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With Global Warming Treaty Ditched, Could Iran Deal Be Next?
By Roger Aronoff

T

he media remain outraged over President
Donald Trump’s decision last week to
withdraw from the Paris climate accord,
a boondoggle which would have cost the U.S. an
estimated $3 trillion and 6.5 million industrialsector American jobs by 2040 with no actual effect
on the climate. But the narrative at The New York
Times is that the coal miners and oil industry elites
have struck a grand bargain with Republicans to
ignore, if not further, the destruction of the planet.
Other media themes suggest that Trump is
somehow ceding power and influence to China
by withdrawing from this unratified and toothless
treaty. However, “China has serious air quality issues (not from
carbon dioxide), and Beijing has repeatedly falsified its coal
consumption and air monitoring data, even as it participated
in the Paris Agreement,” reports The Heritage Foundation’s
Daily Signal. “There is no environmental comparison between
the U.S. and China.”
Even if all parties to the Paris agreement were to successfully
cut emissions, it would only lower temperatures approximately
three tenths of a degree by the end of the century at a grand total
cost of about $100 trillion, according to Danish statistician
Dr. Bjorn Lomborg.
Yet The Hill ran with the title, “Globe heaps scorn on
Trump for Paris exit.” Christiana Figueres, “the former head of
the United Nation’s climate change mission,” blasted Trump’s
move as an “absolute death blow to the international credibility
of the current U.S. leadership.”
The many exaggerated claims that media critics and climate
change advocates have made about leaving this accord parallel
the sham science that underpins the theory of climate change.
I wrote recently about how both the actual science, as well as
the interests of the U.S., in terms of economics and sovereignty,
make it clear that Trump made the right move for America. It
was another Obama legacy item cobbled together largely by
bribing countries to sign on.

An article in The Washington Times adds credence to that
argument. The article, entitled “Developing nations in Paris
climate accord threaten to keep polluting unless they’re paid,”
points out that “Supporters of the deal routinely point out that
193 countries have signed on. Although that is technically
true, the vast majority of commitments offered in Paris would
result in emissions increases or would require billions of dollars
in funding—or, in many cases, both.”
In addition, “Some analysts say the final figure for worldwide
compliance with the Paris pledges would be in the trillions of
dollars. U.N. officials estimated that it would cost at least $100
billion per year, and that figure could rise to more than $400
billion per year by 2020 to ensure compliance.”
Ironically, some climate change activists and climatologists
opposed the Paris accord before they defended it. Investor’s
Business Daily describes how, for example, “James Hansen,
the undisputed hero of the climate-change movement, called
the Paris deal ‘a fraud really, a fake…It’s just worthless words.
There is no action, just promises.’” Similarly, it notes, a climate
change professor, Kevin Anderson, called the accord “worse
than inept,” and an environmental group called it “a sham of
a deal.”
“The problem is that nobody, even on the left, people who
are the biggest anthropogenic climate change advocates cannot
tell you what we are supposed to do to stop climate change,”
continued on page 3

Editor’s Message

in the News
“Yet another analyst has stepped
forward to cite the inequities of the
media’s ill treatment of President
Trump, bolstered by nonstop political maneuvers by the Democratic Party. It all equals an attempted
‘take-down’ of the president, says
Roger Aronoff, editor of Accuracy
in Media—a grass-roots watchdog
which has parsed the complexities,
including the appointment of former FBI director Robert Mueller as
special counsel to investigate Mr.
Trump’s recent firing of FBI director James Comey,” wrote Jennifer
Harper of The Washington Times.
“‘The injustice here, and the double standard, is that there was never
a media frenzy like this during the
Obama years, nor a special counsel
appointed or even contemplated.
Republicans wither and crumble in
the face of media pressure, and the
indignation of leftist Democrats
and media types who were unconcerned about President Obama’s
scandals and abuses of executive
power,’ Mr. Aronoff writes.”
“Many people think that Trump
will be gone soon...whether
through impeachment or resignation…The climate of hate created
by the left, including the media,
clearly exceeds anything we’ve
seen before toward any other president, and that is saying a lot.”

Dear Fellow Media Watchdogs:
It seems that there was something for everyone in former FBI
Director James Comey’s appearance before the Senate Intelligence
Committee on June 8. He said that President Donald Trump had
lied when he made comments that suggested that the FBI was
in disarray under Comey’s leadership. But was what Trump said
really a lie, or perhaps instead his opinion based on conversations
with sources of his own? Trump later called Comey a liar based
on his claim that Trump demanded Comey’s loyalty, and Trump
offered to testify under oath.
It appears to me that Trump clearly won the day in terms of what actually occurred. Trump was telling the truth when he said that Comey had told him on three
different occasions that he was not under investigation in the Russia-gate “scandal.”
CNN and ABC got that one wrong, bringing into question the reliability of many of
the leakers who have been providing so much information to the left-wing media.
We also found out that one of the leakers was Comey himself, but part of his story
about that was highly suspicious. He claimed that he woke up in the middle of the
night after Trump had tweeted that Comey had better hope there was no tape of their
one-on-one White House meeting. Comey said he then leaked to The New York Times
via a Columbia University professor. But the actual timeline doesn’t seem to match that
version of events, since the Times reported, apparently based on the Comey memos,
a day before Trump had sent out that tweet.
Then there was the Michael Flynn issue. By saying that “I hope you can let this go,”
was Trump obstructing justice? Or at least pressuring Comey to drop the investigation?
According to former federal prosecutor Andy McCarthy, even if it was determined to
have been pressure, that doesn’t rise to the level of obstruction of justice. That issue has
been hotly debated, but even liberal legal analysts like Alan Dershowitz and Jonathan
Turley have strongly argued that it would not be obstruction of justice.
Comey said that he felt, since this was during a one-on-one with the President,
that he was being given “direction” as to what to do with the Flynn case. But on May
3, before the Senate Judiciary Committee, when asked if he had ever been pressured
to drop an investigation, he replied, no, “that would have been a big deal.” The New
York Times disputes that interpretation, saying the question only referred to the Department of Justice, and not the President. But I believe his answer included Trump.
But that was before he was fired by Trump. As AIM’s Cliff Kincaid has thoroughly
documented, Comey and Special Counsel Robert Mueller have been good friends and
associates for many years, making Mueller a very inappropriate choice to investigate
these matters. So the question becomes, are Mueller and Comey working together—on
behalf of the Democrats, the “deep state,” the left-wing media, or all of the above—to
attempt to bring down a sitting president? It seems clear that the answer is “yes.”•
For Accuracy in Media				
Roger Aronoff
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To the Editor:
This is not even about so-called climate
change or Iran per se. It’s about one very
bad agreement and one very bad deal for
freedom and the citizens of the world!
Mark M.

Please send Letters to the Editor to:
Accuracy in Media
Attn: Letters to the Editor
4350 East West Highway #555
Bethesda, MD 20814
or email to info@aim.org
Please keep your submissions to 50 words
or less. Letters may be edited for length.
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observes Ben Shapiro, conservative
political commentator. “Everything they
are talking about is…trimming around
the edges.”
Even climate change advocate Al Gore
has gone on record calling the accord
merely symbolic. Here is an exchange
from last weekend between Fox News’
Chris Wallace and Gore:
Wallace: “You would agree that
even if all 195 nations, now 194,
met their targets, it still wouldn’t
solve the problem.”
Gore: “That is correct. However,
it sends a very powerful signal to
business and industry and civil
society, and countries around the
world.”
In other words, the accord was
symbolic, and Trump’s withdrawal sends
the message that the United States will
no longer hinder its own economy and
jobs potential to appease the demands
of pseudo-scientific climate change
activists. The emperor has no clothes.
The global warming alarmists have
had a terrible record on their computermodel predictions. For example, “Dire
predictions that the Arctic would be
By Cliff Kincaid

devoid of sea ice by September this year
have proven to be unfounded after latest
satellite images showed there is far more
now than in 2012.”
Still, according to the Times, Trump
chose to withdraw using a formal
mechanism, which means that it could
take four years to divest the United
States from this agreement. In other
words, if Trump is not reelected, a
new administration might decide to
The Paris accord isn’t the only
toothless—and
dangerous—
agreement to which former
President Barack Obama obligated
the United States.
participate.
The Paris accord isn’t the only
toothless—and dangerous—agreement
to which former President Barack
Obama obligated the United States. As
Andy McCarthy argues, Paris should
have been considered a treaty and
subjected to a Senate vote. Similarly,
Obama participated in the unsigned
Iran deal—another instance where the

emperor has no clothes.
As we have repeatedly reported, the
Obama State Department admitted to
then-Republican Congressman Mike
Pompeo that since the Iran deal was
never signed, it amounted to little more
than a set of political commitments.
Iran gained more than $100 billion in
previously frozen assets, and is provided
a pathway to having nuclear weapons
within a few years, if they don’t already
have them.
As Pompeo wrote, “Unsigned, this
agreement is nothing more than a press
release and just about as enforceable.”
So one Obama agreement costs the
U.S. trillions of dollars with little or
no benefit to the climate, and another
agreement provides a totalitarian
theocratic regime a path to having
nuclear weapons and nuclear legitimacy.
These were, and are, dangerous farces of
foreign policy. Where were the media
to criticize when Obama struck both of
these deals? They were praising him, not
questioning these deals’ soundness.•
Roger Aronoff is the Editor of Accuracy
in Media, and a member of the Citizens’
Commission on Benghazi. He can be

The Real Russia-Gate Scandal

J

osh Gerstein’s Politico story about
the owners of a Russian bank
suing BuzzFeed for publishing
the “Trump Dossier” containing
“unproven claims” doesn’t go far enough.
These “unproven” and even disproven
claims that have guided the FBI’s deadend investigation of President Donald
Trump, are one reason that former
Director James Comey deserved to be
fired.
The real Russian disinformation has
been the notorious “Trump Dossier,”
which has been serving as the “roadmap”
for the FBI.
Weeks after Accuracy in Media
exposed the nature of this phony
document in a three-part series, “The
Final Truth About the Trump Dossier,”
Wall Street Journal columnist Holman
W. Jenkins, Jr., has stumbled upon the
truth, saying the dossier smells like a
Russian plant. Our verdict was that
the dossier compiled by former British

intelligence agent Christopher Steele
was part of a Russian effort, financed
by Hillary Clinton donors, to smear
Trump. That’s what the evidence shows.
In his column, “The Trump-Russia
Story Starts Making Sense,” Jenkins
writes that it is likely that Steele “was the
semi-witting vehicle for Russian rumors
designed expressly to undermine Mr.
Trump…”
Thank you, Mr. Jenkins, for
confirming what we have been saying all
along.
In addition to the latest lawsuit over the

dossier, Politico’s Gerstein
reported that BuzzFeed
was sued in February
by Russian Internet
entrepreneur
Aleksej
Gubarev over claims in
the dossier that he and his
firms used “botnets and
porn traffic” to conduct
cyber operations against
Democratic Party leaders.
“At about the time the
suit was filed, BuzzFeed apologized
and redacted the information about
Gubarev and his companies from the
document [the dossier] on BuzzFeed’s
site,” Gerstein said.
So some of the “unproven claims”
have been disproved and retracted.
Remember that Senator Charles
Grassley (R-IA) had asked Comey about
the FBI’s relationship with Steele and the
dossier:
Grassley: On March 6, I wrote
to you asking about the FBI’s
continued on page 4
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continued from page 3

relationship with the author of the
Trump-Russia dossier, Christopher
Steele. Most of these questions
have not been answered, so I’m
going to ask them now. Prior to the
Bureau launching the investigation
of alleged ties between the Trump
campaign and Russia, did anyone
from the FBI have interactions
with Mr. Steele regarding the issue?
Comey: That’s not a question that
I can answer in this forum. As you
know, I—I briefed you privately
on this and if there’s more that’s
necessary then I’d be happy to do
it privately.
Grassley:
Have
you
ever
represented to a judge that the FBI
had interaction with Mr. Steele,
whether by name or not, regarding
alleged ties between the Trump
campaign and Russia prior to the
Bureau launching its investigation
of the matter?
Comey: I have to give you the same
answer, Mr. Chairman.
Sen. Lindsey Graham (R-SC) asked
Comey about Fusion GPS, which was
financed by Hillary donors and acted as
an alleged foreign agent for the Russians
in Washington, D.C. Fusion is reported
to have financed the dossier. Mollie
Hemingway of The Federalist pointed to
this exchange:
Graham: Are you familiar with
Fusion?
Comey: I know the name.
Graham: Are they part of the
Russian intelligence apparatus?
Comey: I can’t say.
Graham: Do you agree with me
that if Fusion was involved in
preparing a dossier against Donald
Trump, that would be interfering
in our election by the Russians?
Comey: I don’t want to say.
The liberal media will not admit,
as the Journal’s Jenkins now does,
that the dossier was a piece of Russian
disinformation. But The Washington
Post and other liberal media are now
admitting that Comey used a “dubious”
piece of Russian intelligence to conduct
part of the investigation into Hillary’s
emails.
The Post reports that a secret
document that played a key role in
4
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Comey’s handling of the Hillary
Clinton email investigation “has long
been viewed within the FBI as unreliable
and possibly a fake…” CNN now says
Comey “knew that a critical piece of
information relating to the investigation
into Hillary Clinton’s email was fake…
[but] did not let on to lawmakers that
there were doubts about the veracity of
the intelligence…”
The media can’t bring themselves to
admit that the “Trump Dossier” was also
“dubious” or fake. No wonder that the
May 2017 Harvard-Harris Poll found
that that 65 percent of voters believe that
What we now have to investigate
is whether some of the leakers are in
fact Russian moles in the FBI circulating this material to the press.
the mainstream media contain “a lot of
fake news.”
There are so many fake pieces of
information that it’s hard for the public
to keep up with them. And they keep
coming!
Consider The Washington Post
claim that Jared Kushner and Russia’s
ambassador to Washington Sergey
Kislyak “discussed the possibility
of setting up a secret and secure
communications channel between
Trump’s transition team and the
Kremlin…”
Even if the story is true, there is
nothing inherently wrong with such a
channel.
But at the end of a long Politico story
about this alleged back channel, we are
told that “this latest controversy could
be part of a more advanced Russian plot,
especially because the Washington Post
report cited intelligence reports in which
Kislyak talked with his superiors about
Kushner’s alleged proposal.”
A former State Department official
said, “Typically, the Russian clandestine
subversion specialists, being the best in
the world in this demonical art form,
operate in double, triple and sometimes
multiple tactical plot lines.” The report
that the U.S. has “intercepted a message
from Kislyak to the Kremlin saying that
Kushner had proposed a backchannel
connection during the transition period”

has to be understood in the context that
“Kislyak knows perfectly well that all his
communications are being intercepted
by the U.S.”
Finally, we are hearing from an
anonymous source who understands
Soviet/Russian
active
measures
operations.
Kislyak would know that the
information would be leaked for the
purposes of confusing people about
the Russian role. The Post and other
media lap it up, making them active
participants and dupes in Russia-gate.
Even worse than manipulation of the
liberal press is what has happened to the
FBI.
The headline over an Opinion Journal
video interview with Holman Jenkins
captured the nature of the Russian
operation: “How Moscow Manipulated
the FBI.” That’s indeed what has
happened. And you can add the CIA
and the NSA to the mix.
But is it worse than that? What we
now have to investigate is whether some
of the leakers are in fact Russian moles
in the FBI circulating this material to
the press.
What we can now say with certainty
is that the operation looks like a
successful effort by the Russians to tie
the U.S. government in knots and drain
important resources away from the
battle we urgently need to wage against
terrorism.
However, we are now depending on a
special counsel to get to the bottom of
this corruption in the agency he once
ran. How likely is it that Robert Mueller
will blow the whistle on FBI corruption
when he presided over corruption in the
anthrax letters probe and got sued by
an FBI agent for his mishandling of the
inquiry?
It means that the Russia-gate
disinformation operation will continue
for months, if not years, and that
an FBI director who blew one major
investigation is now being entrusted to
successfully conclude another.
As President Trump would say, what
a waste.•
Cliff Kincaid is the Director of the AIM
Center for Investigative Journalism, and
can be contacted at cliff.kincaid@aim.org

CIA Celebrates Transgender Pride
By Cliff Kincaid

A

George Soros-funded organization calling itself the National
Center
for
Transgender
Equality (NCTE) held a conference on
May 25 to celebrate 14 years of existence,
while preparing “to continue the fight for
trans equality.” Sponsors of this special
event included Amazon, Facebook,
Google and the CIA.
President Donald Trump’s new
director of the CIA is former Republican
Congressman
and
self-proclaimed
conservative Christian Mike Pompeo.
“The CIA was one of more than
thirty organizations that sponsored an
event hosted by the National Center
for Transgender Equality on May
25,” confirmed Jonathan Liu, a media
spokesperson for the CIA Office of
Public Affairs. “Our recruitment and
hiring efforts are consistent with federal
law.” He referred this journalist to the
CIA’s public website regarding the CIA’s
policy on diversity and information
about its employee groups, including
the Agency Network of Gay, Lesbian
Bisexual, and Transgender Officers and
Allies (ANGLE).
Honorees at the event included Gavin
Grimm, a gender-confused female
student who identifies as “male;” Vanita
Gupta, the former Obama Justice
Department official who led the effort
to force transgender bathrooms and
locker rooms on schools as a condition
of funding; and Gunner Scott of the
Massachusetts Transgender Political
Coalition (MTPC).
The CIA was listed as a “bronze”
sponsor for $1,000 or more in
contributions to the event.
Although Trump is now president and
Pompeo is now the CIA director, it looks

like nothing much has changed at the
agency in regard to celebrating sexual
perversity and special rights for various
sexual minorities. The CIA website
still features a statement from Obama
CIA director John Brennan on the role
played by the CIA’s Executive Diversity
and Inclusion Council and the Center
for Mission Diversity and Inclusion.
Brennan’s “CIA Diversity and Inclusion
Strategy” recognizes the need to hire
“Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender
Individuals.”
It’s not clear how all of this sexual
diversity helps America identify and
defeat its foreign enemies.
The CIA has hosted National LGBT
Pride Month during the month of
June for 20 years, and celebrates the
President Donald Trump’s new
director of the CIA is former
Republican Congressman and selfproclaimed conservative Christian
Mike Pompeo.
“Stonewall Uprising” of June 1969,
“when a courageous group of citizens at
the Stonewall Inn resisted harassment
and mistreatment.” In fact, the “uprising”
was an anti-police riot at a Mafia-run
New York City gay bar, the Stonewall
Inn. The police who raided the place were
getting complaints about homosexuals
having sex on the streets and in public
bathrooms, and their use of illegal drugs.
For those who still need convincing
that transgenderism threatens the health
and well-being of society, we suggest the
important Gatestone Institute article,
“The Gender Obsessed West Sets Itself
Up for the Rise of Islam,” by Italian
journalist Giulio Meotti. He describes
the “gender mania” that is permeating
every corner of Western societies and
culture as a sign of the decline of Western
civilization in the face of an escalating
Islamic threat.
Former U.S. President Barack Obama’s
years were marked by an “obsession” with
transgender rights, Meotti points out.
“Obsession with gender is a convenient
distraction to avoid facing matters that
are more difficult and less pleasant,” such
as radical Islamic terrorism.

It was supposed to be different under
Trump. CNS News reported that
Pompeo, a conservative Christian before
he took over the CIA, spoke at a church
event in Wichita, Kansas, and declared
that radical Muslims want “to wipe
Christians from the face of the Earth.”
The challenge for Pompeo is clear:
rather than hire and promote transgenders
in order to satisfy some quota in Obama
CIA Director John Brennan’s strategic
hiring plan, the CIA’s job is to identify
the Islamist enemy, gather intelligence
on their plans to kill us, and stop them.
Of course, if Pompeo does the right
thing for his agency and the country, he
will face the wrath of those companies—
such as Amazon, Google and Facebook—
that co-sponsored the transgender
celebration conference with the CIA.
He has to know that Amazon’s Jeff
Bezos owns the anti-Trump Washington
Post. And Pompeo knows he could
meet the same fate as Trump’s Army
Secretary nominee Mark Green, who
was forced to withdraw when the liberal
media, acting as the mouthpiece for the
LGBT “community,” portrayed him as
a hater because he dared to recognize
transgenderism as a mental illness.
A special CIA booklet on the ANGLE
group at the agency notes that when
the CIA began polygraphing employees
in 1948, it included a question on
homosexual activity in order to
identify gay employees for dismissal.
That question is now considered oldfashioned.
The booklet confidently declares that
an article in the International Journal
of Intelligence and Counterintelligence
refuted “any correlation between
homosexuality and espionage.” We
now have the real life case of Bradley/
Chelsea Manning, the convicted Army
traitor and intelligence analyst whose
espionage sentence was commuted by
President Obama. Manning was a male
homosexual before declaring himself
a woman, wearing lipstick, and taking
taxpayer-funded voice lessons to sound
female.
Another question that has become
irrelevant is whether potential employees
were ever members of, or advocates for,
the Communist Party. We know that
continue on page 6
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question has lost its relevance because
Obama CIA Director Brennan admitted,
when applying for a job at the agency,
that he had voted for the Communist

Party candidate for president one year.
He got the job anyway, and became CIA
station chief in Saudi Arabia on his way
up the ranks.

Perhaps an organization of communist
CIA employees is now being formed and
will come out of the closet.•

CNN Panel Puzzled by
Hillary Clinton Blaming
DNC for Election Loss

that she has. And frankly, it seems like
she’s burning bridges within her own
party at this point.”
The Washington Post’s Karoun Demirjian
said that it was an issue of Clinton’s tone,
and that it would have been better if she
had taken responsibility, and sought
to work with the DNC to address the
problems rather than blaming them
outright.
King then joked that Clinton
couldn’t help ignoring Wisconsin
because “The Russians cloaked
Wisconsin, so she couldn’t find it on a
map to get there and campaign there,”
eliciting chuckles from the panel.
Finally, The Wall Street Journal’s Naftali
Bendavid said that Democrats probably
would prefer that Hillary fade away a
little bit…“I mean a lot of them would
say the reason they lost the last election
despite a very vulnerable Republican
candidate is that people turned on
Hillary Clinton, Republicans were able
to make her be a villain.” He added that
he thinks if the Democrats have any
advantage in the next two elections, it’s
that there isn’t anyone easy for the GOP
to villainize. But the longer Hillary
continues to speak out, the more it hurts
their chances of recapturing Congress
and the White House.
Clinton is trying to convince the
public that she does accept responsibility
for her loss and that she has moved past
the election. But the increased number
of excuses she cites makes it clear that she
can’t and won’t let go.•
egyn Kelly may have been
a ratings powerhouse at
Fox News, but without

Countdown, leading up to the WarriorsCavaliers game. But apparently those
who weren’t interested in basketball
preferred to watch a rerun of CBS’s 60
Minutes over Kelly’s interview with
Russian president Vladimir Putin, which
failed to live up to its hype.
In an interview last month with TV
Insider, Kelly said that her new show was
not trying to compete with 60 Minutes:
“For sure, 60 Minutes is incredible:
They’ve been doing it for 50 years,
and it’s a hugely rated show not just in
news but in all of television. Our goal is
not to beat 60 Minutes. It’s to do great
journalism in a way that’s compelling
and dynamic. Our show looks and
feels a little different from what’s been
seen before. You’ll see some pieces that

By Don Irvine

H

illary Clinton’s election-excuses
tour fell flat with a media
panel on CNN, moderated by
John King.
Clinton listed a litany of excuses
during a question and answer session at
Recode’s Code Conference as to why she
lost the election to Donald Trump.
King started things off by asking the
panel what purpose it serves for her to
trash the DNC, “and so on and so forth.”
First to comment was Julie Pace of
the Associated Press, who said that
while we’ve heard the Comey and Russia
rationale before, “This was the first we’ve
really heard from her blaming the party.”
Pace added that in one sense
Clinton wasn’t wrong, because former
President Barack Obama had his own
data operation and kept it close to
his political operation—hurting the
DNC—but that it wasn’t at the same
time Clinton was inheriting nothing,
as she claimed. Pace finished by saying
that if Clinton is going to put herself out
there to talk about the election, then she
has to realize that people will want to
talk to her about why she lost, and that
people’s expectations are that she will be
humble and take ownership for losing
the election.
The Daily Beast’s Jackie Kucinich then
chimed in that Clinton’s attempt to
“have it both ways doesn’t help her:”
“And there’s the trying to have it
both ways, saying, ‘I was flawed. It was
my fault, but it was also all these other
entities’ fault,’ and it kind of dilutes any
sort of ‘the buck stops here’ statement
6
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Megyn Kelly Falls Flat in
NBC Debut

By Don Irvine

the support of her loyal conservative
audience, her new show on NBC, Sunday
Night with Megyn Kelly, limped into third
place in total viewers, finishing behind a
rerun of 60 Minutes.
Kelly and 60 Minutes—which finished
second—both lost out to Jimmy Kimmel
Live Game Night and the NBA Finals

are a little more cutting edge and more
irreverent.”
For Kelly, it wasn’t as much about
praising the competition as it was about
lowering expectations for a show that
is unlikely to add anything new to the
news landscape.
Yet this is only a fill-in show that will
air for the summer, until NBC’s Sunday
Night Football premieres in September.
Then it will return in February after
NBC completes its coverage of the
Winter Olympics.
Kelly won’t be idle, though, while
the Sunday show is on hiatus. She is
scheduled to host a weekday morning
program that will air in what is now the
third hour of the Today show’s time slot.•
Don Irvine
Chairman of
Accuracy in Media

