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ABC, CBS and NBC silent about mistakes that tow&diduring Hurricane Katrina,
wasted countless tax dollars for years.
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Network reporters have recently been promoting WHibuse calls for infrastructure
spending since President Obama pitched his "nelg’ ptan on Sept. 8. The pitch for

road and bridge moneayasn't actually newsince that is what he claimed his $783 billion
stimulus would do to create jobs.

What ABC, CBS and NBC chose to ignore in recenmastfucture stories were all the
examples of federal engineering mistakes that wastgayer money and in the case of
Hurricane Katrina actually cost many lives. Accagito Chris Edwards of Cato
Institute, the oldest federal infrastructure agescthe Bureau of Reclamation and the
Army Corps of Engineers, have a long history olufa.

"Some of the highest-profile failures include thee& Mississippi Flood of 1927. That
disaster dramatically proved the shortcomings efGlorps' approach to flood control,
which it had stubbornly defended despite outsideciem,” Edwards wrote on Oct. 21.
"Hurricane Katrina in 2005 was like a dreadful rép&ae flooding was in large part a
man-made disaster stemming from poor engineeririthd¥ orps and misdirected
funding by Congress."

Between Sept. 8 and Oct. 25 the networks have oredipotential infrastructure
spending in 39 stories on ABC, CBS and NBC mor@ing evening news programs. The
political argument over such spending was typicptlgsented in terms of how to pay for
it, rather than "should it be done?" After all,GBS's Nancy Cordes claimed,
infrastructure has "widespread support.”

But political support doesn't prove that somethég good economic idea or a benefit to
society. The track record of federal infrastructisrbttered with wasteful pet projects,
engineering mistakes and ecological damage. Y é& sogle one of the 39 stories
mentioned any examples of waste, inefficiency @imeering failures that have been
accomplished through federal infrastructure spemdiine story mentioned the tragic
Minnesota bridge collapse to support the ideattiefederal government needs to spend



more on repairs.

Edwards brought up many of those historic "misstepduding Idaho's Teton Dam, the
Great Mississippi Flood of 1927, Katrina and otfegleral infrastructure disasters in a
Washington Post op-ed.

Not familiar with those examples? The Teton Dam luaft by the same federal agency
that built the Hoover Dam. But "based on shoddyire®ying and a flawed economic
analysis," Edwards explained "it collapsed catgdtizally in 1976, just a year after it
was built."

Hi op-ed made the case that despite both polifiagies' desire to spend money on such
projects, "Federal infrastructure spending hasig Bnd painful history of pork-barrel
politics and bureaucratic bungling, with money oftming to wasteful and
environmentally damaging projects.”

Ronald Utt, Ph.D., a senior fellow at The Herit&geindation, wrote back in 2008
(before Obama took office and spent nearly $80hibn stimulus) that embracing
New Deal policies like infrastructure spendinguld do little to create jobs

With the unemployment rate stuck at 9.1 percentraoe than 2.2 million net jobs lost
since Obama took office, it appears Utt was right.

Administration Plans to Break Up 'Jobs' Plan, Netwaks Embrace Infrastructure

Although Obama'’s jobs bill just failed to pass 8smate, the administration has made it
clear they still intend to pursue the plan. CBSls&Hill asked Vice President Joe Biden
on Oct. 12, "Does this now get broken up into serglieces?"

Biden said yes, "it will be broken up." He speaflg mentioned infrastructure spending
as something that "historically" both parties hageeed on.

Infrastructure spending is also supported by theod news media. On Sept. 23, Diane
Sawyer of ABC said there werged many great infrastructure projéageing on in the
U.S., but complained that Chinese firms and Chinesd#ers were the ones hired to
complete the projects.

In that report, Chris Cuomo said the proposed $tBiton bridge project in Alaska, and
other bridge projects in California and New Yorkuads like a great opportunity for
government spending to actually lead to real jdbs..

The networks also promoted the first stimulus anlihsis that infrastructure spending
would lead to job creation. CBS's Chip Reid tol@t Show" viewers on Jan. 12, 2009,
"The total size of the plan is about $750 to $8ililbh - roughly $300 billion is for tax
cuts for businesses and individuals. The resth@lspent on everything from roads and
bridges to renewable energy to create three torfollion jobs."




The media continually repeats the idea that govemrspending on roads, bridges and
other sorts of projects creates jobs and spursoecmgrowth. But as Utt wrote in 2008,
Japan's lost decade would indicate that it doesingely benefit the economy. In fact, it
can actually make things worse.

"Japanese fiscal policy during the 1990s was flayahtly unrestrained, and during that
decade no other advanced industrialized countryelkpdnded government spending by
nearly as much. Starting in 1991, government spenghutlays) in Japan accounted for
just 31.6 percent of the nation's GDP-one of theelkt among members of the
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Develepnh{OECD)," Utt wrote. That
year was also the high mark for Japanese prosparigrding to him.

Japan increased government spending throughod9®@s, starting a "massive
nationwide program of infrastructure investmenghTdifferent stimulus packages for
infrastructure were instituted. By 2000, accordiodJtt, "Japan'’s per capita gross
national income had fallen to 73.7 percent of thatU.S. [from 86 percent]."



