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:in,a oﬁefgtation.market turned to STV it ‘could reduce the amount of free
: pxog;ammfng by a‘fourth;‘and'in prime time ‘could replace frgeyTV;entitely.ﬁ ;

In‘a,twbéstaﬁion market, in primeftime the free programming could quhalved;“

“0of cbutsa,'iE’STV'wef¢ catriéd‘by'new gtations, anysfree‘progzammtng;(as well
as STV prbg:amming)'would be‘additiVe'unless,one'Wete to argue that without ]
STV the new station would have'carried‘all free IVEprogfammtng. On. the other -
: hand,'che~3rgﬁm§nt could be made that without STV the new station wmight never B
. have gone on the air. e ‘~ Gt , ;

- 109. In conpection:with»nheflast point,7Zenith and Teco state that
the Haitfotﬂ-tti&l indicates'that there is a likelihbod that TV statipﬁs,will
be primarily STV or free TV in theit«programmiﬁg‘becauseeof tﬁe]demands;of ;
prime time of oither service, the need of free TV stations;td'main:aiﬁfnet-
work c1eAranesfahd continuity of audience;~andibecause existing free ™V
stations) especially network affiliates; may deem: it jmprudent to forsake
present substantial profits for the speculative,profits of STV. : For this
- reasons it isfbbserved that ;= to develop, STViwillsprobably have:to turn to
‘new gtations. <guch stations, they urge,*will»hot pre-empt time but will add
new STV time plus conyentional prOgrammtng;time to the cotaraavailable’to
‘the market:. A e e e il

110, Zenith and Teco 88y that the 1imited supply of box-office
'attractions,aﬁd the Iimitgtions‘on the family recreationalfbudget will serve
as brakes 8O that the numbér of free TV hours presently available to the
public that“could be absorbed by*STV‘could fot be great: ‘However, it is
cleat (see para. 108'above)‘that although the number might not be:gteat,the
effect could be great in communities with a limited numben'dfx:elevision~sca-
tions. Moreover, Telemeter";nforms us that at Etobicoke, ©on its threé»channel :
cable system, jt carried 54% hours per week per channel for 8 total of 163%
hours per week for all channels; and that viewing averaged a iittle under &
“ hours per7week. Although this Canadian experience might not be typical, it
suggests‘the poSsibility~that more than 30 hours«ofiSTV programming might
be -available to pre-empt free TV time, but not necessarily to divert audiences
grom free TV. In- view of these considerations, and “in view of our desire tO
‘assure an adequate number of hours of free TV service to the nation, the rule
© we adopt today limits STV operations to markets within the Grade A contours
of five or more commercial television stations, and limits STV to only one

station in such markets. This, we believe,‘will assure‘thécAchose communi;ies‘f"

_wiilacontinué[to‘receive the full three network gervices plus that of an - e
" independent station. 1In such markets,‘the,percentage of . time pre-empted'irc
free TV would be minimal, and the effect of loss of free television‘prcgramming,
even if all STV prqgramming were in ptime‘time,:would not be great. Moreovers:
to the extent that a new £ifth station broadcasting STV programs is built

in a £our-stécionfmarket, as a consequence of'theranticipated revenues'froﬁ7,
STV broadcastings the effect would be to add new free TV programmiﬁg,chatvr‘
would otherwise have been unavailable, gince our new rules will require STV -

. gtations to carry a minimum of'canentionar programming,‘ it S

R 111.' Program and talentsiphOning,‘aé we havé stated, did npt'occur
at Hartford. Whethe:;it‘wouldvoccur {f SIV were authorized on 8 nattoh-wide




