
TABLE 19

-1~

$31.721 lS2.14\1 -61t.1I 12.581 S1.62 1 110.96\1 -3~1I 136.441 133.341 lS3.101l -9%
$35.13\ sum \ 541'.11 18.231 S1.37 \ 1S8.88\\ -8:W.1I $41.67\ 136.50 1 fSS.17\1 -12%
$30.941 110.47\1 -141'.11 110.871 $4.131 1Sft74\1 -8241'.11 S42.:M I 135.071 ($7.211 -17%

$33.081 /11.• -5%11 S13.101 $4.921 .1. -~II $47.111 137.• 1 lS10.0111 -21%
$30.661 10.311 141'.11 118.511 18.421 1S10.. -5M'.1I 148.• ' $38.081 lS9.7U -20%

$33.581 /11.13\1 -341'.11 $4.721 12.321 1S2.40\1 -5141'.11 139.431 135.90 I lS3.5311 -9%
$32.741 lSO.23\1 -1~1I 15.761 12.061 1S3.70\I -6441'.11 $38.731 134.80 I lS3.93lI -10%

$33.951 lUIS I 5%11 113.521 •.881 aMli -51~n 146.121 140.&31 •.1. -11%

-14%
"':11"

$33..'m~ "i':~j 91.:- .•••..•~ •..•.•..••~.•.• ?!!~ I~. !'
=~I 13 ~;II~~;el 11:51 II ==1 ~1?5;51 ;:1 =~
$31.54 1 SO.66 1

2%11 $41.58 -18%

!! :~,:J-~l $47~65 -~:

$33.86
$33.44
$31.41
$30.35

$36.23
$34.86

Basic. Cable Prog., A La Carte &HBO ~

Prograri1mlngCharges

$34.71
$30.88

$33.16

$38.28
$42.3.t'
$34.00
$32.97

$32.30

,1~·56

V/ACOM

_____ 1 .-..~.i ~~i Ii I i·.-. .-. I • .-.._.

1 This table differs from the previous profile tables in that it includes 2 converters, 2 remotes & 1 additional outlet. The
additional outlet charge includes any additional outlet fee charged for HBO programming. All calculations are weighted
by subscribers.

2 Basic, Cable Programming, A La Carte & HBO charges are adjusted for a la carte channels which were moved from
regulated services after 4/5/93. Prime Cable, Scripps Howard & Time Warner are listed as non a la carte operators,
however, in some of their systems they moved channels to a la carte. J
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TABLE 20

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
High and Low End SUbscriber1 - Non-Cable Ready TV

(adjusted for a la carte)2
Basic, O8bI&Pr~g, ALa Garle,300nYertelS,

fill!ISic, 1COt1vertef & 1Remote /I 3Rernotee&2 AdditiOrlalOUt\e1$

coNoIGomDanY I APIlI 1$t~LDmerenoel %chClllQ$21IMI'iI FsePf8l1'lllll(] .,·.~~l .•• ~ar'lQe
1* '-~"
p ~~

3 -13%

~ -5* .,..--.,..--.,..--.,..--_---;d_~·--·_·.A•• -..:ou.>2,..,..--~~~.,..--~~~\-;-----~~~

6* "'---_........;.,..--~-~•••:J:::•.•.~--.=-.,..--~~~..=.o-~~:;+-~...c..J
7 -3%
8 -7%
9 ICROWN MEDIA I $19.30 I $13.30 I ($6.00~ -31%/1 $4!I.491 $25.71 I lS23.78~ -4tWo

10'" IFAt.c.iON~u_u~ul __u-'1tJb] $25.461 $$,_\ 33~1l ~,.km$3l,"1 ($1~,~i - --.
11 IINTERMEDIA I $13.10 I $11.291 ($1.81)1 -14%\1 $37.671 $22.721 1S14.95~ -40%
12IJOtESINTER. I $11.881 $10.341 ($1.54}1 -13%11 $33.801 $23.131 ($10.67ll -32%
13 IKBlCOM, INC. I $17.121 $12.761 ($4.3$1 -25%\1 $43.451 $22.081 ($21.3TII -49%

i:' :~fi' 1t!'1 =1 !it. ~f.!; ~!
17 IPRIWE CAIl.E I $8.95) $14.211 - --$5.321 --- --59%11 $44.58\ $31.•1 ($12.. -2M(.

18 I SAtM)NSCOMM. I $18.59\ $11.511 ($7.01)1 -~- - -~lr $45.031 $18..1 •.07\1 -SI'J.
19 I sc:RlI'PS I-tC7NARO I $12.881 $10.351 ($2.33)l --- -- -1rill $44.53\ $25.881 ($18.. -43
20 !TELE OOMM. INC. I $11.81 I $10.931 ($(>:88)1 -7%11 $34.371 $23.21 I 1'S11.16l1 -32%
21 ITELECASl-E I $8.371 $14.621 $6.251 75%11 $30.061 $21.821 ($8.24~ -27%
22 $14.63 -13% -45%
23* 11".1f1 .... ....1.
24- ,. '·'''7.. -&I. ' '"'-.".
25 ~~ ~ -~

ITotal I $12.81 I $12.071 ($0.74)1 -5.8%11 $4O.&il1 $24.99\ ($15.70j -38.6% I

I !TotaI-Sys.w/oalacarte I $12.79\ $11.541 ($1.26)1 -9.8%~ $39.641 $23.441 ($16.20)1 -40.9%1

I * 1Tota/__SyS.w/ala carte I $12.1&/ $13.411 $0.551 4,:w.1I $43.331$28])11 {$14.421 '-3$.~1

1 Calculations are weighted by subscribers.

2 High and low end subscriber calculations are adjusted for a la carte channels which were moved from
regulated services after 4/5/93. Prime Cabfe, Scripps Howard & Time Warner are listed as non a la carte
operators, however, in some of their systems they moved channels to a la carte.

,
!

J



TABLE 21

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Converters1

unadjusted for a la carte

$2.33 I $2.33 I NJA
$2.131 S1.MI 33S%

$3.01 I SO.OII 3%

$1.'81 CS2.1m1 -63%
$2.• ' $2..' NJA
$2.71 1 111.5111 -37%

••1··· .-1 .~

$2..1 ...1 NJA

$2.211 (10.. -28%
$1.65 I $0.82 I 99%

··1~.r····.t'.f.·.. .....

$2.08 I S1 ....-1 255%

~ ~I ~~~ 11~~ ~%

$1.111 11.10 I 183%

.:CUII:.!< SUliIW··· 1Cf1i

II ....121,,'1< ~!.l<··· !~~il· •. 3~=

4*
5*
6*
7

1*
2*
3

8
9

21

18

20
19

17

14
15·
16

12

10*
11

13

22
23*
24'"
25

CoNe>

ITotal I $0.661 $0.651 ($0.01)1 -1.5%~ $1.701 $2.141 $0.441 25.9%1

c=:J Total-Sys. w/O a Ia carte I $0.751 $0.561 ($0.19)1 -25.3% ~ $1.821 $2.131 $0.31 I 17.0% I

~T_+-•. W'lj.~ ·1< •.•1 ...1 .... 1 104...11 $1."1 I&t$J. .;"'1 _~l

1 Calculations are weighted by subscribers.



TABLE 22

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Remotes & Additional Outlets1

(unadjusted for a la carte)

Remotes Addi1lOnatOutrets

-100%

-98%+-",,:1_

-1"
-1~

-1C1ftl

-1"
-1~

-100.

-8'%

-95%
-92%

-89%

-94%

....~Il

-75% II 14.00 I SO.OO I lS4.00ll -100%

-84%

-93% II 14.741 50.00 I tS4.7411 -1C*

~=II :::il 1::1 !I ~~=

-7Mf.1I $5.311 $0.13\ ... -.-

-100%11 $4.191 SO.17 I ($4.02)1 -96%

NlA

NlA

1-:11 ~'~11 !!'~I~~~!l -100%-,.. ,_.',---

-81%

ITotal I $2.081 $0.231 ($1.85)1 -88.9% ~ $4.691 $0.14\ ($4.55)1 -97.0% I

c=J Total-Sys. w/o a Iacarte I $1.971 $0.221 ($1.75i -88.8%[1 $4.781 $0.021 ($4.76j -99.6% I

~ Total-Sys. wlalacane 1 •.3~ft $0.2$1 ($2-!ml -88.~11 $40481 $().43.1 (@.~i ...90-.4~1
1 Calculations are weighted by subscribers.

J



TABLE 23

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Installations1

(unadjusted for a la carte)

PreYNEld InstaUatiOnS

...........
63tJ'

..lJnMredl~

...
-4"

-35"
-20%

1'"'-18%
4%

-34%
-3%

..~

22"
-53%

7ft.
~

-1'"
-44%
-2%
~...

+$1.
4%

ITotal I $38.521 $27.891 ($10.63~ -27.6% ~ $46.081 $42.00 I ($4.08j -8.9% I
c=J Total-Sys. wlo ala carte I $37.40 I $28.43\ ($8.97)1 -24.0% II $44.081 $41.231 ($2.85j -6.5% I

~ TOtal--SYS. wI ala carte l ·$41.3$1 .·&41 It!4.i$)j ,.;.3&-11 $51.111 •.86l {$7.1$}! -14.~1

1 Calculations are weighted by subscribers.



TABLE 24

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Number of Tiers Offered for the Ten Systems/Franchises Surveyed1

Tiering Changes

net 4
...11)
3!l

&1 ~I

1* 1010
p .~ •
3 10 10
4* ·U. JO
pm.
~ ~.~ H
7 10 10 1 0' 1 I 0

Ch8rIge·in••NIJmber.CJf.Tiers
Oft'ered.

CoNal~y I .1181'11 Ti8i'4 >1it1 ··1'kt(4'1'f8r11'tit$
- -

8 ICOXC'AlE 1 101 101 51 011 101 101 11 011 01 01 (4ll 0

Rf:4~ I 1~1 ~ ~lill?? l~ll:~;; ~I :II;~ ~~·?t +
12 IJONeS INTER. 1 101 101 51 011 101 101 21 011 01 01 (3ll 0
1311<BLCOM.1NC. I 51 51 31 011 51 51 21 011 01 01 l1l! 0

~LEtE.UP I
10

1
10

1
0

1 011

10

1
10

1
0

1 011 0\

0

1 if 0
15*_=> ut.,.,.· 't. 2 .... l' 10 0 . () 0>0> ..... •••• .tij
16 POIt":_JEEK 10 10 5 0 10 10 1 () 0 . 0 (4} 0
17 IPAlE C#IILE I 10 I 10 I 11 OJ[ - 161 3T 0 I - 011 0 I (7)1 CHI 0

~I~ I 1:1 1:1 :1 ill :1 ::1 ~I ill il ~ ~ ~
21 r~ I 101 10/ 10/ 4/1 10/ 9/ 3/ 011 01 ill! ~ 14'

i?~, i';~i~ii
Irotal I 2451 2441 1101 1511 2451 ,1971 291 11] 01 (47)1 (81)1 (14M

I Irotal-S)f8.w/oalacarte I 901 891 571 1011 901 531 51 011 01 (36)1 (52)1 (1 oj

~I tQtil...sys. Wli 18 carte I 1$11 1fi51 ·$.11··.<$~ .15$1 1441 241> 1Ui ·bl(11Mtlj!<g

1 KBLCOM has 5 systems/franchises the other operartors have 10 systems/franchises.



TABLE 25

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
CPS Tiering Changes for the Ten Systems/Franchises Surveyed1

(unadjusted for a la carte)
NumberofCPS11erS ~iiJi'iiti"of ChingjlnNUmbif'or

Offered CPSi'iMQtferjd OPSTi8,.iJrrerj<s

>4i)(. ..

...."".

...-0%..........

...1'3
5% 0

8 ICOXCALE 1 151 111 (4ll -27%11 1.501 1.1011 01 (4~ 011 0%1 -80%1 0%

tiEr· I ~:1:!141*~=1 ~:t: ~:Ili pi
12 IJON:S INTER. I 151 121 (3ll -20% II 1.50 I 1.20 II 0 I (3~ 0 II 0% I -60% I 0%
13 It<Bl.COM.INC. I 81 71 ml -13%11 1.60 I 1.4011 0 I (1~ 011 0% I -33% I 0%
14 I 10' 10' 0% 1.00' 1.00'
15* 11 10 ....fi'S 0. 1.00
16 15 11 -27% 1.50 1.10

11 3 -73'% 1.10 0.30
18 ISAiiiiiObMM. I 111 101 (1~ -9%11 1.101 1.0011 01 (1~ 011 G%1-1c.l 0%
19 ISOWiPIHCJlNNI> I 121 81 (4)1 -33%11 1.20 I 0.•11 C2>I (2~ 011 -~ 1-100% 1 0%
20 IlELECOMM.INC. 1 101 101 01 0%11 1.001 1.0011 01 01 011 0%1 0%1 0%
21 IlELECAfSt.E 1 241 121 (12)1 -50%11 2.40 I 1.2011 (1)1 (7)1 (411 -10% 1 -70% I -100%
22 13 -8% 1.30 0% -33% 0%

==~: ~=~::""=<"=+1=25 10 0% 1.00 0% 0% 0%

ITotal I 3691 2271 (142)\ -38.5%1\ 1.51\ 0.931\ (47)\ (81~ (14jF19.3% 1-73.6% \ -93.3% I

I ITotal-Sys.w/oalacarte I 1561 58! (98)1 -62.8%1\ 1.73\ 0.6411 (36)C=15ij (10jF40.4%F91.2%!-100.0%!

[=:3] TQtal...SyS.w/a18~·1 21311.1>(+\11 ....~.~~.. .1.~I1."~ (f1)ltlj}(4~ ...'tA~F$4,~I ....·ew.1
1 KBLCOM has 5 systemslfranchises the other operartors have 10 systems/franchises.



TABLE 26

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
April Profiles Requiring Converters and Type - NCR & CR TVs1

(no adjustment for a la carte required)
a_on" - 11 . CPSi'llrs HaO 1~B8Sltontv- W m~ II H$O

*'~:}}}. ~t*:::::::.? '
2*~Q'C){ ,

3 CAIlEVISlON SYS.

01 31 711 1 I 61 3
8 ICOXCMLE I 81 11 111 91 1\ 011 21 8\ 011 01 01 1011 0\ 0\ 1011 01 71 3
9 ICROWNMEDIA I 4\ 61 011 41 61 011 01 101 011 01 1\ 911 01 31 711 01 101 0

10" IF~CABtE . . I 9/ 01 - 111 9/ oj 111 01 ·101 oll 11 oi911· ··.11·· OJ nm91loT· 1()J 0
11 IINTERMmtA I 21 01 811 101 01 011 51 41 111 01 01 1011 0\ 01 1011 11 41 5
12 IJOtESINltR. 1 11 11 811 31 01 711 11 51 411 0\ 0\ 1011 01 01 1011 01 51 5
13 IKBl.OOM.INC. I 3/ 11 1/1 31 21 oil 11 21 2/1 01 01 511 01 11 411 01 11 4
14 I 4 1 6
15. 5 2
16 6 4
17 10 0
18 10 0
19 IsawPSfONNI> I 61 01 411 91 01 111 21 51 311 01 01 10/1 01 01 10/1 21 51 '3
20 IlELE~.INC. I 5\ 01 511 71 01 311 51 31 211 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 31 31 4
211TE1..ECA11tE I 01 101 011 01 81 211 01 31 711 01 01 1011 01 8\ 211 01 31 7

ITotal 1 1281 471 7011 1421 631 40~ 591 152\ 3411 13t==[] 22711 40TI 2OO1CJ:[l 1531 821

C::=ITotaI-Sys.w/oalacarte~ 51~1 28~ 231 791 33~1 128~ 1131c:=:::n=::rrJ 51\

I .... It0t8I....Syj.WlalBC8ftt 1..<'-1 ·2a1 '{!III 661 32liJ.ill.. .'7$1 til 81 31 .n ...···.EIillilall 31 7s1 /311

1 Operators either require a non-addressable converter (N/A), an addressable (Addr.) converter or no converter
(None) for each system. We have listed the converter requirement with the profiled subscriber for both non
cable ready (NCR) and cable ready (CR) TVs.

J



TABLE 27

Analysis from Survey on Impact of cable Regulation
September Profiles Requiring Converters and Type - NCR & CR TVs1

(no adjustment for a la carte required)

Batlconly - .11. .... . CPSTilm. .. II. .... HBO... Ala carte. Batlc<>nly~ cPs TIers H80 ALaCat'tli

N()tIc-9~~.dyNon;.:-~ady Non~~=adyNont.=._.~ady ~2·· .~~~~... q~t.i ..c~~
..... ~. .~~...... ~...~ ..~ ...

f-·a ICOXCABlE I al 11 111 91 11 011 11 al 111 01 011011 01 011011 01 011011 01 71 311 01 0110
9 ICAOWNMEDIA I 71 31 011 71 31 011 01 101 011 01 11 911 01 11 911 21 11 711 01 101 011 01 01 10

10* IFALCONCAaE 1 !ill 01 111 91 01 111 .01101 011 01· 91111 11 01 911 11 01911 01 101 011 01. jl 1

11 ~INTERMEDIA ~Ht=H00 0~51~010~010~010~54~010t1t JONES INTER. 2 0 a 3 0 7 1 5 4 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 0 10 0 5 5 0 0 10
13 KBLCOM, INC. 3 1 1 2 3 0 1 2 2 0 0 5 0 0 5 0 1 4 0 1 4 0 0 5
14 I LENFEST GROUP I 0 I 4 I 611 0 I 41 611 0 I 4 I 611 0 1 3 I 711 0 I 31 711 0 1 1 I 911 0 I 4 1 611 0 I 31 7
15* INEWHOUSE. ..J ~L~I ...()Il .·.tL$l.. J~l[~t . tl.!'>II.· •• or _n al .211 ·01···01

n joun

olu-Jl n ··31131 51 211 0181 2
16 I POST-NEWSWEEK 1 7 I 0 I 311 7 I 31 0 II 4 I 6 I 0 II 0 1 1 1 911 4 I 0 I 611 0 1 1 I 911 0 I 6 I 411 0 I 1 I 9
17 IPRIMECABLE I 11 91 011 01 91 111 01101 011 01101 011 01 11 911 01 11 911 01 71 311 01101 0
1a ISAMMONSCOMM. I al 21 011 al 21 011 01 101 011 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 01 11 911 01 101 011 01 01 10
19 I SCRIPPS HOWARD I 0 I 51 511 31 51 211 1 I 71 211 0 I 21 all 0 I 01 10 II 01 1 I 911 1 I 61 311 0 I 21 a
20 ITELECOIIMINC. I 61 01 411 61 01 411 51 31 211 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 31 31 411 01 01 10
21 I TELECAIlE I 0 I 10 I 0 II 0 I a I 211 0 1 3 I 711 0 I 0 I 1011 0 I 0 I 10 II 0 I a I 211 0 1 3 I 711 0 I 0 I 10
22 InMEWARNER I 51 31 211 51 41 111 41 61 011 31 11 611 01 21 all 01 21 all 01 51 511 01 01 10
23* I 'tNESMlRAc:>R I 71 31 011 7'1 31 011 71 31 011 01 1()j 011 0·1 oJ 10lr oj 11 911 olU)! ollol tl9
24* ITKRCAStE I ·;0101 011 101 01 011 91 fl 01l10J 0\011 01 01 1o!lol ·01. 1011· 01 11 911 ·01 01 10
25 IVIACOM I 101 01 011 101 01 011 01 101 011 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 01 01 1011 01 101 011 01 01 10

1Total I 1311 52[ 6211 1261 681 5111 561 1551 3411 4O[ 561 14911 131 91 22311 31 341 20811 101 1511 8411 014:61 199]

I ITotel-Sys.w/oalacarte I 591 301 4611 711 341 3011 201 821 3311 01 71 12811 41 5[ 12611 21 181 11511 61 791 5011 01 6] 1291

I * ITotIl"'Sri.wliJaon J121221/ 1:11155l a!2tllaet7lt 111 .1481 ZiIl>91 .··4\<9111 111119111 41 121 Mil ·01 .1701

1 Operamrs eI1her require a non-addressllble converter (NlA), an addressable (Addr.) converter or no converter (None) for each system.
We have listed the converter requI rement YAth the prolled subscriber for both non-cable ready (NCR) and cable ready (CR) TVs.

j



TABLE 28

r------- .

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems/Franchises with Increases in Average Subscriber Regulated Bill

(unadjusted for a la carte)
Company

CENTURYCOMM. •
COX CABLE
COX CABLE
FALCONCMSLE •
INTERMEOtA
INTERMEOtA
POST NEWSWEEK
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.

Loca1Ion

8ll)~k.GA
Pensacola, FL
Goleta, CA
Liki~ad,CA
Tucson. AZ
Aiken. SC
Akron,OH
Easton.PA
Harrisburg, PA

AverageSuaseriberBIII
4/f>/93
$20.48
$21.36
$23.81
$32.23
$21.08
$28.30
$31.57
$18.03
$20.19

Average$ul:XlCriber BtU
$11193:
~.$5
$21.50
$23.93
$3229
$22.55
$28.45
$31.62
$18.06
$20.43

Increase
9/1/93

$C:urt
$0.14
$0.12
$CU.
$1.47
$0.15
$0.05
$0.03
$0.24

I .----]Total-Sys. w/o a la carte I

~ TT~SW.wrf1l8Qii1e I

J



TABLE 29 - Page 1 of 2

DiI8rid,FI..
~1tri""County,·NY
Jackson, TN

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems without Equal Rates Across Tiers

(unadjusted for a la carte)

CoNal
1* tAOeLPH~~.
2* CASLEVlSloNfNI).
2* cA8t.EvlS1ONIN:>.
2 CABLEVISION IND.
3 CABLEVISION SYS.
3 CABLEVISION SYS..
3 CABLEVISION SYS.
3 CABLEVISION SYS.
3 CABLEVISION SYS.
5 ICOLONY COMM.

7 ICONTINENTAL
7 CONTINENTAL
7 I CONTINENTAL
8 COXCABLE
8 COXCABLE
8 COXCABLE
11 INTERMEDIA
11 INTEfU.EDlA
11 INTERM:DIA
11 INTEfU.EDIA
11 INTERM:DIA
11 INTERMEDlA
11 INTERMEDIA
11 INTERMEDIA
11 INTERMEDIA

12 IJONES INTER
12 JONES INTER

13 IKBLCOM, INC.
13 KBLCOM, INC.

I,.clcatlon

§r~"",f4Y

Boston, MA
North Olmsted, OH
Oakpark, II..
BronxlBrooklyn, NY
Hempsted, NY
Palm Desert, CA
Ossining, NY
Needh8'n,MA
Wllmlnaton, MA
Omaha,NE
San c.go, CA
PensacoIa,FL
Gaw.vtIIe, GA
santa Clara, CA
Alcoa, TN
Greenwood, SC
Brentwood, TN
Aiken, SC
Mckenzie, TN
Martin, TN
Sierra Vista, AZ
Albuquerque, NM
Lake Zurich, IL
Minneapolis, MN
san Antonio, TX

SeptEimber september Difference
T1 Rate per T2 Rate per BetWeen TI8fI
per aunuNper cMlIl-' Rat8(5

$C).sol·· $9.591 . ($0.-14»
$O·$)so;~ (I),(tl)
$0.4$ $0.60 ••en
$0.44 $0.48 $0.04
$0.42 $0.41 ($0.01)
$0.55 $0.53 ($0.02)
$0.54 $0.56 $0.02
$0.38 $0.42 $0.04
$0.69 $0.68 ($0.01)
$0.62 I $0.62 I $0.00

$0.621 $0.61 I ($0.01)
$0.57 $0.48 ($0.09)
$0.40 I $0.39 I ($0.01)
$0.49 $0.48 ($0.01)
$0.73 $0.71 ($0.02)
$0.55 $0.54 ($0.01)
$0.79 $0.78 ($0.01)
$0.63 $0.86 $0.23
$0.62 $0.54 ($0.08)
$0.66 $0.60 ($0.06)
$0.64 $0.72 $0.08
$0.73 $0.82 $0.09
$0.84 $0.38 ($0.46)
$0.86 $0.40 ($0.46)
$1.02 $0.54 ($0.48)

$0.46\ $0.79\ $0.33
$0.49 $0.47 ($0.02)

$0.34\ $0.331 ($0.01)
$0.54 $0.53 ($0.01)

September DItt8rlnC_
T3f1atepet' 8.~t3&
De( dNlmel.. . T1 ,..

N/A ritlA.
NtA NtA
ttlA filA
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A

$0.21 I ($0.41)

$0.61 I ($0.01)
$0.48 ($0.09)
$0.391 ($0.01)
$0.48 ($0.01)

N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A I N/A
N/A N/A

$0.33\ ($0.01)
N/A N/A

September
T4Rat8per
p"(chmel

·N'~
NtA
N/A
NtA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

$0.48
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

Difference
BetweenT3&

T1R.-e.

NlA.
NtA
tttA
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

($0.09)

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
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Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems without Equal Rates Across Tiers

(unadjusted for a la carte)
September
T1Aattper

fCdNQl ~y I LQca1lQrl I perctlliooet
14 LENFEST GROUP Deleware County, PA $0.49
14 LENFEST GROUP Pottstown, PA $0.54
14 LENFEST GROUP Doylestown/Jamison, PA $0.54
17 I PRIME CABLE I Las Vegas, NV I $0.56
18 SAMMONS COMM. Bensalem, PA $0.52
18 SAMMONS COMM. Easton, PA $0.38
18 SAMMONS COMM. Fort Worth, TX $0.37
18 SAMMONS COMM. Glendale, CA $0.48
18 SAMMONS COMM. Pleasantville, NJ $0.49
18 SAMMONSCOMM. Turlock, CA $0.45
18 SAMMONS COMM. Waterbuy, CT $0.62

19* ISCRlPP$HOWARD I·~,TN. I $0.$&
19 SCRIPPS HOWARD Chamblee, GA $0.52
19 SCRIPPS HOWARD Rome, GA $0.47
19 SCRIPPS HOWARD L ont, CO $0.47
20 TELE COMM. INC. Oakland, NJ $0.46
20 TELE COMM. INC. New Castle , DE $0.51
20 TELE COMM. INC. Mount Prospect, IL $0.43

22 ITIME WARI'£R INew York, NY \ $0.33
22 TIME WARI'£R Queens, NY $0.32
25 VIACOM Nashville, TN $0.60
25 VIACOM Pleasanton, CA $0.76
25 VIACOM Dayton,OH $0.63
25 VIACOM Napa, CA $0.54

r==J TotaJ-Sys. w/o a la carte I

I* ITotll...$YiwJ alaC8f1e I

September ~8rt9! September Dit'ter8rI~
t2.~ ••·ptt BetWeen"'" TaR,-per &8tWeetlTa&
percI1~" ~< ,*c::haijn~ T1~

$0.42 ($0.07) N/A N/A
$0.55 $0.01 N/A N/A
$0.52 ($0.02) N/A N/A
$0.52 1 ($0.04)1 N/A I N/A
$0.53 $0.01 N/A N/A
$0.39 $0.01 N/A N/A
$0.38 $0.01 N/A N/A
$0.61 $0.13 N/A N/A
$0.59 $0.10 N/A N/A
$0.46 $0.01 N/A N/A
$0.63 $0.01 N/A N/A

•.$1 $O,OiI N/A 1 N/A
$0.54 $0.02 N/A N/A
$0.49 $0.02 N/A N/A
~46 ~m) NM NM
~~ ~m NM NM
$0.50 ($0.01) N/A N/A
$0.37 ($0.06) N/A N/A

$0.32\ ($0.01)\ N/A I N/A
$0.31 ($0.01) N/A N/A

~~ ~M ~ NM
$0.72 ($0.04) N/A N/A
$0.59 ($0.04) N/A N/A

~~ ~04 NM NM

September
T4~per

per channel

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

Difference
BetweenT3&

T1 R8t8s

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

~



TABLE 30

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems Filina Cost of Service1

No como8rtV $~

1 CONTINENTAL Jacksonville, FI
2 CONTINENTAL Broward CountY, FL
3 CONTINENTAL Rolling Meadows, IL
4 CONTINENTAL Romeoville, IL
5 CONTINENTAL St. Paul, MN
6 CONTINENTAL Springfield, MA
7 TELE COMM. INC. Tulsa, OK
8 TELE COMM. INC. Baltimore, MD

1 These systems exceed in subscriber count the smallest of the reported
benchmark regulated systems, however, they were not included as part of the
survey because operators anticipate these systems will be goverened by cost
of service regulations.



TABLE 31

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Number of Subscribers in Surveyed Companies1

tOifll ....MberOf
CONal QQfui)fllv I $Otic....
l"'l,tpel:.e~.~...1 1.1t*.
2* L¢.!IUtV!~I9N.IN>. I 1;.~OQ(f
3 CABLEVISION SYS. 2,00 000
4!CENllJRYCOIAJI. It·U)OO
stPOl,QN¥()QMU.C<,,:.••
It OOMOMTQQAP. a_.
7 ICONTINENTAL I .2,878.000
8 ICOX CABLE I 1.7~OOO

~=~ I t.!i
12 I JONES INTER I 1.522,000
13 I KBLCOM. INC. I 5n,000
14 LENFESTGROUP
15ttNe~<··

16 POST-NEWSWEEK
17 I PRIME CABLE I 502,000
18 i SAMMONS COMM. i 951,000
19 I SCRIPPS HOWMD I 671.000
20 I TELE COMM. INC. I 9.555.000
21 I TELECABLE I 890.080
22 TIMEWARfIER
~..•..1'tMES.Mft1I!ilOI!..••.
24'" .TfI!I~

25 VIACOM

1~.r"'i::1I Total I 42,393,000 ... . . . 57211"600 ... ... 74%

I Total - Sys. w/o a la carte I 31,562,000 I I 55% I

I * "to18l .... $Y$.W/aJacn Ie 1U.S31•• 1 I ···1_1

1 National C8bIe Television Association (NTCA); C8bIe Televlsioo
Developments, June 1993

j



Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households

TABLE 32 - Page 1 of 9

..!,OC8ticJl. I . .:=

2%

8%

4%

% of Households
per Compeny~

Total Hw88h~

272,537

595~858

1,192,299

~.~11
64,$78
15,109
54,102
1.$12
5••
allh·'.--.-.'.-.'.7,.
4••1

17,648
49,003

118,391
16,204
35,655

101,056
203,366

79,542
84,090

150,637
354,355

152_
:'::: ... /~::--::.::-":"

12$.1.
4IJ,~1
$,.,I;)~.

36,••
34••'1
3()'~
28,'7:71
25.·.··.·"78-:..~'.,' ....

21,015

HousehOlds 'total
at 911I93bV· HQ.IsenotcfS· .

SYaMmorF~. perC6m~

System
System
System
System
System
System
System
System
System
System

,~

Franchise

F"'~
~..

Franchise
SystemF"""",, .
F SB

IFt\tIlt!WUe

~.~
t~'''¢bFCA
Columbia, SC
PhIIHeIphi8, PA
~~,NY
FQI ......
fflf1l1irlllfc.,NY
QlfildltiFJ,.•
Qiri.I.wrti4-Coun~~· •NY.. ,-:-.-,,-:-,"--,-,.,-,'.-.,'.'<,.,">.':.:."' .. ' ,'.. ,- :"" - -

Jackson, TN
Cresskll, NJ
Boston,MA
North Olmsted, OH
Oakpark,IL
Norwalk, CT
Bromc/Brookfyn, NY
Cleveland Heights, OH
Bridgeport, CT
Smithtown, NY
Hempsted, NY

~tMiH'~,N¥· .$Yititn·
'Ittirt(JOijnt¥.FL .. .. ..~
~~DadEtC()lJnty,Fl ~.
~.~.. .~
~,f4Y ~
~.,PA. .~..
.,.......,f)H . .ay•••••
~~,PA ~.
~tV1"··· S~....... ·· ..F•.Ny "'; .

AOeLP~COMM.

ADELPHIA OOMM~

ADEtPHtAOoMM.
ADElPHtA COMM.... '----.-., , .. ,

~COMM.

ADElPHIA,ooaA1.
~00titlM.

ADltJ*M coMM.
ADEtPHIAOOMM.
ADELPHIAOOMM.
C~tbNlM>.

CA$LEVISION·f!I)·
CA8l.EVISION IN:>.
CABlE\1StON IN>.
c~dtI).
~_.

~ftlI).

~Itf).

C~IN).

CABl.E'JISlON IN:>.

~...--'-'-'--~'-'-'---_ ..~-.

CABL.EVlSlON SYS.
CABlEVISION SYS.
CABL.EVlSlON SYS.
CABLEVISION SYS.
CABL.EVlSION SYS.
CABL.EVlSION SYS.
CABL.EVISION SYS.
CABL.EVlSION SYS.
CABL.EVlSION SYS.
CABLEVISION SYS.

3
3
3
3
3

3

3
3
3
3

2*
2*
2

2
2*

2*
2*

2*
2*
2

1*
1*
1*
1*
1*
1*
1*
1*
1*
1*

CoNe

i,
i

j
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r-- Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households

CoNo I com~v

4* CENTUF\YCOMM.
4* CENTURYCOMM.

4* CENTURYCOMM.
4* CENl'URYCOMM.

4* Cl:NTlJRYCOMM.
4* CENT'\.JfWCOMM.
4* CENT'lJAYCOMM.
4 CENTURY COW.

4* ceNT'\.JfWiCOMM.
4* CENTUFrrCOMM.
5 COLONY COMM.
5 COLONY COMM.

5* COLONYCOMM.
5* COLONVCOMM.
5* C<>LONVc<>W.
5*COLONVco.t
5* COLOHYOOMM.
5* COlONVCOttiIl
5*CQLONY~

5* C()t.()fl.ff~

6* C~~,
6* COMOAsTCORP.
6* COMcAsTC<>tf>.
6* Co~C()AP.

6* COMCA$TCORP.
6* ~COfp.

6* CbMCASTCQ9P.
6*G<)MOA$TCORP.
6* COMCASTCORP.
6* COMCAS'TCORP.

Location

Palm Desert, CA
Lowell. MA
Fatt ....... MA
HiafiltiF.it

"',", -'-'-'_':"~"

N._.·.···.··· ..dfOrtf.
JUA

.••',',--,' "-"-<""~

"~bA
S8rltlI~,CA
EI«lIl""~MN
~;t:.l. .
·,,······ ... '.,ltkNy
uttIi~.AR
~{JilD
FIIfttMI
OntltiO.CA.
SaritaAnaCA",':-.'.".',' .. ,'., _-:._ - _'" J:: ..

Phir,~'f'A
·Nc>rth.i.·.····•..·.·.·~.··.••·······•··•· orr.$O..• • .•. .. t

St.....~.MI
Weet ••Pitm •• 8liCh.···FL
Inditll'1f1p()li!"IN

Sy$teI1"l or
F..w.m1Se

System
System

~~.
sv-rn
System.",':::.-.--.-,"

sv-m
System
SyStem
~:-' ... ,.

Franchise
Franchise
SyStem
Ff1It'16hiSe
~.

~
FtIriChfse
Systtm
Franchise
.FtIriChfse
FranChise
Syttem
Frlilchise
FranChise
F~

System
Franchise
F~
Sy$ttm't
FrancNse

112641102;.,
4().~

al,(I".
211'1"21••
14.734
85,198
20•.,'1
2087'8..............

57,295
24,646
2&.~10
57,.
3$....
29.251
27,_
4"1.11438._.......
41.'"

169.*,
32.'"13.2Q$
2().~

1$4":,.'.. :.

17.41"
32••2($
'73•••

101.443

476,665

~.516

861;978

% of Households
per Compaly to

.Total Househotc:is

3%

3%

5%

I

j
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-_._, .

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households

Households Total " of HcllJ8ItlOfd$
~y'.."or at9l1/9a l)y Hou$8h()k$ perOOrn~1O

CoNo LocatIOn t=t1II1Chllle Sv8t8tnorF~ per TotalHOUSehotds
7 CONTINENTAL Fresno, CA System 102,152
7 CONTINENTAL Elmhurst, IL System 76,359
7 CONTINENTAL Kettering, OH Franchise 18,658
7 CONTINENTAL Richmond, VA Franchise 66,031
7 CONTINENTAL Lansing, MI Franchise 55,846
7 CONTINENTAL SpringfIeld, MA System 45,030
7 CONTINENTAL Ossining, NY System 42,294
7 CONTINENTAL Neec:lwn, MA Franchise 17,034
7 CONTINENTAL Quincy, MA Franchise 27,432
7 CONTINENTAL WHmtnaton, MA Franchise 15,851 466,486 3%

f--

Oklahoma City, OK Franchise 93,372II COX CABLE
8 COX CABLE Virginia Beach, VA Franchise 109,589
8 COX CABLE Macon, GA System 68,731
8 COX CABLE Omaha,NE System 86,043
8 COX CABLE Spokane, WA System 81,848
8 COX CABLE san DIego, CA Franchise 143,_
8 COXCMlE Hat1Itwt,LA System 121,271
8 COX CABlE New Orleans, LA System 92,711
8 COX CABlE PensacoM, FL System 70,290
8 COX CABLE GoIetII,CA Svstem 62,n8 929,994 6%
9 CAOWNMEOIA S. Pasacl8'1a, CA Franchise 98,326
9 CROWN MEDIA Beaver Dam, WI Franchise 20,787
9 CROWN MEDIA JanesvlHe, WI Franchise 22,760
9 CROWNMEDtA North East Conn., CT System 27,321
9 CROWN MEOlA Western Conn., CT Franchise 28,331
9 CROWN MEOlA Clarksville, TN System 23,067
9 CROWN MEDIA EHisville/Ballwin, MO Franchise 55,415
9 CROWN MEDIA KirkwoodlWebster Grove, MO Franchise 25,730
9 CROWN MEDIA Black Jack/Florissant, MO. System 31,111
9 CROWN MEDIA Granite City, IL Franchise 33,161 366,009 3%

I
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Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households

HoUseholds 1 Total
at$/1l93l:J1J
~ .•()(:F~.OONo

10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
10·
11
11
11
11
11
11
11

11
11
11
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12
12

FALCON CABLE
FAlC(jNOAStE
FALCON cABLE
FALOdN:c:A8tE .
FAlOONeMLE
FALCON CAlLE
FALCONCMLE
FALCONdAlLE
FALCONOABLE
FALCotiCABLE
INTERrEDIA
INTERM:DIA
INTERMEDtA
INTERrEDtA
INTERMEDtA
INTERrEDtA
INTEAMEDtA
INTERMEntA
INTERMEDIA
INTERrEDtA
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER
JONES INTER

...... LocatiOn
IShartrtOl'ltiiU$;AR
f3ig~rfOA

Eklrk',~·

• '<1••••
l.I.~d,CA
P.OttOiOHitd~WA....i.
A~CA
P.~lJate,CA
Tucson,AZ
Gainesville, GA
Santa Clara, CA
AIco8, TN
Greenwood, se
Brentwood, TN
Abn,SC
Mckenzie, TN
Martin, TN
Sierra Vista, AZ
Abuquerque, NM
Independence, Me
Broward County, Fl
Augusta,GA
Tampa,Fl
Palmdale, CA
Pima County, AZ
Wheaton,IL
Lake Zurich, IL
Aurora,IL

$yst4ilfl'l or
F~

Fr.6t:t1i$lfj
FrifiOhlie
F~
Fran¢hi$e

F"'~
F~
FtanCtdii
F~.
Fril1Chii8
r=r'~
Franchise
System
Franchise
System
System
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
Franchtse
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
System
System
System
Franchise
Franchise

4312.:-.>.': ....

$ au>L ..

.,11
110i'2'>:::.:<::::::·1.6_

,'" ..""
1~,~
t8,91$.,.•
8/1.
7,77$

74,059
20,837
19,802
17,082

6,351
5,250
8,38
2,_
3,467
7,243

95,646
73,172
51,159
63,794
57,556
57,926
45,654
44,721
16,445
31,580

~,eJa4

164,826

537,653

% of Households
per ComPfllY to

rQt8IHQutehotds

1%

1%

4%

j



- - -_..._.._---------------------------------- -------------------------- - - ----=---=-======::--.:.==:::=-----------------

----------------~-------~----------

----------------~-------~----------

4"

3%

3%

'l(, ofl-tOl.t8l!lhoids

~=t:s

".156

480,926

454,379

63,388
til;§l.1
49142..•••r ••.....•. \..
80.....
47 jata
44.•......·· ·.·.•.·.8.·..· 1.·.•...··.·.•2..·..·...••.·1·...::r":-"..:.. ---_.-- .•

3$~".
12$,$13
58,115.-.

111,625
18,640
74,427
46,852
71,170
25,157
41,....
31,537
18,079
41,993

71,278
24,868
60,560
55,825

241,888

Hc:lUtJ8hOld8 1"01111
at911193'W ... HoU~

SWHm()rFr~.· J)8rGOtnM1Y

System
System
System
System
System
System
Syster..
System
System
System

SYlltlIJl'9f
·f~

Franchise
System
Franchise
Franchise
System

System

=-'I
~
System
.$Y~ ••.

Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households

Deleware County, PA
Hershey, PA
Lancastel, PA
CoetesviIIe, PA
oakland, CA
Norristown, PA
Pottstown, PA
Se11ersviIIe, PA
Doylestown/Jamison. PA
Richmond, CA

Location

TABLE 32 - Page 5 of 9

Garden Grove, CA
LaredO, TX
Minneapolis, MN
Portland, OR
San Antonio, TX

----------------j-------j-------------------------- ------- ----------
---------------- ------- ----------

Landover, MO
IV_lj~·

i'.,'~ .
IB&;NJ
~••••$(J •••
~njt(ii,t-4C
~"f~I...··
HICkorY HIIe, IL
Lineom, NE·

NEWHOUSE
.~ ...

~
~..

~ ....

~
~.
~
NEWHOUSE
NEVVH~

KBLCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, INC.
KBlCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, tNC.
KBLCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, INC.
KBlCOM, INC.
KBLCOM, INC.
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST' GROUP
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST ClROUP
LENFEST C3R0UP
LENFEST GROUP
LENFEST GROUP

15
15*
15*
is·
15*
15*
15*
15*
15
15*

14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14
14

13
13
13
13
13
13
13
13
13
13

CoHo

i

I
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Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households-··1· Households Total

$y.•.~.....••.••... Of.> . at9.t.•'../93 t)y. . 1 ..Hau.••••..••....S.. ~lc:tsFl'Ii'idtlse .• $ystemorr:~PetC ......CoNo
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
16
17
17·
17·
17

17*
17·
17'"
17·
17·
17'"
18
18
18
18
18
18
18
18
18
18

Coo'tP8ny
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
POST-NEWSWEEK
PRIME CABLE
PRlME¢A8tE
PAt.OABlE
PRIME CABLE
PAlMEOA8U:·
PRtMECMt.e
~QN)l.E

pRIfiECAi&tl:.
PAWlE~LE

PRlMECABt.E
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.
SAMMONS COMM.

lboatloo
Gulfport, MS
JoplinlWebb City, MO
Odessa, TX
Sherman, TX
Fargo, NO
Highland Park, Il
Modesto,CA
Sante Rosa, CA
Sioux City, IA
Akron,OH
las V~a.s,.N\I-;<
HicktJry, ..~.
~~,1'X
~{'T')f

POr't"'td,1'X
K'itY.TX
H··.·.·.~.·.····.·.·..·..·..·..·.··..···.. ··.· ·.· ..•••.... 'TV.....¥:~:~-- f\

RidhrnOttd;J'X
Bensalem, PA
Dover, NJ
Easton, PA
Fort Worth, TX
Glendale, CA
Harrisburg, PA
Pleasantville, NJ
Turlock, CA
Waterb~,CT

Vineland, NJ

System 21,820
System 14,962
System 24,632
System 19,212
System 18,302
System 18,887
System 53,267
System 45,959
System 22,132
System 14,202
System 162,792
S~ 42,416
~ 29;_
System 27,053
~II 23,9aB
Syitjm 11,3$0
s,.,em 11,.
Sy~h 11,0112
~ 4,_
SV_m 4.1'_
System 42,097
System 97,586
System 15,290
Franchise 58,957
System 73,324
System 93,010
System 95,903
System 24,831
System 44,110
System 33,853

253,375

~.131

579,021

%ofHauseholds
pertlcKnpMyto

foUlIHOOs8hOfdS

2%

2%

4%

I,

j
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Analysis from Survey-on Impact of Cable Regulation .-.~-
Systems or Franchises Surv~ed & Total Households

4%

9%

% Of Households
P'fCom~tl

TOtlll-Househotds

510,417

1,303,220
21 lELECABLE Overland Park, KS System 81,831
21 lELECABlE lexington, KY System 74,478
21 lELECABlE Greenville, SC System 64,6«)
21 lELECABlE Arfington, TX System 59,'ZTl
21 lELECABlE Plano, TX System 54,371
21 lELECABlE Springfield, MO System 48,582
21 lELECABLE Spartanburg, SC Franchise 28,208
21 lELECABLE Racine, WI System 36,386
21 lELECABLE Margate, Fl System 31,436
21 lELECABLE Bloomington, Il System 31,228

HOusehOlds Total
~••or I at 9/1/$3111 HQu$4!II'1()lO$

CoNo I .-~PiilY- _.~ LtlQ,*,. ! Fi'Iinoh_ SystemorF~ per.
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD Sacramento, CA System 208,375
19* SCRtPPSHowAROt<nOXvffIjil"N. . ·~83,.1
19* SOAlPPSHOWAFtD ~()()QIl,TN .Syittm .,203
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD leesburg, Fl System 30,968
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD Chamblee, GA System 27,518
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD Rome, GA System 23,472
19 SCRIPPS HOWMD Johnson City, TN System 17,783
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD Blueftekt, WV System 14,581
19 SCRIPPS HOWAAD FT. Oglethorpe, GA System 14,300
19 SCRIPPSHOWAAD L ont, CO S 17,846 521,984 4%

I- 2O~---t:lE:::::-:LE=-C::::-::OM::-:--::-M~.-::-IN::::C-.------j~O;-:a..-'kl~a---nd-.,:...:N';-;J,.=--------+-.i,;S-!-yst~em=----+---~1-=:93;;;-'-,948~::-;+-----=-:=-----'--+--------j

20 lELE COMM. INC. Chicago, IL System 198,893
20 lELE COW. INC. Englewood, CO Franchtse 169,281
20 lELE COMM. INC. San Jose, CA System 161,312
20 lELE COMM. INC. New castle , DE System 124,807
20 lELECOMM.INC. Grand Rapids, MI System 113,964
20 lELE COW. INC. Pittsburgh, PA Franchise 101,624
20 lELE COMM. INC. Mount ProIpect, Il System 95,068
20 lELE COMM. INC. Baton Rouge , LA System 89,749
20 lELE COW. INC. Salt Lake CIty, UT System 54,584
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I Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation ~~-

Systems or Franchises Surveyed & Total Households
Households Total
~t 9/1/93 by .. ....~s8tloJds

.S~orFr__ ~~P«lVCoNo
22*
22*
22*
22
22*
22
22
22
22
22
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
23*
24*
24*
24
24*
24*
24*
24
24·
24
24*

QQmpany

llMESMtFfI)R
TIMESMlRAoR
TIMES MtAf\OR
T1MEsMftiIiitOR
T1MESMtNb\
TIMES MtAftoR
TIMIS~

nMeSMlRPJoR
TlMeSMffR)R
TlMl;SMlFtRoR
1'l<f:t¢ASl.E
n<ROMtE
TKRCABLE

Tt<FtOABtE
T1(J:U)ABlE
TKflOA&L.e
TKRCABLE
TKRCMI..E
TKRCABLE
TKFlCABLE

LooatlOr'l
Al.I$tin, ·.TX
M..."p~is,Tf.4
sa.·.·.riOI..........CA.....•..•..... ~,

Houston, TX
......'i, HI
Mattland,FL
New York, NY
Queens, NY
Rochester, NY
Cincinnati,OH

~.I()ICA
tMriiCA.:. '" ,:" ·.t--,: --.- .

s.n~(OA
r:-.~.OA
P~,·.·A1

SpfInIJ*,,*'L
Mette.rieT. .....J

.t.at.~: YfJ.Ite.·........•" ............., In

~it,yx·

PiiCitiWiyTNJ
·$~.NJ

Spray Beach, NJ
~f"l(JitIMY
I-18mlttOrtNJ.. .... * .....
Wlldwooc:I;NJ
Warwick, NJ
LbuiiviIIe,K¥
Covington, KY
Bowling Green,KY

System or
F~_

System
Fn.netQ.
system
System
5Ystem
System
System
Franchise
Franchise
Franchise
FtariChile
Ff'8O¢l'tiSe
Ff'llriCttiie
FrihChiSe
Franit'd••
FrariCfIfN
F~.e

Frll1'lCt'dle
Ft~

F_hIse
$~.

Systiffi
System
SYstem
SyMem
~
System
Syswm
System
Systttil

141:;,511
124.256
15~.""
208,Sn
215;311
198,934
275,088
144,511
52,179

179,554
~98S

164;764
29,10$
3831., ....

11 a2I"--:0:-:

34,182
31_..
18'I~-

15;401
26,'8

145.31.
aD.35I
17,549
47,7.
29;".
4Q,4fJIJ
1S,269

183.$31
57,556
1',011

1,698,709

399,14$

578)788

% of Households
per CompMY to

Total Househotds

12%

3%

4%
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Analysis from Survey on Impact of Cable Regulation
Systems or Franchises Surveyed &Total Households

Hc:ltiHhOIds TOUtI
at 911193 by ... ....Hou$eholds.

$y_orF~~ perQQ(tiP«IVCoNo
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25
25

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

VIACOM

Company Locatiat
Seattle, WA
San Francisco, CA
Pierce County, WA
Nashville, TN
Pleasanton, CA
Marin, CA
Dayton,OH
Salem, OR
Pittsburg, CA
Napa, CA

System or
P~.

Franchise
System
Franchise
System
Franchise
System
Franchise
Franchise
System
Franchise

46,885
157,883
79,626

123,569
17,911
57,210
41,967
25,923
38,504
18,664 608,142

% OfHausSholds
p8f Oompilly to

Total H9Usehotds

4%

ITotal I ~ 14,497,242\ 14,497,2421 100% I
I ITotal-Sys.w/oalacarte I ---- - -I- --9,919,480\ 9,919,480\ 68%1

\ * \Total-Sys. w/alaeart8 I I 4,577,762\ 4,577,7621 32% I

~


