i potenual 1mpact upon free

o frequenctes is not justrﬁed in 11ght o

5] ;may not also close 1ts eyes to the poten- . v’

pact of satelllte c0mmumcattons upon th_ televiswn mdustry e

~and the pubhc at, large While 1t is not clear how atellite commum-‘ : -
catlon might be used to brmg service to : he public, this kind of tech- .
' mcal mnovatton no '-doubt will permit a greater number of televmwn ' i
serwces to be brought to the pubhc In sum, the Comnussion is pro- N
posing at th1s t1me to permanently authomze a controversxal and httle
needed aux111ary broadcast service m the face of w1deSpread changes
in the televiswn mdustry Wthh may become necessary or unavoidable S

~ within the near future At a mtmmum, the Commtssion should defer |
further consideranon of an off—the-au' Pay TV Service

VII. AS‘*}UMING ARGUENDO THAT THE COMMISSIGN
IS PREPARED TO AUTHORIZE A NATIONWIDE =
PERMANENT PAY- TV SYSTEM, ANY SUCH AU-
THORIZATION MUST BE COUCHED IN TERMS
OF A REGULATORY PATTERN DESIGNED TO
INSURE THE SURVIVAL OF FREE TELEVISION

i Pay TV is to be authomzed ona nattonwide basis it must be: m :

the context of a regulatory. pattern deSLgned to protect free. television .

and the public. The Commission. has never suggested that it would per-_ -

mit Pay -TV to supplant free TV.: The grant of a permanent authoriza- :

tion rests upon the assumption that the two techniques can coexret Thts

assumption cannot be left to chance and must be mcorporated as best as.
»possible in an overall regulatory pattern

" We have attempted to set fOrth below the mimmum restrictwns
“ which we believe appropnate if any authonzatxon is to be made at. the

present. time. Each proposed rule is set forth separate and apart from w
the others as well as part of a complete regulatory system. - - - '




