
stations must lead to an. extension of the c~ommerial te nencie inL radio programmies whiob. are already too strong, and wJhioh have beenthe subjeot of muih com1aint. W. wereé paritX1arly 1impressd byr
the tact tbat tew of' the representativs of prit sttons who
appard beor us~ reoognized any public re.ponsbility beyond the
provision of' acceptable enbertainment an cmuiWy srvices.' The
general tttudê was thatthe goa±rnient ghiitcoe
subsidize "cult~ural rgams u htth r1t ttosms
be 1ef,4 free to pursus their busines entrris subýjec Gfly tO
lïmi&tatonse impose by deceney and goo tast, . Weofe no criticism
o.this fIIank1y comrcial attitude; w. cite Wt àni7 as-yie
thtthose w*ho honestly~ hold these viwsre no prmarily cooerned

national programmes wês not urge4 by th anadia ssocýation of
Brod4asters as' a resnfrterorgn-'tin-o h ntoa

sysem r or -ay coniessions to commril gop.

With Vhis statenient of' principle as background, the majority- report in its reozoeenations uz'ged the preservato.ft: rsn
control of broadcasting in Canada by the COanadiaxi Broadcasting
GoÊoraàtion, but suge &d tha t the Board~ ofGven be enlarg
,in rder to~ mak itmr idely repreenaive The-reomend 4 on

right to a full1 public hearirig with a final. appeal to a federal
court as povisVion against substantial micrig of >ausîe,-.o
aBssure adequate fi'nanices for the OBO the repot reozmends th~e
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