o P .
doctrine unposes on

batdeasters,

the doctrine. The
wirs issued on ot beto-1 vote, wieth Com-
missioner Robert Wells the lone dis-
senter.

The “basic thrust and spirit” of the
Red Lion decision, the commission said,
is that a broadcaster “who can and
should be as outspoken and hard-hitting
a5 he wishes in presenting his view of

inntering proposai Jest ek

1 several spokesmen dectne 10

adeasters are segqiitad oet

aive adequate coveragetio Public e,

1t proposed that heensees: whot pre-
sent a series -of hroadeasts on con-
troversial issues, o who editorialize,
be required to invite specific spokesmen
for contrasting vicws v state their posi-
tion (“Closed Cirenit”, April 6). Ex-
cept for the first program in a series,
the commission said, the licensoe would

; . C mrn_%n:_ the contrasting view ::.; ne o
but fo do so at their own expense, jf P cponds 10°an over-the-air offer to 1
sponsorship is not available, and 1o pro. ® nd, the commission sid, the broad-
vide programing on their own initiative > &.57_.. will have discharged his obliga-
if no other source is available. i ouwm,._r to make 2 good-{aith cffort to

The commission would apply its pro. ,,.:nc_.& - reasonable 03.52::._2 for the
posed requirement in cases where MEGEE.E: of conflicting viewpoints. 8

file
Jul

’
r;

not be permitted to rely solely on a
broadecast announcement offering time
for the presentation of
views.

contrasting

The proposal was contained in a
combined notice of inquiry and notice
of rulemaking, which the commission
said was issucd in light of the Supreme

an issue should be equally vigorous in
getting the other side before the public.”

The doctrine, which requires broad-
casters to afford a reasonable op-
‘portunity for the discussion of conflict-
ing views of controversial issues of
public importance, cvolved as policy,
was expressed jn a policy statement in

licansee has presented only one of
a controversial issue in a se
broadeasts within o “reasonabl) \
period of time (six 0 nine perivds
less). and has no plans to present op.
posing vicws.

If broadcast invitation to prescit @
contrasting view fails to attract
proporiate spokesman for the other side,

A ploy to reveal
what LBJ cut

CBS trying to stop
Chicago subpoena for
excised portions of special

CBS Inc. went to court in Chicago last
week in an effort to block a subpocna
for all its television interview films with
former President Lyndon Johnson. in-
cluding portions not used on CBS-TV
because of national security in connec-
tion with the Kennedy assassination.
The subpoena had been issucd April
29 in U. S. district court there at the
request of Sherman H. Skolnick, a legal
crusader. He seeks the films in connec-
tion with his suit filed in early April
to compel the National Archives and
Record Service to make public certain
documents  alleged 10 pertain to an
attempt by scveral persons, including
Lee Harvey Oswald, to assassinate Pres-
ident John F. Kennedy at the Army-
Navy football game in Chicago Nov. 2,
1963, three weeks before the Dallas
tragedy. Mr. Skolnick, who also wants
the Warren Commission report ruled

void, has been unsuccessful in sub-
pocnaing President Johnson personaliy.

Newton Minow, attorney for CBS.
appeared Thursday before U. S. Dis-
trict Judge Hubert L. Will with a pre-
liminary motion to quash the stbpocna.
He charged that any compulsory pro-
duction of such nonbroadcast material
violates the First Amendment with re-
spect to confidential communications
between newsmen and their sources.

An affidavit filed with the court by
Burton Henjamin, senior executive pro--
ducer, CBS News, explained that the
Johnson interviews were obtained only
on the condition that the former Presi-
dent would be allowed to edit mistakes
or matters of sccurity. He said the
three one-hour programs used on CBS-
TV were edited from nearly 13 hours
of films and the last show, aired May’
2 and including Kcnnedy assassination.
information, was edited from six hours
and 22 minutes of film.

The May 2 program, “LBJ: Tragedy
and Transition,” also included a portion
cut on request by President Johnson
because of national security. The fact
a cut was made was explained by CBS
in the broadcast. .

Mr. Benjamin said that “if CBS News
were compelled to produce the non-

——

broadcast material relating to the as-
sassination of President Kennedy - . .
is my bclief that no public figure will
cver sit for an autobiographical broad-
cast and a vital dimension of journalism
will be lost 1o the American public.”

Mr. Minow felt the peril to effective
news gathering could go even further
and affect news in general, to the detri-
ment of the public.

Mr. Minow noted that U. S. District
Judge A. J. Zirpoli in San Francisco in
early April ruled that Earl Caldwell, 2
New York Times reporter, could not
be compelled to testify about confi-
dential Black Panther pews source in-
formation before a grand jury probing
an alleged threat on the life of Presi-
dent Nixon because it would violate
constitutional protection of the press
and impede thé news process.

CBS participated in the Caldweli case
as a friend of the court. Affidavits sub-
mitted in that proceeding by Walter
Cronkite, Eric Sevareid, Mike Wallace,
Dan Rather and Marvin Kalb, all of
CBS News, explained why news sources
must be protected and similar points.
Their affidavits also were filed last week
in the Chicago case.

The judge will withhold acting on the

"CBS motion until further briefs are
ll\
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-, proceeding 2 notice of |
% yell as a notice of inguiry 1o alert
terested partics 10
jt may adopt a rule.
a full opportunity o

P

" . and to have the Warren Report voided.

~ assassination in Chicago.

said it labeled the
rulemaking a8 BY

The commission

the possibility that
and afford them e

comment. The
commission normally develeps policy
in the fairness field through policy state-

MMeanwhile.

.d in about two weceks.
o of the sub-

he said, the cffective date
poena is postponed. .

The Chicago case, :o%r;.n? is com-
plicated by other Jegal issues pam de-
mands in Mr. Skolnick’s Q.JBEBE. In
addition to seeking t0 obtain release of
documents from the National Archives

Mr. Skolnick is attempting 1o help 2
former sccret service agent win r,r,nu.o_ﬁ
£rom prison on the basis of a principal
witness’s admitted perjury and another
federal judge’s refusal to recpem that
case.

The allegation contends :...n u...ua:»
was sent to jail falsely to rnmv‘r:j from
telling the Warren Commission :7.05
another secret service agents implica-
tion in the plans to attempt a Kennedy

Because the agent's case Was mnmo:u
another U. S. District judge 10 (hicago.
Mr. Skolnick contends no judge .oﬁ that
district should hear his compiaint. 1n-
cluding Judge Wili, and a judge from
another district should be called. uca.mo
will agreed he must rule on this point
first before deciding what to do about

the CBS petition 10 protect its Johnson
" interview films from compuisory dis-
"closure.
|\|.I\\I\|\\\|\\|n|\\|\l
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