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lenged for any substantial reason whatever. The point has been made
that he shouldn’t have the right to reply, . " . T
.. Tean’t see where there can be anything wrong with that. Why should
1t be necessary for 4 citizen to 80 beg and say, I think I shotuld have
a‘reply.” T will admit in'my area the TV stations have been very fair,
In fact, they have been out searching for peo ple to please put up the
© -other side. So, T don’t think that is the prob em involved, but I can
think of many instdnces wherein' the ‘stations might not give it to the
person., . : ’ b
- This, it seems to me, is a right to whi
this act. I think the Commission
pretty fair aboutthis. = . I i -
They have been rather striet, and in‘ fact, in some instances, a little
overstrict, as to whether 4 person ouglit to' be able to reply. But at
least it has been some degree of fairness. EDESI D R b
- Can you find anything wrong with that R
- Mr. Corroron. T think that— TR ey
- Mr. Serineer. You are a good co pany. You operated in my area
until recently, in Decatur, T11. T think you did a good job there, o
- Ican’t see, philosophically, putting "a:séi'de”?theflgegal problems, that
thisisunfair, © 75 WO I S e
Mr. Coreoron. I just think that in a free democratic society, this
type of regulation, particularly where it relates to the news media,

L Re is really entitled to under
et all the chairmen, has been

i

~ Mr. Serivaer, Does this keep you from ex; ressing ‘youself under,
we will say, any of the amendments of the Constitution? You have LR

‘the same right to expréss yourself. But aren’t you guaranteeing some-
one you have discussed; let’s say, which would fall within the rule of
the Commission, the same right to answer? I think this is the greatest -
guarantee for free discussion there is, to ‘be sure that the other other
sideisheard. P B G R e

Mr. Coreoran. I'will draw a paralle]l with Congress. If you set up -

a Federal or congressional commission where Congress would act as

- the reviewer, it would be a ridiculous situation. You answer to your
" constituents. But, on the other hand, if a constituent comes to you and

says he wants a bill put through to stop the shear‘iq’g of sheep you

would laugh him out of your office. SN au e
- He has no right to ask you to present this point of view before

1 Congress.

- orderly procedure t

‘Mr. Serineer. I don’t see any analo 'y between the two. I don’t see
the analogy between what you are talking about as a Member of the
Congress and the right to be heard over ‘public airways and to reply -
with what was said, - o ARl NI A

Dean Barrow. Mr Alexander has a. comment to your point, -

Congressman. h o : it - : i
- Mr. Avexanoer. I would like to say that there is an orderly pro-
cedure by which, if a Congressman is not fulfilling his responsibility

- to his constituency, either his ‘party may not renominate himjor,in

- the general election, there is an order y procedure by which he can be.
removed from office, and the election 1s administered by Government.
What you are arguing, it seems to me, is that there should be no
%ur()u h the FCC or through equal opportunity or

Fairness Doctrines by w ich a broadcaster can be chastised. You are




