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toughest yet. It makes Van Nuys look like &
piece of cake.” The recession plus flerce
competition from five other chitken chaink
in me&mgmgaplm:dduptanmimu

But.mesmmhsear Mhesde-

. veloped (perfected now, he insists) a new -
product which boosted sales in three Sacra-.
_mmto locations by .18-22 percent ‘a-week.
*“With Pioneer  behind -me ‘marketing this
pmduct.veunbeﬂhickm Klnshﬂacn-
. meam st omg

In t.he ‘end,' Eddie mnclndea that “only:
God knows for sure™'if his six Sacramento °
' stores will ‘make -him -and his €xtended -
family comfortable forever. But, Eddie says,
he has faith_ “I don't Intend to fafl, 'm Just

- he'll settle down—with his music. Al ‘the "
‘time, it's my therapy. My mnslc iz whem Tm
g=ing.”

‘Hon voyj_nge. ‘Eddie Mitchell.e

THE DEATH PENALTY AND m
'ROSENBERG CASE - .
HON. DON EDWARDS

- IN THE HOUSE or ammamss
‘Thursday; Jamez 2983

@ Mr. EDWARDS -of .California.. Mr.
Speaker, June 19,-1883, will mark the -
30th anniversary of -the executions .of
-Julius- and” Ethel Rosenberg. This
seems 0 me an.appropriate .time to
_share with my .colleagues  testimony..
prepared by the National Committee

to Reopen the Rosenberg Case and
presented to the House Judiciary Sub-
committee on Criminal Justice last De-
cember. I believe my .colleagues will
{find the statement of National Com-
mittee Director Aaron Katz insightful
and thought.—pmvokinz 'I'he sta.t.e«
. ment follows: .

StaTEMENT OF NCRRC on "I‘B‘!DI:A‘IH

PENALTY AND THE ROSENRERG CASK'"

[For record of Dec: 16, 1982, hearing]

The Nationsl Committee to Reopen the-
Rosenberg Caseappreciates the opportunity
afforded by this hearing and wishes. to’
record its opposition and repudistion of cap-
ftal punishment. Jt was a tragic effect of
capital punishment which resulted in the
establishment of our commitiee. ‘To obviate
the need for committees such a3 ours, we
‘1ook forward to the total abalition ‘of capital
punishment, and to restoration of the integ-
rity of American judicial processes.

We are opposed to eapits! punishment for
many reasons, but this stalement will deal
with our primary concern, “the possibility
of irreversible error,” and its potential
“cover-up” aftermath Wrongly imprisoned
people can be released, but wrongly execut-
ed peaple can never be restored to life.

Accused of being wilches, many were ex-
ecuted by the Commonwesalth of Massachu-
setts in the 1630's, in the hysterical atmos-
phere of the Salem Witch Hunta, It was too
late to right the wrongs when sanity re-
turned to the community. Sacco and Van-
zettl were executed on August 22, 1827, and
exactly fifty years later, the State of Massa-
chusetis admitied error; wrongful execu-
tlon&?mrymtmhte,andnumto
ameliorate the wrong; death is final

June 18, 1983, wii mark the 30th anniver-
sary of the ‘Roaenberz electrocutions. From

"the moment of their executions, na, months
before the executions of Julius and Ethel
Rosenberg, evidence of massive fraud and
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perjury of the chief prouecutlcn wlmesses
began to mount. When the SBecond Circuit
Court took note of “wholly reprehensible”™

- prosecution conduct *which cannot be too

severely condemned,™ there was still time to

-* saye the Rosenbergs’ lives, .if the Supreme -

court had but listened to the pleas of Judges
Learned Hand and Jerome Frank and grant-.
ed certiorari. However, .by .the time. the
‘courta . reco after the BSupreme

TIrving Baypol and: Judge- Irving R.. Kauf- .

' man, It was many years too late xLi -
Consider-this..Judge . Eaufman had or-

dered . the -executions « with - the *justifica~

- gonna do it. I will make it.” And that)s when > tion”. that the Rosenbergs had stolen the

secret of the atom bomb gnd transmitted it
to the Soviet Union, and they thereby were

-. responsible ‘for the war 1n Eorea ' and
“untold millions” of lost lives in the future. -

When top atomic scientists proved that

what had been described as “‘the secret of
‘the atom bomb” was worthless, .a hoax, a

caricature, and the government admitted
this in the federal courthouse In New York,
it was much too late to restore the Rosen-

.- bergs to life. Furthermore, it denied Morton

Sobell the new trial which would prove ‘his

innocence and the innocence of the Rosen--
. -bergs. It -would have taken an unusually
" . courageous -court to-order for Sobell .the
" new trial required by conscience and by law,
when -such. trial .would confirm for the.

entire watching world that their pleas to

- spare the Rosenbergs had been more than

justified, and that our refusal to look
amounted to legal murder. -
As in the case of Sacco and Vanzetti, the

Rosenberg case shows how capital punish--

ment may be followed by cover-up, degrad-
ing an entire judicial system. It explains
why bonorable Supreme Court Justices
Douglas and Frankfurter and -Black protest-
ed the executions so passionately, and why
the Supreme Court majority would close its

"eyes and its ears,. refusing to review “the

case of the century.” The very day of ‘the
executions Justice ‘Black voiced .his bitter
protest: ““This court has never reviewed this

‘record and has never affirrned the falrness .

of the t.rln.l below. . . ..There will always be
doub

To protect t.he oover—up, a U.S. President,
Dwight Eisenhower, had to lie to protesting

dignitaries In denying clemency, - falsely

claiming that sll the courts -had affirmed -

the fairness and appropriateness of the

‘death sentences. And, as evidence sccumu-

lated of prosecution forgery, perjury and
fraud, decent judges had to sacrifice their

‘integrity, denying their principies, to pro-

tect their colleague’s cover-up.
Fartunately, this country iz blessed with a

‘system.of checks and balances. There are

Judiclary Committees which have the au-
thority to look Into this cover-up, and 4o
help with necessary legislation to restore

‘the integrity of our judicial processes. Over

one bhundred law professors, led by Harvard
Law School Professor Vern Countryman,
have called upon the Senate and House Ju-
diclary Committees to examine the prosecu-

torial role of Judge Eaufman in the trial,

the sentences, and the cover-up resulting

-from this case of capital punishment. Ap-

pointment of a Commission of Inquiry by
the House Judiciary Committee, to study
and report on the Rosenberg Case, would be
a desirable step in the right direction.

The National Committee to Reopen the

Rosenberg Case urges your Committee, in -
-considering the matter of capital punish- -

ment, to carefully examine the Rosenberg
case and its aftermath. We are confident
that guch examination will prove the desir-
ability of abolition It will also demonstrate

Extensions of Remarks

the need to reexamine the Rosenberg case
and to establish the truth of the innocence
of the Rosenbergs and Morton Sobell. In
Sobell's case, partial amelioration. s still
possible, when he receives the full pnrdon
whichiahi:dne. = e

:

KEY ‘CONCEPTS - CDNGE!RN’ING
THE .MARTINEZ VA PREI\EEI)I-

gnized,
‘Court's Grunewnld decision, that-the Rosen- 2
. berg trial had been marred by the prejudi-- CAL PROGRAM - UHDERTEEDI
.cial and unlawful questioning by Prosecutor '
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Bmm BOXER

OF CALIFORNTA,

g ...mnr.sday,June.z, 1983

Mrs. BOXER. Mr. Speaker, 1 wnuld
e to bring to the attention.of the
ouse & program for premedical stu-
ts being conducted at the Veterans’
'Administration Hospital at Martinez,
.Calif., under the direction. of Michael
Geokas, M.D.; Ph.D. -

Recently I visited this .hosp’ltal to
view "the "program in action and was
tremendously impressed with what it

“is doing for our young people who are

interested - in . pursu.ing A career in
medicine. T~

“The .program stzmes afﬂnnstive
action for minorities and women and is
a program which well might be adopt-
ed throughout the country. -

‘At this point I would like to mclude -

in the Recorp a review of this pro-
gram. _

1. This is a leadership, self-dicipline, and
self-development program for premedical
students, -mainly women _ and members of
“minority groups.

3 i %
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2. This is an affirmative acuon program

for minorities and women. -

3. Students come from Bn.y Area colleges
and universities. -

4. The progmm mmrlsﬁs of lecture over-

‘views on clinical medicine and ‘basic sci-

ences, volunteer work at the Martinez VA
Medical Center, counseling sessions for the
students, and lectures on-topics of Interest
by prominent citizens, elected officials, jour-
nallsts, and Medical School faculty. -

5. All participating faculty and students
are volunteers.

6. The students are exposed ﬁrst—ha.nd to
the Intricacies of the hospital environment
and have an opportunity to develop the em-
.pathy required to make a good physician
and to understand the humanistic aspects of
medicine, . =~

7. The students are !.nnxht before entering
medical school about the absolute require-
ment of complete dedication and the need
to become perpetusl students.

8. They are taught early about the signifi-

cance ‘of patient-doctor relationships, and

the fact that high technology .dehumanizes

patient care; they are taught respect and °

compassion for the sick, the young, and es-
pecially the old and helpless.

" 9. Emphasis (s placed on the need for
mare women and minorities to become phy-
sicians by meeting the competition mr medi-
cal school admisslon.

10. Encouragement of minority n:uq!ent.s is
constant and the significance of continuous
efforts in improving scho]u!.lc achievement
.is emphasized, .

11" The results have bee.n extremely re-
warding and large numbers of women and

o

i



' RETAINING ' REGULATIONS TO

E 2660-

minorities have been n.dmltted to medical
school. :

-12, Great emphldl i phced on !a.m.lly re--
lationships and the need for studentz to
obtain and maintain the support of thelr
purentaintheird!oruformed}uluhml
admission. .

13, This.program helps the’ ltndentc to -
evaluate if they really have the stamina and
the willingness to make the enormous-com-

mitment Tequired to become a physician.; - -

-14. Thus, the program constitutes & sood
method for candidate selection for-medical

- school. Btudents who -do not possess. the .

needed qualities of dedication .and ;x:ner—
vance drop out quickly and follow other less
demanding careers. -

15. This type of program shoul:l bgdevel-
oped by medicsl centers. and ' hospitals-
throughout the .US..{for a practical and -
rational selection of the nppropriate eandj
dates for medical school. "~ -

tioning, dropping out of medical achool can
‘be avoided and that hﬂ;urael:ctlon of suit-
able candidates can be achleved." .

.17. The Premedical Program at. Martinez .
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lation. Television networks are por-

traying themselves as helpless under-
dogs who.cannot compete. with cable
télevision - and - other . video . technol-
.ogles. In ‘addition they are trying to
.convince-us-that the Americn.n pubuc
wﬂl be robbed of “free” TV:

““Let us look ‘at the“true’ nlt.uat.ion.
Networks currently are the prigne-time .
.chaice of 80. percerit.of 'all Americans,
and .by CBS own-estimates,. they will .
still .command “70 percent.of .the.na-.
tional viewing audiences by :1990. ;This -
~ {8*"with .the - current "rules*in . effect, '
.. Under H.R. 2250, thé FCC would-be
able to conslder repea] of the rules hy
1088, .-

; ;Networks also use the a.rment that. .
"however. after several years of “net- )
work exhibition, the show is syndicat-

they cannot compete with new tech-

- "+ nologies, especially the new pay sys-
10 WY Sty pramiinl schusl ‘ool Dolog) 1 W

tems. -However, not only are network
profits 'in the billions,  but they are
. also being allowed to own a growing
fraction of the Nation’s cable and pay

is unique in this nation. It provides early ex-— SyStems -as well. Pay systems are-at

posure to hospital environments,. direct
teaching by medical school faculty, mpha-
sis on community and public service, ‘on™
compassion for the sick, and on' self-discl-
-pline. It increases awareness of many differ- .
ent areas -of ‘medicine:” Habit-induced "dis- :
eases (e.g. smoking, druog abuse, alcoholism, .
and obesity), child abuse and detection geri-
atrics, and problems of the profession-such
as cost e.t!ectimess and medical ethics,

‘ This type of program should. be im-
plemented across the United States,
.Medical centers should organize these

- programs 50 that they can attract the

cream of the crop among the young;
who will become fine physicians in the
new environment of high technology,
regulations, paperwork, malpractice

" PROVIDE - BE'I'I'ER TV PRO-
GR.AMIN'G :

HON. PHILIP M. CRANE

OF ILLINOIS .
- IN.THE HBOUSE Or mmmnnm

Thursday, June 2, 1983 '

e Mr. PHILIP M. CRANE, Mr. Speak-
er, I recently joined my colleague, Mr.

/HENRY Waxman,-in support of his bill,

H.R. 2250,.to prevent the FCC from
repesaling the network financial inter-
est and synd.{cahon mlm for a 5-year
period. -

At this time, these Tules are critical
to our.Nation’s ongoing effort to bring
more competition to the television in-

best -a distant threat to the networks.
The .real competition is not .pay TV,
‘but -independent - television stations.
. These .rules, .prohibit. the - networks -
from taking away a program produc--
er’s  syndication . rights—for eample, -
‘the “.~rerun .. rights - to ' individual
M‘A"S'H eplsodes ‘after” the initial
_network broadcast contract Is fulfilled,
* The prime-time access rule allows net-
work-affiliated stations {0 control.at
least .some portion of the prime time
rogra.mlng schedule. __

" Repeal of the rutes could force small :

aindependent production companies
and.many independent.TV stations—
'those . not affiliated with networks—
out of business. While large produc-
‘tion companies .might survive . the
‘repeal, they would: be less likely -to

~. take susbstantial risks on new, creative
-programing, The  rules. promote pro-
- gram diversity by not only strengthen- -
*ing the .role. of independent television

-stations, but also by protecting -the _
-rights of independent. program predue-

" . ers, thus helping to insure more di-

" verse sources of programing.
With repeal, networks could very

" easily refuse to sell programs. After

-all, since they are competing against
independent stations—which are all
free TV -stations—their real incentive
‘would be to hold the syndications thus
causing the rating points to go up for
the networks. You must keep in mind
“"that we are talking about several hun-
dred thousand dollars per rating point.

With repeal, it could well be the end
of competition by not only giving net-

dustry and more program diversity to- works just more control, but virtually

the American public. I-support H.R.
2250 because it keeps In effect regula- -
tion that prohibits the three televisioh
networks from controlling the pomes-
tic rerun rights to programs they
broadcast ‘and . thereby diminishing
competition and diversity. :
ConceIn has been expressed by some
individuals that without repeal, the
rules will harm and perhaps bring an
end to “free” television. If this were

the case, I would not favor such legis-

complete control. These rules were
adopted in 1970 to promote the public
‘Interest in fair competition and diver-
sity in -prime-time TV programing.
‘Before 1870 ‘the FCC found that the
networks had used their control over
the television industry by determining
not only what most Americans saw on
TV but what they could not see. The
Justice Department” followed with
antitrust suits, charging the three na.
tional networks with controlling the

entire network television program pro-
duction process, Irom idea thmugh ex-,
hibition. ;

These rules hnve partially oﬂset the
overwhelming dominance of the net-

works. Yet as both purchasers and dis--

.tributors of - programing, they still.
dominate the TV-industry today. The~

operation) of the rules is simple. They_ . e

-prohibit -the ‘networks - from . taking: -

away & -program -producer’s- syndlm- CRRLY
tion :rights, :Currently : producers :s€ll; ~-
_programs to networks,:usually at:a>-’ T?"
loss,- and “then. hope ‘to make -money, - - .-

_-later ‘with-syndicationisales. If a show
is not successful enough+to. be syndi- «
. cated, the producer has simply lost the
amount in excess-of the license fee. If

ed, the producer will recover his losses
and earn a profit. The networks, .on

the other hand, immediately recover '
-program

their .investment :-in a
. through advertising dollars. ..,

A .phasein of-deregulation would be
more -warranted -because -the- level of

competition in the video market today -
does ‘not " justify* lifting- those rules:
" which were carefully designed to.pro-

- tect: the public interest-from the ‘lack
of competition now Ia,cins the neb—
works,

‘These rules must ‘not .be repealed
until the marketplace is better able to
provide the additional - diversity and
competition necessary to serve the
public Interest. It is clear that rather
than serving the goals of competition

.and diversity, repeal will undermine

the competitive strength and vitality
‘of "alternatives to net.work program

‘inge - - i

Y FINANCIAL VOYZE'URIBM

|

HON BILL FRENZEL

- - " . oP uqmmon
. IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, June 2, 1983

e Mr. FRENZEL. Mr.:Speaker, In the
May 31 Post, ‘Carl Rowan had a piece
captioned’ “Financial Voyeurism.” - In
it, he asks, “Does anyone believe that
-requiring these kinds of reports--re-
quired financial reports for legislative,
executive, and judicial branch person-
nel—gusrantees “us better govern-
ment?” His own answer is that he is
unconvinced. -

Soam 1.1 believe it is time to revise,
and sharply curtail financial disclo—
sure requirements. It miy be helpful
to disclose certain assets, but 7ot in
the fine detall now demanded. Income
derived as.a .result of -congressional
service—honoraria, royalties, and - so
forth—should be reported, but most

.other income should not. Holdings of

spouses should be exempt from report-
ing, too. That requirement is a hold-
over from another. era. I respect.fully
suggest that the Speaker appoint an

.ad . hoc, staffless task force Lo make

recommendations . . for . - substantial

, June 2, 1983
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