o

that without the ‘assumption of . moral ‘responsibilities: there' are no -
ok R L T o

T think that is a DPregnant sentencé which focuses’ on ‘the .point of

difference between some of us in our present discussion.. e

- Mr. Wasmewskr, I 'would quote Justice Brandeis to the effect that

it is more necessary to be on our ghard to protect liberty where ‘the

purposes of Government are beneficient, -
~ Dean Barrow. There were two Matters ‘in Professor ‘Robinson’s
~ paper which have not been commented on, and berhaps others should, -

- 1f they are worthy of taking issue. With.a»Her-hfws:'consisdérable to say
about the vagueness of 'the doctrine; and T think we might, recognize
that actually most of the regulations und’»erfthe-@ommunications Act
have been under the standard public ‘interest, ¢onvenience or'neces-
sity which I think certainly is no less vague, and perhaps itishouldn’t
have been as vagueasit was, 1 1.0 e T RN
- But somehow rwe ‘have developed g bfroé,cl‘castisng‘é‘mfdustry* and g

regulatory policy flagijg?él'ygiaroundgthsat 'standard. The ‘adequacy ' of iy

it has been tested in‘a number of. decisions, -and, of: course, has al-

ways been upheld or we would: not  be operating: under it ‘today,

~Also, he shows considerable concern about the ‘danger to individual

~ ‘broadcasters in attempting to apply. the Fairness Doctrine. T know of
no:instance-— perhaps the others would-in which dnyone has lost g

station or has been under the rea] threat of losing a station with

regard to the application of the Fairness Doctrine. - . L s iy
IfT am wrbngfabéut‘thab, I would like to. be corrected on-it, T would
even wonderif in the ‘cases now before the court finvolVingf the Fair-
ness Doctrine if the broadcasters should lose their case if it would
raise any problem of that kind. . SR B e G
Mr. Hyde, would you have any comment to 'make on that, or is it

inappropriate»foryou tocomment on that ? R  G
. Mr. Hype. I would not comment on:any pending case or any. case
- in-court. Up to the moment, no license has en revoked, no renewal
‘has been retused, no fines have been“assessed; on the basis of fairness
- rulings by the Commission eira i i AT T,
- ‘Dean: Barrow. Mr. Chairman, we have a coffee break scheduled at

| seem to be the appropriate time to do. it or whether we should go

ahead with the next paper, which is the ﬁhalspa;perkoffthe day. What =

18 your pleasure, please ' = . . NS G L R
~Mr. Van Dgmruw (presiding). The ‘consensus of ' the’ committee
 seemstobe that coffee’is an anytime thing, and we just might be called
back to the House floor. We have such a great collection otg alents here
we would like tostay withit, - .. . © RS P |
. Dean. Barrow. Our next paper is to’ be ‘submitted by Mr. Reuven
Frank, with the title “Effect of the Fairness Doctrine on Broadeast
News Operations,” RNt (TR S

| DOCTRINE ON BROADCAST NEWS OPERATIONS
| MrFrang Thankyou T S
| My name is Reuven Frank. T am the executive vice president of
the NBC News Division, and am in charge of its day-to-day ‘operations, ‘
92-602—68——g VR ' »
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