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GUEST COLUMN

N
ews consumption is growing expo-
nentially, but for the past decade, 
the revenue to news publishers has 

been on a decline.
This is, in large part, because of the 

unbalanced relationship between news pub-
lishers and tech platforms. But that rela-
tionship could be changing thanks to the 
bipartisan introduction of the Jour-
nalism Competition and Preserva-
tion Act.

H.R. 2054 was introduced by 
U.S. Rep. David Cicilline, a Rhode 
Island Democrat who is the chair-
man of the House antitrust subcom-
mittee, and Rep. Doug Collins, a 
Georgia Republican who is the for-
mer ranking member of the House 
Judiciary Committee.

A bipartisan companion bill, S. 1700, 
was also introduced by U.S. Sen. John 
Neely Kennedy, a Louisiana Republi-
can who is a member of the Senate Judi-
ciary Committee, and Sen. Amy Klobu-
char, a Minnesota Democrat who is the 
ranking member of the Senate antitrust 
subcommittee.

The bill, which would provide news 
publishers a safe harbor in which to collec-
tively negotiate with platforms like Google 
and Facebook, could help news producers 
receive the fair distribution and monetiza-
tion terms we’ve long been fighting to get 
from the duopoly.

Because of their market dominance — 
and access to billions of users — the major 
tech platforms set the rules for news pub-
lishers and determine how journalism is 
displayed, prioritized and monetized. They 
also capture the vast majority of all digital 

advertising dollars because of their unique 
ability to collect consumer data across the 
web.

All of this has degraded the relationship 
between news readers and publishers and 
rewarded low-quality “clickbait” over qual-
ity information from real journalists. It has 
also greatly reduced the financial ability of 

publishers to invest in newsrooms at 
a time when our society most needs 
great, substantive reporting.

It is simply not possible for any 
individual news publisher to change 
the basic terms offered by the online 
behemoths. They are simply much 
too big and much too influential.

However, there is power in num-
bers, which is what we need in order 
to have a fighting chance. The anti-

trust safe harbor bill would provide a four-
year window for news publishers to collec-
tively negotiate for fair terms that would 
flow earned subscription and advertising 
dollars back to the publishers, while pro-
tecting and preserving Americans’ right to 
access quality news.

Parameters included in the bill ensure 
that these negotiations would strictly bene-
fit Americans and news publishers at large, 
not just one or a few publishers.

The bill has until the end of the year to 
pass the 116th Congress, and we need our 
representatives to act now to support jour-
nalism’s future.

If passed, this bill would allow our 
industry to more fully control our product 
by allowing market forces, not two com-
panies, to determine how and for what 
price our content is offered. It would allow 
everyone from small local publications to 

major online publishers the opportunity to 
receive a return on their investment and 
therefore sustain quality journalism, which 
is necessary for an informed democracy 

and civic society.
david Chavern is president and CEO of 

the News Media Alliance, the news indus-
try’s largest trade organization.
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OPINION

GUEST COLUMN

I
t’s hard to know where to start and 
end when asked to share personal 
reflections on the ratification of the 

19th Amendment.
I consider myself to be only aver-

age in my knowledge of U.S. history. So, 
starting out, I took a closer look at the 
whole process.

The PBS special, “The Vote,” taught 
me a lot. One takeaway for me was, I 
stand on the shoulders 
of the women who came 
before me. This may be 
an overused metaphor, 
but it is also very true.

The work done in the 
1800s by the first suf-
fragettes did not yield 
results. Prevailing atti-
tudes continued. Sources 
offer the following as 
typical attitudes: Women 
would annul their hus-
band’s votes. Women 
didn’t care about the 
vote. Having the vote 
would cause women and 
men to compete instead 
of cooperate.

Another objection 
was that women’s votes 
would outnumber men’s 
votes, creating petticoat 
rule. And an infuriat-
ingly demeaning direct 
quote, “You do not need 
a ballot to clean out 
your sink spout!” This said of intelligent, 
talented, capable women. I am what a 
friend calls a third-wave feminist, due to 
my age, but these comments cause my 
blood to boil.

As women became increasingly 
involved in work outside the home 
to support the efforts of World War 
I, momentum built. Women became 
active in the labor movement. Suffrag-
ettes gained greater public voice. They 
worked tirelessly. There was dissension 
among them.

At the same time, some suffragettes 
committed civil disobedience. They lec-
tured, marched and protested. Having the 
ear and ultimately the backing of power-
ful men, like President Theodore Roos-
evelt, helped. President Woodrow Wilson 
turned the tide.

This decadeslong difficult and often 
disappointing challenge created the larg-
est expansion of voting rights in our 
nation’s history. It marked a place in the 
changing role of women in our society.

What happened after the ratification 
on Aug. 18, 1920? Even a small institu-
tional change has to be resourced, pro-
moted and procedures revised. States 

had adaptations to make. And then, as is 
often the case with institutional change, 
there was more resistance.

According to an American Bar Asso-
ciation article, Arkansas, Georgia, Mis-
sissippi and South Carolina did not 
allow women to vote in the 1920 elec-
tion because the voter registration cutoff 
date was prior to the ratification of the 
amendment.

Other states extended 
the registration deadline 
or made other accommo-
dations. Massachusetts 
initiated a poll tax. Con-
necticut and Massachu-
setts instituted a literacy 
test. Connecticut added a 
morals clause and a long 
residency requirement.

To the good, both 
major political parties 
formed advocacy groups 
to mobilize women vot-
ers. Women were invited 
to issue-based presen-
tations. The National 
American Woman Suf-
frage Association became 
what we know today as 
the League of Women 
Voters.

After ratification, 
turnout of women voters 
varied widely from place 
to place. Some polls were 
swarmed by women. In 

other places, it was said that the suffrage 
movement was a failure. Voter statistics 
were not kept and the modeling based 
on the census that we see today was not 
done in the 1920s, so we don’t have good 
data on how this unfolded.

But the margin of women voters very 
gradually increased. Finally, with the 
Voting Rights Act of 1965 prohibiting 
discriminatory acts toward Black vot-
ers, there was greater and safer opportu-
nity for Black women and men to casts 
their votes.

This is one more success story in the 
history of our country where there has 
been opportunity and where there has 
been so much pain and sacrifice. Our 
country, that aspires to treat all people 
equally, but still struggles. Equality is 
what I expect, and feel is the right and 
only acceptable practice.

I wonder if our Founding Fathers 
intended to say that all people should be 
treated equally. Or, when they wrote the 
Constitution, did they intend to say that 
all white men of means were equals and 
the rest of us should be subjugated or just 
left to fend for ourselves?

They had slaves, so it seems that 

while their expression of equality could 
be viewed as grand, their actual practices 
did not follow suit. It’s confusing and we 
are working this out to the present day. 
But the matter of women’s voting rights, 
at least, is settled.

It’s tempting to continue the discus-
sion about current problems with voting, 
gender equity, to talk about prejudices 
and the causes and conditions of all mar-
ginalized people in this country.

But, let’s stop for now. The sub-
ject here is the ratification of the 19th 
Amendment. We have occasion to cele-
brate and be grateful.

According to my sources, today 
women are voting at an even higher 
rate than men. This change, incremental 
though it was, this shift of power, hard 
fought and won, is most of what it was 
set out to be. We can be inspired by this 
accomplishment.

In Clatsop County, the deadline for 

registering to vote in the November 
election is Oct. 13. It’s simple and safe 
because we vote by mail. There’ll be 
national, state and local candidates on the 
ballot.

You can find voter registration infor-
mation through the county clerk’s office 
or register to vote online. Talk to peo-
ple with whom you share perspectives, 
read the paper, listen to the radio and to 
podcasts, attend a candidates’ forum and 
read your voters’ pamphlet.

Inform yourself of the current issues, 
then exercise your right to vote. Don’t 
take it for granted.

Liz Bartell is the president of the Asto-
ria chapter of the American Association 
of university Women. This guest col-
umn is one of several being published 
in The Astorian in August to mark the 
100th anniversary of the 19th Amend-
ment, which guaranteed women the right 
to vote.
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Liz Bartell is president of the Astoria chapter of American Association of University Women.
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Support journalism’s future

Bebeto Matthews/AP Photo

Tribune Publishing Co. is closing the newsrooms of five newspapers, including the Daily News 

in Manhattan.
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