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The University of Notre Dame has been cited often during
the past two years as opposing a large majority who favor restricted {elevision
of collegiate football. Our position of opposition is only as strong as the
ressons that support it. Ye are, therefore, prementing & ten-point pro:ram
which includes the reasoning behind our minority oppouitien, as well as our

concern for the public interest involved.

l. ¥e believe thet both football and television can be zood
clemente in American life, Youngsters watching football on television can learn
a pame available to them and good for them in a way thst space ships, range
riding, and criminal investipations will never be. Believing this, we are for

more, rather than less, football on television.

2. e believe that collegiate football has attained its present
popularity and public support because the egreat mediums of communication, radio,
newspapers, and magazines, have stimulated broad interest in the dramatic aspects
of the rame. Television can further this wide-gpread public interect in colleriste
feotball, and, what is more important, can promote greater public interest in the
educational institutions of which the teams are but one dramstic aspect,

]

73, Te believe that the current plans of restrictive television
have not been in the public interest. On the contrary, they have attempted to
dictate what the public can and cannct see, with little regard for what the public

would like to see.

s ¥e believe that there is one normal restriction that should
operate in the selection of what games should be televised and how broadly they

shculd be televised: namely, public interest in the :ame. If this rule were
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fellowed, and it is followed in everything else communicated by television,
cur basic principle would be honored. There would be more football on tele-

vision, and, ultimately we believe, more interest and support for both the

" tcame and the schouls they represent.

e

5. %e believe that public interest penerally follows the
same pattern thnt cbtains regarding other events on television., The public
interest is local, regional, and national., If the four networks and local
television stations would cooperate with obvious public interest as the season
develops each 'all, it would be possible to have football tclecasts of as many
as fifty schools each Saturday, and hundreds each season. The sane of the
week micht be teleczstsd naticnally, many other games on a rericnal basis, and
a larger number‘ﬂfrgmaller games could be covered by local steticns. 7ith the
differential in time, there could even be a double feature Fastern snd Yestern
game of the weel, and many successive series of regional games across Lhe

nation. ‘any hich schools and some small colleges might prefer to telecast

locally en Friday night.

4 " 6. “e believe that this program would meet with wide approval
fry the now longz~-guf “ering public who have generously suonported the prezent
ETOMy of football. %ore general coverage of football games on television might,
in th&beginning, affect the attendance ail some :ames, although we believe that
this lowg will eventually be offset by television revenue and by new fans developed
through tgevision. TFor many people, television will never be a substitute for the

color and nod "ellowship associated with a football weekend on a collepe caapus.

v 7. Ve helieve that this television coverage would give many
colleges and universities a wonder’ul opportunity to present their educational

programs 1o a wide audience of the people whose support they need. This factor
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alone would keep collepiate football in focus as merely a part of & much

larger and much more sirnificant over-all educational endeavor,

8. ¥e believe that this plan allows for wider participation

¢ the schools and the public in the beneflts of both television and football.

It is in keeping with the nature of football which dramatizes comvetition.

te the emphasis on public interest, operating through the networks

.

and local stations, as the selector of many proprams each week, rather than

allowing a small committee to decide durins the Summer, before competition

has bewun, what few gpames the peneral public will be allowed to see 2ll Fall.

9« “e believe that this plan places control where it belonzs,.

‘e advecate the s=me control for television of football as is =pplied to all the

. T
musical, drematic, educational, or relicious programs currently presented by

b ?élevision. They are all controlled by public interest. Tithout it, they die.

This is a natural, rether than an artilicisl, control. Nor is there any talk

¢” the poorer prozrams beins kept alive by subsidies from the better prosrams.
‘pplied to football, we believe that there are enough rood zames throughout the
Mion to keep all four networks and hundreds of local stations busy on a local,
Teional, and national level each Saturday in the Fall. Come schools might
apPer on more than one Saturday, but so do other ;ood programs, However, in
the lat analysis, hundreds of schools would meet tie public through television,

rather tan the few that now do.

N 10. *e believe that any attenpt to restrict and boycott what

g

is successful in other television programs would be thourht of as ua-imerican and
illegal. Any attenpt to go further and to share Lhe honest reward for any talent
would be looked upon ag soclalistic, a removal o incentive to excellence and a

premiun placed on mediocrity. Any attempt of a small committes to legislate
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public interest would nct be tolerated in any other form of television
,%w4~'programming. ~e believe that all these conclusions are equally true of the
televisineg of football. It is a strange commentary on those who direct
athletics, one of wiose main values is to teach honest competition, that
they alone in the field of television have been afraid to meet competition
i~~ an? have attempted to restrain it through athletic bovcott. Follow our
path, they say, or you will have no one to play. tor do we ihink that there
1a a valid arcument for monopoly and hoyeott by saying that the mejority of

Lthose who impose it are in favor of it.

%e are not denying that many honest efforts have been made
4o meet the problem of television and collepiate football. But, we do franke

1lv oppose the philonsophy underlying present restricted television plans. *e

believe that our ien-point program is a more progressive and positive appreach
tc the problem, more in the public interest, better adapted te further the pur-
poses of educational {nstitutions, and, of course, clearly legal and fmerican

in facins corpetition with s will to win, despite tie odds inherent in any com=

petitive situation. .

These are the reasons for our opposition to the present re-
strictive television plans. e think they are zcod reasons to support, even in
the face of opposition. “e think they touch the heart of many truths that have

i
made sports popular in America.
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