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MAR 21 1945

Hr. George Fepper,

Exeoutive Secretary,

Hollywood Democratio Commdttes,
1586 Cross Foade of the World,
Hollywood 28, California,

Denr George!

John Hamm has forwarded to me for attention your letter of
March 2, 1945 concerning the recently smnowmced policy of etation EFI,
Lon Angeles, relative to the employment of news commentators, I am
enclosing coples of an exchange of correspondence between the Commle-
glon and the statlon concerning that =etter, You will pote from the
station' s response that it does not contemplate a complete dlscontin-
uancd of news commentaries as such but merely intende in the future
to rely entirely upon network commentators furnished by the Haticnal
Broadoasting Oompany, with which it is affiliated, S0 far ae the ste-

tion ie concerned, all of ite newecasters and news analysts must be
smployees of XFI,

The adoption of this new policy dces not mppear at this time
to relse any question under the Communicatlons Act. As you wndoubtedly
Imow, under our Amerlean aystem of broadcasting, the selection and pre-
sentation of program material reste in the discretion of the individual
station licenmeen, sublect only to thelr general obligation to cperate
the stations in the public interest. However, the Oommlisnion does re-
view perlodically, upon consideration of its application for renewal
of licennse, the over-all operations of each staticn to determine if ite
continusd operation will be in the public interest. Of particular im-
portence in that review le the questlon of whether or not a balanced,
diversified program service has been presented by the station.

The sstablished policy of the Oommigsion with respect to mat-
ters of this kind is stated clearly in ite decision in The Mayflower
Brcadcasting Corporation case (8 F,0,0, 323), where, in considerings an
application for renewal of the station's liconse, the Commipplon sald:

"More difficult and less easlly resolvable guestions are
however, presented by the spplications for renewal of The Yan-
kee Network, Inc, The record shows without contradiction that
beginning early in 1937 and continuing through September 1938,
it was the policy of Btation WAAR to broadoast so-called editorials
from time to time urging the election of werious cendidates for
political offioe or supporting cne side or mnother of warious
questions in public comtroversy. In these editorlals, which were
delivered bty the editor-in-chlef of the station's news service,
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no protense wasm made at objective, ispartinl reporting. It 1s
¢lear -- indeed the statlon seema to have taken pride in the
foot -- that the purpose of these editorials was to win publis
mipport for some persen or view favered by those in control
of the statiom.

Flio mttempt will be mads here to annlyze in dotail the
large numher of broadoasts devoted to sditorisle. The material
in the record has been carefully considered mnd compels the
cencluaion that this licenses during the perled im gqusstion,
has revealed n serious misconception of its duties and function
under the law, Under the American system of broadcasting it ia
olear that respomeibility for the conduot of a brosdcast sta-
tion must rest initilally with the broadcaster, It ig equelly
elear that with the limltatlons in frequencles inherent in the
nature of radic, the public interest can never be served by a
dedication of mny brosdonst facllity to the support of his own
partisan ends. Eadie can serve as an instrument of demgoracy
only when devoted to the commanloation of Information and the
exchange of idsas falrly and objectively presented, & troly
fres radlo osnnot be used to advocate the causes of the licennse.
It camot be used to support the candidacles of his frieands. It
Gannot be deveted to the muipport of principles he happena to re-
gard most favorably, In brlef, the broadeaster ecsnnot be an
advocate,

"Freedom of speech om the radloc met be broad enourh to
provide full and egual opportunity for the presentation to the
pablic of all sides of public issucs. Indeed, as one licensed
to operate in a public domaln the licensee has aseumed the ob-
ligation of presenting all sldes of important public gquestions,
falrly, objectively and without blms. The public interest --
not the private -- 1la paramcunt. These requirements are inherent
in the conceptlon of public interest set up by the Communications
Aot am the eriterion of regulntion. And while the day to day de—
eleions applying these requirements are the licensee's responsi-
bility, the ultimate duty to review generally the comrse of con-
duct of the statlon over a perled of time and to take appropriate
sction thereon is vested in the Commippion.”

Should 1t develop that the effect of KFI's new policy le an
ehandonment of the prineiple of objective presentation of the news and
represents tho adoption of a definite editorial policy, & violation of
the Mgyflower holding would be involved and the Comedesion would take
anpropriate asction.

Should any information come to your attention conceraning the
operation in practice of the KFI news policy, I would sppreciste it
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1f wvou would communicate with me,

Enclosures,

Paul A, Porter,
Chedrman,
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