 of publigdise
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1 thmk it could be said that the FCC. has always assu
much "Jemonstration, that it would be & good thing wit
vestl(% ation: as: to: Whether it is neces ary in order, to. pro
- I don’t. think there has been, really, any reoord‘ eltheg”
as to the, necessity either for the Falmess Dootrme orthe ,mg tto
" Maybe this is oneof the sitnations where we have to ﬂ% \TOUg
1t and find out, whether we need it, to find; out whether it
difficult for the broadcasting people to function under it...-
One of the recent cases:18 the Red Lion case, W which 1 1:s\
preme | Court. It 1nvolved_ Fred J. Coc¢ k, who has been ;b
for years ”
- Peop le have been- ﬁghtmg hlm pro and con,, and ra,mn
of whether ‘he.did or. did not. lie about someﬁhmg and whet
leftwinger 1t what his aﬁlhatlons are: 'Lhere has been a
ussion. about him..

med, Wlhlgout
3 ‘IL -

Does it serve any purpose. when some broadcaster lyania
a,ttacks him ongce MOre, to regmre that Fred Cook | be able to oorgoe Wi
£ Pennsylvanm and to reply to o this: partlcule,r audience, & ra(ther; pe:
cmhzed audience, judging by the kind of station- thgs is. .
. The question -whether. this. right of reply has : ra‘ tmal meamng
and a value to set over against. such risksas
very realistically faced and. there really b
terial-of thig sort prought to bear on the doctrme
. Dean BARROW. Dr.Goldin. -
Dr. Goupix.. I thmk Pnofessor J affe 1s commg to the nub of the ‘
roblem, which is essentmlly this:. L 1 think both the Comm1ss1on and
the proponents of fairness, and the broadcas r:and the, opponents
~ of fairness; are concerned W1th the issue of free speeoh.‘ Which policy:
will promote. ] free spee: eech? I think the Commlssmn 18- oonvineeg that
~ the policy of falrness with the: opportumty to hear all mdes,ds &
;preferaﬁble pohcy Tt has: less dangers. G nverseily, the broadcasters
feel the contrary. 1 think basically this is the case, that the: Congress
and the courtsu altimately must Paol.. g

In respeot to the DuBois case speclﬁoally I think 1t would be m— o

» terestmg at least to read the | philosophy’ Whloh the: Commission used
i desomb ng its reasons for takmg the posmon it dld on the DuBois

case. .
Wlth your permission, T would like to read parts of the fommis-
sion’s deo1si1on on that pointy because L. thmk 1t does ralse the funda-.
‘mental phi osophical issues here.

T am reading nOW fromxthe CQIﬂIIllSSlOIl 8 deolsmn The case mvolved
the Storer ] BroadeastingCos 0 S i

In effect the. Commlssmn sa1d~—— PREE N : L s
i Storer’s argument is thus, “that if a mayor were 1ndlcted for: embezzlement it

“could: ed1tomally condemn the mayor on. this ground and need- not afford time: for’
response since the allegations ] in, the mdlctment suﬁice to take the matter out of

the. controVersml ared.”

“'Ag'we have stressed in other Simﬂar areds, the truth or: falslty of the attack o

is not a matter for determination’ by Yhis Commission. The short answer is that’

i thege .eiafeumstaneesf the' licensee ‘cannot aver -that the ~attack igstrue: and

thexef.ore, there is no. need tolet the public hear the othe‘rfside

But, rather, the ‘other ‘side must be given an opportumt to reach the pubhcv

~ which will thus bein a positlon to ‘make 1its judgment on this issue which ‘the
“licensee chose to present as one of importance to its audience. At the risk of -

going over well—ploWed ground we thmk the 1atter pomt should be emphas1zed ‘




