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1. Under consideration are "Motion For SUIIIIUlry Decision" filed
November 22, 1994 by Community lducational ~sociation (CIA), and "ss Media
Bureau's Comments In Support Of Motion For SUIIIIUlry Decision filed November 28,
1994. I

2. The h.ri. De.ignation Order, DA 94 -789, relea.ed August 2, 1994
tpecified an issue to determine whether CSA is a qualified educational
organization propo.ing an acceptable educational format in coq)liance with
Section 73.503(a) of the Rules. CSA now seeks sUllllUlry resolution of the issue.

3. SUIIIIUlry decision movants must show "that there is no genuine
i.sue of material fact for determination at the hearing." 47 C.F.R.
11.251(a) (1). CSA has failed to satisty this requirement. As reflected~,
genuine issues of material fact remain for determination at the hearing.

4. As discussed in Palm lay Public Radio. Inc., 68 RR 2d 1566
(1991), the processing standards used in analyzing applicants for the
educationally reserved PM channels require that organizational applicants, such
as CIA, must demonstrate that they have an educational goal and are committed to
the advancement of an educational program. In evaluating cCllftPliance with these
standards, empha.is is given to those programs that are instructional (for
credit) and general educational (no formal credit). Based on CRA's showing, it
is not po.sible to determine which, if any progrlUlllling, falls into the categories
of "instructional" and "general educational". CSA recites it proposes to develop
a "Radio School" with local educators as.isting in the development of course
material. However, CRA provides no details as to the length of such programs and
how lIlAI1y time. offered per week or month. Also, since CSA is not an educational
in.titution, such "instructional" programs would have to be for the benefit of
SaDe .chool, which is not identified. See Jay ot the CrOls of Utah. Inc., 58 RR
2d 455 (1985). Likewise, CIA has not identified which of its progrlUlllling it
con.iders falls into the category of "general educational". In this connection,
the ability to determine CRA's eligibility for an educational reserved PM channel
is clouded by CKA's failure to submit a proposed weekly schedule of programs.
In sum, the general information provided by CSA is insufficient to sUllllUlrily
r.solve the Section 73.503(a) issue and its motion for summary decision will be
denied.

1 'l'be Bur.au ••••rt. that it has analy.ed the _terial filed by CIA ADd has
concluded that ncaA hal .hown that it is a qualifi.d educational organi.ation
proposing an acceptable .ducational fOrllAt." Unfortunat.ly, the Bure.u has
declined to enlighten the Pr.siding Judge with any of the reasons for its
conclusion or cited any supporting precedent. Under the circumstances, the
Bureau's pleading is of no assistance in resolving this matter.
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Accordingly, IT IS ORDBRED, That the "Motion For Summary Decision"
filed November 22, 1994 by, Conwnunity Jd\1!?,ational Association IS DBNIED.
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Administrative Law Judge


