o ‘who expected equal exposure. This has was

. tomoderate a candidate’s night, to which we give all t

© Orif we have asked a ifégi%slsitivéwle“‘@der L

- structural change in government, i would it; ;
~ 'Was opposition to the issue, but that he had an oppo

= “Wehave wasted more time and bored more peopls v

e - haps‘in cooperation with the League of Wi (')men,}V;Qters,*va;ﬁdWeﬁ; have
‘had to present the Prohibition candidates and the Socialist-Labor can-

© icanscene.

- didates and so on for every State office, so that we couldn’t go into the

congressional contests in any conceivable timespan, & oo o
- Ldo feel strongly that, in presidential years at least, the rules should -
- clear the decks for the great debate, not make it so cluttered or ham-
- beredastobeunmanageable. 0o T
~ Let me add that T think the Prohibitionists et al. should be given

ng, per-

~ aninning, at least on an educational station, as part of the total Amer e

- Bubnot that we should be obliged to include them at 4 moment when -
- 1t is totally irrelevant to 99.9 percent of the public, so as to make it

.~ caprice of its owners;

~ impracticable to perform the essential service to present the alterna-
tivesthe electorate faceselectionday. .~~~ - -
‘Dean Barrow, Thank you, Mr. Lyons, i

this point that the legislative histo

~be appropriate to request at this  that 1 ] the
nto the record of the hearings. -~ .

- fairness doctrine be inserted i

~ Without objection, that will be done, .~ ;)
~* (Thedocument referred to appearsonp.183.) . - e

~ Dean Barrow. May I take this opportunity to commend Mr. Daniel

T . Manelli, of the subcommittee’s staff; for the excellent ‘work he has i

done in the compilation of the legislative history.

- . Mr. Diverer: Thank you. I am sure those Words v‘&ill,/'be'mos’ﬁ ﬁle?é—

Dean Barrow. Mr. Lower in his paper pointed out the different

. treatment which is given under the ‘fa&irnessdbctrinep.ffbroad"qasting  '

~and to the news media. - . SR Lt I e e b e T
- AsThappen to have before me what I consider to be the best judicial
- Statement of the reason for that, and it is very brief, T think 1 would
like to read it into therecord. = P S I e
- 'This is from Office of Cémmunication of United Church of Christ
‘versus FCC, which appears in 859 Federal 2d 994. This was handed =

‘down'in 1966. ' :

- This brief quotation is from page L0080 S TEE e s
A broadeaster has much in common with a newspaper publisher, but he is

- bot in the same category in' terms of public’ obligations imposed by law. A
- broadcaster seeks and is granted the free and exclusive use of a limited and valu-

- able part of the public domain ; when he accepts that franchise, it. is burdened

by enforceable public obligations. A newspaper can be operated at the whim or = |

N

e operation, the broadcasting industry does not ‘seem to have grasped the simple

a broadcast station cannot. After nearly five decades of

“fact kthatia.;»brfoald'-cast license is a public »tvrus;t'-‘:‘subjectﬁ‘{to’termi*n‘a’tion for breach e

of duty. =

Of course, thatlastsentence Was madeé in respect ofthepartlcular
“broadcast handling in that case, I thought that might be pertinent to :
- the panel discussion which would follow upon these two papers, and

L that it was good to placeit into the record at thispoint.



