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THE FCC AT LAST 
Rep. John B. Bennett (R- Mich.) 

does not go along with his col- 
leagues on the House Legislative 

Oversight Subcom- 
mittee who have 
been highly critical 
of the FCC in the 
tv quiz scandals. 
The ranking mi- 
nority member of 
the Subcommittee 
said last week that 
he did not believe 

the Commission has the authority 
to take action against the rigged 
programs. 

"I don't want to give the FCC 
too much authority in the area of 
programming," Rep. Bennett said, 
and emphasized the agency certain- 

REP. BENNETT 

FINDS A FRIEND 
ly should not be permitted to police 
programming. If the Commission 
had taken action and forced one of 
the quiz programs off the air, those 
who now condemn the FCC for not 
acting would have been the first to 
scream, Rep. Bennett stated. 

He pointed out that testimony 
at the hearings failed to establish 
any involvement of the networks 
and stations in the controls exerted 
over contestants. 

Rep. Bennett plans to again 
push for hearings on his bill (HR 
5042) placing networks under di- 
rect FCC regulation. The proposal, 
first advocated by ex -Sen. John 
Bricker (R- Ohio), has gained con- 
siderable support since the tv quiz 
hearings began last month. 

regret that the FCC had not used the 
Storz case as a vehicle to determine once 
and for all just what powers it had over 
programming. The net effect of the ap- 
proval, Mr. Doerfer stated, was to con- 
tinue the confusion in the minds of 
broadcasters, Congress and the public 
as to the extent of FCC jurisdiction 
over programming. Mr. Doerfer urged 
the FCC to establish some sort of 
ground rules for what it called "balanc- 
ed programming." 

Otherwise, he said, broadcasters 
could if they wished continue to con- 
sider their stations as a "mercantile busi- 
ness for maximum profit." 

There was an indication then that 
the Commission intended to make a 
study of its power in the programming 
field. Nothing, however, eventuated. 

It was a month after the Commission's 
action in the Storz case that Comr. Bart- 
ley called for a complete review of the 
FCC's authority in the programming 
field. In a speech before the Southern 
California Broadcasters Assn., the one- 
time Yankee Network broadcasting ex- 
ecutive maintained that the FCC not 
only had the power to look at program- 
ming but should do so, particularly in 
certain categories. These were, he said: 
(1) identification of program sponsors; 
(2) fairness in presenting both sides of a 
controversial issue, and (3) fairness in 
presentation of news and public affairs 
programs. 

On entertainment programs, Mr. Bart- 
ley entered a demurrer. The Commis- 
sion should not step into these, he said; 
public taste should be the arbiter. 

Only last year the whole subject was 
brought up again when the Commis- 
sion held up license renewals of eight 
Atlanta, Ga., radio stations on the 
grounds they did not show enough edu- 
cational, agricultural, religious and news 
programs in their renewal applications. 

At one point the Commission con- 
sidered a staff suggestion that a city- 
wide hearing be held to determine what 
the public interest for Atlanta was and 
whether it was being served by some of 
the larger stations. This could mean 
that the smaller stations (all of the eight 
under fire were smaller stations) could 
program without attempting to meet 
these public service requirements. 

It was decided finally, however, to 
treat each station individually and sub- 
sequently their licenses were renewed. 

Craven Says No Also in 1958 more 
was said on the subject of programming 
jurisdiction. This time it was Comr. 
T.A.M. Craven who took up the cud- 
gels -but in a vehement and pointed 
attack on the whole idea of program 
control by the FCC. 

Mr. Craven's outspoken opposition 
was made in a dissent to a Commission 
proposal revising certain forms required 
in applications for new stations and for 
renewals. These asked for percentage 
breakdowns of spot commercials and 
program categories. It was the latter 
that stirred Mr. Craven's ire. 

Mr. Craven called on the FCC to 
abolish all references to programming 
in its application forms. The First 
Amendment to the Constitution and the 
Communications Act itself forbids any 
attempt at censorship, he stated. By call- 
ing for program information, he cau- 
tioned, the FCC was actually telling 
broadcasters what they should and 
should not carry. 

Mr. Craven's viewpoint was ex- 
pressed in these words: 

"The establishment of program cate- 
gories, the Commission has long in- 
sisted, falls entirely within its regulatory 
powers since these categories serve 
merely as guideposts for the applicants 
and need not be followed. Such argu- 
ment sounds quite reasonable to anyone 
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