
January 17 , 1 98 6 L8 205

wording that is used on the violation def i n i t i on wi t h t h at
kind of a penalty. I guess even Section G, I be l i e v e i t i s ,
which doesn't have a criminal penalty, is so vague that upon
reading it, I ca n't even really understand if Senator
Vickers has had a problem with this kind of thing or it's a
fear of a problem in the future. Senator Vi c k e r s , c ou l d y ou
r espond t o t h a t ?

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Vickers.

SENATOR VICKERS: I thi nk the discussion this morning
indicates the problems, Senator Pirsch. We' re all afraid
that we might somehow be construed as influencing what
h appens. T h e p r o b lem I h a v e , and I' ll be very honest about
i t . . .

SENATOR PIRSCH: This was in Section G.
.

SENATOR VICKERS: The problem I h ave wi t h t he wh ol e
c oncept . . .

SENATOR PIRSCH: . . .whi c h i s t he advert i s i ng . . .

SENATOR VICKERS: ...with t he whole b i l l , no , I don ' t h ave
any problem with the advertising except that I do share
Senator Harris's concerns that it is growing more in that
area. The problem I have is because I do want public radio
zn my part of the state which you' ve got and I don ' t a nd I
h elped pa y f or , and I t h i n l I ' d o«gh t t o hav e x t . But one
of the biggest arguments from the broadcasting i ndust r y i s
control over public broadcasting by the political process.
If we don't want control over it, we'd ought to say so.
That's what the bill is all about.

S ENATOR PIRSCH- O k a y .

SENATOR VICKERS: Now if the language is too broad for some
f olks , t h e n I ' m w i l l i ng t o wo r k o n t he l ang u age , bu t I wou l d
hope that we could all agree at least on the concept.

SENATOR PI RSCH: I see . This i s l ook i ng f orward t o t h e
publi c r a d i o a n d a l l ay i n g . . .

SENATOR VICKERS: The whole argument is against public
broadcast i n g , p er i od .
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