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The followi ng papers nunbered 1 to _11 read on this notion by
defendants for summary judgnent dismssing plaintiffs' conplaint.

Paper s

Nunber ed
Notice of Mdtion - Affidavits - Exhibits.......... 1- 4
Answering Affidavits - Exhibits................... 5- 8
Reply Affidavits. .. ... ... .. 9 - 11

Upon the foregoing papers it is ordered that the notion by
defendants for sumrary judgnment is granted.

In March of 1998, defendants received a phone call from a
nmot her of a child who attended a New York City public school. She
informed them that her child had been subject to inappropriate
corporal punishnment at the school. It is apparent that she noticed
brui ses on her son and asked hi mhow he got them He told her that
security guards at the school had hit himand dragged himfromhis
cl assroom and forced himto go to a "tine out”" room where he was
required to kneel with his hands behind his head. He also told her
that the tine out teacher, plaintiff Sradhanand Kublall, hit him
with his wal kie-talkie. The nother clains that the school was not
responsi ve when she expressed her concerns to the principal, so she
call ed defendant Marcia Kraner at defendant WCBS News, Inc. and
spoke with her about what her son had told her. Marcia Kranmer net
with the nother and son, who denonstrated how he was forced to
kneel .



Thereafter, Marcia Kranmer contacted the school but they
refused to speak with her. She then went to the school in an
attenpt to interview teachers and other school professionals as
they left the building but they had been instructed by the

Superintendent's office not to speak with her. That evening, a
broadcast of the foregoing events and the statenents regarding the
al l eged corporal punishnent took place. Subsequently, after

further investigation, the followi ng evening another broadcast
about the alleged corporal punishnment by plaintiffs was aired.

Plaintiffs commenced acti ons agai nst def endants for defamation
and infliction of enotional distress, claimng that the broadcasts
were false. Since the broadcasts were clearly about a matter of
public concern, plaintiffs are required to show that defendants
"acted in a grossly irresponsi bl e manner w t hout due consi deration
for the standards of information gathering and dissem nation
ordinarily followed by responsible parties.” (Winer v Doubl eday
& Co., 74 Ny2d 586, 590, quoting Chapadeau v Utica QObserver-
D spatch, 38 Ny2d 196, 199.) Despite plaintiff's contentions,
based upon the record before the court, they are unable to neet
this burden. Marcia Kranmer did not act grossly irresponsible in
her investigation of the matter considering the severity of the
allegations and was actually prevented from conducting a nore
t hor ough investigation by school officials. Accordingly, sumary
j udgnent nust be granted.
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