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+ In fact, educational broadcasters alone face this prohibition, O
ofieommercidl stations are free to editorialize on any and -all
ots: Indeed, the' Commission: néarly two: decades ago established.
the clear principle that a broadeast station could editorialize, pravided,
_The opportunity of ‘licensees to. present such’ views as ‘they may have ‘on
matters of controversy may’ notf.bewu'ti:lized ‘to-achieve a partisan or one-sided
bresentation of issues: Ot (PR P RS B e e e
~In its' programing policy statement in 1960, the' Commission listed
editorials a5 one of the 14 “major elements usually necessary to meet:
the public interest, needs, and desires of the'community in which the’
station is located as developed by the industry and recognized by the:

‘The NAEB believes it is unwise to ban educational stations from the
privilege of editorializing. This form of' statutory diserimination’ be-
tween ‘educational and commereial stations as to permissible program
format is, in the NAEB’s opinion, a disservice to the educational
broadecast: nd‘ustry EE AR A R T A N cetL R T L i
Moreover, in an even more fundamental sense, section 399 of the
ommunications Act raises a serious question of unhconstitutionality,

and should in our opinion he deleted from the act '

W pect to the third atea of concern—pol
both the Public Broadcasting Act of 1967 and t

rn évenfie’
- Qode spesifically provide that educational broadcast Stations may oy,
_ “Support ¢ dldates” Educatlonalstatlons must é:lso; ofcourse, ‘adhere
to the equal time provisions of section 15 of the Commitnioatioms At
when political candidates utilize their facilitios, -~ o
- However, the Tnternal ‘Revenue Codé has beed int rpreted t 5 'per
2 wide latitude in nonpartisan poltical broadeasts without endange
ing tax-exempt status. As the TRS stafed in a 1962 ruling: .
1t would appear that the noncommercial educational statio 1.could not, v ithout,
Jeopardizing its tax-exempt status, take sides in a political campaign, or “edi-

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

torialize”. But it would also appear that if the noncommercial educational station =

Dresents political broadcasts in a truly nonpartisan mapner, acting “entirelyin
the public.interest” and without itself, “participating or intervening in a political.

campaign on behalf of a candidate for public office,” it would not run afoul are
, c;fteql tax provisions, 4 ; |

. The NAEB believes that the political broadeast.
should be clarified to accord with the.standard of:

ban'in section 315
nonpartisan politi-

[

cal broadcasting recognized by the IRS and the Federal Communi-
cations. Cemmission. ‘We hope that these hearings themsely eS 7
serve as-a useful forum to accomplish: that worthwhile of ve, per-
mitting educational stations a. meaningful role in the political educa-
tionof the American electorate, . .~ b0 Ao edUeR

_The NAEB believes th vision. for local pol
strictly nonpartisan basis is an important service ‘
stations should be free to render., Compounding the problem ‘however,
- 1is the fact that in certain areas, local rules, ordinances, or tate laws -

~actually prevent or hamper candidate appearances on. educational

which educati nal

stations. T RIS S
.The NAEB believes that such provisions are deleterious to the ful-
fillment of prime public interest responsibilities of educ tional sta-

tions. We believe, therefore, that the members of this distinguished




