. Nor do delayed‘clearances help@‘becagséftesearch has 'shown that programs“,
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oo 88, ‘Pre-empting by STV of time now used by free TV is a matter
: »towa:d'whicthBC,iNAB*and the Joint Committee diregtgremarks, The: latter
i party‘States that the allegation of Zenith-Teco that there would be 30-40

" hours of STV‘brogrammingﬁper}WEek in- any market and}that,this"would'stilk
leave ample time for gree TV overlooks the facts that the 30-40 hours are
in prime time and that Zenith-Teco do not propose to limit STV to multiple -
. gtation markets. The Joint Committee also questions the assumption of a
30-40 hour limitation of STV programming-=-2 limitation based on the re=
stricted amount of box-office programming»and_Limitations in the family
recreational budget. NAB pOintS»Oﬂt that Zenith and Teco havesaid that:
- stations would be predgminantly‘STV or free TV because'offsuchjfactors

as prime time demands by both types of progranming. 1f a station has STV
programS'oh the air, the time is taken away £rom nonssubscriberss In most:
markets, even the’use of ‘one station for STV would seriously restrict the
_public choice among programs. " The concern of ABC‘about.timefprepempting“
is expfééSed.sdmewhaﬁ;diffe:entiy; It states that the Commission, recog= "
nizing the number: of free 9V hours wou ‘ .

1d be reduced to some degree by SIV,
has proposed @ 1imitation on the number of hours of STV broadcasting. In
spite of this;, it is stated, hours of free TV will be lost.  There are. -
* relatively few markets with four or more stations where chekkosskwould?be
less noticeable. To the extent that existing'network affiliates use prime’
time for STV,programs,'netwotk clearances could be severely compromiseds .
This could be especially serious for ABC, which has the fewest/ﬁﬁmbér'of pri~
mary affiliates and therefore has a greater problem in‘obtaining clearances
for its programs. Failure of & significant number of ‘stations to clear & .
program‘cOuld badly,hurt‘ABC's position in satisfying advertiser requirements,
- eséecially‘if'bhe Iaek»pf-ckearanceswocéurred ip‘some.oprBC‘s;key marketss
tltiéquld\Spéll'the-différénte*beéWeen*the retention or dropping of a programs -

cleared on @ delayed basis fre uentiy'fdolhot,haVe~suffi¢ient audience to:
Amake’themiedondmically viable. 'Finally, ABC argues; the demand for station .
time of competing sourceslof_éntértainmehtfwhich results in nonsclearance .= . -
of network. programs frequently leads stations ta,drop‘ngtWork~pub11¢;affairs
and other public service'programs:, Pre-empting of station time by STV pro=-
'gramming‘WOuld do this. ST e s i = S

89, Several opponents state.thatfche'HArtqudytria1"£a11¢d-tof L
give infdrmétion.about program\siphohing. Eor*examprey*ABC;s&ys~th;$’is b
becauéefitvwas sugh~agsma11 éperation thatjthere~wasn!tveven a remote pos=. .
sibility that it couidyeompetéyfof;the most‘popularfprograms‘of,ﬁecwork, i
television that are sold nationally. €BS says that since thé'ﬂarbfofd'trial’
. was Iimitéd,to‘S,OOO'5ubscfibers,rathet*than 50,000 it origiﬁally:cdntem—

- plated as a maximum, meaningful cbhcluéfonSﬂOn'prog:am'divefsiohfcanno: be
" made. However, it is said, the trial ostablished that STV ‘and free TV rely
on the same p‘rogramg]SOurces; -and if the Hartford business projections are
éorrect’y STV,wouldthave.finsncial‘réspurces‘tb,siphon’significant;amounts“”
of quality programning from free TV.'”OWhers’of.box-office programs now on.
free TV would invite offers from poth STV and free TV. .. - “i ey




