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Tbe case of the rifused ail has
been formally prdsented to the
Minnesots Press Council. ."The

; eolncll is i group formed to con- :
- sider - compl-ainti againlt the-, 

state"i presf negaraindalCi.O io.
accruaeies or unfairness. Half its
members are from theprintme-'
dia, half from the generil public.
It has no legal pow-ers, depbnrlingl
for its effectiveness on t}rb volun--
tary publicity given to,its activi-
ties and decisions by tle Dress.

. The case in qu6stion'involves
the rtfusal of the ltlinneapolis
Star and Tribune to publisfi an
advertisement prepared by Citi-
zens for Community Action, a
gfoup forrred in opposition tO the
Planned Parenthood clinic in
Highland Fark. The ad contained -
a list of names, addresses and
telepbone nunbere of plaured.
Parentbood officers, direct,ors and
spoDsors - most of them living ln
Minneapolie or its zuburbs - anC
yrfed readas to call them to reg-, ister protest.

A similar ad was published in
the Dispatch and pi6neer presg.
The .Star and Tribrme tumed it
down, how€ver. assertinE ttrat'- constituted "adrrccacy,' and could- 
result in harassmenf of tbe per-' 
soDE list€d. firls would be afun- '

. due aud rmwarranted invasion of
, prlvacy,-the newspaper,s manag-' meut sal4 adding that it couldae-
. qept tbe ad dnty if Citizens for
' . Community Acti6n eould furnish

written pernission to use ttretr
names, addresses and phone DUrn.
bers from each person'named.

T!:e aiiorae;- 
-for 

the CCA con-
. tq-O rrri Plenodperralbodir

r 'IarqtfctG.l jtuqr- {l3E r. 
Fonpront organizaHon) anrl that
because its officers and sbonsors
F{.oog to it in "a personaltapaci-
tI" it is _proper to print lbeb,
pnone numbers aad suggest calls
to them.

The co[ncil can, of course, oon-
sider_ wbatever issue it choos€s,
and Petersonls statement cannot
be taken as implying he or aByone
else on the council believes thb re-
fugal of a newspaper to accept an
edvertisement 

- 
e6nhaveiles the

zust Amendment. We do not be-
Iieve it does.

Ttre Elrst Amendment denies to
lbe government the right to deny
free erptession. fhe ddcision of a

, newspeper to elose its columns to
an advertisement is neitber the
action of a govermert northe de-
nial of free speeeb. On the contra-
ty, to force tbe prese to prbt what
it deems unacceptable-would be
suei a deniel. Tbe @A ts not, by
tle action 0f tlre Star and 1tibin;,
denied its riglt to speak out freely
agalnst tbe Planned Parenthood.
eltqle. On th other hand, that ac- 

'

tion does protect tbe right - and
it's a basic one--of privlcy of the
indlviduals named iriUre ad.
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_It must be emphasized that the
QC*{, -fs not seeldng lejd redress
for what it clalms to beln improp
er ecfion. It seeks ouly 1s havd thit
actiod-reviewed by. a voluntary,
semi-private gyorf.Tith the hoie
tbat tle councll ril[ deeide the
ne*'spaper s'as srong. BuI evert
rucb procedurer have their dan-
G-lh3€^ttffir-, *
zueh. a eouncil adverse or otber-l
*i*; trr$t evenhrally be used ro
underptn _ a hgsl deciuion. Deci.,
sions mate preeedent and Drece
denta make law. Sometimds bac
Law.'
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