
Watch for "MANDELA IN AMERICA," the new 90 minute 
commemorative video released by A*Vision November 20th. 
Produced by Globalvision, it is the exclusive chronicle of 

Nelson Mandela's Visit to the United States 

I SOUTH AFRICA NOW NEWS Nov 1990 I 
VIEWER REVOLT SAVES ~©lUJtr[]=j] ~[F~~©~ [N]©WW IN L.A. 

BUT THE PROGRAM'S FUTURE IS UNCERTAIN 

As South Africa Now begins its sixth national season on PBS stations nationwide and 
on TV worldwide, two serious problems threaten our survival; the first is financial 
u nderfundjng, an endemic degenerative disease that will claim the patient's life-
perhaps by January-- unless a funding life-line can be found. The second is political and 
has taken two forms: charges of "bias" in one city and claims by some TV programmers 
that apartheid is disappearing as a problem. Thus, South Africa Now is no longer 
needed to fill the void in coverage. 

The "bias" smear was trotted out in Los Angeles by a small fringe right-wing group of 
self-appointed guardians of "media integrity." They accused our program of being a 
propaganda organ and demanded "balance" in the form of a show about South Africa "from 
the right." Unhappily, the local PBS station, while claiming not to have been influenced 
by their lobbying effort and legal threats, cancelled the program. They also accused us 
of a pro-ANC bias. Viewers in Los Angeles responded en masse and began a fight to save 
the show. More than a thousand calls flooded the station; delegations met with the 
community board. Picket lines were threatened. City Counsellors and Congressmen, 
Activists and Africanists all joined hands. Organizations like Greenpeace, the Civil 
Liberties Union and Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting (FAIR) rallied to the show's 
defense. Writing in the Los Angles Times, Pulitzer Prize winning columnist Howard 
Rosenberg praised South Africa Now and called for its renewal. Faced with a 
spontaneous outpouring of sentiment, the station reconsidered and South Africa Now 
is back on the air. We say: Hooray for L.A. 

STILL BANNED IN BOSTON 

Clear across the country, South Africa Now is still the center of controversy at 
Boston's WGBH where its Program Chief told the press that our program has "outlived 
its usefulness." Their reason: South Africa is now allegedly easier to cover, and is 
changing rapidly . Local anti-apartheid groups and political figures are challenging the 
decision and the underlying claim. Meanwhile, Fairness and Accuracy in Reporting 
(FAIR) reports that news coverage of South Africa on the networks is at a minimal level. 

LISTEN UP: Send Tax-deductible donations to keep South Africa Now on the air to the 
Southern Africa Information Foundation, 361 West Broadway, N.Y. N.Y. 10013. We are 
still offering copies of the late Keith Haring's famous "Free South Africa" poster for $20 
($5 for postage and handling.) 

361 West Broadway New York, NY 10013 (212) 941·0255 
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'South Africa Now': 
A voice that should 
not be silenced 

"South Africa Now," one of the most enlightening 
programs on television, may be a casualty of its own 
success. 

Inaugurated as an alternative source of news, 
pictures and opinion when the South African 
government's state of emergency caused networks to 

. cut back on their cover38e four y~ ago, the low
budget, Enuny Award-wmning show bas continued 
to come up with scoops, even after the press ban was 
lifted. 

Produced by a staff of black and white Africans 
and Americans, the show bas been carried by 7S 
public-television stations and in 12 foreign countries. 

Clarence Page 

In Chicago, it airs on WrIW(Ch. 11) at 10:30 a.m. 
Sundays. 

But at least two television stations say they do not 
plan to renew the program when its new season 
begins in November, and I fear there may be more to 
come, for entirely the wrong reasons. 

Station spokespersons give varying reasons, but 
they appear to boil down to this: The crisis bas 
passed and this once-important voice is no longer 
needed. 

The most disturbing example may be Los Angeles' 
KCET, where the program bas been the target of 
protests by a conservative organization called the 
Committee on Media lntegrity, led by David 
Horowitz, a fonner editor of the radical RampartS 
magazine who bas swung far eno~ to the right in 
recent J,ears to co-author an exerase in revisionism 
called Destructive Generatioo: Second Thoughts 
About the '60s" and to wage a curiously obsessive 
campaign ~t the political culture of the decade. 

Horowitz s group bas been waging a letter-wri~lr 
campaign and threatening legal action against K: 
for airing "South Africa Now" and other programs it 
claims have a leftist bias. 

Funny how those who accuse "South Africa Now" 
of a left-leaning bias have no fear that a right-wing 
bias might come attached to the millions of dollars 
corporate underwriters give to other public television 
programs. 

Station manager Stephen Kulczycki denied that the 
station was dropp~ the. program as a result of 
outside pressure, although the reasons he gave the 
Los Angeles Times for dropping the show sounded 
ominously similar to Horowitz's stated ob~ 
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"When it was an advocacy program and the onJy 
issue was apartheid, that was something many peopjc 
were willing to accept," he said. "But in recent wceb 
and months, the story has become more complicated, 
and the producers [of 'South Africa Now'1 don't 
seem to want to present a broad spectrum of views." 

Boston's WGHH also has decided not to renew the 
prOVcllTl. A WGBH spokesman said the station 
decided the lifting of the state of emergency, the 
freeing of Nelson Mandela and other reforms the 
South African government has made under President 
F.W. de KJerk enable the MacNeilILehrer Newsbour 
and other conventional news and public affairs 
programs to cover the region sufficiently. 

I fear an ominous trend afoot here. President de 
KJerk's happy and soothing diplomacy may be 
accomplishing what his government's onerous state 
of eme~ncy failed to do: silence important news 
and critlcism of the South African government wtWc 
the battle to end apartheiq continues to r:af= . 

As a loyal viewer of "South Africa Now, I think 
the bias excuse is bogus on several counts. . 

Its announcers may sit behind an anchor dea, but 
the program bas never posed as a traditional news 
program, and it doesn't take a genius to tell the 
difference. It is a program that bas a point of view 
but, unlike the South African government's policies 
of the past, not one that has frozen out alternative 
views. 

As an African-American who once reported from 
South Africa, I find it refreshing and often 
enlightening to hear this important region's news 
reported, as executive producer Danny Schechter 
puts it, "from the inside-out" by Africans, instead of 
from the outside-in by foreignJ'oumalists who 
airdrop into a trouble spot an try to become instant 
experts. 

Besides, it's not as if American' media are 
overwhelmed with Africa news. As Jack Newfield 
wrote in his New York Daily News column, "The 
network that underwrites specials on African animab 
has so far declined to fund a show about African 
people." 

I cannot say if every little bit of information the 
program has conveyed is accurate, but then I can't 
say that about all the conunercial network news I 
see, either, can I? 

I can only say "South Africa Now" has covered 
numerous stories in recent months in greater depth 
than other American media have. They include the 
right-wing death squads operating in the townships. 
the assault and kidnapping charges against W"JDDJe 
Mandela and an exploration of the "hidden band'" 
Nelson Mandela says lies behind the bIack-oo-biack . 
violence that has claimed thousands of lives. 

I fear a world without "South Africa Now" will 
return me to dependency on networks that usually 
overlook the broad diversity of news, views and 
events of the Third World m favor of famine, floods 
and coups d'eta£. 

And if that's not a bias, what is? 
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