"ne ecpetary of tote muy fin” the following notes of uome help to him for his
ancrama interview on Juursday T . uguste

1s Ascussions bave been going on for pemrly Yo yesrs aboubt .eluh languare
teievision ;rozrammes. . n the meantime, the sosition of the lansungpe is steadily
deteriorating -~ tivre is n nwed for ctiuvne. ‘b dovernmant felt tpnt its

arime objective was to onaurs bt additionsl elsh langusge rrogressoes

appeared on the screen as acon 38 was pregticuble, Lheir proposals set a target
dote of utumn 193Z.

Za .he iovermment’s urovesals Yor - lsh lungunge television woere made in the
context of the control of the :oweth ‘nsnnel being vested in the 1BA. _La
idttler working rarty, in its ‘evort, had indicnted cuite clearly that if the

' ourth hannel was to be controlled by tas I then the cme-chunnel scolution
wss not o viable option. .he broadeasting authorities were represented on this
sriging :arty.

Je here are two main dificulties about the one-thannel solution in a
aitu tion where the L. control the rnurth vhannel in the /adted : fpngdom,

i. ‘ryanioational - @, -.ould the “IC be happy sbout tranmmitbing ite
progromses on a channel controlled by mnother broudozeting authorityg

be .ould it be happy about tranmmititing its
progsrasuwes on a channel which onrried sommereial advertising.

it may be tin.t these organisational difficulti~s could be morted out in
due course - the indicotions are thit at lemat some of the BUU atmff asee
no diffieulties, but tnis would ingvitably taike time and delny tis
sppearance on the sreenn of tne additional programmes.

iie “inance « .pting out of the U .ourth Channel network for S0 of the
time would inevitably tave serious reperoussions on the advertising revenue
of the ehannel. Under the preaent proposals, where up to 12 hours of

-elah language programmes would be shown on the “ourth thammel, tha .o
zystem as a whole would subsidise the produddion of the additiocnal
prograomes, [(he 1ih systss could not subsidise the additional prograsmes
if the advertising revenue were furtner reduceds ihe additional progrommes
would, thorefors, hove tu be paid for from public funda., dditfonal LR
srogrammes could be funded by inereasing the licence fee, but the additionel
independent programmes (both fra: the independent contrastor nnd from
independend producsra} would need direct governmsnt subsidy. .eaving aside
the queation «f finding the money, and estimates of thim sum vary from

: 10« 15a per aunum, there is aleo the vary serious diffioculty about

direet funding of tolevision programmes by iovernment,.



irofeasor Juc L1 illiams ndvocated the waximum exposure of the languagse,

ie, on all channels. “he overnmment's proposals should not bs iaterpreted as
aceording with his views, It could be justifiably argued that the Government®m
proposals consigning eloh Ianguage proqrrmea to two minority chinnels also
crente A hetto,
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