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If these services were provided by both Direct TV and USSB the consumer would be
able to choose their service provider, resulting in effective competition, lower
prices and improved service. .

None of the contracts we have signed with Direct TV are exclusive, therefore
USSB could offer the service if they choose to. We agree with NRTC's position that
the FCC should act to enforce the wishes of Congress as put forth in the 1992 Cable
Act.

We request that you monitor and disallow the type of exclusionary arrangements
represented by the USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Sincerely,

.AuuJL~
Gerald Lacey,
General Manager
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Monday~ July 20th, 1994 Jill 2 6 199.
~~ .~

William F. Caton C M;'~JL LJr-
Secretary , 1UOiV;'
Federal Communications Commission DOCKeT FiLE cOpyORIGINAl J
1919 M St.~ NW, Rm. 822
Washingtol4 DC 2OSS4 DOCYfT I' Ill: COP'I OHIGINAl

Dear Secretary Caton:

I am writinf this letter in support of the comments of the National Rural
Telecommwucations Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of
Section 19 of the Cable Act of 1992~ Annual Assessment of the Status of
Competition in the Market for the DeHvery of Video Programming, CS Docket No.
94-48.

Our company has been providing local telephone service for over 40 years. We
have also aligned ourselves with the NRTC to be a distributor of the DIR.EC"fVTM
direct broadcast satelHte (DBS) television service. Our company is directly
involved in bringing satellite television to mral customers.

After the passage of the 1992 Cable Act, we thought we would be on a level
playing field with all video service providers to secure propunming our customers
asked for. Lately, our ability to compete in om own local marketplace is being
hampered by our lack of access to programming owned by T~.Warner and
Viacom. . ..

These programmers have selected to make their propmming available to only our
principal competitor, the United States SatelHte Broedcasdna Company (USSB) as
the result of an -excllave" contract siped between USSB and Time Wamer
Viacom. This means that in order for a customer to have access to services such as
HBO, Showtime, Cinemax~ The Movie Channel~ MTV~ Nickelodeon and others,
they must deal with USSB. .

When DIR.EC"fVTM pursued programming contracts~ we signed no contracts that
were exclusive in D4ture~ leaving USSB free to obtain distribution rights for any of
the channels available on DIRECTV.

Mr. Caton~ our company agrees with the NRTC that these exclusive contracts are
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not at all what the 1992 Cable Act intended, and in our opinion are quite the
contrary. I believe that the Act prohibits any arrangement that prevents any
distributor from gaining access to programming to serve non-cabled areas. In
order for any of our customers to gain access to premium movie services, they
must purchase a second subscription to the USSB service. This not only hinders
effective competition, but also keeps the price of the Time WamerJViacom
channels wmecessarily high. It also incft:ases customer confusion at the retail
level.

The lack of the TIme Wamer/Viacom channels has also hurt our ability to compete
a.ainst a brand new wirelees television broedcaster in our area. Upon learning that
I can not offer H80 or Showtime for example, many customers have opted to
purcb8se older technoloJy with a fewer number ofchannels but a more -complete"
programmin$ package. These folb just don't understand why I can't make these
charmels avatlable to them, and~ly, neither can I.

We believe very stroos1y that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits any exclusive
arrangements that prevent any distributor from gaining access to cable
programming to serve non-cabled areas. That is why we supported the Tauzin
Amendment, embodied in Section 19 of the Act.

We are asking the FCC to remedy these problems and put us 011 even ground with
other programming distn"butors. Only~ we beHeve, the effective competition
requirements of Section 19 can become a reality in rural America. I stroosly urge
you to banish the type of exclusionary arrangements represa1ted by the
USSB/Time Wamer/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in the matter.

Sincerely,

EILL.. ~~i-pu.fJ:.2
Bill Rakowitz
Assistant Manapr
Ganado Telephone Company

cc: The Ron. Repr.......dve area J.euablfn
The Ron. Saultor Pbil Gramm ~

The Bon. SaJator Kay Bailey Hutcbioson
The Bon. Reed Hundt
The Hm. James H. Quello
The Ron. AndNw C. Bamt
1'be Ron. Susan Ness
The Hon. Racbelle B. Chong
William F.~ Secretary
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July 22, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commiuion
1919 M Street, NW., Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

JUL 2B1994

I am writing this letter in support of the comments of the National Rural Telecommuni­
cations Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of section 19 of the Cable
Television Consumer Protection and Competition Ad of 1992, Annual Assessment of the
Status of Conipetition in the Maf1(et for the Delivery of-Video Programming,'CS,Oocket No.
94-48.

We area smalfind8pendent tefephone company located in southern Illinois and, as a
member of NRTC, are participating in the DIRECTV project of delivering television
programming to customers who are largely outside of the area served by cable TV
companies. In order for us to compete in our local marketplace, we need a "Level Playing
Field" that guarantees complete access to all programming at fair rates,.~parable to
those paid by our competitors. . .

We currently do not have DBS distribution rights to Timer Warner and Viacom
programming, like HBO, Showtime, Cinemas, The Movie Channel, VH-1, MTV,
Nickelodeon, etc., because of the distribution arrangements made with United States
Satellite Broadcasting Co., Inc. (USSB).

)

We were of the opinion that Congress had previously solved this problem when the 1992
Cable Act was passed. It is difficult to understand why other distributors, such as
PrimeStar have access to HBO and Showtime, while we are unable to deliver these
packages to our customer base.

If we, as a distributor of DIRECTV, were allowed to provide these services, cons~mers
would be able to choose their service providerS resulting in effective competition.

No. ofC0Pie8rec'd~
UstABCOE



We strongly agree with the NRTC position that the FCC should act to enforce the wishes
of Corv- as put forth in the 1992 Cable Ad.. We urge you to prohibit this type of
exclusionary .....ngernents represented by the USSBlTime WarnerI Viacom deal.

We appreciate your consideration to our request.

Sincerely,

Ji.GI.~
00: U. S. Senator Paul Simon

U. S. Senator C.-ol Mosley-Braun
U. S. Repreeentativ8 Jerry Costello
U. S. Repr-mativ8 Dennis Hastert
U. S. Representetive W. J. (Billy) Tauzin

William Caton, 8ecretary
The Hon. J.".. H. Quello
The Han. Andrf1N C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Han. Rachefle B. Chong
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July 27, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

,\UG D1 \994

This letter is a call for common sense to prevail over favoritism in the matter of Implementation of
Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer Pr()tection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual
A.sessment of the Status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video Programming. CS
Docket No. 94-48.

An exclusive deal has been struck among United States Satellite Broadcasting Co.• Inc. (USSS).
Time Warner and Viacom programming. We are a member of the National Rural
Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) and our customers are in rural Minnesota. The
programming we offer, through the NRTC. is not exclusive. USSS could contract with any or all of
the programmers we offer, but we can't offer theirs. VVhere is the common sense in that decision?
VVhere is the level playing field? We welcome the competition offered by USSB, but only if we are
able to price competitively.

We do not understand why PrimeStar, wireless, and cable have access to HBO and Showtime and
we do not. We want to be able to o1fer our rural customers the same services that their urban
neighbors have at comparable prices.

The FCC should be true to Congress's intent as put forth in the 1992 Cable Ad.. Please do not
allow the exdusionary tactics as demonstrated in the USSBffime WarnerN~C9JTl.deal.

Sincerely,

'~L~
Qne l. Rush
Diredor of Public Affairs

JLR:ALJ

00: The Han. Representative Tim Penny
The Hon. Representative David Minge
The Han. Senator Paul Wellstone
The Hon. Senator David Durenberger
William F. Canton, Secretary
The Hon. James Quello
The Han. Rachelle Chong
The Hon. Andrew Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness

No. of Copies rec'd 0 .
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, NW, Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No. 94-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the
National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the
matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Annual
Assessment of the status of Competition in the Market for the
Delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

As a rural telephone member of NRTC and distributor of the
DIRECTV/Direct Broadcast Satellite (DBS) television service for
the "uncabled homes" in six surrounding counties and for all
homes in another local county here in southeastern Indiana my
company is directly involved in bringing affordable satellIte
television to rural consumers that have been "passed over" by
the cable companies and can't afford the more expensive.C-Band or
1IBig Dish" systems. ~.'

Yet, despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, my company~s ability
to compete and offer comparable services to those of the cable
companies and C-Band Satellite dealers in the local marketplace
is being hampered by our lack of access to programming owned by
Time Warner and viacom.

This programming, which includes cable network favorites like
HBO, Showtime, cinemax, The Movie Channel, Nickelodeon and
others, is available only to my principal competitor, the United
states Satellite Broadcasting Company (USSB), as the result of an
"exclusive" contract signed between USSB and Time warner/Viacom.

In contrast, none of the programming distribution contracts
signed by DIRECTV are exclusive in nature, and USSB is free to
obtain distribution rights for any of the channels available on
DIRECTV. .

14005 U.S. 50 - P. O. BOX 7
DILLSBORO, IN 47018

PH: (812) 667-6500 / (812) 873-6500
800-327-3474

(800-0BS-OISH)
FAX: (812) 667-4700

No. 01 CoplIe -.. r>.
UltA8CDE'.v~
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Mr. Hundt, my organization agr••• with the HaTC that the••
"exclu.ive" programming contract. run counter to the intent of
the 1992 Cable Act and that the Act prohibit. any arrange.ent
that prevents anI distributor from gaining access to programming
to serve non-cab ed rural areas. Under the present sItuation, if
one of my customers wants to have access to a Time Warner/Viacom
prOduct, that subscriber must purchase a completely different
"programming package/subscription". Not only does this hinder
competition, but as a consequence it keeps the price of the Time
Warner/Viacom channels unnecessarily high, increases consumer
confusion at the retail level and limits the opportunity for
"rural" consumers to enjoy the same types of cable programming as
consumers lucky enough to have access to cable.

Not baving access to the Time Warner/Viacom services bas already
adversely affected my ability to compete against both the cable
companies and C-Band Dealers in my area. During the past two
weeks while we were displayin9 our product at two area county
fairs, one of the first quest10ns asked by potential customers
almost always was, "Do you have HBO?" "Where's Showtime?" or
"My kids really love Nickelodeon, why don't you have it?" Not
only are these types of questions hard to explain to the average
consumer who doesn't know the way satellite programming and the
business in general operates, but it paints a picture that our
service is "inferior" or we're "not as good"a company as the
local cable company or satellite dealer because we can't offer
one or two of their favorite channels.

We believe very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibit.
anI eXClusive arrangements that ~revent any distribu~or·from
ga ning access to cable programm1ng to serve rural non-cabled
areas. That is why we supported the Tauzin Amendment, embodied
in Section 19 of the Act. .

We ask the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective
competition requirements of Section 19 become a reality in rural
America. I strongly urge you to banish the type of exclusionary
arrangements represented by the USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal and
give rural Americans everyw~re, access to affordable cable
programming.

~ank you tor your time and consideration in this matter.

s~.

1A!r~~
General Manager
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CARLB COKPBTITION RBPORT
July 19, 1994

cc: Willi.. p. C.~on
Secretary
Federal Communciatons Commission

The Honarable James H. Quello
cOllllissioner
Federal Communications Commission

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
Commissioner
Federal Communications commission

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
cOlUllissioner
Federal Communications Commission

The Honorable Susan Ness
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

..
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MUMBOLDT
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ATTENTION: Chai't'."1l\A'n Reed Hundt

FRa4: Humboldt County Rur~l Electric Cooperative; Dennis Fuller. Hanager

July 28. 1994DATI:-------------------------
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HUMBPLDT COUNTY AURAL El.ECTA1C COOPERATIVE

HUMBOLDT

HUMBOLDT, IOWA 505'8

July 28, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairmen
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Hm. 814
Washin,ton, DC 205&4

However, despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, our cooperative'.
ability to compete in our local aarketplace ia being ~red by our
lack of access to programaing owned by Time Warner and Viacam.

As e rural electrir. .ember of HRTC aDd distributor of the
DIRlCTVTH direct broadcast satellite (DiS) television service.
our cooperative is directly involved in brinling satellite televis10n
to rural consumers.

I
I
I

!
I
1

l
I
I

Cable Coapetltion Report
CS Docket No. 94-48

1m:

RECEIVED

'JUf2f9f994'

Dear Chairman Hundt: ~-==~
I sa writin~ this letter 1n support of the C~ts of the

National Rural Tel~lcation.Cooperative (NRTC) 1n the aatter ur
Iaplementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and COJIpetit10n Act of 1992. Annual AB.e....nt of the
Status of C<lIIpetitiOD in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

This pro(ramminc. whl~h includes sc.e of the ~.t popular cable
nelWQrks like HBO, ShOWtillo, CineJDU:. The Movie Cblilnnel, MTV,
Nickelodeon,and others, 18 available 2D1I to our principal
competitor, the United states Satellite Broadcastinl Co. (USSB) , 85 a
r..ult of an "exclusive" contract signed between USSB and Ti••
Warner/Viacom. ~

"

In conlrast, none of the programming distribution contrRcts
signed by DIRICTVT" are axcluaive in nature, and USSB 18 free to
obtain distribution rights, for any of the channels available on
DIJllCTVT".

Mr. BuIldt. our cooperative agrees with the NRTC that these
exclusive progr_ing ~contr.ct. run counter to the intent of the 1992
Cable Act. I believe tbat the Act proh1bits any arraD.eJDent the~
prevents any distributor frOil (.intn, ace••• to protr_in. to 8 r a
non-cabled rural areas. Under the present circUJlStance, if one t
our DIRlCTV sub.crlbe~ also wishes to receive a Time Warner/Via
product, that subscri.ber mu.t purchase a second subacription to hfl"l·
USSB servic~. This hinders effective competition, and as a 8
con8equence keeps the price of the Tille WarnerIViacom channels 0:
unnec9sarily h1ch. It a180 increase. consumer confusion at'the
retail level.

Not havin. access to the Time WarnerIViacOlD services has als
adver.ely affected our ~bility to c~te against other sources or
television in our area.
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The Honorable Reed Hundt. Chairman
Federal Co-.unications COIIIIIIiaaion
Pagl' 2
July 28, 1994

We believe very .traagly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibit.
any exclusive arrang..-nts t.hat prevent any distributor from gaining
acc..s to cable protr_ina to sflrve rural non-cabled areas. That is
why we supported the Tauzin Aaendaent, e.bodied in Section 19 of the
Act.

We ask the FCC to r.edy theee probl._ so that the effective
competition requirements of Section 19 beccme a reelity in rural
Alleriea. I stroDgly urge you to banish the type of exclusionary
arrangements repr•••nted by thp. tISSB/T1M WarnerIViacOll deal.

Thank you for your conaiderat1on in this matter.

Sincerely,

.Jl.,.,.;. ~J&r
Dennis Fuller
Manqer

cc:
I

The Honorable Senator Charlea Gra.aley
The HonorBble Senator Tom Harkin

..
..



HUMBPLOT COUNTY RURAL ELEC~IC cooPERATIVe
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HUM8OlOT, IOWA 50s...

HUMBOLDT

The Bonurable Senato~ Charlet Gras.ley
United St.ates Senate
Washington, D.C. 20~]O

July 28, 1994

near Senator Grasaley:

I .. writing this letter to voice a concern I have re,arding the
iBIpleaentatlon and enforc-.mt of Section 19 ot the 1992 Cable Act by
the Federal C~i<::ation. Co-.ieaion.

As • distributor of DBS and C-band .at~llite television
pro.r_1n" equal l!ICe8SS to cable and broadcut progr_iDg at fair
rates-somethinl which we are Dot currently receivin'-ia essential for
Bu.boldt County Rurftl Ilectric r~per8tlve to be competitive in our
local marketplace.

'L'he ftttached letters to rcc Chail'llBD Reed Hundt and Senator TOlD

Harkin, _pell out our concerns on this lleue.

It was MY illpres.ion that Congress bad guaranteed equal access to
cable and broadc..t progra.adng tor all distributors with the passage
of the 1992 Cable Act. Deep1te this tact, however. satelUte
ci:istributora and COnSUJllNrs continue to be treated unfairly by the
cable industry.

Sc.e pro,ra.mers continue to charge unfairly high rates for
satellite distributors compared with cable rates. Other
progra.ers--like Time Warner and Vlaee--have ai.ply refused to sell
progr_ing to some distributors. 'l'bese e~clU81ve practlceEt hurt
rural CQDsumers and thwart the effective competition required by
Section 19 of the Cable Act.

I would greatly appreciate you~ assistance on behalf of rural
conaumers in lowe in encouragin, th~ FCC to correct this inequity.

:Jt,erelY, /}~_'If' "....,.,Dennis Fuller
Manager

cc~ The Honorable Senator Tom Harkin
The' Honorable Reed Hundt
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HUMBOLDT COUNTY RURAL ELECTRIC COOPERATive

The HODorable Senator Tom Barkin
United states Senate
Washington. D.C. 20510

Dear Senator Harkin:

HUMBOI.OT. IOWA 50S"

July 28, 1994

p, 05

515-332-1'11

I .. writin, this letter to voice a concern I have re.ard1J1i the
ll1pleaentation and enforc-.ent ot Section 19 of the 1992 Cable Act by
the Federal Communications Ca.m1••ion.

As a d1Atributor of D8S and C-baud satellite television
progr_ing, equal access t.o cable aDd bE"oadcut progr_ing at feir
rat••-aomethinc which we are not currently receiving-i•••••atial for
Humboldt County Rural Electric Cooperative to be competitive in our
local marketplace.

The attached letters to FCC CheitllaD Reed Hundt and Senator
Charles Ora.aley. ~pell out our concerns on tbis issue.

It wae my impreA.ion that Congress had parenteeel equal access to
cable and broadcast prntr8Bain, for all di.tributors with the pea.age
ot the 1992 Cable Act. Despite this tact, however, satellite
diMlributors and eODsuacr8 continue to be tr~~ted unfairly by th~

cable industry.

Some progra.mera continue to char,e unfairly high rates for
.atellit~ distributors ca-pered with cable rates. Other
progr~r,,-like TiM Warner and Viacoa-have aiaply x-efused to sell
programa1n. to some distributors. These exclusive p~tioe. hurt
rural consumers and thwart the effective c~petitior~.~uiredby
SeC":tion 19 of the Cable Act.

I would (reatly appreciate your easist.noe OD behalf of rural
con9ume~s in Iowa in encouragin. the roc to correct this inequity.

"'nceraly, ,IJ~-M"."••• ~~
Dennis Full.r
Manager

cc: The,HoDorable Senator Charles Orulley
Th~ Honorable Reed Hundt
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NVJ, Rm 814
Washington, DC 20554

RE: Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No. 94-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RECEIVED
AUG0419M

FCC MAIL ROOWi

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the
National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the
matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable
Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
Annual Assessment of the Status of Competition in the
Market for the Delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No.
94-48.

As a rural telephone member and affiliate of NRTC and
distributor of the DIRECTVtm direct broadcast satellite
(DBS) television service, my company is directfy'involved
in bringing satellite television to rural consumers.

However, despite passage, of the 1992 Cable Act, my
company's ability to compete in our local marketplace is
being hampered by our lack of access to programming owned
by Time Warner and Viacom.

,
This programming, which" includes some of the most popular
cable networks like HBO, Showtime, Cinemax, The Movie
Channel, MTV, Nickelodeon and others, is available only
to my principal competitor, the United States Satellite
Broadcasting 'Co. (USSB), as a result of an "exclusive"
contract signed between USSB and Time Warner/Viacoffi.

In contrast, none of the programming distribution contracts
signed by DIRECTVtm are exclusive in nature, and USSB is
free to obtain distribution rights for any of the channels
available on DIRECTV. c=>

No. of Copies rec'd, _
List ABCDE



The Honorable Reed Hundt
Page 2

Mr. Hundt, my organization agrees with the NRTC that these
exclusive programming contracts run counter to the intent
of the 1992 Cable Act. I believe that the Act prohibits
any arrangement that prevents any distributor from gaining
access to programming to serve non-cabled rural areas.
Under the present circumstance, if one of my DIRECTV
subscribers also wishes to receive Time Warner/Viacom
product, that subscriber must purchase a second
subscription to the USSS service. This hinders effective
competition, and as a consequence keeps the price of the
Time Warner/Viacom channels unnecessarily high. It also
increases consumer confusion at the retail level.

Not having access to the Time Warner/Viacom services has
also adversely affected my ability to compete against other
sources for television in my area. Consumers have told our
staff "If you can' t get HBO, I don't want it. II But many
more have shown great displeasure at receiving monthly
bills from multiple programmers.

We believe very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly
prohibits any exclusive arrangements that prevent any
distributor from ga1n1ng access to cable programming to
serve rural non-cabled areas. That is why we supported the
Tauzin Amendment, embodied in Section 19 of the Act.

We ask the FCC to remedy these problems so that the
effective competition requirements of Section 19 become a
reality in rural America. I strongly urge you to banish
the type of eXClusionary arrangements represented by the
USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely, .
~ :;: ", ",/

" ." v./ . /
~._/~ ~'<-I'
Mike Hulings

cc:
The Hon. Representative E~nest Istook
The Hon. Senator David Boren
William F. Caton, Secretary
The Hon. James H. Quello
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. Rachelle B. Chong

RECEIVED
AUG 0419M

FCC MAIL ROOfv'



/55/ is a wholly owned subsidiary 0/ Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc,

I have been told that none of the DIRECTV programming contracts
are exclusive contracts and they shouldn't be. Likewise, USSB

No. of CoPies rec'd~­
UstABCOE ~

I am writing this letter to confirm my support of the comments
filed by the National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative(NRTC)
in the matter of Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable
Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
Annual Assessment of the Status of Competition in the Market for
the Delivery of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

RECEIVED
JUL 26 1994

FCC MAtL 'kOOW;
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

July 20, 1994

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I have a vested interest in this docket as I am the General
Manager of a telephone cooperative that formed a Wholly owned
subsidiary for the purpose of providing DIRECTV to rural
residents in eastern South Dakota and western Minnesota. These
rural customers do not and will not have access to cable TV plus
their current off-air reception using roof-top antenna's varies
from 'very poor to somewhat adequate. Even though the offerings
we will be able to provide far surpass what these households
currently receive, we, as yet, cannot provide these households
with the same programming that their relatives and fri~nds can
obtain just because they live in a nearby community ~hathas
cable TV. This fact of life exists because we do not have access
to all of the programmers the cable TV compnies do. These folks
sirop·ly ",ant the same opportunity and you and the CQmmissj onp.rs
c.n and must provide this. . .

The have-nots cannot receive the Time Warner and Viacom
programming, like BBO, Showtime, Cinemax, The Movie Channel, and
other similar type programm~ng because of the "exclusive"
distribution arrangements that were made with united States
Satellite Broadcasting Co., Inc.(USSB). It is unbelievable ~hese

rural households can finally have high quality TV programming
delivered to their house at an affordable price and then they are
excluded from many choices because of exclusiVity. Can you
imagine waiting 15-20 years for TV programming like their small
town acquaintances have and then be denied full selectivit~!



should not be able to have exclusive programming rights. I ask
you to examine this problem as soon as possible, take whatever
action is necessary to correct the problem, and let's get on with
providing rural folks the maximum choices available. Anything
less is unacceptable.

Sincerely,

Dean E. Anderson
General Manager

cc: /Mr. William F. Caton
Sect;etary
Ted&ralCommunications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 222
washington, DC 20554

The Honorable James H. Que110
commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 802
Washington, DC 20554

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 826
Washington, DC 20554

'The Honorable Susan Ness
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 832
washington, DC 20554

".

The Honorable Rachelle B Chong
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Room 844
Washington, DC 20554



Jowa Lakes Electric
Cooperative

._....-."

1'124 CentralAvenue
EItbervil1e, Iowa 51334-0077
(712) 362-2694
Addreu Reply to: P. O. Box 77. RRherviDe, IA 513U0077

July 29, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
CbairJlan
Federal Communications commission
1919 M street, NW Rm 814
Wasbington, D.C. 20554

RE: Cable Competition Report
CS Docker No. 94-48

J. Bruce BoIworth
General Manager

0" .. -' c.. !\('.JI"J\i GH\G\~~l," r\C'~tl \.-\~ ~ '-.1\ r juU)· ' ' '

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the National
Rural Telecommunications cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of
Implementation of section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual Assessment of the
status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Proqramming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

Iowa Lakes Electric Cooperative (ILEC) is a rural electric
cooperative member of NaTC and a distributor of the DIRECTV direct
broadcast satellite (DBS) television .ervice. Iowa Lakes has been
directly involved in bringing satellite television to:,-rUf;al consumers
in eight rural Northwest Iowa counties since September 1~87.

ILEC is very concerned that despite pas.age of the 1992 Cable Act,
our ability to compete in our loc.l aarketplace is being hampered by
our lack of access to programming owned by.Time Warner and Viacom.

This programming, which includes some of the most popUlar cable
networks like HBO, Showtime,)cinemax, The Movie Channel, MTV,
Nickelodeon and others, is available only to our principal
competitor, the united states Satellite Broadcasting Co. (USSB), as
a result of a so called "exclusive" contract signed between USSS and
Time Warner/ViacGa. On the other hand, none of the programming
distribution contracts signed by DIRECTV are exclusive in nature, and
ussa is free to obtain distribution rights for any of the channels
available on DIRECTV.

No. atONal.. NC'd 0
UltAB.cH ---
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Mr. Hundt, ILBC agr••s with the NRTC that these exclusive progr_ing
contracts run counter to the cl.ar intent of the 1992 Cab1. Act. w.
believe that the Act prohibits any arranq_ent that prevents any
distributor fro. gaining acc.s. to progr...inq to serve non-cabled
rural areas. Under the present circWlStances, if one of my DlRECTV
.ubscribers also wishes to receive Time warner/Viacom product, that
subscriber must purchase a second subscription to the USSS service.

w. beli.ve this "exclusive" contract arrang_ent between USSB and
Ti•• Warner/Viacom has be.n design.d to hinder .ffective comp.tition,
and as a consequ.nc. keeps the price of the Tim. Warner/Viacom
chann.ls unn.cessarily high. It also increases consumer confusion at
the retail level over the availability of HBO, MTV, etc., since th.re
is no reason we can not offer these programs other than this
".xclusive" contract arrangem.nt. We currently offer them under a
C-Band satellite package marketed as "Rural TV', but are prohibited
from doing so as a part of our DIRECTV package.

ILBC believ•• very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits
any exclusive arrangem.nts that prevent any distributor from gaining
access to cable programming to rural non-cabled area. This is why we
supported the Tauzin Amendment, embodied in section 19 of the Act.

lLEC is aSking the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective
comp.tition requirements of Section 19 become a reality in rural
Am.rica. ILEC strongly urges you to banish the type of exclusionary
arrangements represented by the USSS/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

~tI
Marku. I Bryant.
Assistant General Manager

cc:

The Honorable Repr••entat.ive Fred Grandy
The Bonorable Senat.or Charles Grassley
The Honorable Senator Tom Harkin
Willi.. F Caton, Secr.tary
Th. Honorable J.... H Quello
The Honorable Andrew C Barrett
The Honorable Susan N.ss
The Honorable Rachelle B Chong

Original letter to follow



July 18. 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
J'ederai c.;OIDDIUDicatlons Commission
1919 M Street. NW. Rm. 814
Wuhington. D.C. 20554

or~~~T FJI.F ropy CR!G~AtA.L

RECEIVED
JUL 2 ~ 19M

FCC MAIL ROOM

DOCKE.T ~ILE COpy OHIGINAL

Re: In support ofComments ofthe NatiODll Rural Telecommunications Cooperative.
in the Matter ofthe Implementation of Section 19. Cable Television Consumer
Protection and Competition Act of 1992. Annual Asaessment ofthe Status of
Competition in the Market for the Delivery ofVideo Programming. CS Docket No.
94-48.

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

Jackson Electric Cooperative. Inc.• a member ofNRTC. is deeply committed to the
delivery oftelevision programming to our rural customers. Many ofour customers have no
access to cable television; the only option available has been satellite service.

In order for us to provide quality programming to this largely unserved;lIlQ:et at fair and
competitive rates. we need complete access to all programming at equitable rates. This is
necessary to allow us to compete in our local marketplace.

We understand that this has previously been addressed with the pa....oftbe 1992 Cable
Act; however. we do not currently have DBS distribution rights for Time'Warner and Viacom
programming (such as,RBO. Showtime. Cinemax. The Movie Channel, VH-I. MTV. i:
NICkelodeon. etc.) due to exclusive distribUtion amngements made with United States Satellite I.'
Broadcasting Co. Inc. (USSB). Our market is hungry for television service; nevertheless. our
rural customers want access to the same programming as their metropolitan neiabbors. This
impacts our ability to co,mpete in our local area. To receive TIme Warner and VlICOm
programming. our customers must now subscribe to two separate. competing packages due to the
USSB-exclusive distribution arrangement. Why should other distributors (such arPrimeStar)
have access to this programming, and we do not? Ifboth DIRECTV and USSB offered .
these services. customers would have a choice ofservice providers, resulting in both lower prices
and improved service. DIRECTV's programming contracts are not exclusive; USSB could offer
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· Jacbon Electric Cooperative, Inc.
July 18, 1994
Page Two

these services ifit chose to do 10.

Please UIist us in this matter. We feel stroD8lY that the FCC IhouIcI enforce the withes of
Ccqp'eu u expressed in the 1992 Cable Act. We uk that you monitor IDd adcIrea tile problems
beiDa broulJbt to your attention by banisbiDg the type ofexclusive II'rIIIpIIleJIts represented by
the USSBtrime WarnerNiacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Yourstndy,

LinaHiD )Iv
DBS Business Manqer, mc-TV
Jackson Electric Cooperative, Inc.

cc: I Mr. William F. Caton
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Rm 222
Washington, D.C. 20SS4

The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
COmmiIIioJJer
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Rm. 844
Washington, D.C. 20SS4

The Honorable Suun Ness
Commissioner
FederalC~ons Commission
1919 M St., NW, RID. 832
Washington, D.C. 20SS4

The Honorable James H. Quello
Commissioner
Federal Conmmieations Commission
1919 M St., NW, Re. 802
Washington, D.C. 20SS~" ..

The Honorable Andrew C. Berrett
Commiuioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St., NW, Rm. 826
Washington, D.C. 20SS4



~AbE D~rec~ Broadcas~ Serv~ces~
211 La Vet.a

Alamosa. Colorado 81101
719-589-0255
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Inc.

.Jloll y 18 1 1994

RECEIVED
JUl2 ~ 1994

FCC MAIL ROOM
DOCKET FILF (';Opv ORIGINAL

Cat.l)nThe Honorable William F
Sec\'etary
Fade I'a 1 Commun i cat. ions
1919 M Street , NW , Rm,
Washington: DC 20554

RE: Cable Competition Report
CS Docket No, 94-48

Dear Secretary Caton:

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the National Rural
Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTC) in the matter of Implementation of
Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act
of 1992 1 Annual ASSeSSl\lent of the Status of CI::>mpetiti,l:>n in t.he Mar'ket f()I'

thE Delivery of Video Progra~ming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

As a rur'al te];?ph.:>ne men\ber I::>f NRTC and dist\' ibutor I::>f the DIR£CTV (ffWD
direct broadcast satellite (DBS) television service , my company is directly
involved in bringing satellite television to rural consumers. In our part
of t.Me c'Junt.ry I there are r"any h.::>useholds t.hat. glJ unserved by cable TV
There only means of any quality signals is via satellite.

Despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, our ablliiy to compete in our local
r'lar~ etplace 1.s being hampe\"ed by our lack of acc;?ss to PI'(:>gra.mming ownsd by
TiN,e Wal"ner and ViacQJ\L I am not. able to undel"stand why Pr irneSta\' and I::>th€::r
dist.I"ibLlt.IJ!'s have access t,I::> this pr':Jgl'amming and yet we do n"t.

This programming, which includes so~e of the "lost popular cable networks,
like HBO , Showtime , Cinema~(, The MI)vie Channel, MTV, Ni.ckelodeon and I::>thers,
is available only to my principal competitor, th8 United States Broadcasting
Co. (l)SSB), asa result of an fle~<:c]usivefl cont,"act signed beh/sen USSS and
Time Warnel"/Viacom. In c(>ntrast, n0)112 of t.I"18 pr09l"'amming....distributi.::m
contracts signed by DIRECTV are e~:clusive in nature, and'l~SB is free to
obtain distl'ibl..Ition rights for any of t.he channels avai labl~on DIRECT\!.

MI'. Hundt, my organization agrees w.i.th the NRTC that thase e~<clusive

progra~ming contracts run counter to the intent of the 1992 Cable Act. I
believe that the Act prohibits any arrangement that prev;?nts any distributor
f rQl\l 902inil1g access t.o programmin'3 to serve non-cabled rural areas I
believe very strongly that the \992 Cable Act flatlY prohibits any exclusive
arrange~ents that prevent any distributor from gaining access to cable
pr'Jgrai'fi!'ning to se\"ve l'upal non-cabl ed areas. That is why we SUPPIJI"ted the
Tauzi" Amend~ent, embodied in Section 19 of the Act.

We ask the FCC to rel'>ledY these pl~ob]ems so that t.he effective c:ompet.ition
reqUlrements of Section 19 become a reality in rural America I strongly
urge yOU to banish the type of exclusionary arrangements rapresented by the
lJSSf::/Time Warner/Viacor'r deal. .

No. ofCapIII NC'd_O
Thank Y()U fo\' YOLlI" (l::>l1sidel"ation in this ma.tte\'. U81ABCOE --

7!;:~e::JL
David W\?he
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21 July 1114

The Honorable RMd Hundt
QI""",
F ComnuIIaIIons CommI••1on
111 _
w-hIngIon, DC 201M

MNt::T F'll: rf'\PV "R'GINJ !t1\ :. '!\'.. I .1... ,,\..'. I.}.I •h ..

~UG 0 , \9<)4

RE: Ion of S.ctlon 11 of...
c.bIe T.I on eon..n. Pn*ctIon
Mel CompeIIIIon Act of1.2
CSDocketNo......

. ,
~ i'" ,

, NCefttIy Mel My -wort'"c.••,_01 NIII.... RanI
T cot Coo'Id"~(NR1CJ ..Ius to FCC on 21 June
1", ImtJI.iMiltlIIon of ..etlan 1101 t.2 c.bIe Act.

............In. MIll bu,'n cIt IId wIIh tile NRTC..
DIIltECTV to provtdl DINct ea-) lIMy
01...c...-.. _ ••nehi In nnI do have cMIe TV.
WIIM ,_......., a ..u.........,MID" .-.cTV project, ,_
~ by pro -. of..1_e.... Act which JIIIp to tInIIIIy
.".,. nnI ........., 10....cas ...., prtced
CIIbIe TV progr.u..... How , _.1 11 din..~ COMMSD to the
FCC, cMIIIn on _ n, auch_
.......... TlMeWM-.1VI&'om UAttrd _.f +-, .

8tCNldc••tlng (Ull.) for HBO, IIIowttnll, 11Ie MovIe CIIanneI. etc.

In our InItIIIlI ....me.... effort far ...cTV found It dIIIIcuIt to
.,....n to our cull IS••....,.. c .,11" I." 1V
.......... In our,.. Ourcu••-... ......,~ythat a.y .....
~ two JMdr , III "SIiIIIcMtty more
....... to full COIIIPI...-rd of ..-ay
provided on c*e TV.

• hope you"~ NRn:-a COMM2'" .....
.... tIIke , to •••,•• lie aclullve
programming which cUlNnlty extat. WIth your help, rural

te. 01 CGpIII FIO'd 0
lJItA8CDE ~----



AmerIca could __ be enjoying COftiPiilIIlldty prtced ceIe 1V""'_.I.lIIng....... to the cllbted ... of the nation.

My cuatonMn and I"'" you for your cOMIderatIon In this matter.

SInceNIy,

a. o.nbury DItve
Colley••, T_ 7IOU

c:
TIle Non. ...p...." DIck "",.,
The Hon. 'hprl••SS: Joe L IIIIIton
TIle Non. Repr•••uU .....
The Han. " .
The tIon n w. JoMIon
TIle Han. ".pr•••£11 _ Olton
The Non. , w.~ IIIepherd
The Han ..-...r F. "tDIIt
..... lion. r ..... GIl...
The Hon. lw OrrIn Go "Itm
The Hon. Dr K-r 8d.y HuIcIaon
VMlam F. CalIon, S.c,...,
TIle Non. AndI•• C......
The Hon. "-II". S. CIIong
The Han. __..~
The Hon. J.... H. QueIIo


