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<. WASHINGTON Thin
Bespectacled John F. Law-
.rence Washington bureau
ch1ef of the Los Angeles
imes, last week became the
. latest in a steadily increas-
ing group of journalists to
discover how qualified the
JFirst Amendment has sud-
«denly become.
s Lawrence joined David
‘Goodman of New York radio
sstation WBAI, Peter Bridge
%of the now-defunct Newark
Evening News, William T.
Jarr of the Los Angeles
JTimes and Harry Thornton,
*a.Chattanooga (Tenn.) tele-
wvision talk-show host, all of
:whom have served time in
Fail for refusing to disclose
‘names or information given
them by
_sourees.
Lawrence was released
after 2% hours and con-
tempt charges against him
‘were dropped when his
newspaper’s”  confidential
‘source gave permission to
‘have tape recordings of his
‘tnterwew handed over to a
:federal judge. But his case
‘gerved ‘to focus intensified
attentlon S0n newsmen’s
proble‘ms

‘ 400 Sign Petition

' More than 400 reporters,
mcludlnd Walter Cronkite of
‘CBS John Chancellor of
‘NBC and Howard K. Smith
1of ABC, signed a petition de-
felaring their conviction that
fhe First Amendment is
Mieing seriously abridged.
Y+ That constitutional safe-
iguard — “Congress shall
imake no law . . . abridging
‘the freedom of speech or of
ithe press . . .” — isnow ac-
‘cepted, but is has never
.been absolute. It does not
igive lcense to shout “fire”
‘n a crowded theater, nor to
‘:ic’ommit malicious libel.
:'However, until last June,
no law required newsmen to
,czacloce their sources.

bmce June, numerous re-

il

confldentlal :

SFExammei

J aﬂ for ‘Silent

porters have been called he-
fore grand juries, state in-
vestigating commissions and
courts.

Five have actually gone to
jail—Farr is still there—and
several others have cases on
appeal. In addition, judges
and prosecutors have moved
speedily to develop new cir-
cumstances in which to ap-
ply the power to subpena re-
porters.

5-4 Decision
Basis for the new develop-

ments is the 5 to 4 decision’

of the U.S. Supreme Court
tast June 29 in three com-
panion cases involving re-
norters Earl Caldwell of the
New York Times and Paul
Pappas of WITEV-TV in New
Bedford, Mass., both of
whom had been called be-
fore grand juries investigat-
ing the Black Panthers, and
Paul Branzhurg, formerly of
the Louisville Courier-
Journal, who had written a
series on drug traffic.

In the majority opinion in
what 1S now known as the
Caldwell Case, Justice By-

" ron R. White wrote:

“We are asked to grant
newsmen a testimonial priv-
ilege that other citizens do
not enjoy. This we decline to
do . . . we cannot accept the
argument that the publie in-
terest in possible future
news about crime from un-
disclosed, unverified sources
must take precedence over
the public interest in prose-
cuting those crimes reported
to the press by informants
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Other Side

In a dissenting opinion.
Justice Potter Stewart stat-
e-:l the other side of the case.

The court’s decision, he
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caid, “invites state and fed-
eral authorites to undermine’
the historic independence of
the press by attempting to
~nnex the journalistic pro-
fession as .an investigative
arm of the government.

“When government offi-
cials possess an unchecked
power to compel newsmen
to disclose information re-
ceived in confidence, sour-
ces will clearly be deterred
from giving information and
reporters will clearly be de-
ferred from publishing it be-
cause the uncertainty ahout
the exercise of the power
will lead to self-censorship.”

The Caldwell, Branzburg
and Pappas cases dealt
squarely "with reporters
called to testify before
grand juries. Since June,
some of the other cases have
raised issues wider than the
grand jury question.

Farr, for example, re-
mains in jail despite a state
law inCalifornia designed to
protect newsmen against the
compulsion to reveal their
sources.

‘Appeals Ruling

An appeals cdurt found —
and the U.S. Supreme Court
declined to reverse the de-
cision — that the right of a
judge to manage his court-
room transcended the state
law.

During the Charles Man-
son trial, at which the pre-
siding judge had imposed a
no-comiment order on law-
yers, Farr was slipped a
statement by an attorney in
which a member of the Man-
son Family was said tohave
confessed to murder and to
planning more sensational
killings of movie stars. -

Farr wrote a story for the
Los Angeles Herald-Exam-
iner, for which he worked
then, and was later ordered
by a judge to disclose the .
rame of his source, He has
refuced.



Newsmen

JOHN LAWRENCE

Jailed a few hours

Lawrence’s jailing occur-
red as part of pretrial ma-
neuvering in the Watergate
burglary-and-bugging case.

Two Los Angeles Times
reporters had interviewed
the star prosecution witness
in the case for five hours.
The tape-recorded interview
provided the Thasis for
first-person stories in which
the witness, Alfred C. Bald-
win © ITI, admitted taking
part in political espionage
directed at the Democratic
Party by the Committee for
the Re Election of'the Presi-
dent. Lawyers defending
~even persons charged iu

the case obtzined a subpena -

‘or tape recordings of the
Baldwin interview [for the
nurpose of challenging his
credibility as a witness.

'Yet another case—a far
reaching one—has arisen in
Baton Rouge, La., where a
federal judge ordered news-
papers not to print stories on
a public civil rights hearing
going on before him.

Two reporters violated the
ruling and were cited for
contempt. A U.S. Cowrt of
Appeals ruled that the news-
tlackout order violated free-
dom of the press, but it also
ruled that illegal court cen-
sorship orders must be

obeyed until they are ap-
pealed to ahigher court.
According to Jack Lan-
dau, a Newhouse News serv-
ice reporter and a director
of the Reporters Committee
for Freedom of the Press,
the court of appeals in the
Baton Rouge case said that

-~ temporary censorship of the

press pending an appeal is
not an ‘‘irreparable injury
to the rights of the press.”
As precedent for prior re-
straint of the press, the
Fifth Circuit Appeals Court
cited the Pentagon Papers
case, in which the courts for
the first time in history en-
joined newspapers from
aublishing. "

“Most Pernicious’

According to Landau, a
lawyer who covers the Su-
preme Court, ‘‘this is the
most pernicious of all the
pending censorship cases be-
cause it authorized a blank
check to the judiciary for
prior restraint on the press.

“Because the Court of Ap-
peals decision elevates the
‘integrity’ of the courts over
the rights of the press, it
vermits judges to impose at
least temporary censorship
by the expedient of issuing
orders requiring the pressio
obev illegal laws.”

The Reporters Committee
"or Freedom of the Press,
which gatherad up 400 peti-
Yions in the Lawrence case
last week. has heen entering
appeals in freedom-of-the-
press cases.

Some members of Con-
gress, in addition, have pro-
posed legislation to shield
newsmen, Some on an umn-
qualified basis, from having:
to reveal their sources or in-
formation given them in
confidence.

Al such legislation, in-
cluding bills containing qual-
ified protections. has been
opposed by the Nixon Ad-
ministration. ’




