
4242  Mathewson Dr. N.W. 
Nashlngton,  D.C.  2001 1 

' 1  2 0 2 / 7 2 6 - 6 2 6 9  
Fax: 202/829-7598 

FAX TRANSMlSS TON COVER SHEET . ..... .. -.. -- ..- 

'1'0 La1 ~ ~ u m b e r  o.t pages se l l t  ( i ncluc l i~ lg  cover sheet) : 

TO: Herman T- Guerrero 
Chair ,  Pos t  -Convention Conmi t t e e  
T h i r d  Northern Mar i s~m Tslands Cons t i t u t i ona l  Convention 
T e l :  670/%35-0843 
Fax: 670/235-0812 

C'HOM: Deanne Siemer 

MESSAGE : 

Here's the response t:rz t he  'ilighe a r t i c l e  again .  We th i .nk  
the best p o s i t i o n  t o  take f u r  now is  t h a t  therc wcrc 22 a r t i c l e s  
i n  Lkc 1985 C o n s t i t u t i o n ;  there a r c  1 9  a r t ic les  in the proposed 
I 995 Cons k i  tilti on because some a r t i c l e s  have been consol idated;  
arid t h a t  there a r e  a c t u a l l y  1ewe.r. amendments i n  1995 than t h e r e  
were ia 1985. 'r'ighe counts a11 minor chanqes a s  i nd iv idua l  
amendmenl-s bu t  t h e  c o r r e c t  assessment. i s  t o  count  a l l  related 
changes as  one amer~dment. The Convention was ca re fu l  t o  
e l im ina t e  c o n f l i c t s  and t-o provide  consistency a s  i t  worked 
through the C:oristi.tution. 

One can a l s o  p o i n t  out thaL after 1 0  years  oxpcricnce with 
it9 f i r s t  Cons t i t u t i on  ( t h e  Articles of Confecteration),  t h e  
:;c:cond Conver~tiori convened by  t he  new U. S . q o v e r ~ l ~ n e r l t  rewrote  i t s  
Const:it:ution and Bi l l .  uf' Riyhts  r a t h e r  thoroughly and Llle product  
lasted a long  time. 

Whcrl t.he Post-Converltion Cornmi1:tee decides how .i t wants  t o  
rcx-:orrunerid p u t t i n g  t h e  amendmerlts or1 t h e  b a l l o t ,  t h e n  i t  can t a k e  

posi t.i.on as t o  t . h e  precisc n11mbe.r O F  "ameodments" there a r e .  



DRAFT RESPONSE TO TJGHE ARTICLE 

As a delegate to the Third Constitutional Convention, I am very surprised to read in Ruth 
Tighe's recent column that I was "brainwashed" inlo creating a "monster" that no one can figure 
out how to "tame." This is simply not tnie. Any reporter who covered the Convention regularly, 
read the proposals submitted for consideration, attended Convention committee meetings m d  
sessions could not make such charges. 

Contrary Lo Tighe's sugggestion., there was indeed widespread intcrest throughout the 
Commonwealth in revising the Constitution - to address serious problems in the governance of 
the Cornmonwcalth, to delete many of the "legislative" provisions in-serted by the 1985 
Convention. a d  to d& a Constitution that would pverrt  the Commonwealth's course over the 
next 25 years. This public concern was evidenced in the number of candidates that ran fur the 
Convention. the range of issues that the candidates addressed during the campaign, and the 
extensive coverage of the Conventiun's deliberations by the media. 

What the reporter conveniently ignores is that each delegate elected to serve was fiee to 
advance his or her own susestions fix arnendii the Constitution. There was no cffort 
whatsower to restrain the delegates h m  making proposed amendments that reflected their own 
priorities -- however vaned they might be or however dikrent they might be from what this 
particular reporter thought was important. The delegates were elected to  do exactly this. Some 
werc conccmcd about improving the educational system; o h m  wanted to improve the operations 
of the Legislature; others wanted lo restrict the Governor's authority in specific respects; others 
wanted to protect the environment; and so on 

The Convention's procedures encouraged this process -- which resulted in about620 
proposed amendments to the Constitution. Many of these suggestions came tiim outside the 
Convention -- from the Mayorq the Governor, community groups, defeated candidates and 
interesled individuals. Each such suggestiun was introduced as a matter of courtesy and given the 
same attention and respect as proposals submitted by the delegates. No Convention has been SO 

open to suggestions and there was nothing but praise for the Cmvcntion's readiness to consider 
proposed aruwidnier~ts that came fiorn outside the Convention. 

The challenge for the delegates was how to evaluate the 620 proposals, to weed out the 
important from the less importan\ the constitutional fiom the legislative, and to achieve a 
consensus behind a proposed amendmeM that would achieve the two-thirds majority that was 
requircd under the Convention's W e s .  This was done through the laborious efforts of  the 
Convention's four substantive committees, which conducted extensive public U g s  and had 
hundreds of hours of meetings in which the issues were debated - and debated - until the 
m d t t e e  members bdievd thqr had achieved the necessary agreement, 'No one who attended 
these meetings, or watched them on television, could have any question whatsover that the 
delegates were wrestling with extremely difiicult issues and doing so in an honest and non partisan 
manner. The delegates were not "brainwashed" by the Convention leadership, by 
theConvention's counsel, by the Governor, by the Legislature. or by the media! 



Rather than resort to labels likc "monster," reporters who are truly committed to a f'air 
public dehate could contribllte to the process of public education by focusing on the substance of 
the proposed amendments. The delegates were aware that their efforts resulted in a substantial 
rewriting of the Commonwealth's Constitution. They thought that was necessary in order to deal 
with some of the Commonwealth's critical problems. LO ensure that the resultant docurnem was 
consistent throughout, to eliminate outdated provisions, and to present to the people for approval 
a document that wuld survive withvut furthm* mlendnwnt for the next 25 years. 

The delegates are well aware of the need for a farreaching public education program. It is 
necessary and desirable to address the major amendments separately; to consider their 
interrelationship with other provisions; and to mice every effort to ensure that the voters 
understand the significance of the Convention's proposals. This public education campaign is one 
of the principal responsibilities of the Post-Convention Committee as set forth in the enablin~ 
legislation. The Committce was formed in the last days of the Convention and has already met 
several times to consider how best to present the amendments on the ballot and how to conduct 
the needed public education program. The Committee needs the help of all the media to 
accomplish its public education mission -- even those who believe that the Convention r;mtrxl a 
"monster." 

The Post-Convention Committee aptxu tha~ is too little time for an e f F d v c  public 
education program before the November elections. For that reason the Committee has been 
urging the Legislature to enact legislation that would enable the proposed amendments to be 
conaidered at a special election in late February or early March next y w .  Sucb de&d would 
not only provide more time for public education but would also aliow the proposed amendments 
to be considered on their merits separrttety from the partisan campaigning that wiU precedc the 
November elections. The Legislature has not yet actcd on this suggestion, but may do so within 
the next week or so. We delegates ask everyone to support this deferral - so that the important 
work of the Third Constitutional Convention receives the carefill consideralion that it so richly 
deserves. 
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Herman: 

C o m i  ttee 
Tslands Constitutional Conventinn 

Here's the respon.se to  t h e  '18ighe article again. We ih i .nk  
the best positjon to take for now is that therc wcrc 22 article3 
in Lhs 19$5 Constitution; there arc 19 articles in tile proposed 
1995 Constitution because some articles have been consolidated: 
and that there are actually fewer amendments in 1995 than there 
were in 1985. Tighe counLs a l l  minor chanqes a s  indiv idual  
amendmen1.s but the correct assessment i s  to  count all related 
changes as one arner~dment. The Convention was careful to 
eliminate conflicts and Lo provide consistency a s  it worked 
through the Constitution.  

h e  can also point out that afker 10 years cxpcricnce with 
it9 f i r s t  Constitution (the Atticles o f  Confederation), t h e  
r;ncond Convention convened by the new U.S. govrrllrnent rewrote its 
Conskitution and B i l l  of Riyhts rather t.horoughly and Lhe product 
lasted a Tong time. 

Whcn t h e  Post-Convention Committee decides how i t  wants to 
recommend putting the amendments on the ballot, then i t  can take 
il pos i t ion  as to the precise number o f  "amc.ndmentsn there are. 

Deanne 



DRMT RESPONSE TO T1GI-E ARTICLE 

As a delegate to the Third Constitutional Convention, T am vay surprised to read in Ruth 
Tighe's recent column that I wes " b r a i n d m  inro mating a "monstef that m one can figure 
o r  how m 'tame.* This is simply lun tw. Any repons who c o d  the C o n d o n  
tad lhe proposals submitted fbr con$denrtion, att& C o d o n  committee meethgs a d  
sessions could not d c  such charges. 

~ ~ y ~ ~ , b \ ,  thk . lbd  b QQA such 
( ~ d t a t y  to Tigheps yrgggdtm, there was iadcal)w~despad interest throughout tb 

Comnmwealth in revising the Constitdon - to address serious p b I w  in the governance of 
the C g m d t h ,  to dd& msny of thc "Itgisl&ivew provisions in#rtcd by tht 1985 
C o b  and to d d  a Constitution that d p m n  the Camonwealth's cmmc owr Ihe 
rWa25ycpn. ThisprMiccoocan~cviderrcdin~nwrbcrofcandidatathatranfbrtk 
C~mrentiol~~rsngeoFi~~tthecMdidatcsuldFeswd~thccempoigqdthe 
erxtcnsin c c w e n ~ ~ z  of the Comenkm's &ti- by the media. 
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a d m e  bis or her awn ~ m i o n s  for 
whstsorv# to d o  the ddcgates from makiq propod ammhuds h t  dated their own 
prioritic~--howcvawiedthcymightbcorbaweverdiffhentUynrigtrtbtfram whattbis 
partiadar repmtcr thwghl was imporml. Tha ddqatcs  were dected to & exactly tbir SOPIC 
wera amaxmd .bout impmhg the cducat i i  system; o h  w d  to imprwe the ojmdms 
ofthe LqCislaturt, 0 t h  wanted to restrict tbe Govuncu's authdly in -8c respec% otbtrs 
wanted to protect the en-, and so on 

-3 D a t o ~ ~ v h t  p ,egss >/ &~b+t.e ' 0  ''2 . 5 Q E ,  

Th Conventi01~'s p d w  cncouw this process - which &cd in akrrl620 
pmpsed amsndmmtrr to the Co&tion Many of these suggestions cone autaide the 
C o d o n  - fiom the Mayom the Governor. co~nmunity groups ddkied caddates and 
in tmsd indi-. E h h  such suglfcYtion was introducui as a matter of murtay d g k n  the 
same attention and resped as pmpoSlJs submitted by-& ddcgutco. No Conventioa bas becn SO 
open to s u w  and there was mthing but praise fix the ~nvcntion's r c a d k  ta co!dm 
proposal mendmtnla that came fiom outside the Convention. 

The chrtlenge for the delegates wau how to evaluate h e  620 proposrls, to weed out the 
important from the less i f i p o r t e  the ccmtitutionnl fiom tht W t i v e ,  and to achim a 
consensus behind a prop<wed ammdraGm that d d  acbievt the h v ~ h i r d s  mrjOrity that wm 
requircd under tk Convention's Rules. This was doab through the laborio\u dbrts of  the 
Conveahfs f w  s u k d v e  committees, which cdddtreted extensive public d had 
hundreds of hours of in which the issues were debated - Md debated - d the 
committee m e d m s  b d i d  thy bd a c b k d  the mceswy egrwfue~U. No who a t t d  
these meelinjgs, or watched them on tclmision, c o d  have sny qu& whats~ver thet the 
d&at# were w m l *  4 t h  sctremdy diflicdt issues and doing so in m bonest aad mn partisan 
matloer- 
b m m o r .  0 
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ers who are tn~ly committed to a fkir 
u d o n  by k u s i n g  a the substance of 

that tbeir efforts resulted in a d s t a d d  
rewriting ofthe Commonwedth's Constitution. Tby t b q @  tbat was necessary in order to bea) 
with some of the (lommonwcdth's ch-cal PiObIsmq to eamre that the d t ~ t  document was 
wnsistcnt thnn@out., to eliminate outd&i provisions, end to present ta the people for approvd 
s document that could d u e  witbwt f u r t k  aumdmmt fbr thc next 25 y- 

The delegates are wen aware of the need hr a hmaching public educntim program. It is 
n a w w y  and desitaMc to address thc mjor amadmcnts aeparatdy; to amsi& their 
i n t ~ ~ w i t h o t h e r ~ - o a s ; m d t o ~ c v # y c f f o r t t o s n s u r e t h t t h e ~ t a s  
undcrst;urd the aignilhm of the C o n d o n ' s  proposals. This public cdwatb mpnign is one 
of the principal r ~ ~ p o d d i t i ~  of the P o s t ~ i o n  Committa as set fkth in the enabling 
IepMon. The Committa was f b n d  in the last daya oftbe ConnnSion a d  already met 
several times to carJidff bow best to prcsmt the ameadments on the Wet and how to conduct 
the needed public educltioa program The Committee needr the help of all the media to 
a a o r n p ~ ~ b ~ b i c ~ n a r i o a f c v e n t b a . w h o ~ ~ t b . ~ m v r n t i m r ~ a  
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Tbe Post-Convation Connrittcc ~ e u  th rhen is coo littk time for an ethuive public 

~ngtkLcgLl;rturer~enrctlegiohtionWsFMJdcoablatbepiaposedamtndmudsb~be 
4M at a specid Wi0a m h e  February w early March lbexi year. SuGh ddirral would 
notmlyprovidamorothnshrprbl ic~bvt  wollld JsoBUoWtbpmposedunadmcntS 
to be dd oa tbeir d t s  v r t d y  h m  the partisan e i g  thad will precede the 
November el&. Tbt Legishim has wt yet adaj on this but may & so within 
thenextweekorso. W c d d c g a t a a s k ~ ~ l l ~ t o ~ r t t h i s ~ - - m r h a t t h t i m p o r t a n t  
wofuofIheTbirdConstitu~Cdo1~~thc~ooaSi~~itsorich)y 
deocrves. 

\ h n y a n ~  
o'ib5 

L; ((a 

f /  

')A o n j k ~  ei7- ~ n n i ~ 1 L ) b h . e d  - 4((  KOM 

(jo -i5 -DW mm-u g h n - r n  - p460k i (l 
oh, olLm(- y o @  m k  +h, 

$ ~ \ n w k I  
NWLV- -& ~ O ( L U ~  



Legslature ]at  law aared aery reality llence i t  aiea even 
3efore the 1. that was used to sign it  dried up. 

The thing to do now is to heed Mr. Borja's advice: 1) Ei- 
\her the legislators repeal-bury is the word actually-the 
awl or 2) Tell the people of the CNMI to continue believing 
n a legislated delusion. 
Reahty check ladies and gentlemen: We still don't have 

,he needed manpower. We still need alien labor. 
This is not to deny, of course, that we need to stop our 

lependence on alien labor, and that we need to hire more 
ocal workers. 
Achieving these goals, however, entails long-term plan- 

ling, better laws, better government management-a more 
-I:-+:" ,,..,,.,. and a more pragmatic approach to our labor prob- 

n- 
c111. 

Meantime, if the Legislature insists on apply in^ yet an- 
Ither layer of makeup on the stiff and rotting ' deadline 
aw," then i t  deserves to be compared to a laughable law- 
naking body and chief executive who enacted and s i r e d  a 
aw banning aliens from working in a government ospl- 
d--only to turn around and hire thesame aliens through 
I manpower agency. .. 
What? Those were our same lawmaking body and chief 

B Y announcing that he will undergo a drug test, Lieu- 
tenant Governor Borja had shown .once again why 
he  is considered one of the few saving graces of the 

.dministration. 
In a memorandum Thursday, Mr. Borja also urged the 

ther top administration officials to take a similar drug test. 
h t ,  he added, the test is not mandatory. 
Of course. 
Still, an administration official with sufficient enough I.Q. . 

vould notice that  Mr. Borja also wrote "It is our ho e that 
lfter all test results are received, we can then dec P are to  
lur public that  all department and activity heads have been 
ound to be drug-free. " 
Meaning, he ex ects that  all department and activity 

~eadsareindeed cf  rug-free. 
And there goes the voluntary aspect qf Mr. Borja's memo- 

. refusal to take the test can be no th~ng  but an admission 
~f "impurity." Otherwise, why not take the test? (The $55 
ee? We know of at least one or two administration official 
vho have spent more in a,  say, video poker machine.) 
Thus in one simple yet subtle stroke, Mr. Borja hasmoved 

:loser to a drug-free administration. 
At least until the need for another drug-test kicks in. 

(Edi tor ' s  note: Thia col- There have been suggestions 
umn,  usual ly found in the that the f'new" Constitution be 
Pacific Star, appea r s  h e r e  voted on as a 'single dacumknb 
d q i n g  t h e  Star's hiatus with as one integrated whole. But 
the a g r e e m e n t  of  Pac i f i c  that,Ishouldthink,isoutofthe 
Star editor  Nick Legaspi.) question. I t  contains -far too 

IT'S too bad the Third ConCon 
delegates let themselves be 
brainwashed into re-writing the 
Constitution, rather than focus- 
sing on the problems, and furing 
only what was broken. 

For what they've come up with 
as a result is a document so con- 
troversial that some are already 
recommending the entire thing 
be thrown out, voted down,.r-e- 
jected altogether. 

First of all, as enumerated in 
the Third Concon's Analysis, 
there arq a total of 168 amend- 
ments to the Constitution being 
proposed. 

That's far too many for anyone 
to absorb. 

Secondly, there's no. safe way 
each of those 168 changes can be 
voted on separatel,~, because 
some of them are inter-related to 
other parte, and need to be voted 
on as a package in order to be ef- 
fective, to make sense. 

However, neither is there any 
easy way to arrange the changes 
into such packages. Section by 
section is sometimes too small a 
"package." Article by article is 
almost always too big a package. 

In other words, the delegates 
to the Third ConCon have pro- 
duced a monster that there is 
now no way to manage or con- 
4-1 

many far sweeping and some- 
times controversial changes. 

The new Constitution pro- 
poses, for example, that House 
members be elected for a four 
year term, to coincide with that 
of the governor. 

Aa it now stands, if a governor 
is elected who becomes unpopu- 
lar by mid-term, a t  the mid-year 
elections .the people can elect 
members to the House who will 
block the governor's plans. 

However, under the new Con- 
'stitution, there would be no way 
to get members of the opposite 
party into the House at mid-term 
to thwart the governor's control. 

Moreover, with identical four- 
year terms, identical at-large 
elections, and identical allow- 
ances for office expenses for both 
houses of the Legislature- 
which the "new" Constitution 
would provide-there would be 
very little difference between 
members of the House and mem- 
bera of the Senate. 

Except in their power. And 
that  brings up another worri- 
some item. With the proposal to . 
reduce the Senate from nine to 
six membera, that means it is left 
in the hands of just six people to 
approve or disapprove guberna- 
torial nominations for executive 
department heads, forjudges and 

I - -  
P U ~ I I S ~ U :  JOHN T. SABLAN ~ e ~ ~ t n t  a CEO: 
. . . - . .. . rrl n n l a  ml t- F L O I  A L I  - . .  _ ...-. . --I . 

JOHN T. SABIAN 
T ~ ~ I A C  f i  r A L l ? n r  In 

justices, for Civil Service commis- 
sioners, etc. It  was bad enough 
when it  was only nine. I t  will be 
worse when that power is con- 
centrated in the hands of only six 
people. 

The new Constitution takes 
away the hard-fought-for guar- 
antee of a minimum budget for 
the Public Auditor's Oflice that 
was added by the Seqond 
Con'Con. As the apparently short 
memories of the Third ConCon 
delegates may not recall, the 
change was made necessary by 
the highly politicized treatment 
given the public auditor at the 
time. -- 

Removing the guaranteed 
minimum budget makes the  
Public Auditor's Office once 
again subject to the influence and 
control of the Legislature for its 
funding. 

Another instance of short- 
term memory is the deletion of 
the article dealing with the inde- 
pendence of boards and commis- 
sions that again had been added 
by the Second ConCon to address 
existing problems. 

The Third ConCon Analysis 
recommends this be worked out 
between the Legislature and the 
governor. That waa precisely the 
problem the Second Concon's 
amendment was meant . to .re- 
solve. What is  needed is to  
strengthen the article, not delete 
it. 

How to tame the monster the 
Third ConCon has created? The 
only solution I can see is to taka 
those 168 proposed amendments 
and-through some careful. 
thorough analys ie t ry  to com- 
bine at leaat some of them into 
discrete packages that contain 
(a) all the inter-related changea 

ConZinued on peg. 6 



don't care 
ON Februar, 3, 1976 the ap- by the Congress of the United 

ointed personal representative States in a joint resolution ap- 
f the Northern Marianas Is- proved on March 24, 1976. 
mds and the personal represen- ' In this covenant, Article VIII [ 
ative of the President, of the Property], Section 806 is where 
Jnited States of America signed Article XI1 of the CNMI Consti- 
Covenant providing for the tution has its genesis. I t  states 

ventual establishment of a that only people. of Northern 
bmmonwealth of the Northern Marianas descent can own land 
llarianas Islands in political or lease land for more than 65 
nion with the United States of years. 
imerica. But this law has been raped 
This Covenant was subse- and is continldly being raped by 

uently approved by the Mariana people whose personal intdresta 
slands District Legislature and have blinded them. 
y the people of the Northern We can safely say that some 
darianas Islands, voting in the brokers, some lawmakers in the 
~lebiscite. It was also approved Legislature, some lawyers and 

<#I  I 1  I I I v '  Ill a , t c ,  ,. 

with a lease is paid by the land- 
owners for the ' movement 
they make on a pi ~f land once 
a lease has run out or has been 
found illegal? In the real world 
this never happens. You can ask 
lawyers in other places where 
they can lease the land, but riot 
own it. 

If the owner found out that a 
company or individual did some- 
thing illegal, which could make 
the lease void, is the owner liable 
for the expenses that the com- 
pany or individual spent toward 
that certain property? Even in 
the mainland United States, they 
will tell you there is no such law. 

Conflnued on h e  10 

Dn my. .. 
n a particular subject, but (b) no 
nore than one subject per pack- 
ge. 
And then mount a massive 

ducation campaign on the 100 
r so amendments that  are 
ound to remain. 
All of which will take a lot 

anger than the two and a half 
nonths remaining until the No- 
ember elections. 

000 
Of perhaps passing interest: 

lrticie 11, ~emslat ive Branch, 
nd Article e, Local Covern- 
lent, tied for first place, with 29 
mendments proposed for each 
uticle. 
In second place was Article 111, 

he Executive Branch, with 27 
mendments proposed for it. 
Third place was taken by Ar- 

~cle IX, Commonwealth Lands. 
Of perhaps more than passing 

interest: wherever did the Third 
ConCon delegates get the idea 
that their mandate was to re- 
write the whole constitution? 
There certainly was no 
groundswell of support for such 
an a~vmach that. I'm aware of. - - 

000 
Thouah the text itself of the 

propsea new Constitution is the 
"real thing," uriderstanding 
comes only with a close reading 
of the accompanying Analyais 
prepared by the Third ConCon. 
Though full of judgmental con- 
clusions, sermon-like opinions, 
and elaborate examples, it nev- 
ertheless does make clear-at 
least in most places--what is be- 
ing changed, and why. Of course, 
it does only present one side of 
the picture. 

.000 
The exvlanation ~ ~ o v i d e d  in 

the press' for actin$ Governor 
Bo ja's veto of Public Law 9-400, 
which would have delayed the 
ban on alien workeh in govern- 

ment, was pretty interesting. 
According to what the media 

reported, Bo j a  rejected the bill 
because the present approach 
wasn't working and the bill 
didn't solve the problem, it  only 

'postponed it. Therefore; the 
pmper solution would be to abol- 
ish the idea of a deadline alto- 
gether. 

Besides, Botja is reported to 
have said, the bill included only 
some of the aflkcted agencies. 

Borja's reasons are a model of 
judicial logic and clarity (except 
for his puzzling support of man- 
power agencies). What they lack, 
however, is any awareness of po- 
litical d t y .  The Legislature is 
notoriously slow, arbitrary, and 
unpredictable in what it chooses 
to act on. There is no telling 
what-if anything-will result 
from the acting governor's veto. 

It would have been far better 
to accept what he had in hand, 
and try to work with the Legis- 
lature on the rest, than to reject 
the whole thing. 

report. 
Mr. Hodges is for "commit- pet cat Stalin's toilet use. 

ted journalism," one that de- Imagine hearing annther $ru- 
fessional, a docto~ f stance, 1 termines, on behalf of the be- 
stAning to explain his job nighted non-journalist public, 

what the latter need to know, actually involves curing sick 

As a reminder for journalists 
to a e  more responsibility for 
their ads, that their main duty 
is to inform the public, and 
that, therefore, they should be ' 

well-informed themselves-if 
this is all that there is in his 
article, then no one can 
quibble with Mr. Hodges. 

But taken to its natural con- 
clusion, the underlying as- 
sumption of his arguments 
smacks of elitism, of 
authoritarianism even. 

Mr. Hodges's privileging of 
the practitioner over the prac- 
tice itself posits a new defini- 
tion of journalism, and turns 
its practitioners into some- 
thing we aren't (or I hope we 
won't ever be)-the sole arbi- 
ters of what information we 
should share with the public. 

There is nothing new about 
Mr. Hodges's definition, how- 
ever. Authoritarian rulers of 
Southeast Asia even invented 
an Orwellian name for it: "de- 
velopmental journalism." 

000 
For Mr. Hodges, journalists 

should not only be society's 
watchdogs, but also its all-wise 
dispenser of information. 

And yet though it is the jour- 
nalist who decides what news 
to print, his decision has al- 
ready been predetermined by 
the accepted definition of a 
newsworthy story. 

Based on real events and 
real people in real situations, 

people. 
Teachers teach knowledge, 

dentists pull out bad teeth, sol- 
diers fight and die in wars, 
farmers plant foodcmps, bar 
dancers dance naked, lawyers 
milk their clienta and journal- 
ists write news that is accurate, 
balanced and factual. That goes 
with the job--that is the job. 

The corollary imperative of 
this truism is the reading 
public's obligation to hammer 
away at newspapers and report- 
ers not living up to what news 
and journalism should be. (But 
one, of course, must also take 
into consideration the specifici- 
ties of a given media outfit-for 
instance, it would be useless to 
expect an error-free issue fmm 
an undermanned newspaper 
staff.) 

A newspaper can only be as 
good as its reading public. And 
I think I'm speaking for the rest 
of my colleagues when I my that 
we not only welcome valid criti- 
cisms-we actually beg for it. 
We want our errors to be 
pointed out so that we can make 
the needed corrections, and 
thus avoid repeating the same 
mistake the next time around. 

000 
should journalists "serve the 

interests%f the people? Of 
course. But who defines the in- 
terests of the people? The news- 
paper owner? The SPJ? 

Try asking 20 different 
people what the people's inter- 
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