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The tone of the paragraph suggests that the Comm1ssxon regarded ;
even a 10% penetration as ‘being unrealizable ‘and we agree, if one as-
'lssumes the same qla]lby of programmmg This, however, is an essent1a1 i
assumption and in its absence the figure relatmg to penetratmn is pure;_. e
speculatlon totally unrelated to the test situation. If Speculatton is in
order, it was ]ust as reasonable to assume 2% or 20%. The proponents, ‘
- infact, treat a 10% penetratmn as an absolute. minimum and their con—;;

e ']ectures include a 50% penetratwn as withm reasonable expectatlon

As noted m order to con]ecture as to the effect on telev131on

generally, in addition to' suppositions as to penetratmn, the: Commls-‘

. sion 1ndu1ges in suppos1t1ons concerning the average audlence per sub-.

scrlption television program. A 10% penetratlon is more than 16 times
greater than the 6% penetration (4,851 subscmbers) actually achieved
in Hartford. Noththstandmg this, the Commission assumes that only
'10% of this’ 10% penetratmn would constitute the average audience for -
any part1cu1ar program: The second figure clearly bears no relatwn—
Zsh1p to any fact derwed from the Hartford test A 16-fold increase in
subscribers could be achieved only in response toa substantial and
sigmflcant improvement in programmmg - No assumptions can reason-
ably be drawn concerning the average number of viewers per improved

program, The fact that when programming was S0 unattractwe as

to produce only a .6% penetration, the average audience was very small --, .

5.5% — is in no way related to what the audience would be for program-
‘ming sufflclently attractlve to. result ina 16—t1me mcrease in the num- -

ber of subscrxbers

_ If Hartford proved anythmg, it was to the contrary A review of
<the statistics contained in the Zenith- Teco Comments demonstrates that
the 5.5% average resulted substantrally from the lack of an audience for o k
old mov1es When attractwe programmmg was presented the audlence -
changed drastlcally -- the Patterson-Liston fight showed an aud1ence of -
- 82, 6% of the' subscmbers and all of the 6 boxmg matches had an average et |
o audxen}ce of 63.3%. ' :



