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Ernie oe0

Enclosed are two documents relating to the
Berman issue, one highly confiddntial,

Since this paper was deweloped just for the
Semator's own use, some of those memtioned in it have
indicated that they canmot publicly help us, because
of gramts Berman is making to their institutions,

This is a sorry situation ~- but I have
been actually called by wives of leaders in the
humanities imploring against their husbands getting
imvolved,

There seems to be a general fear of Berman's
reactions in turming off the funds to those who do
not support him, a.nd__é‘imilarlyfpassing out special
favors to those that do, h_A seciitd te b

This is the danger inherent in his having
now 1in the States 50 faithful followers who are
obeying his every recommendation, and putting great
pressure on Senatora armd Represemntatives,

Given amother four years in office, he will
really dominate this field ~=- in the way the Congress
most feared when it established the initial program =-
i, that one Chairman could have unchallenged control,

The reason this could not occur on the Arts side
is because the Chairman there (MNancy Hanks now) has in the
States 50 potemtial critics who do mot owe their appointments
to her anmd who are ready to challenge her program at the drop
of a hat,

I think' a major argument vs, Berman (he has called
the Pell proposal "wholly unacceptable" to him -~ that is, to
allow each State to determine its own best course for the
Humanities) is that the Arts have a Federal-State Partnership
which has worked very well,.. Berman has totally opposed
imvolving his program with State govermments, He claims
he is sav ing the program from the bureaucracy -- but he is
actually increasing a Washington bureaucratic control,
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Re the Pell (Senate) bill and State Humamities programse

Essentially, the Senate bill (which has been amended
and carefully considered) allows each State to determine
what it feels is best for a state program in the
Humanities, which the Federal govt. would partly support
through the National Endowment for the Humanities,
The State would determine which program it wants
among several options.
l. It could choose to go with its existing State
Humanities committee, appointed through Washington.
2. It could establish a new program,
3. It could phase in a gubernatorial appointment
process for its existing committee members
ke It could contimee with an existing combined
Arts amd Humanities Program. 11 States now have these.
Berman says this is "wholly unacceptable" though he gave it
lip service at the time it was being prepared, and it passed
the Senate on unanimous consent motion,
THE HOUSE HILL (they have been under immense pressure from

Berman et al,) Leaves the choice of which State program is
best to Berman. (to the Humanities Chairman,}

The Senate bill says that the States should decide what is
best == not Washington... Apparently Berman is fearful that
his programs, if put to a state choice, would not be

selected in many cases, or in some caseS..e His State committee

members, who owe him their allegiance, are making this
a battle royal,



HARRISON A. WILLIAMS, JR.
CHAIRMAN

. United States Senate

COMMITTEE ON
LABOR AND PUBLIC WELFARE

Ernieooo

This is a position paper
I developed for the Senator
which may be helpful to you.
He has been using this paper
himself, so there is nothing
restricted about ite
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The Pell Pos:.tlon on Ronald Bpr*nan, Chairman of MNatjonal Endo sment for the
Humanities

- As Chairman of the Sepate Subcommittee on Arts and Hunmanities since its
inception in 196}, ard as sponsor and Bepate originator of the federal
progran to emcourage the developrert of both the arls aml the humanities,
Serator Pell DbDases hls assessment of the Humanitiss Endowrment on over
ten years of experience,

He firds the Humanities Erdowment!s programs are relatively lackirg.
in impact, He considers this corclusion especially valid in terns of
both a comparison with the impact on the matlon of the National Frndowment
for the Arts, ard with the momentum indtially engerdered by the Humanities
cormunity in mustering strergth and enthusiasm for uhe concept eof federal

' help for the humanities more than a decads ago.

Senator Pell believes that the Arbs Endowment is fulfilling its
mission ard its poteatials in making the arts available to all sections of
the country. There has been a rppid growth of the arts in the past ten

years, Mich of this is attributakle to the catalyst role of the Arts
Erdowrent, Senator Pell believes, Ten years ago the States wers appropmating

anpramately $l4 midllioen for the arts - today that figure has increased

almost 15-fold, te close to p60 million,

The Humam.tles State-based program stems from Washington, The
- Erdowment Chairman appoints the State chairmen, who in turn constitute
State committees amd staff (paid).
In combrast State Arts Courcils are appo:.nted by Stat.e goverrors,
They also have paid staffs, but these corme from State-originated
selections,

s 1wy oy b

Format of the Humardties State progra.ms stems from Washington chrectiono

Format for State Arts programs 1s determined by the States,
Pell feels the Humanmities programs in the States ~- at grass rootd
level - ten:is to be limited am less damocratic than the Arts cor'paris')n:u

Pell proposed hbera.llzn.ng the State humanitles programs ard
making them similar in structurs to thoss in the Arts... Berman’ a.zxi
ths Humani‘bles Erdowment stro::gly oppesed this proposal.

Pell attributes the growth,and appeal of the arts ‘to grezly exparded -

audiemes -~ 1.8, their impact ~- to the success and rema.rkabla growth
of the State programs in a decadst!s tiwme, ‘
He feels Barman's opposition to similar concepts for the Humarmdties
indicativas of limited leadership abilities.

Pell notes these results over a ten year span: limited grass-roots support
for the humamities; mo erthusiastic State-originated movement stenming
directly from State wishes and State plaming; a fajlure to attract
rore than limited support from State legislatures for the concept of tha
humarities; a lack of awareness of the program in Corgress .where the
peoplet!s wishes are manifested; amd an excessive deperdence bn the part
of the Epndowment on acaderda, both at 8tate committee and national levels,
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Pell also noles that ten years ago, when the Bumardties
program was besirg considered in Corgress, alopg with the arts, it
was the Humanities constituercy who provided the best and rost
enthusiastic leadership for legislation —- who had the most
imaginative ideas for the uss of federal furds, who were rost
instrurental in persuading the Congress on the berefits to accrus
to the Nation through greater and more vigorous erphasis and
concentration on the Humanities

. Pell Ee,_ievés t.hat the voice of the Arts has demonstradbly
outstripped the Humanities over the ten year span of the two
Erdoweentd lives,

He has praised the earlier leadership of the Humamities
Endowrent -- under Dr, Barnaby C, Keeney ard Wallace B, Edgerton,
He finds that the progranm has faltered in its pational irpact in
recent years ur_der tha Berman chalrmanship. v

He rates Bérman's chairmanship as a.dequata and passable == -
tut not of except.lonal quallty, ‘

He belisves that only an indlvuiual of exceptlenal prOVed
al:ullty should be reappointed to head either the Erdowment i‘or the
Humamities or the EndO' zxeni’. for the Lrts° :

He makes a clear dlst:.mtion betwaen appoinbmerrh of a
Presidential powiree aAd reappointment -~ between romipation and
remmircations he firds that ,’E\,rman's rzcord 1is of insufficient rwerit,
Ard he is therefors opposed tb the candidate's confirmationy, on -
‘the leadership lewsl relatirg to both overall progras and policy.
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