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for one am not prepared to bank $75 million
on the future of cable.

Mr. Forfier: You do not think it is the
system of the future?

Mr. Giguére: I think cable systems are
capable of being that, but there may be other
systems as well. It should not be forgotten
that the cable, if you stop to consider it, is a
“pet theory”. We started with the telephone,
then wireless, then we turned to microwave
transmission, then the cable, and satellites are
next. So which is it to be? There will be
something else, you know. I am told that
work is being done on lasers. Some very
advanced studies are being conducted in New
York. I do not know what the laser is going to
do in communications, but it may have an
extraordinary influence. I am not an engineer
or a technician, but let us just say that I do
some reading from time to time in order to

know what is going to happen. Nothing is
absolute, you know.

But we are discussing the principle, if gov-
ernment  authorities, acting through the
CRTC, decide that—well, I think if that is the
case now, we are talking about 10 or 15 years.
I would like to remind you that in Montreal,
only 14 per cent of households—and cable has
been there for 10 or 15 years or whatever.

Mr. Fortier:

But it is increasing at a rate of
35 to 40 per

cent annually.

Mr. Giguére:
But the fact re
households do n
think you will
with it over t

[Text]

The Chairman: J ust what percentage of the
homes in Montreal have cable?

It is rising more quickly.
mains that the majority of
ot have it yet, and I do not
find a majority of households
he next five years.

Mr. Giguére: About 14 per cent.

The Chairman:

equally divided b
homes?

Would this 14 per cent be
etween French and English

Mr. Giguére:
this but I woul
majority for
Montreal.

I would not hazarg a guess in
d suspect; they would be in the
English-speaking people in

The Chairman: There would be

: { more Eng-
lish using cable than French?

Mr. Giguére: Yes.

Special Senate Commitiee

The Chairman: The French-Canadians wﬁg
have cable in Montreal presumably would
bilingual—all of them would be.

Mr. Giguére: They would, yes, their fi)rj;‘
interest would be in American programs, %
if you stop thinking about the utility of gah -
in the Montreal area, if I may say so, wit S
very simple antenna you can get these sa oy
American stations and you can.get a Zieful
high-class antenna for $1?5.00 Wl_th bv:ea\ud y
reception from the frontier stations, an i
will cost you ordinarily $§.00—by ot
month—so there is an economic factor a ;1_’
and cable will not give you .much better qlila'
ity than you would get with your anten

The Chairman: With a good antenna.
Mr. Giguére: Yes.

[Translation]

Mr. Fortier: Before leaving this .ﬁel‘dem
which you have enlightened us, Mr. Giguer éu
believe it is appropriate for me 'go refer ¥
to the last paragraph in your brief...

Mr. Giguere: I hope it is a good one!

: t

Mr. Fortier: ...and explain to us to ‘ﬁfp
extent the federal Government. should o
the private television industry in Canada-

. 3 a
Mr. Giguére: You have noted tha.t it 18
small paragraph of four and a half lines. .-

3 st
Mr. Fortier: It was thrown in at the 12
minute?

hi
Mr. Giguére: I do not know what thous
prompted it.

it
Mr. Foriier: You do not expect us to let
pass without comment?

Mr. Giguére: This is the basis of my tl;lftlge
ing. I think it would be in the interests Oe
public at large if the Government Werfer-
assist broadcasters in one way or anot Jou
can go no further, because I cannot gweallel
an exact idea. But let us consider a par 1o
case. The Government now pays $50 I?ller- +
to the film industry, in one way or anot. 2 8
becomes a partner with a film producer 2
company.

ting i
Mr, Fortier: There is an Act respec
Gratien Gélinas is President. ..

13 ped

Mr. Giguére: Quite. I believe it wouldb‘;’ﬁty

good thing if we were to study the posslS f0r

of making funds available to broadcaS_ti;s e
special projects. I mentioned some thin



