oy 148

" In the Commission’s own words, the Fairness Doctrine “provides

~ that if broadcast licerisees permiit their facilities to be use
discussion of a ‘controversial issue ‘of public impgrfeaﬁcé;ethey(’fm}ist

afford a;:reasonable»Opp()’rtunityf for ' the presentation ofconﬁ cting

Sviews.” :

' Further, although no statute or Commission Tule or regulation re-
quires licensees to roadcast programs QQHCerningzcga)htroversialiﬁublic ~
 issues, the Commission has plainly indicated in policy statements that
~ carriage of an unspecified number of such programs is' necesary to
| opemtein‘fthe‘:‘pfublicintbﬁ%t;”f N R
FCC Counsel Henry Geller has said, “A- station’s record in this -

area will be taken into considerati‘bn at license yenewal time.”

d for the

~ Certain critics of broadeast news have been "e;om‘plainiﬂng*f(jf*al‘a’tg“‘- e

that the news documentaries on radio and television have lost their
~ punch, that they amount to little more than s compilation of opposing
opinions. e N EER e

- OPIbit just possible that the existence of the Fairness Doctrine isthe
* root cause of this trend ¢ The ;Eajimess"l)b@brine must of necessity in-

~ hibit, rather than encourage stations to engage in meaningful news

~ programing on vital matters of controversy In their communities. - ,
“ Then, too, how do you ‘even define the ?coneeptf'%of:'febntr()Vér’sia;l is- -

sues? Is it always plainly obvious what constitutes a controversial

" jssue? What is a defi ition? One definition might be :

T disagree with.” -~ R

“anythlngthat o

“Tf we grant the: aren Ufk‘.‘C:(;)(IltI‘OVBI"Sial{ilsslles‘fo‘:—bé‘; a fertﬂeground .

~ for governmental intrusion, it seems'to ‘e then that the difficulty.

 of such a definition is bound to be a source of continuing trouble. -~

. How does the Tairness Doctrine inhibit? T submit, by its very exist-
~ ence. It’s there and the FCC has insured that broadcasters are aware.
A simple complaint to the FCCican touch off an ineredible amount of
unnecessary work at the station level. = 0o LR

" The FCC inquires of the station: “What have you done? Have you

- been fair and responsible in ‘this’ instance?” The station must then

document what actually was done on the particular item in question
and submit its findings to the FCC. -~ ST R I R L TR T
All of this can tie up the workday ot workdays of “one or more
- employees depending on the complexity of the issue. And, of course,
station attorneys must be consulted. And, sometimes; consulted again.
Tt takes time. As$ my 'boss has said, onée attorneys become involved,
life loses all simplieity. =~ =~ .= = S e
~ Mpr. Rocers. May T say the lawyers might like to be heard on that
with equal time. sl AT bt B g
Mr. Porrer. T will take either stdes R L B B e b
 Mr. Crousn. At any rate, th@:OommiSSion'_*eijthje‘r accepts the sta-
tion’s position or orders compliance with ‘the Tairness Doctrine. T

wonder if any figures or petcentages are available on the number of

~ times the ‘Commission has found a station 1 “question to have acted

fairly and responsibly? ~

Tt has been my expefiencé'éiﬁd‘ that’ofse\'reral of my i6611'ejémg‘ues‘ that ; .

 in the great majority of cases, the FCC concludes: that the stations
o are operating}invthe public interest. el | S
However, that’s small consolation for the station operator who de-

sires to provide his community with informative programing on con- '




