DAN IS A SYMPTOM, 
RATHER THAN THE DISEASE 

By Don Feder 

“The story is true. The story is true. I appreciate the sources who took risks to authenticate our story. So, one, there is no internal investigation. Two, somebody may be shell-shocked, but it is not I, and it is not anybody at CBS News. Now, you can tell who is shell-shocked by the ferocity of the people who are spreading these rumors.” – a shell-shocked Dan Rather desperately trying to defend his use of fraudulent documents to misrepresent George Bush’s National Guard service (September 10, 2004) 

In the midst of an internal investigation, Dan Rather announced that next March he will step down as the anchor of “CBS Evening News,” after 24 years of lies, distortions, fabrication, misrepresentation, partisan pleading, slanted coverage and blatant bias. 

But, don’t pop those champagne corks just yet, my friends. Like a herpes sore, Dan is a symptom, rather than the disease. He’s a reflection of an entrenched media mindset. Rest assured there is a legion of Rathers – every bit as delusional, just as willing to twist the news to promote a political agenda – waiting to take his exalted place. 

It was Memogate that finally did Dan in – four documents purporting to be from Bush’s CO in the Texas National Guard, about efforts to get preferential treatment for the future president, and dereliction of duty. 

The man who supposedly wrote the memos, Lt. Col. Jerry Killian, was dead. The dubious documents came from a veteran Democratic operative and Bush-hater in Texas. Experts pointed out that given the equipment on which the memos were composed, they couldn’t possibly have been written in the early 1970s, as alleged. 

No matter. CBS and Dan Rather believed the fraudulent documents because CBS and Dan Rather wanted to believe the fraudulent documents, because – once again – in the past presidential campaign, the establishment media operated as an adjunct of the Democratic Party. 

In this regard, Rather is notorious. 

There was his legendary 1988 campaign interview with Bush, Sr., regarding Iran-Contra. (“You’ve made us hypocrites in the face of the world! How could you sign on to such a policy?”) 

Or the Big-Wet-One he planted on Bill Clinton in 1993, after the perjurer-in-chief complimented his media valet for his on-air partnership with Connie Chung: “Thank you, Mr. President. Thank you. Thank you. Thank you. If we could be one-one-hundredth as great as you and Hillary Rodham Clinton have been together in the White House, we’d take it right now and walk away winners.” SMACK! 

Or, consider Rather’s July 22nd. interview with his then-idol, Sen. John Kerry. “Speaking of angry, have you ever had any anger about President Bush – who spent his time in the National Guard – running, in effect, a campaign that does its best to diminish your service in Vietnam? You have to be at least irritated by that, or have you been?” 

Translation: Doesn’t it bother you that a combat-dodger like Bush has the audacity to question your valor in the face of enemy fire – you, big, brave, long-suffering, war hero, you! 

Rather is the CEO of Double Standards R Us. For instance, in 1991, the CBS anchor was intensely interested in whether future Supreme Court Justice Clarence Thomas had told Anita Hill smutty jokes and pestered her for a date. The affair was indicative of the indignities women suffer in the workplace at the hands of strict-constructionists, Dan declared. 

In 1999, Rather was distinctly uninterested about whether, as Arkansas Attorney General, his hero Bill Clinton had brutally raped Juanita Broaddrick. (“Even if it… turns out to be true. It happened a long time ago.”) And, she was probably asking for it anyway – right, Dan? 

The most wonderful thing about being Dan, is that after all of partisan pleading (ripping Republicans, slobbering over Democrats), he can still say, with a perfectly straight face: “Anybody who knows me, knows that I am not politically motivated, not politically active for Democrats or Republicans, and that I’m independent.” Rather the way Mussolini was independent in WWII. 

You don’t have to be part of the vast right-wing conspiracy to doubt Dan’s professions of being disinterested. In 2002, his CBS colleague Andy Rooney told Larry King, “ I think Dan is transparently liberal.” 

While it’s still the fashion for media liberals to deny their liberalism, or to pretend that it doesn’t color coverage, occasionally there’s a glimmering of candor from behind the Iron Curtain, as when New York Times Public Editor Daniel Okrent confessed in a column headlined “Is The New York Times A Liberal Paper?” (July 25, 2004) “These are the social issues: gay rights, gun control, abortion and environmental regulation, among others. And if you think the Times plays it down the middle on any of them, you’ve been reading the paper with your eyes closed.” 

Okrent also observed that “devout Catholics, gun owners, Orthodox Jews, Texans” are treated by The Times “as strange objects to be examined on a laboratory slide.” 

Among other examples of unrestrained advocacy cited in the piece, Okent wrote, “It’s disappointing to see The Times present the social and cultural aspects of same-sex marriage in a tone that approaches cheerleading.” 

Equally revealing was a comment from ABC News Political Director Mark Halperin, in a staff memo dated February 10, 2004, “The worldview of the dominant media can be seen in every frame of video and every print word choice that is currently being produced about the presidential race.” 

Confirmation of this comes from a study by the Center for Media and Public Affairs at George Mason University, which examined coverage that either praised or criticized the presidential candidates on the ABC, CBS and NBC evening news between September 7 and October 22 – a total of 828 sound bites. 

Kerry received 58% positive evaluations (42% negative) from Rather and his colleagues. Bush’s positives were 36%, his negatives 64%. All that was missing was Dan telling the Democratic nominee, “If we could be one one-hundredth as great as you and Teresa….” 

The establishment media has a perspective shared by very few Americans – outside of the Socialist Workers Party. If it was up to them: 

· Howard Dean would be president-elect. His cabinet appointments would include Secretary of Defense Michael Moore, Attorney General Hillary R. Clinton and Secretary of State Dennis Kucinich. 

· They’d still be re-counting Florida ballots from the 2000 election. 

· Dean’s Supreme Court appointments would be drawn from the boards of directors of the ACLU and Amnesty International. 

· Terrorist suspects would be released from Guantanamo. Evangelical Christians would take their place. 

· America would have no army, police or borders – to speak of. (The Border Patrol would be replaced by Welcome Wagon.) 

· After the 1999 impeachment, Bill Clinton would have gotten a ticker-tape parade down Fifth Avenue in New York. House impeachment managers would have gone to jail. 

· Saddam Hussein would still be in power – in Kuwait as well as Iraq. 

· American immigration policy would be made in Mexico City, defense policy in Paris and social policy in Ottawa or Stockholm. 

· Marines going into combat would be required to take mandatory sensitivity training. On second thought, the Marines wouldn’t go into combat. Their efforts would be confined to the annual Toys for Tots drive. 

· Only Blue-State residents could vote. 

· Our national motto would be, “In Media We Trust.” 

Dan Rather is the face of Big Media. As long as the establishment media remain intellectually homogenous, that will continue to be the case. What’s particularly maddening is how few mediatoids see the need for even a semblance of balance. 

The latest media craze is diversity. Editors and reporters are keen on creating what’s called newsroom diversity – which the means the requisite representation of blacks, Hispanics, Asians, women, etc. 

The only diversity they have no interest in, is the only diversity that really counts – intellectual diversity. Ultimately, it’s irrelevant whether the news is reported by someone with a chocolate complexion or a Spanish surname, if their views are identical to the white males who dominate the industry. 

When I was working for a daily newspaper, I once shocked an editor by suggesting that perhaps the paper should hire a few conservative Christians to balance all of the dogmatic liberals in the newsroom. 

The good news is that Rather, Brokaw (who’s also departing), Jennings, etc. have an ever-diminishing audience. More and more Americans get their news from cable television -- FOX in particular -- and Internet news sites, which makes perfect sense. After all, during the 1940s, did Americans turn to Tokyo Rose and Axis Sally for war news? 

Dan is a dinosaur, in the midst of abrupt climate change, lumbering toward a well-deserved extinction.

