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I think I would like to make another point
too. We are perhaps in a rather unique posi-
tion to judge it because not only are we citi-
Zens of London, and therefore viewing it from
the standpoint of a citizen, and have done for
Mmany, many years, but to some extent you
Might say that we are a little bit competitive
With them. I can only say that no one ever
had finer competitors.

We have found them excellent people to
Work with and never at any time could I ever

Say that I felt they took advantage of a
Situation.

The Chairman: You have also been part-
Ners with them?

Mr. Ed Jarmain: That is more recently and
that is correct. I am speaking back in our
farly days, you know, when we were strug-
gling to make a go of it. We were not part-
Ders at that time. I think they have always

een very, very fair and I have the utmost
Tespect for them.

. Senator Prowse: I have one other question
In a different area. You say both in your oral

Pl‘?sentation and also at page 14 of your
rief:

“They will bring new information ser-
vices into the home by facsimile—for
example, newspapers, magazines, poOs-
sibly delivery of mail...

4 This one intrigues us. How do you foresee
hfit being accomp.ished? I think Mr. Kierans
Might pe interested.

Mr. Ted Jarmain: I am sure he might be.
This s a plan, an idea, that has been looked
very closely right now in the U.S. The
rleCtronic Industries Association, which
t;513_1‘esc=_~nts all the large electronic firms in the
Nited States, last October completed and
flleq with the SCC a study of what they saw
! the future in communications.

Very briefly they envisioned the develop-
5 ent of two complementary kinds of network
¥ communications systems. One was the out-
8'owth of the telephone network the picture
One and so on. One is the logical evolution

r development of cable systems that we have
today,

a Their view was that one of the most im-
Dortffnt and valuable services that could be
Yovided over cable, in looking ahead to the

futl‘“e, would be the delivery of first class
Maj),
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There was a paper presented at the IEEE
Convention in New York. That is the Institute
of Elecirical and Electronic Engineers. I
haven’t received a copy yet. That is a very
serious forum and that is not the kind of
wild-eyed prediction that you would read in
the TV Guide or something. This is something
people are presenting serious technical papers
about right now.

This would involve an electronic mail box,
shall we say, where you took a letter and had
it copied by the electronic mail box and it
would be transmitted through the system and
end up displayed either on a faecsimile
machine associated with the TV set or maybe
stored on video tape.

Senator Prowse: It would take the contents
of my letter and somehow deliver that?

Mr. Ted Jarmain: Yes.

Senator Prowse: Something like the TWX
development?

Mr. Ted Jarmain: Except it would be fac-
simile in the sense it would be an actual
picture of your letter. If it were handwritten
that is what would go through.

Mr. Ed Jarmain: I think, Mr. Chairman, if
you have not seen the IEEE brief, if it has not
come to your attention, I would recommend
you have a look at it.

It is a very throughful document and while
we don’t agree with all the conclusions that it
has reached I think it is one of the most
searching and thoughtful investigations into
the future of broadband cable systems that I
have seen and I would recommend it to you.
If you wish we could send you a copy.

The Chairman: We would be most grateful.
We would be delighted to accept. We appreci-
ate that very much.

Mr. Ed Jarmain: With provision we don’t
necessarily agree with each and every one of
the conclusions.

Mr. Ted Jarmain: Particularly the policy
conclusions.

The Chairman: Are there any other ques-
tions? Mr. Fortier, you have one last ques-
tion? Your question will be the last one.

Mr. Fortier: At the bottom of page 17 you
say:

“] believe that the public interest will be

much better served if we worry more



