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NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL d 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 

~Cu 
INFORMATION 

October 7'., 1985 

MEMORANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE ICM IIAS SEEN 
FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

WALTER RAYMOND, JR. 

Wick Letter to Zamyatin 

Attached at Tab I is the letter from Wick to Zamyatin. For your 
information, I have also attached a letter at Tab II that Wick 
received from 66 Congressmen endorsing the Wick initiative, plus 
Charlie's transmittal note to the President (Tab III) concerning 
the Zamyatin letter. 

Attachments 

Tab I 
Tab II 
Tab III 

cc: 

Wick to Zamyatin Ltr, Jan 25, 85 
Ltr to Wick fr 66 Congressmen, March 21, 85 
Wick Transmittal Ltr to President, Apr 6, 85 

Jack Matlock 
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January 25, l985 

Mr. Leonid M. 1.amyadn 
Chief, International Information Department 
central Ccalllittff, camunist Party of '!be soviet union 
Staraya Ploahchad' 4 
Moscow, USSR 

Dear Mr. Zamyatin: 

In recant months Soviet lllldia have levied a l'Ullber of attacks on u.s. public 
diplClllaCY and the u.s. Information •rw:'/• especially on the Voice of America 
and our new WCR.amT satellite telwision service. Your article in 
Literaturnaya Gaeta [•1mpe1Hs of Confrontations and Borizona of 
Cooperation,• Noftalber 28, 1984) s111111rizes mat of the charges and typifies 
the underlying llindset. I • prcapted to reapond at this tia to the 
continuing strea of attacks because in a period when our two governments are 
engaged in serious exploration of vital iuues, such attacks are a disservice 
to l'll)re positive relations • 

• My hope is to generate a constructive dialogue. To initiate that dialogue I 
extend two concrete offers. First, I ask that you offer your good offices to 

· facilitate usiDJ broadcast media to further mtual understanding. In this 
regard, I suggest that you arrange for soviet television to carry an address 
by one of our top leaders which would be reciprocated on American television 
by one of your top leaders. 'lbere is a precedent for this: Mr. Brezhnev ard 
Mr. Nixon made such spHchea several years ago with considerable positive 
effect. · 

' Second, I propose that we carry further the dialogue by having you and other 
SOviet officials and journalists take part in the WORinmT program of which 
you are so critical. Let ua jointly plan a one- to two-hour satellite 
television dialogue on WOIUlmr in which Soviet journalists interview senior 
u.s. officials on iuues of nutual concern. At the saa time, you should plan 
with o.s. lllldia a similar progr• in which Aaari~ journalists freely and 
spontaneously .question senior soviet officials. ccming at this iqx)rtant time 
in our relations, such ventures oould help make ccammication more reasoned 
and reciprocal. 

Incidentally, I am not surprised by your unwarranted criticisms of w::lRiam 
and of our Aqerw:'f. I have caa to expect it. Bowver, you should understand 
that our country does not claim, u you do, that opposing ideas •subvert• our 
system. we recognize inataad that diversity of'" public opinion is one of the 
great strengths of Amrica. 'ftwa, our 90Ciety frHly permits Soviet spokesmen 

• 
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to state their view on Aarican television and in print. In this regard, I 
might note that soviet journaliats and Soviet officials are interviewed on 
Amarican telnision literally dozens of tilln per year. SUrely the time haw 
cane tor greater equality of treatment. 

If the Unit<!d States ca.~ cor.fidently tolerate opposing views without fears of 
•100senin;• the sysam, why t.'len ~ould the Soviet government act so 
restrictively, even to the point of jamning our broadca■ta in direct violation 
of several international agreements to which the t.1SSR is a signatory? ltl1Y mt 
allow greater independent public inquiry about your government's decisions and 
policies? \lily should AnariC.ln officials, in turn, not be permitted to state 
their views on soviet television and i:i the Soviet madia? our aociety has · 
never .walked away from a fair challen;e, and we look forward to en;agiRj in a 
peaceful contest of ideas with the USSR. 

Your article is evidence of the need for this reuoned·and open dialogue. 
Charges of •piracy of the au,• •radio warfare,• •subversive p.irpoae,• and 
•television propaganda aggression• only exacerbate the •1t'f.)u••• and 
•confrontations• to which you allude and delay our search for •horizons of 
cooperation.• Caai.r,; at this tia, when the leader.a of our two countries are 
seek!RJ new mans for considering meaningful ara·reduetion efforts and ways 
to stabilize relations, your attacks are 1110at unfortunate. SUrely, everyone 
concerned about u.s.-soviet relations has a right to expect greater restraint 
and accuracy. 

Although I will not atteq,t in this letter to deal with the many errors and 
distortions in your article, I would like to clarify the role and purpose of 
the u.s. Information Agerct, particularly the Voice of America and ~. 

USIA is not in the t:usiness of misrepresenting Soviet foreign policy, as 
you allege. Its primary purpose is to present America to the rest of the 
world and to explain o.s. foreign and dcaestic policies to people around 
the world. In so doing, we ptesent the news, good and bad. 

'!!le Voice of America is a distin:JUished source of news and information 
about the United States -- our policies, society, culture, and values. By 
u.s. law, VOt\ is required to present •accurate, objective, and 
canprehensive• information, to be truthful, and to be •seen as a 
consistently reliable and authoritative source of news.• Over 100 million 
people throughout the world listen to VQ\ each' week, all voluntarily, many 
of them at risk to their safety. 

In mcdernizi.ng and improving our C0m111nication facilities and seeking a 
wider audience, o~ purpoae is to allow a 9reater proportion of the 
world's population to know what is goin; on in the world and be better 
able to reach independent judgmnts on these events. 

~ is a rm:>dern television system linking WUhington via satellite 
with U.S. embusies, information centers, and a number of TV studios 
throughout the world. i«)RLDm'!' is not forced on receiv!RJ nations. 
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Journalists in the participating nations freely choose the progr~ 
that they wiab to broadcast or write about or not use at all. 

I 
M:>RU:NE'l' enables foreign journalists to ask probing, unrehearsed questions 
instantaneously, via satellite, directly to high-level ~ican 
officials. Your repreaentativea from TMS, Pravda and other Soviet 
pu.olications are welcome at o.tfic1al u.s. press conferences. They are 
welcxme, too, as observers in our t;«>RI.rlml' studio. 

Permittin; a free flow of information is in the best interests of both our 
societies and a necessary response to the times. The irreversible revolution 
in caJ1111nications, enabling prompt and corq;,rehensive disseminat;ion of news, 
will make it increasingly harder to limit peoples' access to information. 

All nations should ultimately welcane this: misunderstanding and ignorance 
only serve to exacerbate tensions in the conduct of international relations. 
our nations need to know more about each other; we Americans are firmly 
CCIIIDitted to providing the peoples of the Soviet union -- and the world 
cann1n.ity -- with an accurate picture of the united States. ~imiJarly, we 
hope to broaden our nation's understanding of the USSR. 

I hope that you will enable Soviet journalists and television comnentators to 
participate actively, and very soon, in M:>RLl»m'l' intervie.wa of u.s. leaders to 
be broadcast in the USSR. In turn, American journalists should have an equal 
opportunity to interview your leaders for broadcast in the USA. This direct 
dialogue would broaden the •horizons of cooperation• that you did not discuss 
in your article, but that you, too, nust want to see attained. 

I look forward to your response to 'fftf offers that we exchange televised 
interviews by top u.s. and Soviet leaders and that Soviet journalists and 
officials participate in a~ dialogue with senior U.S. officials on 
issues of 1111tual concern. 

Sincerely, 

Charles z. Wick 
Director· • 



Congrt~~ of tbt ltnittb &tatts 
,oust of l\tprt1tntatibt1 
■1,tJin;ton, la( 20~ 15 

March 21, 1985 

Dear Mr. Wick, 

We are writing to you today to ex?ress our support for your 
recent proposal to Mr. Leonid M. Zamyatin, Chief of the Inter
national Information Department of the Soviet Union, to initiate 
a constructive dialogue with the United States to further mutual 
understanding. 

We are convinced that increased communication between the 
United States and the Soviet Union will reduce the chance of 
conflict caused by misunderstanding. A program to increase 
communication could be effectively implemented through the follo~ 
two proposals outlined in your letter to Mr. Zamyatin. 

First, the offer to use your offices to arrange for a high 
level Soviet official to appear on American television if Mr. 
Zamyatin would do likewise for a top American official on Soviet . television. · · . . . 

Second, your proposal to begin the joint planning of a one
to-two hour satellite television dialogue on USIA's Worldnet 
satellite facilities in which Soviet journalists would interview 
U.S. officials on issues of mutual concern. This would be 
reciprocated by a similar program in which American journalists 
would freely and spontaneously question Soviet officials. 

In conclusion, we strongly agree with your statement that, 
"permitting a free flow of information is in the best interests 
of both our societies and a necessary response to the times." 

We, the undersigned Members of Congress, would like to lend 
our support to further the implementation of your proposal. Onl i 
by opening new avenues of communication can we hope to establish 
a more ;>eaceful and open relationship with the Soviet Union. 

~ Sincerely, 

Id~ DICK AR.MEY 

~~~ 

.. .. - · 
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April 5, 1985 

Dear Mr. President: 

I wish to apprise you of a recent development concerning the 
proposal made by me to Mr. Leonid M. Zamyatin, Chief of the 
International Information Department of the Soviet Communist 
Party, for a constructive dialogue via international satellite 
television. 

On January 25, I extended two concrete offers to Mr. Zamyatin: 

1. To arrange for a top level Soviet 
official to appear on American television 
if Mr. Zamyatin would do likewise for a top 
American official on Soviet television; 

2. To plan a one-to-two hour satellite 
television dialogue on USIA's WORLDNET 
satellite facilities in which Soviet 
journalists would interview U.S. officials 
on issues of mutual concern. This would be 
reciprocated by a similar program in which 
American journalists would freely and 
spontaneously question senior Soviet 
officials. (See Tab A) 

As you may recall, this proposal was in response to an article 
published by Mr. Zamyatin in the Russian language magazine 
Literaturnaya Gazeta entitled "Impasses of Confrontations and 
Horizons of Cooperation." In this article, Mr. Zamyatin 
sharply criticized the international activities of USIA and 
charged it .with "television propaganda aggression." 

In response, I said that "permitting a free flow of information 
is in the best interests of both our societies and a necessary 
response to the times." And, for this reason, I urged him to 
respond favorably to my proposal. 

To date, we have received no reply. 

The President 
The White House 

USIA 



-2-

However, domestic support is beginning to grow. On March 28, I 
received in my office a letter signed by 66 members of the U.S. 
House of Representatives. This letter, bipartisan in nature 
and representative of a broad political spectrum, expresses 
strong support for the Zamyatin initiative. 
(See Tab B). 

I shall keep you informed of other developments on this matter 
as they unfold. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Z. Wick 

(Dictated but not signed by the 
Director in his absence from the office.) 
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November 7, 1985 

MEM0RANDUM FOR ROBERT C. McFARLANE 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

WALTER RAYMOND, JR. W2._ 

Discussion with Mikhil Vozlensky 

At tached at Tab I is a background_ memorandum based on a talk with 
Mikhil Vozlensky, author of the book Nomenclatura. 

Attachment 

Tab I 

cc: 

Background Memo 

Steiner 
Sestanovich 
Mandel 
Matlock 
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United States 
Information 
Agency 
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MEMORANDUM FOR: 

FROM: 

SUBJECT: 

Novenber 15, 1985 

@rTED OFFICIAL us[) 
~ 2,/'E--B / 1 t,_. 

The Honorable 
Robert c. McFarlane 
Assistant to the President for 

National Security Affairs 
The White House 

/ -·) 
Charles z. / ;i~k \ 
Director (_).)-} 

Soviet Media Attack on USIA 

Office of rhe Om;cror 

The upcoming meeti~g in Geneva between President Reagan and 
General Secretary Gorbachev is not keeping the Soviets from 
attacking some of their favorite targets -- USIA, Worldnet and 
me personally. 

I thought you would be interested in seeing the attached cable 
(See Tab A) which reports on an article from Izvestiya entitled 
"USIA's Trojan Horse." The author, Izvestiya's Washington 
correspondent, says that Worldnet is a "system of global 
telepropaganda" that I use to "heat up further the ideological 
war declared on the socialist countries." 

The article also refers to a piece in Washington Monthly 1 
(See Tab B) as implying that, in some Europe capitals, nobody 
watches Worldnet except American diplomats. This is another 
example of how Soviet propagandists cull comments from minor 
periodicals and replay them as if they came from prestigious, 
national journals. 

It is worth keeping in mind as the Geneva meeting approaches 
that the Soviets seem never to let anything interfere with 
their continuous barrage of attacks on the United States. 
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USIA FOR EU <AUTHl, P/RSE, P/G, VOA/BRU 

STATE FOR EUR/SOV 

E. 0. 12356 : N/A 
SUBJECT: IZVESTIA ON WORLDNET TO EUROPE 

I. IN A FHONT-PAGE ARTICLE TITLED "USIA' S TROJAN HORSE," 
PUBLISHED OCTOBER 18 IN IZVESTIA, THAT r..iEWSPAPER ' S 
WASHINGTON CORRESPONDENT , ALEKSANDR P/•.LLADIN, WRITES: 
"CON' T LOOt: A GIFT HORSE IN THE MOUTH . BUT IF THE 
HORSE IS TROJAN, THEN IT IS PROPER ANO EVEN SENSIBLE TO 
GAZE DEEP INSIDE, WHICH IS WHAT WESTERN EUROPEANS HAVE 
CONE WITH THE NEW PROJECT OF THE U.S. INFORMATION 
AGENCY rusIA) -- THE SYSTEM OF GLOBAL TELEPROPAGANDA 
' WORLDNET . ' " 

2. WORLDNET , ACCORDING TO PALLADIN, IS "THE CHILO OF 
CHARLES WICK , BORN WITH THE KING OF 'YELLOW JOURNALISM,' 
RUPERT MURDOCH , IN THE ROLE OF MIDWIFE." HIS CONVERSA-
TIONS WITH MURDOCH, PALLADIN CLAIMS, •• OPE.NED NEW 
HORIZONS FOR WICI' .... WITH THE AID OF 'WORLDNET, ' THE 
USIA CHIEF RESOLVED • • • TO HEAT UP FURTHER THE IDEOLOGICAL 
WAR OECLARl:.O ON THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES (' WORLDNET , ' IN 
THE EXPRESSION OF C. WICK, IS AN "ECONOMICAL SUBSTITUTE 
FOR WEAPONS") /,NO AT THE SAME TIME TO HITCH WESTERN 
EUROPE TO THE CHARIOT OF WASHINGTON Pf!OPAGANDA. " 

3 . BUT WESTERN EUROPEANS, IF ONE CAN BELIEVE PALLAOIN, 
ARE LESS THAN ENTHUSIASTIC ABOUT THE NEW TELE-
CASTS: " ALTHOUGH THE WASHINGTON PROGR A M IS OFFERED 
f-'REE OF CHARGE, IN THE OLD WORLD THOSE WILLING TO MA K E 
USE OF USI A' S SERVICES ARE FEW INDEED. NOT A SINGLE 
MAJOR WESTERN EUROPEAN TV COMPANY HAS AGREED TO CARRY 
OUT THE ROLE OF TR A NSMITTING T HE WHITE HOU SE ' S PROPAG A NDA . 
SO THAT , AS THE MAGAZINE 'WASHINGTON MOr..i THL Y' OBSERVES, 
IN PARIS, GENCVA , AND BONN THE ONLY VI E::WERS OF ' WORLDNET ' 
ARE AMERICAN DIPLOMATS . " 

4 . PALLAOIN CONCLUDES BY INFORMING HIS READERS THAT THE 
DIRECTOR OF THE MOST POPULAR TV NEWS PROGRAM IN WEST 
GERMANY HAS DECREED THAT "THERE IS NOT TO BE EVEN A WHIFF 
OF ' WORLONET ' IN MY BROADCASTS. " 

5 . COMMENT : ALTHOUGH PREVIOUS SOVIET ATTACKS ON ' WORLD-
NET HAVE CONCENTRATED LARGELY ON THE D ANG ERS POSED BY 
DIRECT SATELLITE TRANSMISSION, PALLAOI N IN THIS CASE 
COULD NOT RESiST REVERTING TO THE TRIED - ANO-TRUE THEME 
OF ALLEGED CRACKS IN THE WESTERN ALLIANCE . HARTMAN 
BT 
• 4898 
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WATCHING? 
Charlie Wick's latest flop 

by Mark Schapiro 

We should have been heroes. U.S. soldiers had 
just splashed ashore the sunny isle of Grenada 
and routed the cabal of local communists and 
visiting Cuban construction workers. But when 
Charles Wick, director of the United States In
formation Agency, visited Western Europe dur
ing the 1983 invasion, he encountered almost 
unanimous condemnation from America's allies 
and the European press. According to one of his 
USIA subordinates, "Wick came back and said, 
'God. they're killing us over there! Maggie That
cher is saying the U.S. should never have gone in
to Grenada. What can be done?'" 

Following instincts finely honed during 
decades as a Hollywood agent and producer, 
Wick moved quickly. If the critics are taking you 
to the cleaners, why not make an end run and 
get your message to the audience directly? There 
was no time, however, for a full-fledged produc- _ 
tion number-cobalt blue waves lapping up 
against pearl white sands, Frank Sinatra in 
sunglasses and a flower print shirt, a "Let 
Grenada be Grenada" theme song. So Wick set
tled for rounding up Jeane Kirkpatrick. then U.S. 
ambassador to the United Nations, two Carib
bean prime ministers, and a pair of State Depart-

. ment officials for an unprecedented intercon
tinental video press conference, simultaneously 
beamed to five European capitals. 
Mlll'k Sdulplro t.s • wrllff' Uv11t1 111 Jftrsilllflto11 DC.. tutd"" 

· as,oc/ale qf IM Cffltff' for /rr,ati,alive bportllfl. 

THE WASHING10N MONTHLYIOCI08ER 1985 

In the eyes of White House and USIA officials, 
Wick's gambit worked; the European reaction 
quickly faded. Wick sensed that he was onto 
something. Soon, administration officials were 
appearing twice a month on a new intercontinen
tal interview service. But why stop there? By the 
fall of 1984, Wick was seeking advice from top 
figures in the field of international telecom-. 
munications, including Rupert Murdoch, the 
Australian press magnate. An American diplomat 
familiar with the situation says Murdoch played 
a critical role in familiarizing Wick with the 
possibilities of new satellite technology. It was 
after meeting Murdoch, says the diplomat, that 
"Wick saw the potential for thinking big:• 

The result was WorldNet, a SIS million-a-year, 
satellite-aided television network designed to 
bolster h1ternational support for American 
policy. In launching the project this spring, Wick 
warned that the Soviet Union was out-spending 
the United States in international propaganda by 
a margin of three to one, and was already send
ing TV broadcasts to \\atem Europe. WoridNet 
would help close the Broadcast Gap and counter 
Soviet disinformation aimed at our allies. "In the 
confrontation between our free world society and 
our totalitarian adversaries," said Wick, 
"WorldNet is a highly coJt-efficient altername 
~iHta,:y bard~ -As initially concei ~ WorldNet would beam 
an hour and a half's worth ·of news and-feature 
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rePQrtS to European ncumrks al]~t co eherge 
ro the customers. (Plans also were set in motion 
to supplement lhe flagship English language p~ 
duction with shows in Spanish. French. and Por
tugesc.) And from USIA's \\uhington headquar
ters came the marching order to the troops in the 
field: employees in Vkstem Europe's .embassies 
~uld' serve as WorldNet field agents, convmc
ing Europe's television networks to begin pulling 
the programming directly from the satellite. 

There's just one small problem with \\brldNet: 
st no one is watchin 't. Since the first 

broadcast m p , y a handful of small cable 
stations in northern Europe has agreed to run 
Worl~Net. ~~=:0or European network, com
merctal or - gported. has aceenicd tlie 
USIA's invitation to run any daily \\brldNet p~ 
. rammm . Some EuroP,CanS haven't exactly 
mmced words about it, either. "Not a seco 

. that will a · on · 
says Hans Friederichs, who will soon be the news 
anchorman for West Germany's most-watched 
television station. "You have to see it this way: 
no self-respecting American network would take 
something like that from another government." 
Friederichs . also echoes a widespread sense of 
surprise-if not shock-among European jour
nalists that Washington would imitate Moscow's 
ham-handed techniques in trying to shape the 
truth for its allies. 

I first caught up with WorldNet this summer 
during a visit to the American embassy in Paris. 
Embassy personnel had set up 30 or so chairs in 
a sober, wood-paneled room illuminated by a 
single chandelier. At precisely two dclock, a bank 
of television monitors lit up with animated col
or pictures: a violin, a microscope, a baseball 
mitt, a cowboy hat, the U.S. Capitol '45tar 'Irek'!. 
like theme music played in the background. An 
upbeat male voice.announced, "LiYC from \\uh
ington, D.C., this is 'America Today: " 

The camera then cut to a man and woman an-
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chor team. framed by oblong relief maps of the 
world. A half-hour news segment opened the 
show. It consisted of briskly paced news stories, 
·many of which had~ on the American net
work news the ew:ning befott, though in .different 
form: the Supreme Court's .decision against 
prayer; in the schools, .reports of Soviet air attacks 
in Afghanistan, US-Japanese trade talks, and a 
glowing portrait of the new Grcnadan prime min
ister's meeting with Oeorge Shultz.'-' 

''America Today'' . is remarkable only in its 
quick American pacing and efferYCSCCDt tone; the 
banter between the two co-anchors is reminiscent 
of a morning talk show. In addition to ''America 
lbday," an average wieck of WorldNet also in
cludes a rotating series of mini-documentaries 
such as "Journey through the Solar System," 
which chronicles American space exploration. 
''American Images" presents the lives of average 
Americans in different occupations (a devotee of 
CBS News would expect Charles · Kuralt to pop 
up at any moment). There is even a daily five
minute English language lesson; ("Many Ameri
cans eat dinner at a buffet: b-u-f-f-e-t.'') The 
"interactive" interviews with American officials 
that launched the whole vcnture run twice a week. 
U.S. diplomats in each embassy are expect~ to 
arrange for Euopean journalists to attend these 
latter sessions. 

During several visits to the U.S. embassy in 
Paris, my sole company in the audience consisted 
of two bored-looking foreign service officers. 
That translated into not a single French viewer, 
since the only place in France receiving the pro
gram was the embassy itself. The same scene was 
repeated during several other visits to American 
missions in Geneva and Bonn. 

Universal acclaim 
WorldNet is only one example of Wick's im

pact on the USIA. A friend· since their Hoi 
., wood da* Presidcn'"'Naswr1ias consisten y · 
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supported Wick's plans for expanding US11; the 
result has been a remarkable 75 percent budget 
ipcrcase sine,: 19s1, civaline the percent.aec in
~~ for the Pent.aeon As Wick boasted earlier 
this year in an interview with Parade magazine, 
"I don't know anything about foreign affairs, and 
I don't know anything about journalism, but I 
do know how to make things happen." 

He certainly seems to have demonstrated all 
three attributes in launching WorldNet. With 
strong White House backing, Wick's budget re
quest for fiscal year 1986, including $15 million 
for WorldNet. sailed through the Office of 
Management and Budget. Wick didn't get 
everything he wanted from Congress; the Inter
national Operations subcommittee in the House 
refused to approve a domestic version of World
Net. But if anyone in Congress had any serious 
qualms about the goals or feasibility of WorldNet 
itself, they didn't voice them then. 

The first sign of trouble came when the Euro
pean Broadcasting Union, a clearinghouse for in
ternational news film and reporting, turned down 
a two-week trial tape before WorldNet even had 
begun official operations this spring. The Union 
has since carried only a few WorldNet products, 
such as footage from the space shuttle, when 
there has been no other source for the film. But 
aside from occasionally drawing on WorldNet as 
a library of film clips, foreign networks have 
shunned the service. "It's never difficult to 
establish the American viewpoint on something; 
we can do that through our Washington bureau," 
says Jim Akhurst, foreign editor for Britain's 
commercial Independent Television Net
work. 

There are about 240 West European corres• 
pondents based in the United States, according 
to the the USIA. In addition to the Broadcasting 
Union's Euro-vision Exchange, most European 
television stations have their own exchange 
agreements with one or more of the four major 
American networks. Among these U.S. jour-
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nalists and their editors and desk chiefs in 
Europe, there is little affection for WorldNet. 
Courtenay Tordoff, deputy foreign editor for 
BBC-TV in London, says the British television 
network "is not involved in a propaganda war for 
or against the Soviet Union. We are not putting 
out propoganda for anybody . ... No one cares 
what the USIA thinks ." Sven Kuntze, foreign 
news correspondent for ARD-TV in Bonn, ob~ 
serves: "We have the feeling that this news ser
vice is a way to kick our correspondents out of 
the business ." 

Allowing for a touch of hyperbole, Kuntz is not 
that far off about t~e USIA's motivation. John 
Walsh of the USIA'~ Office of European Affairs 
insists that the agency doesn't "want to suggest 
that the European correspondents are doing a 
bad job." But Walsh concedes that "WorldNet 
has the potential for presenting a U.S. viewpoint 
without the filter of the [foreign] correspondents 
here . . .. If we can get a message out directly, we 
want to do that ." 

So what exactly is the message? Well, things 
are a little unclear on this score. Working through 
the USIA's policy guidance office, the State 
Department informs the producers of "America 
Today" of the administration's "line of the day'' 
on such issues as import quotas, support for rebel 
forces in Nicaragua, or Star Wars. The policy 
guidance staff can veto stories or ask that they 
be delayed until a particular administration 
spokesman is interviewed. But beyond these direc
tives, the purpose of WorldNet gets fuzzy. Alvin 
Snyder, head of the USIA's television and film 
service, says that his goal is to illustrate that 
America "is the best society, people are the hap
piest, they dress better, they have more fun, their 
music is good. It's the Pepsi Generation!" Tim 
White, co-host of ''America Today," concedes, 
"Wtfrc not sure yet who the audience is ... . We 
hope to put it out.,there and wait for an audience 
to come to us:• White is lucky that his job securi
ty doesn't depend on the ratings. ■ 
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