
EDITORIALS 

Now or never 
AT the time this was written only three witnesses repre- 

senting broadcasting had applied to testify before the 
Senate Commerce Committee's forthcoming hearings on 
repair of the political broadcasting law. 

They were Frank Stanton, CBS president, Don McGannon, 
president of Westinghouse Broadcasting, and Harold E. 
Fellows, NAB president. No matter how persuasive those 
three may be, their testimony will not be enough to convince 
politicians they ought to give up their hold on political 
broadcasting. 

At the very least spokesmen for other networks should 
appear, and in addition a regional representation of broad- 
casters who can relate their personal experiences with the 
idiocies of Sec. 315. 

The hearings begin June 18, only 10 days from now. As 
we commented two weeks ago [ "Repeal Sec. 315 Now Or 
Repent Later," EDITORIAL, May 25] there has never been a 
better chance for broadcasters to obtain relief from a law 
that prevents intelligent dissemination of campaign news. If 
they muff this one, they'll have to live with Sec. 315 a 
long time. 

The Scotchman calls the cops 

I 
F we hadn't heard it, we would have branded as just 
another tall Texas tale the report that Gordon McLendon, 

station multiple- owner, is advocating legislation to limit the 
number of stations in a given market. 

But Mr. McLendon did say it to a big audience at the 
Storz Stations' disc jockey convention 10 days ago. 

Mr. McLendon over the years has been one of broad- 
casting's rugged individualists. He has been an outstand- 
ing, even truculent opponent of the status quo. He has 
barged into market after market with promotional razzle- 
dazzle that has set them on their ears. He has bowled over 
sedate competitors who previously had ruled the roost. 

Could it be that Mr. McLendon no longer can brook the 
competition of newcomers? If we're to have free enter- 
prise -the freedom that Mr. McLendon so ebulliently 
espouses -there must be free competition. (This, however, 
is not to condone the wholesale licensing of stations with- 
out regard to good engineering standards.) 

As long as there are assignments that fit under the en- 
gineering criteria there will be qualified applicants. They 
are risking their wherewithal. Existing stations cannot be 
guaranteed freedom from new competition. The alternative 
is to give stations protection under the public utility con- 
cept by limiting competition. But the government then de- 
mands the right to limit profits, which means rate regula- 
tion, and to control the quality of the product. In short, 
radio's freedom would go out the window. 

We doubt whether Mr. McLendon will get much support 
for his project. We even doubt whether he believes in it 
himself, even though we heard him say it. 

Labored legislation 
FOR once we find ourselves in agreement with those labor 

leaders who officially have announced their opposition 
to the Kennedy -Ervin Bill which has passed the Senate 
and soon will be considered by the House. But we oppose it 
for different reasons. 

Any labor legislation which does not ban secondary boy- 
cotts or coercive picketing, and which does not permit the 
courts to enjoin strikes in violation of "no strike" clauses 
should arouse the opposition of all fair -minded men. The 
Kennedy -Ervin bill is silent on these vital points. President 
Eisenhower has denounced it. 

We wonder whether the opposition expressed by labor 

leaders is really sincere. It could be a diversionary tactic, 
designed to spike the guns of management forces. 

Threaded throughout the Kennedy -Ervin Bill are pro- 
visions which, the experts tell us, foster compulsory union- 
ism and in effect deny the rights of citizens to freedom of 
choice. They tell us, moreover, that it is one -sided legis- 
lation all down the line. 

Broadcasters who have any feelings on the matter (and 
we can't imagine one who doesn't) should make their views 
known to their House members before the Kennedy -Ervin 
bill hits the floor. 

Endville 
IN Miami May 29 -31 the phonograph record companies 

demonstrated, in a way disturbing to anyone who admires 
the full purpose and importance of radio, how great an 
influence they now exert over a considerable part of all 
U.S. radio programming. 

Through no fault of the sponsoring Storz Stations, the 
record companies took over the Second Annual Radio Pro- 
gramming Seminar and Disc Jockey Convention. Their 
hospitality, abetted by sun, beach and pool, overwhelmed 
the serious parts of the program. Only the most dedicated 
delegates, an astonishing number considering the distrac- 
tions, attended the business sessions. 

The problem was one of excess. To the credit of the 
record companies it must be said that they produced the 
biggest show ever attracted to any broadcasting convention. 
It was a show in good taste and of extraordinary talent, and 
for people in programming it had professional value as well 
as private enjoyment. But the record companies also con- 
ducted a calculated campaign to lure d.j.s away from the 
panel sessions and into their suites for personal aggrandize- 
ment. And they used enticing bait indeed. 

The events in Miami were a manifestation of the intense 
competition that now exists in the phonograph record field. 
There are hundreds of labels, and to a frightening degree 
they live or die by the spins they get on radio. With access 
to the air so vital to their future, the companies have a 
natural desire to cultivate disc jockeys any way they can. 
It was that desire which got out of control in Miami. 

If there is to be another national seminar on radio pro- 
gramming -and there are good arguments that there should 
be -it must be conducted with a minimum of conflict be- 
tween the main tent and the sideshows. And it must also be 
arranged to emphasize that there is more to radio program- 
ming than records. 

WV TV 
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"Found it in my office. ... Could it possibly belong to 
that newspaper tv critic who was here yesterday ?" 
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