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Empioyment Are Compcmbﬁe

'_Audlence_s are_ complmmng ond

government. agencies are threatening

neiwork television over the reruns,:

while network television is urging the
prirmie time access rule be'dropped as

a failure. David Levy makes his ob-
servations a§ a writer-préducer for

Paromecunt Television. Next week,
Times television critic Cecil Smith
o will dnscuss the controvers y

o BY DAVID LEW

® By vear end the-direetor -of the
. ‘White House Office of Telecommunica-.
tion Policy, acting under instructions
from President Nixon,is expected to

propose a solution to one of the most ..
troublesome aspects of network pro-

gramming, the-steady growth of series

- reruns. According to Broadcasting

magazine, last season "the average -

. number of episodes of new, original se--
‘ries programing—for 45 series that

completed the fall season—was 22.8.

" The average number of reruns forﬁ

those series-was 227.":

Reportedly, the OTP will request the -

networks voluntarily to accede to its
recommendations or to face possible

FCC regulatory action, In either cage,
an unnecessary culmination to events -
will havé accurred, for the network TV«
industry requires not more but less,

federal mtervention.

& Appeal fo Govemmenf

Th:s current mtruswn by the federal _
govemment resulted from an éscalation
. of moves which found importaxt. seg-
- ments-of the industry -~the guilds rep-‘

~ resenting actors, writers; and various
crafts——forming an ‘organization called

- 8TOP—(Save Television for Original ..
Programming). Almost-at once this .
- group appealed to the goveérnment to-

seek aid in reducing ihe number of se-

ries repeat episodes. The end purpose of :
the industry- group is tommendable -
since its objective is toincrease em- -
ployment, Seme question the means -
chosen to solve the rerun dilemma -
sinee the avenues of 'interpal indusiry - .
disciission should have been exhausted .
before anyone sought pohtlcal assns-.

. tance

“The 'I‘V mdustry has already th-; -
nessed what can happén . when a
:_government agency interferes with
established program patteins thai have -
won_ public approval and that have;
arge creative and technical”
‘working forces on both eoasts. That.

. ‘supported’

- Tast’

create distinctive new programs. .

What has resulted from this FCC in-~
_frusion has been a dismal failure. The

programs displaced by the rule were of
a higher quality than those now sched-

" uled. Mdny of these new prime time
“access Shows, which eliminated quality
network programs uuhzmg large num- -
bers of employes, require no actors and’

o writérs, Some of these programs are
produced in Europe and few employes
- either before or behmd the cameras are
Americans.”

The rerun issue, as well as the prob-'

rusion was the FCC action: ™
whmh forced the nétworks to surren-
. der a half hour of network program- '
ning ‘each night fo their affiliated sta- -
tions. The purpose of the prime time .
“access rule was to encourage local sta-
tions and TV production companies to

.'would conf;rm what v;ewers already i
know, nameiy that inexpensive game: . .
shows, low-buidget dramatic shows and

. DAVID LEVY

Ceie e less rnfervenhon

‘Iems created by the prime time access

~rule, should be faced realistically rather
‘than’emotionally or politically. Those
“who insist that network 'T'V return to

the practice of committing series pro-
grams to 39 originals and 13 repeats

- per year forget that that practice was -

one inherited by television:from radio.
And they forget that as produetmn

. costs.rose it'became necessary 10 trim

original programming; no guild has of-

~fered to reduce. its minimum scales to .
.. -prevent. -this erosion.

Orni the other. hand if a healthy

- American TV mdustry iz to sutvive-—

‘its workers'mist be able to make a Jiv-
_ing. The network position that reruns
‘are requ;red ‘because of high' original
" costs and that they are first runs for a

vast majority of viewers are'the chief

S arguments 10 support their.current pol-

icies. But it can be argued that'a good

‘many TV series programs are ‘epheme-
~ral stuff hardly worthy of an encore;
‘besides, no.viewer can ever see-all the
programs- offered by the networks .
L anyway. '

“If-the "stop rerun” forees are to
achieve'their real end—<more employ-

“ment—then they must first recognize
~that all pregramming on all stations

must be il the. public interest, conves

‘nience, and necessxty«»m accordance
¢ with the law. Therefore; the first obli-
© . gation of all'who aré concerned about
i.the ‘public's mterest i8'to 1mprove pro-

ahty e

low-priced imports have d:splaced nets .
work shows of greater quality, Such an.

: effort, made in concert by the uniong,” - ..

the networks and local stations, would
have a beneficial by product more

. employment.”

The second goal wou!d be Lo imfi.;fe'. :

_an industry conferende’in which all

efements would deal with the rerun
problem pragmaticaliy. It is nct in the -

-viewer .interest 1o return to a patlrm
- of 39 originals ard 13 repeats for gericg.

programas. ’F;mae have changed, Spe-
cials are an in'egral part—often the

-most excmng part—of a network's
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schedule. New patterns of form and- ‘

subdtance have appeared—longer pro-

grams of tini-series, time periods filled

by two or three rotating series.’At the

same time it can be argued that it is

not in the public intercst to reduce
“original programming to the extent
.., that it occupies less time in a given
time period than repeats. -

The petworks have an obllgahon—lf

they gseek (as they do) help from all

guarters to convince the FCC to res-
“cind the prime time.access rule—to

_adknoWledge that the quality of their

service is greater when they program
orlgmal material. This is not to say that

~_some series programs and many spe-.
-cialg do not merit a repeat perfor- .

- mance; it is simply to predict that some

~ realistic:mix of new and repeat pro-

© gramg; a mix that balances network/
advertiser economics as well as the de-
sirability of maintaining a healthful

opportunity for employment, can be' -

achieved by qiiiet discussions within

the TV industry Wlthout government -

meddling.

One network official recently esti-:
‘mated that if each current TV series
were expanded to 39 orlgmal epLSodes'_"

the extra costs to the three networks '

‘would amount to some $120 million, a

* figure that would wipe out the $54 mil- |
lion profit earned by the three net-

- works last year. Such a plan is obvious-

iy conhscatory Even if all current

network series ran for only 30 weeks - -
~ (as against the prevailing 23 to 24

weeks of many series), the added costs
would amount to about $30 million.

The 1mportant decisions that should
. be made in this area are (1) the.decision.

to find a solution without the help of

he White House, (2) to settle on.a. .
- week so somie features are exhibited on

odest veluntary bogmnmg before the

OTP acts If a figure of 30 original pro-
‘. then later turn up.on anothe

grams scheduled during a broadcast

year within each time period was found -

" - to'be a practical level at which to start-

“the program mix within’ any prime ;.
“time peried to consist of a series plus -
_‘..spemals, news, minj-series, and even
original summer programs—it would
automatlcally trigger more quality pro--

- gramming ‘and result in 1mmed1ate
£ & - 1975 so that the networks could reduce

3 urrent featiire inventories. It-would

greater employment.

- Eventually; industry elements could_'
. tackle the problem of off-network re-

runs and repeat featuire films that oc-,

,cupy 50 much of s0 many local statlon: '

' txme perlods The prime t1m
. rule was supposed to encourage loqal

". networks were compelled to vacate.

~gtudy and that is the network use
“feature films produced or1gmally {6
- theatrical exhibition. There are six such*
“network time periods and ABC will:

' pel
Jod per network per year for-the pre- .

stations to originate programs but,
the main, they simply purchage Iow
budget programs to fill the timé the

There is one final-area that 'mer

likely add a seventh when it replace
football. There aren't enough-new gqual
ity films to fill Seven time pefiods :
one network two or three fithes and

A voluntary roltback to oni

gentation of theatrical features would
automatically raise the quality. of the

- pictures being, televised and would re-

sult in at least eight hours of network
time requiiring original programming.
Such a move could be made by 1974 or

liminate the conecern some feel that
oor quality films produced for the

o
. ters—including borderline PG ratéd _
" pletures—would get on the afr. Even by .

" “edited form such films endanger the.

retention of the current TV code stan-
dards which are designed to" protect -

- television as a wholesome famlly medi.
S um RIS

' The telewsmn networks have no re-'.

j-spons1b111ty to protect the motion pie. -
~ture theatrical industry. If the use of ..
. ‘feature films was voluntarily curtailed
. in the public interest, the companies - -
. -producing.such films would feel little .
' lasting pain for they are aldo the. same ¢
i companies chiefly responsiblé for pro-

. ducing the majority of TV film series: .

‘ Plainly: the opportumues for e

- ploymentid the TV industry are pres -
~.sent and can materialize if each of the
- vatious'interests starts out by aiming
 to do-what the law requirés—to foster |
- progiamming in the publi¢ mterest L
- The repeal of the prime time access. -
~.rule; the -establishment of a §eason's.
. minimum number of origmal programs
- {of any type) for each prime time peris
_ od=for examplé, 30, the. rollback’in
. thHe metwork use of feature filis ori
~inally produced for theatrical'e:
t1on, the encouragement of some minis

hib




