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In the view of the FCC, the 1959 amendments codified the Fairness
Doctrine in all its ramifications into the Communications Act. This
conclusion can easily be supported from certain general statements in
the committee reports and the floor debates, but not from any specific
statement, of legislative intent, The circumstances under which the
Communications Amendments of 1959 became necessary, however,
were not such as to raise the issue of the entire Fairness Doctrine be-
fore the Congress. At issue was only the question of exempting news

sidered to be the enactment of the Fairness Doctrine, seems to have -
been motivated by a desire to 1nsure that the lifting of the “equal
time” requirements would not be used as a means of favoring particu-
- lar candidates by means of slanted news presentations, The repeated]

stated purpose of the 1959 amendments was to overrule the FCC’s
- Lar Daly gecision. This decision was released by the Commission on

June 15, 1959; the 1959 amendments bec_am_e law 90 days later. '

amendments, intended neither approval nor disapproval of the Fajr.
ness Doctrine, but intended to insure that section 315 would not inter-
fere with it,10s This appears to be a more accurate reading of the legis-
lative history than the alternative one that Congress intended a com-
- plete codification of the doctrine. As demonstratad by the FCC’s “cig-
- arette” decision, subjects far removed from political questions, and not
specifically contemplated by the Congress in the 1959 amendments,
~can fall within the doctrine,” : L b
On the other hand, Senator Scott’s statement, quoted above, does -
not appear to be reconcilable with such a limited interpretation. This,
however, must be wej hed against the absence in the House, Senate, or
- conference reports ofg any specific discussion of nonpolitical applica-
tions. 5 . S
Again, while much of the lan age in the debates and reports on
the 1959 Amendments seems to in%lilcate that the Fairness Doctrine was
assumed to already be a part of the Qommux}ications Act, the Com-

- The recent case of Red Lion Broadcasting Qo., Ine. v. FOOC 19 con.
cludes that Congress adopted the ommission’s Fairness Doctrine in

the 1959 amendments, T is conclusion is reached, however, without

any specific diseussion of the legislative history, Moreover, the factual
situation in the Red Lion case 18 & limited one involving the right of
an individual to reply time in which to answer g personal attack car-
- ried over a radio station, Certiorari has been granted by the Supreme
Court. The decision by the Court on this case may well conclusively -
define the extent to which the Fairness Doctrine s the implementa-

tion of a statutory requirement, s
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