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Ns& -Rethe Dixon
Docket Chief mI
Federal Election Comssion ~
Washington, D.C. 20463
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April 4, 1996
Dear Ms. Dixon,

I received your letter, dated March 20, 1996, approximately a week ago, inwhich you informed me that the Postcard which I mailed to the Federal ElectionCommission in protest of the treatment Of Republican Presidential Candidate,Alan Keyes by a Georgia TV Station prior to the Georgia Primary did not meet thespecific requiremets of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 and thereforeyou could take no action at this time.

I hope my enclosed written complaint wiil meet those requirements and thatthe election comnmission will find sufficient cause to investigate the matter.

Sincerely,

hnM. Craven

6727 Colbert St.
New Orleans, La. 70124

Enclosure: Letter of Complaint
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Pa. Roth&a Dixon : ,M- A
Docket Chief us
Federal Election Commuission r jf
Washinlton, D.C. 20463 k1 29 #A #X(

April 4, 1996

Dear Ms. Dixon,

My name is John Michael Craven. My address is 6727 Colbert St., New Orleans,
Louisiana 70124.

This is a formal letter of complaint concerning the treatment of Republican
Presidential Candidate, Alan Keyes, by a Georgia TV Station prior to the Georgia
Republican Presidential Primary on March 5, 1996.

1 believe the tv station's call numbers are WSB-TV but I am not certain of
that. It was the station which carried a live televised debate for the Republican
Presidential Candidates just before the primary was held. The debate was carried
on C-SPAI live and I believe it was carried on CNN on a delayed basis.

Pat Buchanan, Steve Forbes, and Lamar Alexander participated in the debate.
Bob Dole was invited but declined to attend. Alan Keyes was not invited even
though he did earn a delegate from the state of Louisiana, a delegate which IN voted for by the way, and has since garnered a few more delegates. I also voted
for one of Pat Buchanan's delegates since we could select three and Alan Keyes
only had two running.

NO
My complaint is that having been denied access to the debate in Georgia evenN,1- though he has gathered tens of thousands of votes in Republican primaries all

across our nation, Mr. Alan Keyes was subsequently barred physically from entering
the TV station during the debate and put in handcuffs by a security guard for
the TV station and then put in a car and was driven around Atlanta for the period
of time in which the debate occured.

Mr. Keyes was never arrested and booked with any charge even though the security
guard was apparently and off duty police officer for the city of Atlanta. This
therefore constitutes, I believe, a case of kidnapping of Mr. Alan Keyes with
the express knowledge of the TW station and, I believe, their approval.

I am certain that this is a clear violation of Mr. Keyes constitutional andcivil rights and his rights as a candidate for federal office in the United States.

This violation of his rights was reported in our local newspaper, The Times-
Picavune, and on CNN the night it happened.

I hope this letter of complaint is sufficient in meeting the requirements of
the Federal Election Campaign Act of 1971 for the Federal K'lection Commission to
investigate this unconscionable incident.

Ace relv,

RErV ONLY AND~ 7 ohn X. (Craven
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I am outraged at the illegal treatment
of Alan Keyes by WSB-TV in Atlanta, Georgia on
March 3. 1 request that you launch a full
investigation into the violation of Federal
law.

NameAl CR4C.
Address *'7 z? 2 C dl-A~' wr
CityAL/or- 01-4,42ow State ZA-'7' Zip - ie/2 0Y0
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C= Federal Election Conmmission
(~%J 999 E. Street, N.W., Room 719

Washington, DC 20463
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FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

i m p ~Washington, DC 20463 Arl1,19

John Michael Craven
6727 Colbert Smtrt
New Orleans, LA 70124

RE: MUR 4336

Dear Mr. Craven:

This letter acknowledges receipt on April I , 1996, of your complaint alleging possible
violatons of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act").
The repnets) will be notified of this complaint within five days.

You %ill be notified as soon as the Federal Election Commission takes final ation on
your complaint. Should you receive any additional information in this matter, please forward it
to the Office of the General Counsel. Such information must be sworn to in the same manner
as the original complaint. We have numbered this matter MUR 4336. Plese refer to this
number in all future communications. For your information, we have attached a brief
description of the Commission's procedures for handling complaints.

Lois G. Lerner
Associate General Counsel

Enclosure
Procedures



IM FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

li p ftW~!WW~, DC20MApril 16, 1996

CT Corporation System, Registered Agent
Coxc Broadcasting, Inc.
1201 Peachtree Street, NE
Atlanta, GA 30361

RE: MUR 4336

N. Dear Sir Or Madam:

The Federal Election Commission received a complaint which indicates that WSB-TV
may have violated the Federal Electioni Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended (the Act"). A
copy of the complaint is enclosed. We have numbered this matter M1JR 4336. Please refer to
this number in all future correspondence.

Under the Act, you have the opportunity to denmstrate in witng that no action should
be taken against WSB-TV in this matter. Please submit any factual or legal materials which
you believe are relevant to the Commission's analysis of this matter. VWre appropriate,
statements should be submitted under oath. Your response, which should be addressed to the
General Counsel's Office, must be submitted within 15 days of receipt of this letter. If no
response is received within 15 days, the Commission may take futher action based on the
available information.

This matter will remain confidential in accordance %ith 2 U.S.C. § 437g(a)(4)B) and
§ 4 37g(a,)I124 XA) unless you notify- the Commission in writing that you wish the matter to be
made public. If you intend to be represented by counsel in this matter, please advise the
Commission by completing the enclosed form stating the name, address and telephone number
of such counsel. and authorizing such counsel to receive any notifications and other
communications from the Commission.



If you have any qusinplease contka Alva E. Smith at (202) 219-3400. For your
inormation we have enclosed a brefdescription of thn Commission's procedures for handing
complaints.

Sincerely,

"G

Lois G. Lawne
Associate General Counsel

Enclosures
1. Complant
2. Procedures

NO 3. Designation of Counsel Statement
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May 1. 1996

VIA HAND) DELIVERY

L ois 0- Lerner. Esq.
Associate ( leneral Counsel
Federal E.lection Commission
WashinL'ton. D. C. 20463

Re: Cox Broadcasting. Inc.: Complaint of John Mfichael Craven

Cox~ Broadcasting. Inc. ("Cox"i. by its attorneys. hereb\ responds to the complaint filed
xith the Comission bv John NI. Craven under the above-referenced MUR number. CT
(Corporation S\ stem. agent for pro-cess for Cox. received copies of the complaint on April M9
1996. b\ letter from yo u dated April 16. 1996. Accordingly. this response is time ly. Your letter
offers Ciox the opportunity to demonstrate in writing that the Commission should take no further
action in this. miatter.

ihe comiplaint arises from the complainant's viewing of broadcast new~s coverage and
reading of ne\\ spaper accounts and press releases surrounding a Republican presidential
candidate deblate co-sponsored b\ Telev ision Station WSB-T\'. The debate \%as also televised.
but not -,ptn-.orcd. h\ CNN. [he top four Republican presidential candidates \%ere invited to
participate \1r. Alan Kexes. a candidate tb(r the Republican nomination \%ho \%as not one of the
top ftI ur candidates in electoral success in pre\ ious primaries at the tnie of the invitations, did
Tu't rcceix e .in im itation. O ther candidates,. ho \%ere not amrong, the top ibur also did not receix e
im Itation, Da si bet'Ore the chedUled debate. Mr. Ke\ eCs \\as full\ mxare that he \%as not and
kk OUld nlot K, an im ited participant Mr. Ke\ es. ho\\ cx er. nevertheless camie to Teiex ision
1 t.iii \ n I V the dJ\ bef're the debate and. mMnoMnJi~rCtion1, to le-Ix e the premnises.

hewn cauwlln oUt on1 the A KB I V Lmn to protes~t hll not htA\ Ing been imited. At the timie At
tim' ,.hedJ,:d debate. \Mr. Kew, & u h pcalk to torce hm' i\ into thle %k SB-iV studios'
and 11n,! !;roe ~ ng al loxx ed to' partcipate, %k hen M r. Kex Cs persm'. tcd in his refusal to Icax c
and k '''l e dcbat& t t ike P( ttce xx ithOUt hMillm, temte xa kcdi h ad tl



Lois (G. Lernier. [sq.
May' 1, 1990
Page 2

Although the complaint generally requests an Investigation into violations of federal
election la\%s arisine from this event. the complaint does not describe anY law or rule within the
jurisdiction of tile Commission that (Cox Broadcasting, Inc. or its employees might have violated.
Also, the facts recounted by the complainant, even if presumed to be true. show no such

violation. Ne%% s media mia\ sponsor and hold candidate debates and are not required to invite all
candidates. The FL( s rules do not treat the failure to Invite a candidate to a debate as a denial
of candidates' rights. T'he complainants do not question the structure and organization of the
debate. apart trom the decision to limit participants to the top candidates and the consequent
absence of an Invitation t~r Mr. Ke~es.

t'nderstandabl\. a decision to limit the participating candidates to the top four did not
please NMr. Ke\ es and his suppo--rters. Mr. Keyes knew, however., when he attempted to force his
\k ay into the \\51T studios. that he was not an Invited participant in the debate. The
complainant does not suggest other\\ Ise. Mr. Keyes's behavior presumablv w~as an act of civil
disbeience to protest-bd his not having been Invited to the debate and to dramatize his candidacy.

Ills actions nevertheless properly resulted in his remov-al from the station premises by law
enforcement authorities. Nothing in these events amounted to an' violation of the Federal
lection Campaign .Act or the rules of the Commission by Cox or its employees.

N Statement of IDesienation of Counsel to.r an earlier-filed submission in this matter is
included \\ Ith thle response of Cox BroadcastinLc. Inc . to M1IR-433. and is incorporated by
reteren e i cop\. attached). A- separate executed statement \% I Il be provided upo--n request.

Plca, e Intormii u> Ii there is additional informlation that the Commission would find
- hcipfu ~n d p ".n T thc'e !11111tcr,

IY ecf2! l ( ;bm .mdC
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MIJR 4333

MUR 433

NAME OF COUNSEL.
James Treanor

John oganPeter Canfield

Dow, Lohnes & Albertson Dow, Lohnes & Albertson

ADDRESS: 1200 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. One Ravinia Drive

Suite 800

Washinston, D.C.- 20036-6802

TELEPHONE:L2o2 J 776-2000

FAX:( 202 1776-2222

Suite 1600

Atlanta, Georgia

770/901-8857

770/901-8874

The se named hidwidud is herrw Wmgs m m counse and is
auto rdeized to e c t an nohiVn and e r O omm unsaos r m h

Andrew A. Merdek, Secretary

RESPONDENrS NAAM Cox Broadcastig&. Inc.

ADDRESS: 1400 Lake Hearn Drive. N.E.

Atlanta, Georgia 30319

TELEPHONE: HOME..J

ml ~lM~RI___W 04 1. R-4-;

FIRM:

30346

-dffi-i -o" "O-A -*kl- - - "' -,

STAT~ENT OP ~ES1GNATION.QFOOUNML
STAMMUT OF DENKMATM OF CMNML

01 laluaft-41
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BEFORE THE FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

In the Matter of -

Enfocemient Priority

GENERAL COUNSEL'S REPORT

I. INTRODUCTION

In accordance with the objectives of the Enforcement Priority System ("EPS*")

adopted by the Commission in May 1993. the Office of the General Counsel has

periodically recommended that the Commission not pursue cases that are stale or that. in

comparison to other pending matters. do not appear to %-arrant the use of the

Commissions limited resources. This General Counsels Report recommends the

Commission not pursue 43 cases that rall within these categories.

II. CASES RECOMMENDED FOR CLOSING

A. Ca%es Not Warranting Further Pursuit Relative to Other Cases Pending
Ilcforc the Commission

.* ciiclcopnetofte ror~System sieniyn those pending cases that

do not arrant the further expenditure of Commission resources. Each incoming matter

is e% aluated using ('ommission-appro' ed criteria and cases that, based on their rating. do

not %%arrant pursuit relatie to other pending cases are placed in this category. By closing

such cases. the Commission is able to usc its limited resources to focus on more

important cases



Having evaluated incoming maers this Office hos identified 24 came which do

not warrant further pumit relatve to other pending maners.1 A shot desetipt * Of each

case and the factors leading to assignment of a relatvely low priority and coansePquent

recommendation not to pursue each cane is attached to this Report. Attachments 1-24.

As the Commission has previously requested. we have also attached responses and

referral materials where that information has not been circulated previously to the

Commission. Attachment 25.

B. Stale Cases

ln%'estigations are seeriely impeded and require relatively greater resources when

the acuty%. and the evidence of the acui'aIty. are old. Accoringly, the Office of the

General Counsel recommends that the Commission focus its efforts on case involving

more recent activity. Such efforts will also generate more impact on the currewt electora

process and are a more eficient allocation of our limited resources. To this end, this

Office has identified 19 cases that

F-this Office believes are

no%% tow old it, %%arrant the uwt. ofthc Co'mmission's resources

Thewematters are MUR 422741iWellsionc for Senate)Antachment 1). MUR 4273 (Jsse Wineberry)
i Attachment 2 1. ML'R 4290 (Licoln Club of Rrsverssde County) (Attachment 3)-; MUR 4292
&Coneressman Ron Packard) I(Attachment 4). MUR 4293 (Willie Colon for Congress) (Attachment 5);
Nil IR 429-4 1 Alan Ke~es for President '96) (Attachment 6)., MUR 4-299 (UA W.V-CAP) (Attachment 7);
NILR 4,312 VSonvona Count,% Republicans) (Attachment 31. MUR 4316 (Ross Perot)(Attachment 9); MUR
413118 (Patrick Combs for Congress) (Attachment 10). MUR 4324 (Buchanan for President) (Attachment
11). Nil H 4325 Man Garstecki for Congress 96 lAttachment 12). MUR 4329 (Golden Door)
(Attachment 13 1. MUR 4330 (Thee liarvey) (Attachment 14). MUR 4333 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 15);
MUR 4334 (Co,% Communications) IAttachment 16). MUR 4336 (WSB-TV) (Attachment 17); MUR 4339
(WkSI3-T%'t (Attachment 18 1. MIUR 4348 (Soglin for Congress) (Atrahment 19). MUR 4359 (Francis
Thompson for Congress) (Attachment 201. MUR 4360 (Weigand Committee) (Attachment 21). MUR
4363 WkS13.T-%uAttachmenh 22;. MUR 4364 (Friends of Jimmy Blake) (Attachment 23) and Pre-MUR
32 8 (Department of the Interior) Attachment 24)



DeceCMOfnPn ow re o daton to to

pwsue thes cases is based on their mlkews this Offie has no iwepered separat

narratives for these cases. we hav attached

responses and referral materials in those instances where the information was not

previously circulated. Attachments 26-45.

0This 0fficc recommends the Commission exercise its prsex tral discretion and

no longer pursue the cases listed below effective September 3. 1996. By closing the

cases effective that day. CED and the Legal Review Team each will have the necessary

time to prepare closing letters and case files for the public record.



0
.4-

RE~DMM~flDU
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Ill.

A. Decline to ape. a MUM cls tle ei. cdw September 3, 1996, anW
approve the appropriate Wtens in the fo%"loV-iuu1 -Nel:

1) Pre-MUR 293
2) Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 323
4) RAD Refrral95L-03
5) RAD Referral 95L- 11
6) RAD Referral 95L-16
7) RAD Referral 95L-22
8) RAD Referral 95NF-21

B. Take no action close the file effective September 3, 1996, and approve the
appropriate letter in the following manefs:

1) MUR 4061
2) MUR 4074
3) NIUR 4101
4) MUR 4146
5) MUR 4151
6) MUR 4175
7) MUR 4180
8) MUR 4184
9) MltR 4198
10) NIUR 4201
111 MtIIR 4227
1> Mt AR4232
l'i Mt A 4273
14, 1 UR 4290
151 NIUR 4292
16) NIUR 4293
17) ML'R 4294
1g) MUR 4299
191 MUR 43112
20) MUR 4316
21) IMUR 4318
22) MUR 4324
2 3) MIUR 4325
24) MIUR 4329
25) MUR 4330
26) MUR 4333
27) MUR 4334



28)
29)
30)
31)
32)
33)
34)

MUR 4336
MLJR 4339
MUR 4348
MUR 4359
MUR 4360
MUR 4363
MUR 4364

C. Take no further action, close the file effective September 3. 1996. and approve
the aprpriae letter in MUR 3826.

5?//9 16
Date I W

Coenend Counsel



DEFORE TRE FEDEZRAL ELECTION COSS(SSION

In the Matter of

Enforcement Priority.)

CERTIFICATION

I, Marjorie W. rmons, Secretary of the Federal Election

Comission. do hereby certify that on August 21, 1996, the

Connission took the following actions on the General Counsel'.g

August 14, 1996 report on the above-captioned matter:

I. Decided by a vote of 5-0:

A. Decline to open a NUR, close the file
effective September 3, 1996, and approve

C the appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

N1) Pre-MUR 293
2) Pre-MUR 311
3) Pre-MUR 328
4) RAD Referral 95L-03
5) R&D Referral 95L-11
6) R&D Referral 95L-16

CT7) RAD Referral 95L-22
8) RAD Referral 95311-21

B. Take no action, close the file effective
Septe.mber 3. 1996, and approve the
appropriate letters in each of the
following matters:

1) MUR 406.'
2) MUR 4074
3) MUR 410C.
4) MUR 4146
5) MUR 41526
6) MUR 4175
'7) MUR 418C
8) MUM 4184
9) MUM 4198

(continued)



Vedleral Ziection Co=4ianon Page 2Certification for Enforcnt
Priority

Auquat 23, 1996

10) MUR 4227
11) NUR~ 4232
12) KUR 4273
13) MUR 4290
14) NUR 4292
15) KEUR 4293
16) NUR 4294
17) NUR 4299
18) MUR 4312
19) MUR 4316
20) MUR 4318
21) MUR 4324
22) MUR 4325

NO 23) MUR 4329
24) MUR 4330
25) MUR 4333
26) NUR 4334

N.27) MUR 4336
28) HUR 4339

C,29) NUR 4345
30) NUR 4359
31) MUR 4360
32) HUR 4363
33) MUR 4364

Cozissioners Aiken&, Elliott, McDonald,
McGarry, and Thomav voted affirmatively with
respect to each of the above-noted matters.

Attest:

Date "roi .Emn
Secdtary of the Commision

Received in the Secretariat: Wed., Aug. 14, 1996 4:56 p.m.Circulated to the Commission: Fri., Aug. 16, 1996 12:00 p.m.Deadline for vote: Wed., Aug. 21, 1996 4:00 p.m.

bjr



*FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
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SEP' 0 b 199
John Michael Craven
6727 Colbeft Street
New Orleans LA 70124

RE- MUR 4336

Dear Mr. Craven-

On April 11I. 1996, the Federal Election Commission received your complaint alleging
certain violations of the Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1, as amended ("the Act").

CD After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commission has determined to
exercise its prosecutorual discretion and to take no action against the respondents. SM attached

ND narrative. Accordingly. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 1996.
This matter will beom an of the public record within 30 days.

The Act allow*.- a complainant to seek judicial review of th Commission's dismsa of
this action. Seec2 U.SC. 437 i&gta

Central Enforcement Docket

Attachment
Narrati'.e

N '.r I:' V~ AN, I!( M*~( )Rk )%

li AK '1) It k P!% Id Pt Bt IC INFO()5 iED

Sifterely.



MUR 4336
WSR-TT

John Michael Craven filed a complaint alleging that WSB-TV denied Alaun Keyes
access to a nationally televised debate in Atlanta. Georgia He further alleges that
Ambassador Keyes wa2s subsequently barred physically from entering the TV station
during the debate and that he %%as then put in handcuffs b% a security guard for the TV
station, placed in a car and driven around Atlanta for the period of time during which the
debate took place

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting Inc . %%hich operates WSB-TV, raises factual and
legal issues with complainants allegations Counsel begins b% stating that the WSB-TV
debate %%-as limited to the top four Republican candidates from the start Counsel states
that Ambassador Keyes wvas not one of the top four candidates at the time of the
in% itatians and was awa2re that he had not been in%,ited to the WSB debate. According to
WSB-TV counsel. Ambassador ke' es nce ertheless came to the television station the day
before the e% ent and stayed outside on the law,.n in protest of his not having been invited.

CO Counsel asserts that at the time of the scheduled debate, Ambassador Keyes sought to
force hi,. %%a. physicall% into the studio'. and insisted on being allowed to partincipate.
When Ambassador Ke% es refused to Ica% e after repeated requests, counsel states that -the

N matter %%as placed in the hands of lam- enforcement authorities -Counsel also notes that
o under Ciommiss~ion regulations. nem- media ma% sponsor and hold candidate debates and

are not required to in% ite all candidates.

1 hi, matter is less significant relati~e to other matters pending before the



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION

SEP C! W

Peter Canfield. Esq
DOW. LQHNES & ALBERTSON
One Ravinia Drive, Swte 1600
Atlanta. GA 30346

RE. MUR 4336
WSB-TV

Dear MIr Canfield

On April 16.13996. the Federal Election Commission notified your client, WSB-TV of a

complaint alleging certain % tolations of ihk Federal Election Campaign Act of 197 1. as
amended A copy of the complaint wvas enclosed wirh that notification.

0 Alter considering the circumstances~ of this matter. the Commissin has determined to

110 c~ercise is prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against -.our client. IJ attached
namuati~ Accordinei'. the Commission closed its file in this matter on September 3, 19%6.

T he confidentiality pro% istons, of 2 U SC § 4.376*0X 12) no longer apply and this matter
is nom public In addition, although the complete file must be placed on the public record
%% thin 0 ( da% s. this could occur at any time follow~ing certification of the Commission's vote.
If, iou %% ish to submit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as ".,#n as rxissibic While the ile may 1xe placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
i'jjitionjl material-.. an% permissible submissions wlal he added to the public record when

I1fou hawe an% questions. please contact Ak~a E Smith at (20?) 219-3400-

ollee T lander, Attomey
Central Enforcement Docket

Attac hment

* \\ I' I. o l )WK( 1%.'. I



MUR 4336
WSB-TV

John Michael Craven iled a complaint alleging that WSB-TV denied Alan KeMe
access to a nationally televised debate in Atlanta. Georgia He further alleges that
Ambassador Keyes was subsequently barred physically from entering the TV station
during the debate and that he %%as then put in handcuffs by a security guard for the TV
station, placed in a car and dnvecn around Atlanta for the period of time during which the
debate took place

Counsel for Cox Broadcasting~ Inc . v#.hich operates WSB-TV. raises factual and
legal issues %%ith complainants allegations Counsel begins b% stating that the WSB-TV
debate %%as limited to the top four Republican candidates from the start Counsel states
that Ambassador K~eyes %as not one of the top four candidates at the time of the
invitations and was aware that he had not been inv ited to the WSB debate. According to
WkSB-TV' counsel. Ambassador Ke~es ne'ertheless came to the television station the day
before the event and stayed outside on the lawn in protest of his not having been invited.
Counsel asserts that at the time of the scheduled debate. Ambassador Keyes sought to
force his %%a% phisicall% into the studios and insisted on being allowed to participate.
When Ambassador Keyes refused to leaie after repeated requests. counsel states that -the
matter w~as placed in the hands of lam. enforcement authorities -Counsel also notes that
under Commission regulations. ne" - media m.3% sponsor and hold candidate debates and
.are not required to in% te all candidates

Th:'k ma3tter is less sii'nmfincani relatm'e to other matters pending before the
Cormm'.',;tn



FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION
~%tt~.TNDc. IN44';

Jamin Treano, Esq. SP0 I
John LoaN, Esq.
DOW, LOHHES & ALBERTSON
1200 New Hampshire Ave.. N. W., Suite 800
Washington, ID.C. 20036-6M2

RE- MUR 4336
WSB1-TV

Dear Messrs. Treanor and Lowa

On Apnil 16. 1996. the Federal Election Commission notified your client, WSB-TV of a
complaint alleging certain %iolations of the Federal Election Campaign Act or 1971, as
amended. A copy of the complaint was enclosed with that notification.

0 After considering the circumstances of this matter, the Commissin has determined to
exercise its prosecutorial discretion and to take no action against your client. Se attached

'0 narratr-te Accordinel%. the Commission closed its file In this matter on September 3, 1996.

The confidenuialst% provisions of 2 USC § 4.37glaX 12) no longer apply and this matter
is no%% public In addition. although the complete ile must be placed on the public record
within 30 da%-s. this could occur at any time follov%1ng certification of the Commission's vote.
If you Ilish to submit an% factual or legal materials to appear on the public record, please do so
as soon as possible %Ilk the file may be placed on the public record prior to receipt of your
additional materials. an% permssible submissions %%ill he added to the public record w~hen
revei% ed

If you ha~c an% questions, please contact Al~a E Smith at (202) 219-3400.

k-oe-ireAScla r.A no m e,
Central Enforcement Docket

Atiachmeni
Narrati~ e



MUR 4336
wsB-1-'

John Michael Cravn filed a complaint alleging that WSB-TV denied Alan Keye
access to a national ly telev ised aebate in Atlanta. Georgia. He further alleges that
Ambassador Keyes was subsequentl% barred physically from entering the TV station
during the debate and that he 'vas then put in handcuffs by a security guard for the TV
station, placed in a car and driven around Atlanta for the period of time duing which the
debate took place

Counsel for Co\ Broadcasting inc .w.hich operates WSB-TV, raises factual aMd
legal issues w*ith complainant's allegations Counsel begins b\ stating that the WSB-TV
debate %#.as limited to the top four Republican candidates from the start Counsel states
that Ambassador Keyes, %%as not one of the top four candidates at the time of the
invitations and was aware that he had not been invited to the WSB debate. According to
WkSB-TV' counsel. Ambassador Ke~es ne'.ertheless came to the television station the day
before the event and stayed outside on the law-n in protest of his not having been invited
Counsel asserts that at the time of the scheduled debate. Ambassador Keies sought to
force his %%a% ph\-sicall% into the studios and insisted on being allowed to participate.
When Ambassador Ke\ es refused to lea\ e after repeated requests, counsel states that "the

N matter %%as placed in the hands of laA enforcement authonties -Counsel also notes that
under Commission reL'ulatbons. new.~ media ma\ sponsor and hold candidate debates and
ar not required to in% ie all candidates

Thi-s matter is less sivrnificant rclati~e to other matters pending before the
Com mi oon
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