: ».;2;,*

. originally made to the Commission that STV.would show first run.films, but that
© 'such films have not been made available:to STV nor i ing .t '
cate that if STV were authorized on a nation-wide
matter of fact, they state, only first subsequ
+.months or more old have been made
~were first subsequent run,: :

34, »1§fisié{$bvc6nrended>ésqulloﬁs;
d provide viewing for

7~w§sfthat?it'wbﬁ
in the fine arts, opera, education:

programming; ‘i.e

: ppeal, but .
gramming was mostly of a ' 0 .
ree TV the most.  Its own

ed at that audience, which is
e dema : tations than the minority who expect more from

"STV;;,The'Oxtoby-sm1Eh?seuqyrshpWs,‘hat-there)is‘no_réédy»matket:forfcultutal g
programming. Therefore, if STV became a national service; it would be uns . . i
Tedsonable to assime that it would do. other than show the mass appeal type of
- programming- as‘Hartford did, for that is where ‘the profits would ‘be,” Thus, /'
‘Hartford (allegedly because of the limitations of a one~city trial) did not
provide the diversity of programming that STV‘promised,‘and‘national'STV;‘ :
“would not either.  Whatever the facts may have been in"1955, the broadcasting
environment has since chahgéd'ahdntdday,'conventional,commércial'televiSioh,}j ,
theféllighannelfbill,'syndication,andithe‘ﬁetwpka‘all;pnov1de(§jgfeat;diver- S

'sity and the trend is toward greater diversity so that SIV would merely be =
~ duplicative of ‘free TV, SR W e p

mass appeal type, directed at those w o watch f
‘research firm reported that it ‘should be direct

o b 2d ate that STV promised quality programs
and that m , lms shown at Hartford were run-of-thesmi Llms;  that .
STV'wdﬁld"éter;ﬁhe’fbrmatioh?of‘h"ibﬁfth“natioﬁ&[[Tv’netwo ‘that the. game

_ of the week and "black-out" restrictions imposed b ‘college and professional .
sports are a'reasonable~&ccommodation*pf°genflicting*étqnpm;c~hndﬁébcial;P-'f“

- interests, and to the extent that STV would derogate from these policies it
~would undermine amateur and professional sports; and that Zenith and' Teco ,
should have given information about the more receﬁffprogrammingVéfithéfHArtfotd .
‘trial in their comments since the information of the first two years of the -

. trial may be out of date,

JiE 36, In their reply comments, Zenith, Teco and Telemeter take issue’

with the contentions of the opponents of STV. Zenith and Teco say that the ‘
. opponents have compared the programming of a single STV experimehtal operation -
. with that of the combined networks with hearly’700Jmilli¢hjdollarsz't01SPEnd‘

“for programming and that it would be -more realistic: to® have compared ‘the pro=-

- gramming of the networks in’' 1948:-the second year of ‘their operation when the ..~
weekly ‘schedule of all Four networks during the hours of 7 to 1l p.m. consisted:: -
of about 40% Unprogrammed hours . and 237 boxing and wrestling, with only ‘four oné--
hour dramatie productlons, and'a feature film library of about 50 titles. - i
They aver that given twenty years, STV may also make strides. Telemeter offers
& similar argument, stating that during the formative yeers of TV broadcasting




