assassin, the



that the %éh?héékbeen caught and that a death.penalty verdict
was certain. The.return to Washington ©f the new President,
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Lyndon Johnson. |\

And, make no mistake about it -- television was there.
All regular programs had been canceled. It would be three days
before a commercial would be heard. 2And since television was

there, yvou amd I were theie Hoo.

Many of us were watching our TV sets on Sunday, November
24, 1963, wken Lee Harvey Oswald was being moved from the Dallas
police station. (I was not. As a Benedict of only one week, I
was escorting my new wife to her hometown church{}But many of
you and millions of other people actually saw oOn televisionJLg;gf
a murder committed., Oswald, handcuffed, and walking géf@één a
group of detectives, was suddenly accosted by a short man in a
hat -- later idgntified as Jack Ruhw;—nwxhewewnerwcfwawﬁa&%ae
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SstLip-beewe” STm. RBefore anyone could react, except O@waméy

who recoiled from Ruby's advance in fear (or was it, many would
wonder later, in {gggggggigﬁj,‘Ruby had gunned down the accused
assassin of the President. It was an electric moment, and mil-

lions shared it through television.
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Later there were thousands- who laid the blame for the meds- i
Oswald muxder and perhaps the blame for some of the uncertainty

still surrounding the Kennedy assassination‘an@e%evieéew. These
- o
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ﬂ%op&ewn&aﬁm that the incessent demands of the ?V~eamefa men for
. 13
‘: A
a live telecast of Lee Oswald ﬁé&m&%@eé the Dallas police to

: : o : B , i
bring Oswald to tiwie semi-public place, a place where in the rush

anad contusion Jack Rubv could strike before he was noticed,



A
;’»'(«ﬁ'»(.r\-wg
These persons add that had it not been for the deeision of

et
the TV camera man to get a good "front view® of Oswald, he

would have been surrounded by officers, that is, shielded on

all sides, including the front, and Ruby could never have

o ool
PATN 954 g o ¥

penetrated a shield, and probably would not have emen tried.
P
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fégatzféieviéroﬁ”was*rnwthereﬂinwperformxng“1t54mégnifi4

ant/xgie~1nuthe;days;ﬁollowing~the“ﬁ§§§§§fﬁaff5ﬁfa The funeral
Lo
of John F. Kennedy was covered in its entlretyp\and a mov1ng
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experience it was, (Who can ever-fo¥get. the. picture of .Jacqueline

Kennedy-and~her-children at the bier of the President? Who can
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ever erase from his mind the sad refrain of the Sailewrs’ Hymn,

which~was played over and over again Lor the-departed President,
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an old Navy man. @he sdght of Ethe rlderless horse with the
toots turned backwards in the stirrups; the horsedrawn caisson

bearing the casket of the President; the long llne of digni-
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taries Lnd%ﬂemproeessien - alle Sellassie, Emperor of Ethiopia, "™
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“the Lion of\Judah, who for over three decades has

a@ the center\?f atfairs of gréa; internationa sigpificance;
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tah; Charles DeGaulle, President oanganéé, who had been a thorn
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in the side of the yaung PreSLdent ahB‘would remain one\fgr his
\ e 3
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smccessoYL and througheut lt all, ¢;he bum bum, bum, da, da:\ds,
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bum, bum, bum, Wagnem%ﬁ soBun  Funeral March Tova b Llnally the
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qeggmdﬁyvitself~ %heucrmep Irish brogue of Rlchard Cardinal
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Cushing, .;eeifaﬁg-the~f1nal~;1tes -over. his .friend--and President,

Taps, with the muffed sixth note performed by a bugler overcome

by.emotien.  FRimally, 1t was eover,  Televicion went back to normal

«
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Before leaving our discussion of the things TV does

well, I think some mention should be made of the Kennedy-Nixon

}
SN
TV debates in the 1960 election, Ffor tLemse&vea probably the

most significant single thing that television ever did.
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When I say this, I am assumlng,\I think correctly, that

without the TV debates the course of history would have been
l 1 ‘ I
st £ o e

Larreetial ~
changed,/and "Richard Nixon Pre51dent <} think this. would - -have
~ - pne T
been a bad thingw‘“Some of you, - fg;wexaméie, Graham Duncan -

would probably diffeg“with”ﬁé; but this is beside the point.
History”@ééwmade. Before the TV debates, the Kennedy campaign,

although splendidly organized, was not getting off the ground.
! 7 ! : s
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After the debates, the~temp® prcxéd«up THS”S@UthﬂTﬁ*@OV@%ﬁ@TS
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and-cotrthouse~ poilticxanS'whc were ultzmateky to orov1de -John
)_ e B tcon e 8 50 //‘L, /I A atp s o b, Lo, R e
Kennedy's margin-of- VlCtOI}, were. braought lnto e only after
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the debates -had convinced  the Democratic party pros that victory
was.-probalkle. The Vice-Presidential candidate, Lyndon Johnson,
a southerner, was the kéy,man.bere}'anﬂ He reportedly ,though

Mpe@hapswapeerypha%%zyrfgld more than one southern politician,

"Since theﬂdeﬁétesjthe polls all“show that we are going to win,

-
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ang/b§/God, you had better be aboardb“
—

Even with the TV debates, the margin was exceptionally
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close. John Kennedy's popular &ajoxlty was less than 120,000

votes -- about 2,400 votes per state, or an average of about

u; T

erme=hakf=a vote per precinct., A switch to Nixon of 20, 000+s68d
Texas votes and 4,000 Illinois votes would have given him the

electoral votes to be President.
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Before the debates, Nixon was senera¥ty regarded as

better qualified and more experienced than Kennedy. After the

e

first debate most observers felt that,&f“fhEﬂ@EaS%’Kennedy had
/ F S
held his own with Nixon and the aura of Nixon superiority had

been dispelled.
oty - t‘«.’} Ayt
Many commentators, including such pwxe-Kennedy len as
T

Theodore white, author of the prize-winning "Making Of A Presi-
dent = 19604, Feilt that perhaps TV itself was responsible for

the Kemnedy victory in the debates, particularly in the first
l),\ g ; P # {
debate. White observes that, reading ‘® cold text of Hhe remarks,
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there is little, if any, cheice between the two debaters, But
on TV the contrast was considerable.
Nigen wore a light suit amd & white shirt. 2Although his
( Ay 2 ! Ji :Wi“ ¢ £

Republican advisers had the background ée%~%he~debate repalnted

no less than six times to make it darker, the gray background

A e (0T Ca Rl ey
was still net—ﬁarkwenouqhwéemkeep Nixon f#&m showiftd up b&a&@dd bk
T
around the edges;w1th a glaring shirt. Kennedy, on the other

hand, wore a dark su1t in which he stood out clearly and sharply
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and the light blue shlrt he wore looked like an ordinary white
7~

shirt, ew-tetrewigiom Nixon's five-o'clock-shadow of a beard was
partially covered with ordinary pancake make-up and in a regular

photograph would ne+t have beenkggticeable. But the TV camera
s

Operates electnically in a manner somewhat similar to the X-ray,

and Nixon's beard provided a dark and jarring note. Even worse,
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at—one-time whlle K@nnedv was speaking, the TV camera flashed to
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All of the above is, as I would be the first to concede,

really trivial when one is talking about the qualifications

4. r/
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for a presidential candidate, and these things really should Be
fgnered. But a TV oriented public of -mere-ehan 100 million
people saw all of this and they were impressed by Senator
J
Kennedy. Were the TV debates absolutely decisive? Of course
the answer to that guestion can never be known, but we all have
; e / . of e

heard the old paem about how the sanmtzy was lost, and "all for
the want of a horseshoe nail."

So much for television,the-medium at its best. Let us
now examine some of the other facets of TV -- its other side.
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My time 1is running short and perhaps I Shouldﬂentitle~i
this papet "The Cese For Television! or somethineg similar, ane
guit right here. Hewever, I do nokt want to leave the auvgust
group of persons here tonight with the impression that I am a

V*~ Lo
captive »f the Madison Avenue TV executives and unable to find
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fault with & medium, so I will throw a few brickbats to even

up the earlier thrown E%ﬁquets;

U

The most frequent criticism of TV involves its commercials?&h
wi 't

[

;é it is claimed that programming is subverted by the sponsors
of the various shows. Second, the very commercials themselves
are said ko be boorish, idlotie and in poeor taste.
Commercialism is there all right. Pressure groups are
more potent here than almost anywhere else, for they can always
boy-cott the sponsor's products,== ¥or example, the long time
Ervon,

‘avorite, the "Untouchables", the story of a Brohibition hew.,

‘ederal investigator was started on its wav to ohlivionn bu



a threatened boy-cott of the sponsor by Italian-Americans
who objected to the show's use of Italian villains., The boy-
cotters didn't explain how the sponsers could have produced

a show about Brohibition without mentlonlng the Mafia, Al
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Capone, Frank Nitti, and otnersltallany wie> were actualdspedm—
p@{taqémpaxt;c;pants tﬁ tlie era.

Similarly, it might be observed that there are never
any Negro villains in TV stories. I did observe an exception
to this rule a week or so ago, but in this case it was permiss-
ible. The show was "I Spy", which features as one of its co-
?Ez?es Bildl cosby, a Negreo actoxr:

Even worse than the racial pressure groups are the ones
representing the professions. Let a program show a doctor as
an abortionist or a lawyer as a mouth-piece for mobsters and

the AMA and the ABA are up in arms.. Accerding fteo these organi-

zations all doctors and lawyers are simon pure and the thousands
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of illegal 699%5%435% performed annually Im=ghi

otry and

the thousands of thugs and gangsters who show up in courg time

after time)with the same attorney prove only that there must be

moé;iéfngOSLng as members of the medical and legal professions.
A word should be said about the commerdals themselves.

As a viewer for approximately the last ten years, I believe that

generally the commercial as an art form is improving. Only a

few years ago most commercials featured a loud, fast-talking,

greasy-haired pitchman with a toothy, frozen smile who delivered
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a rapid-fire spiel aewt the sponsor's pDrocuct. Liatttle "o f this



television's ability to picture things. For example, almost
every product from cigarettes to hair dye is advertised with
beautiful shofts of gorgeous outdoor scenery.*?Another device
widely used in the modern TV commercial 1is the cartoon. This

type of commercial is often quite effective. I, for one, think
that the Kent cigarette commercial, “"To a Colonel, it's a
Regiment, to a Smoker, it's a Kent," 1s guite cleverly done.

Sponsors are also aware that cartoon commercials have a

great appeal for children. And a child, if he can be won over

g .
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to a particular pesdmet may become a lifetime pufehaseréefmthat
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produet., And oEsen while the child is small and has no pur-
chasing power, it doesn't do a product any harm to have its
virtues extolled by a youngster skipping down the neighborhood
sidewalk blithely singing a TV commercial. My own boys, only

age two, surprised their mother the other day when duriﬁg a drive
they spied a Colonial Bread truck and screamed in delight, "Old

Fashioned Favorite!"

There' is one ZTV commercials$ which I particularly
.T LAM‘ L
deplore. Theseware the family scene commercialss The main rea-
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son I object to thet*is that the family father 1is almost always
depicted as some sort of grade "A'" boob. A recent example of
A :
this is a commercial for under-arm spray deoderant called "Right
la
Guard", e widely ballyhooed.as the "family deodorant” since

"nothing touches you but the spray itself". Originally Right

P 5 G

“ 1
Guard, a product of Gillette Razor Company, was heralded as a
LaY
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man's deodorant, but then the makers realized that other family

i



began with father bellowing from the bathroom, "Where'4#s

the Right Guard"? Year by year the commercial supplied a

different answer. First Junior had it; then Mamma:; then
Sis. In the particular commercial to which I refer, however,
the answer is different. To Father's query, "Where '#s the

Right Guard?" Mother responds with a sickeningly sweet smile

.
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and a~tohe that might be used in amswering for the 20th straight
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time the silly question of a «wwm#ews child, "Did you look in
t
the medicine chest, Dear?" Sure enough, there s the Right Guard,

and Daddy, the dear dolt, will have barely enough time to spray
1k
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under his armpits, put on his %@s&ﬁess suit, ané get to his job,
a jeb which muct be right luerative 1if one is ®o judge by the
Taj Mahal of a home in which this and all the rest of these
+fx.<3

domestic contretemps occur.

Mother was the star of the last commercial, but even she
often has great difficulty coping with the monumental problems

Loty w(!w‘, ¢

of modern life-until of course the right product appeaﬁ&; TwO
commercials illustrate this point -- the scenario is almost the
same for both,esmmerciats. A couple of active youngsters are
vl {‘l '\
5dsh1ng away from the hous% shhieking good- byes loaded down with
baseball equipment. In both commercials the mother screams for
the children to stop, but to no avail. In both commercials the
mothers turn toward the camera, presenting a countenance grim
with worry. Each poses a dramatic question. "How", asks Moter

#1,"can I get them to eat breakfast?" "How", asks Mother #2,

can: I get them to brush after every meal?! Many moethers of



applying the back side of a hair brush to the back sidesof
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the rebels, but the mothers inhTV commercials prefer more
subtle solutions. The children who won't brush their teeth
after every meal do so gladly once the proper brand of tooth
paste is purchased. The children who won't eat breakfast can
be saved from starvation by purchasing a product of the Carna-
tion Milk Company called "Instant Breakfast", a powder which
can be mixed with milk in a matter of seconds and drunk on the
run by the hungry youngsters.

Qur time is runming out, bt a word should be said about

the content of some of the typical programms which are popular

today. The top-ranking "Bonanza"', a popular Western, cannot be wua.
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discussed mwew by me, since I oaiy watched it onke, and that was
FaN

a year or £o ago. That night on Bonawnza, not a shot was fired
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and not a single“red skin bit the dust, or for that matter, even
')\

appeared on the show at all. The plot iwwoelved, and this, remem-
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ber, is a Western, a love affair between Hoss Cartwright, a
-

burly, teugh cowboy, and the lecal school teacher. The ending

was undoubtedly very dramatic and exciting, but unfortunately
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for you in the audience, I can't remember what it was.

Another very popular show which has spawned several imi-

taters, 1s “Batman!'. For the two or three in the audience tonight
o SO

who don't know Batman, I will briefly advise you. Batman is a

masked crime fighter, -- in reality, Bruce Wayne, a wealthy play-

boy.iwho battles the underworld with his. sidekickiRobini —— in real

. /

Dick Grayson, a teen—-age ward of Wayne's, They battie with
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baexé;diyibiil;ins in literary history ~- the Penguin, who is
always armed with awumbrella concealing some mysterious weapon,
ol

Qeehardy—devieer Or Mr. Freeze, a man who lives only in sub-zero
temperatures and battles the Dynamic Duo, as Batman and Robin
are called, with a gun that shoots a cloud of gas that freezes
everything it touches.

This sounds silly, and it is, but, frankly, I like Batman.
The show is cleverly handled by the performers, who play it dead-
pan and occasionally get off some funny lines_ €« for example,

e i

Robin might interject upon the discovery of the é&@&f of an antique
tiara from the Gotham City Musequ”Holy Mark Antpony, somegsa%
has stolen Cleopatra's crown.'

Having pleaded "guilty" to liking Batman, I know that I
am throwing myself wide open to the critics (I almost said wolves)
in the audience here tonight, but I must be honest with my audience.
I cannot do like Curtis Brasher did in an Athenaeum paper several
years ago. curtis read a paper advocating that the United States

‘?;'1,,1.&,(.”5" f‘

return to the gold standard of money. After this @wset, banker-
: F o | 3*; L
like and thoroughly discredited theory wes roundly blasted in the
discussion, Curtis said in his rebuttal that he had written the
paper "tongue in cheek". I might add that a few years latex
George Draper wrote a similar paper. George, however, did not
write "tongue in cheek". His paper was intellectually honest,
though, unfortunately, not intellectual.

2ild =o T shsll cenelude, T swait veur cydtieisms ond

your suggestions. Perhaps some of you will have mere insights



intq/or solutions for the problems of television that have

not occurred to me. At any rate, I consider it likely that

the discussion tonight will be at least as good as the papers

being discussed -- unless Tommie Morris can come up with a

than T.




