duoted by RKO General, Inc., and its subsidiary, RKO Phonevision

‘ Company, in which Zenith and Teco are participating, is now in its
* third year of operation under the three-year. authorization granted

_ for that trial and has now reached a stage where meaningful data are
available for analysis.
- In these comments, with the .cQOp,ératiSﬁf of RKO, we are making
public* the empirical knowledge gained during the Hartfofd subserip-
tion trial. Emphasis ‘has been placed upon those factors which have .

a relationship to the pu 'lic;_mtere,st,considerations and issues upon
which the Commission reserved final decision in its First and Third

" Reports on subscription television until more ‘operational data and

 demonstrable facts were available from appropriate trial operations.

: 'II'.,'HIVSTORY OF THIS PROCEEDING

S The present rule making proceedings had their genesis in a petition o

* fled by Zenith on February 25, 1952, as revised by a joint petition
- filed by Zenith and Teco, Inc. on November 29, 1954. . Prior to this,

 cago during 1951.*

- Zenith, pursuant to an FCC authorizat‘i‘on,g'c\dndﬁ@té;dfg‘ successful
~three-month subscription ;vte}leviSionj test with 300 subscribers in Chi-

~ 'On February 10, 1955, the Commission issued & notice of proposed
 rule making (Docket 11279, FCC 55-165) to elicit data and comments
~ on questions of fact, law and public interest raised by the Zenith-Teco
_ petition and subsequent petitions of other proponents of subseription
~ ‘television. As aresult, voluminous comments were submitted by mem-

bers of the television industry, motion picture interests and others,

and over 25,000 letters and comments were received by the Commis-
© gion frem«variousrdrganizati’ons and individuals, S : '

' On May 23, 1957, the (ﬁommis‘:‘éibn?issﬁé‘d a n'oti‘é‘ef-bf‘*lfﬁ‘ij“tl‘iet pro-
~ ceedings (FCC 57—53())}’111‘Whieh,.if‘éonc‘lude’d that it has the requisite
~ statutory authority to authorize the use of ‘broadeast frequencies for -

 gubsecription operations if it shoul'dgiﬁnd‘that‘it“wlo;uld[ be in the public

~ interest to, do so. It_annouﬁced,‘howeif‘je:ri,} that in the absence of a
suitable trial demonstration of subscription television, it was unable -

to determine whether or not an authorization of that kind of television:

. 1 Most of this iﬁf@fﬁl‘ation, of course, has been maae'available'to'tﬁe Come..-

‘mission from time to »ti'me'during the course of the Hartford operation. i

3 ull details of the 1951 test ‘have been previously filed with the

‘Commission.. T T e L
L .




