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Mr. Brovsury., That you did not have? 25 S O
Mr. Hype. No, I think the committes took the view that the Com-
- mission should not, adopt such g, regulation: The Commission, in fact,
- did determine not to adopt such a regulation but it did not do this on
~ aquestion of law. ‘ L e
. Mr. Brovurrr., The same question, of course, comes up in the limita- -
‘tion on Programing. I see in the rules, for example, the proposed rule
would ‘prohibit the ‘series’type' of programs; it. would also prohibit
- showing movies over a certain age. T am Inquiring what is the statutory
‘basis for this difference in treatment of program content, so-called
free TV on the one hand and STV on the other, when you are using
the same language of the act to justify your actions, Conversely, you
could do the same with free TV. Asin yéars Ppast we will have changes
in the Commission and whatnot. s L
- Mr. Hypr. T think you must have observed that the committee was

o concerning itself with ways and means of authorizing subscription T'V

‘under conditions that would not lead to 4 ‘conventional TV subscrip-
tion system. T Suppose they would argue that, ~the'-00mmf1~s‘si’on,has

- I read somewhero that one of the networks, I believe, or some com-
Pany—TI have forgotten now which it was—was considerin & cartridge ,
type of program where the individual could actually Play his program

. over his own television set. Would the FCC want ty exercise jurisdic-
~ tion over this? Would this not be a siphoning off of audience? e
- Mr. Hype. Neither this committee nor the FCC—well, so far as
the FCC is concerned 1t would seem not to worry about this. True,
this replay device would use your TV set but it, would be like playin’g i
& program on your TV set in the same way you woul A record -
on your high-ﬁdelity set. R ‘ ' .
- Mr. Macponarp. My, Harvey, o SR
Mr. Harvey. Mr, Chairman, T want to go back for a minute again
to what has motivated the FCC in going a%iead with its hearings and
getting back to the question that Chairman”Maédonaldfasked you a
few minutes earlier. = g R S e e e
In answer to Mr. Macdonald, did T gather that youlthought}th‘aﬁ«» Srh
~ because our committee of the Houge amended its earlier resolution to
 permit the experiment in Hartford, that this was congressional intent e

developed as a result of the experimenta] operation. R o
- Mr. Harvry. The reason I bring that up is that I think we would :
> In agreement that the remarks by Chairman’Harrisj would

indicate clearly that the committee reserved its~jurfisdiction*ini this .

particular area and they had no intent to turn over to the FCC juris-

diction in this new field. Isn’t that correct ? R e
Mr. Hypr, I think he made it very clear that they were giving ap-

proval only to an experimental operation. ' B ,

~ Mr. Harvey. So that the only guidance that the committes or the

Congress has given the FOC hag clearly been that we reserve the deci-




