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. Mr. Dm ell, is there any question in_ your mlnd as to whother{ o
- the FCC Would have jurisdiction to regulate subscription teleV1s10n o
- if it were delivered by cable, rather than through the air? ~

Mr. Dingerr. Well, you run into this problem in connectlon with the .
‘regulations. The FCC has control of rates for regulatory purposes in
~ interstate commerce. Now, there are certain exceptions that have been
~ made to this in areas where TV broadly affects intrastate commerce
and, of course, they have control over rates in international carrlage ,

So, the FCC would have the power of regulating rates for servmes of" ;

this type if it were to be sent by wire.
. The other regulation would be carried out by communities and

States under their appropriate State and local laws where the trans- Ty

~missions were entirely intrastate in nature. - :
. Mr. Vax DeeruiN. Would it be your idea that-if the Commlssmnf '
dld have ]urlsdmtlon that it should exercise some of the restramts over
rprogrammg, on subscrlptlon telev1s10n, that 1t env1smns domg on
- over-the-air delivery? .
Mr. Dixgers. Well, T am not altogether sure, ﬁrst of all ‘that. the}

L ,Commlssmn has the authorlty under the law that it PI'OfeSSes i

trol programing on subscription television over the airways. I would
‘not be altogether sure whether it would have the authority to regulate"} Sa

~ its programing over the wires if it were to try to assert that.

- I have not studied these points in any great depth, but. the con-
~ sideration I have given to the matter indicates to me there is'a grave

- question whether the Commission would have this authority either
~under the Federal Communications Act or under the Constitution. -
v hMr@ VAN DEERLIN You do not l1m1t thls to subscrlptmn televxslon,,
then g : : T ; v B
Mr. DiNGELL. No 15 ' : s
Mr. VAN DEERLIN. You Would doubt that lt has the authorlty over S
- programing in regular commercial televmmm2 , g
- Mr. DineerLL. That is correct. el B 3
Mr. Vax Deerin. I notice you use an argument a,galnst subscrlp-
tion television that was used against public television—that it would
compete for talent and, notably, that it Would competo :for talent wlth A

- public television.

~ Do youthink thisisa very strong argument2 s

, Mr. Dineerr. I am not so troubled about public telev1S1on oompet-
~ing with, let us say, the general area of commercial telecasting. Ap-

- ‘parently 'the networks and the stations were not particularly troubled -
~about this and generally tended to support the legislation establishing

public television that thls great commlttee just recently gu1ded

i - through the House.

But, public telewsmn isa rather d1ﬂicult s1tua,t10n It is neW, young, E

it hasn't g got its financing in order yet. It has not gotten all its stations 3

on ‘the air. The corporation has not yet been fully established and it -
is not in a pos1t1on where it can really stand addltwnal competltlve _

- pressures, in my opinion.. , B
My feeling 1s that if we are 1nterested in good h1gh quahtv pro-

~graming in this country, good: telewsmn, television that will offer the

. things that the Commission said it would offer but the fact it did not,

that we should encourage this by public television, by encouraging

public telewsmn, by aﬁ'ordlng a climate in which it can grow a,ndff : 3




