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free television that was avafitebqle on free televistoﬁ - a commitment

that is not now being made.

~8, *The Experience In Hartford Does Not Prov1de

A Basis For Evaluating The Extent To Which
A Successful Pay-TV System’ Would Siphon ey

. Talent And Programs From Free TV B

‘ Every program which is ‘suitable for' Pay -TV is suitable tor free ! ;
TV. The exhibition of a movie on Pay-TV dilutes the potential ‘free tele-

, vision audience and vice: versa. In th1s context any use by one affects the

other. Talent useful to free television is also useful to pay television’ and

- vice ‘versa. Although absent contractual restrlctxon or 11mitat10n, talent

could work for free and Pay-T’V it ‘cannot 'do 8o at the same time. the
© talent m questmn is a performer rather than an author ‘e or she may be
. subject to the same problems of audxence d11ut10n as the movie.

Stated otherw15e, the two techniques; free TV and Pay- TV are di-
" rectly and actwely competitlve for ‘talent and: programs ‘as well as audi-
ence. Obviously people will not pay for what is available free but this
is axiomatic only as long as the program remains free. :

The word "box-office! is not suscepttble ‘of any real meamng It
is used as a magmal {ncantation to create an 111usion of a difference that
the prOponents know does not exist. ' One ep1sode of "The Man From
UNCLE" c0nst1tutes a television program. TWo episodes tied together
constitute a movie for which people are now. paymg at neighborhood
theaters- throughout the country . 'The avallabmty of the Yankees on free '

i televlslon d1d not deter Pay -TV, the Los: Angeles Dodgers and the San

‘Francisco Glants from contractmg for the excluswe presentatxon of :
‘ Dodger and Glant games on pay telev1smn to the exclusxon of the home

audlences

" The compeutmn for: product ‘and talent is obv1ous “The purpose of
a test was to determine whether a successful Pay-TV system Would de-

stroy free TV. In this context Hartford was of no value whatsoever.



