
-,

We will be unable to offer satellite television at prices
acceptable to rural consumers unless fair and equal access to all
programming is available. In that regard, Tri-County Electric
Cooperative joins NRTC in calling on the FCC to monitor and combat
the problems that I have mentioned above and to ensure that the
intentions of Congress are being upheld with regard to the 1992
Cable Act.

Specifically, I feel that the FCC must prohibit abuses of the
program access provisions of the 1992 Cable Act by rule and make it
clear that damages will be awarded for program access violations.
The FCC is starting to help cabled customers by lowering their
costSj please help the satellite customers by implementing the
provisions to lower their costs.

Sincerely,

Thank you for your attention on this matter.

Robert Matheny
General Manager
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairmen
Federal Communications Commission'.,1MStreet, NW, Rm.114
Washington, DC 20554

RE: cable CompetitIon Report
CS Docket No. 84-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:
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I am writing this letter In aupport of the CommIntI filed by the .-tional R~al
T.communicatlona Cooperative (NATC) in the mattlr of Implementation of section , 1 of
the cable Television Consumlr Protection end Competition Act of 1892, Annual
Auesament of the Status of Competition in the Market for the Delivery of Video
Progrlmming, CS Docklt No. 84-48.

As I rurll electric member of NRTC,'Twln Vllleys Public Power District is directly involved
in the distribution of C-band utenite television programming to 4,579 rurll conaa.meraln
Nebraska.

...
Currently, Twin VIIIIYS Public Power District II forced to pay IignifieinUy.... for ICCIII
to popular cable and brOldcut programming thin comparably *ed cable~ In our
a"l. The flet that w. are forced t9 pay inflated rat•• for program Iccass--mMns WI must
in turn chlrge consumers more for Our .rvIce, • fact which his I'rlldy had a detrimentlJ
.fflct on our lbility to compete in Our locil marketpllce.

In addition, many of the consumer. waaerve live In remote aral. not urved by callie and
off-lir television. Since the.. cons~rshive no other choice for multichannelt.revleion
programming other then IItlliite, they a,e forced to PlY higher ,ates for ecce.. to
teleVision than their counterparts with acelll to cable.

It was my impression thet, In the 1992 Clble Act, Congrlss hid manerated thet III
distributors (cable, satellite and otherwise) ahoufd be granted equal.cca.. to cable and
broadclst programming ..rvicel at non-discriminatory rates. If this is the call, why are
we stm paving more for manv programming I81ViceI then comparably sized cebae .
companies?
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While it II m. that 101M ..ogrIrnmen hew towered their rat•• 1ince the implementation.
of the ,.92 cable Act, we must ..". f.ir and equal accell to .n programming et .....
comparable to thole ...1eI by cable or we will be unable to offer utellita television et prices
eccepteble to rural.consumers.

In that regard, Twin V"'ya Public Power DiItrict joinI NATC in eelOng on the FCC to
monitor and combet the problema that I ..". mentioned .bove .nd to ..... that the
Intentions of Congr....re being upheld with ,.nI to the 1192 cable Act.

Specifically, I fael that the FCC must prohibit abuses of the program ecce. provilionl of
the· 1892 Cabla Act by rule and maka it clear that damage. will be .warded for program·
ICC... violations.

,·tIwnk you for your attention-On this metter.

Sincerely,

PluiJ. LII..
General Menager

..
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July 22, 1994

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

RE: Cable Competition Report DOCKET FILE COpy OFilGINAL
CS Docket No. 94-48

Dear Chairman Hundt:

I am writing this letter in support of the Comments of the National
Rural Telecommunications Cooperative (NRTe) in the matter of
Implementation of Section 19 of the Cable Television Consumer Pro~

tection 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 DlRECTV
direct broadcast satellite television service, my company is
adversely affected by the current exclusive programming arrangement
between USSB and Time Warner/Viacom. Our rural families have been
waiting patiently for a fair and comprehensive viewing p~ge for
years and satellite service is basically the only viewing option
that most of them have due to the fact that it is not economically
feasible to offer buried cable TV service to the rural areas.

Chairman Hundt, my o;ganization agrees with NRTC that these exclusive
programming contracts are in direct conflict with the intent of the
1992 Cable Act. It was our understanding that this act prevented
any distributor of gaining)access to exclusive programming in the
rural non-cabled areas. Further USSB is not limited from Obtaining
any of the services that we can now offer.

Van Buren DBS, Inc. is bordered by Prime Star, TCI, and Rural TV of
Iowa ( offering microwave cable TV service). All of these competitors
have access to the Time Warner and Viacom programming that we have
been excluded from obtaining. We are at a great disadvantage to these
large distributors as HBO, ~~ti~, Cinemax, MTV, Lifetime and
Nickelodeon are frquently requested programming. In an effort to
bring quality programming packages to our subscribers and compete with
these bordering companies, we need to have access to the Time Warnerl
Viacom services. Even if an arrangement could be made between NRTC

P.O. Box 430 615 First Street Keosauqua. Iowa 52565 319-293-3187
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and USSB to offer these services, they would be at an elevated price
due to having to deal with a middleman rather than directly with .,
Time Warner and Viacom. Furthermore, the lack of competition would net
give subscribers a chance at a fair rate.

So how do we monitor pricing and service in a non-competitive atmos­
phere? I know that addressing this very issue was the intent of the
Cable Act of 1992. We implore you to enforce the wishes of Cong~8ss

by banishing this type of exclusionary arrangement a8 currently
exists between USSB and Time Warner/Viacom.

Thank you for your consideration of this matter.

~~;;)
Assistant Manager

cc:

William F. Caton
James H. Quello
Andrew C. Barrett
Rachelle B. Chong
Susan Ness
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The Honorable Reed Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Rm. 814
Washington, DC 20554

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

Dear Chainnan Hundt:
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As an affiliate investor of National Rural Telecommunications Cooperative and
distributor of the DIRECTVU't direct broadcast satellite (DBS) television service in eight
rural counties in North Georgia, my company, ViewStar Entertainment Services, Inc., is
directly involved in bringing satellite television to rural consumers.

Currently 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 ofthe 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 WarnerNiacom.

Not having access to the Time WarnerNiacom services has also adversely affected my
ability to compete against local cable TV systems and PrimeStar in my area. It is my
understanding that 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. ".

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 WarnerNiacom product, that subscriber must
purchase a second subscription to the USSB service. This hinders effective competition,
and as a consequence keeps the price of the Time WarnerNiacom channels unnecessarily
high. It also increases consumer confusion at the retail level.

I believe very strongly that the 1992 Cable Act flatly prohibits any exclusive
arrangements that prevent any distributor from gaining access to cable programming to
serve rural non-cabled areas. . b

No. of Copies rec'd .
list ABCDE

400 Dawson Center Suite 203 Dawsonville, Georgia 30534
706-216-1060 1-800-670-7827 Fax 706-216-1205
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View Star's management asks the FCC to remedy these problems so that the effective
competition requirements of Section )9 become a reality in rural America. I strongly
urge you to banish the type ofexclusionary arrangements represented by the
USSBlTimelWamerNiacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

firnuJ~tl.ft;~
Donald W. Weber
President and CEO

cc.
The Hon. Senator Sam Nunn
The Hon. Senator Paul Coverdell
William F. Caton, Secretary
The Hon. James H. Quello
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness

..
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•
Washington Electric
Membership Corporation
258 North Harris Street
Poll Office Box 598
SUdenviUe. Oeorlia 31012
Telephone (912) 552·2577
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, Room 814
Washington, DC 20554

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

DOC~KFJ FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Dear Chairman Hundt:

This letter is in support of the Comments of the National Rural
Telecommunications Cooperative (HRTC) 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.

Washington £MC, as a rural electric member of NRTC and
distributor of the DIRBCTVTK direct broadcast satellite (DBS)
television service, is directly involved in bringing satellite
television to rural consumers. •

....

The majority of our member consumers live in rural are.. that are
too sparsely populated' to receive cable TV. thes. rural
households have little choice other than .atellite for receiving
television services. WashingtonBMC needs complete access to all
programming at fair rates, comparable to thoBe paid by our
competition, in order to compete in our marketplaces.

Currently we do not have DBS distribution rights for Time Warner
and Viacom programming, like IIBO, Showtime, Cinemax, The Movie
Channel, VB-l, wrv, Nickelodeon, etc., because of the "exclusive"
distribution arrangements they have made with United States
Satellite BroadCasting Co. Inc. (USSB). It was our understanding
that Congress had already solved this problem two years ago with
the passage of the 1992 Cable Act. We briefly question why other
distributors (PrimeStar, Wireless Cable, etc.) have access ,to HBO
and Showtime and we do not.

No. of (",opIes rec'd~
UstASCOE

uOwn~d By Those We Serve"
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In contrast, none of the proqramming distribution contracts
signed by DIREC'l'V are exclusive in nature, and USSB is free to
obtain distribution riqhts for any of the channels available on
DIREC'l'V.

If one of our DIRBCTV subscribers alao wishes to receive Time
Warner/Viacam product, that subscriber must purchase a second
subscription to the USSB 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.

If these services were offered by both DIRBC'l'V and USSB,
consumers would be able to choose their service provider,
resultinq in the primary benefits of effective competition: lower
prices and improved service.

Chairman Hundt, we agree with NRTC's position that the PCC should
act to enforce the wishes of Congress as put forth in the 1992
Cable Act. We strongly encourage you to IIOnitor and combat the
problems we have mentioned by banishing the type of exclusionary
arranqements represented by the USSB/Time Warner/Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

l'
~d:Tt&>7u../.,-'"- -

ROBERT S. IIOOik
General Manager

RSM:kbr

cc: The Honorable Cynthia McKinney
The Honorable J. Roy Rowland
The Honorable Sam Hunn
The Honorable Paul Co.erdell
William F. Caton, Secretary
The Honorable James H. O\1e110
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
The Honorable Rachelle B. Chong
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1M Honorablt Rted Hundt
Oullmum
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW Rm. 814
WtlShington, DC 20554

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

Dtar Chairman Hundt:

WEST RIVER
TELECOMMMUNICATIONS COOPERATIVE

P.O. BOX 467 HAZEN, NORTH DAKOTA 58545
TELEPHONE: (701) 748·2211

FAX: (701) 748-6800

RECEIVED
AUG 0 2 1994

FCC MAIL ROOP~~

1am writing this lentr in supportofthe Comments ofthe National Rural Telecommunications Cooperatlw
(NRTC) in the maner ofImplemtntation ofSection 19 ofthe Cable Television Co1tSUlMr Pr:t*etion and
Competition Act of1992, Annual Assessmentofthe Status ofCompelition In tht MarUtfor the Dtlilltry
of Video Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

As a rural telephone member Of NRTC and .0 distrlbulor of the DlREClV Direct BroadctlSl SoIelllte
(DBS) television service, my company is directly involved in bringing satellite television 10 rural
consumers in Nonh and South Dakota. ..
Hownrer. despite passage of the 1992 Cable Act, my company's ability to comptteln our local
nuuurplace is being hampered by our lack of access to programming owned by TIme Warner and
~~ I

17I1s programming, which Includes some of the most popular cable networks like HBO. ShowrJme.
Onemax. 17Ie Movie Channel, M1V, Nickelodeon and others, is available t2Dll 10 my prlndpa/
competitor. the United Stales SatellIte Broadcasting (USSB), as a result ofan -excluslllt· contract signed
between USSB and lime WarnerlViacom. 1

In contrast, none ofthe programming distribution contracts signed by DJRECIV are exclusive In nature,
and USSB is free to obtain distribution rights for any ofthe channels available on DlREClV.

.." c...,.NC'd-D
LlltA8CDE --

SERVING THE AREA OFNORTH DAK*'A AND SOUTH DAKOTA ...
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Mr. HIIlIdt, West River Telecommunications agrees with the NRTC·that these exduslw progrtJlMllng
ctJ1IIrtICU run coU1ller to the Intent of the /992 Coble Act. / believe that the Act prohibits any
arran'SMnt that prevents any dlstributor.from galnin, access to programming to serve Mn-eabled rural
anas. Urrder the present circumstances, Ifone 01my DIRECIV subscribers also wishes to recetve 7lme
WtJl7lerlVlacom product, thot subscriber must purchase a second subscription to USSB service. Dis
hinders eJfectlve ctJlfllNtltion, and as a consequence knps the price ofthe nme WarnerlVlacom c1ul1Inels
unMcessarlly high. /t also increases consumer confusion at the retailleve/.

Not htlvIng access to the 1Ime WarntrlViacom services has also adversely affected my ability to compete
a,aInst other sourcesfor television in my area.

We belltvt very strongly that the J992 Coble Actjlally prohibits aIrY aclusive arrangements thal prewnt
aIrY distributorfrom gaining access to cable programming to serve rural non-eabled areas. 77uJt Is wiry
we supported the Tau:ln Amendment, embodied In Section 19 become a reality In rural America. /
stron,ly urge you to banish the type of exclusionary arrangements represented by the USSBrnme
WamerlV/acom deal.

'11Iank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Rocknt T. Bonsness
Marutlng Representative

R1Blco
cc:
The Hon. Representative Earl Pomeroy, North Dakota
The Hon. Representative 11m Johnson, South Dakota
The Hon. ~lIflIor Kent Conrad, North Dakota
1M Hon. Senalor Byron Dorgan, Nonh Dakota
1M Hon. Senalor Domas Dasch/e, South Dakota
The Hon. Senalor LDrry Pressler, South Dakota
WIlliam F. Caton, Secretary
De Hon. James H. Quello
The Hon. Andrew C. Barren
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. Rachelle B. Chong

~.
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July 22, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 814
Washington. D.C. 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 a distributor of the DIRECTV
direct broadcast satellite (DBS) television service. my company is
directly involved in bringing satellite television to rural consumers
in a five county area in Northeastern Georgia. Many of my potential
customers for DBS live in rural areas that are too sparsely populated
to receive Cable TV. These rural customers have little C~9!ce other
than satellite for receiving quality television service. ~herefore. I
need access to all programming at fair rates, comparable to thos~ paid
by my competition in the local marketplace.

However, despite passage of the' 1992 Cable Act, my company's ability
to compete in my local marketplace is being hampered by my 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/Viacom. In
contrast. none of the programming distribution contracts signed by
DIRECTV are ~xclusive in nature. and USSB is free to obtain
distribution rights for any of the channels available on DIRECTV.
This is clearly an unlevel playing field.

No. 0' Copies rec'd
List ABCDE

Post Ollice Box 70 • 110 E. Liberty Street • Washington, Georgia 30673 • Phone 706/678-3663
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Mr. Hundt, my company agrees with the NRTC that these exclusive
programming contracts run counter to the intent of the 1992 Cable Act.
I believe 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 Products, that
subscriber must purchase a second subscription to the USSB service.
This hinders effective competition and keeps the price of the Time
Warner/Viacom channels unnecessarily high. It also increases consumer
confusion and frustration at the retail level.

Not having access to the Time Warner/Viacom services will also
adversely affect my ability to compete against other sources for
television in my area. While we are just getting started in our area
with DIRECTV, customers who have already signed up for service and
those who are inquiring about the service just do not understand why
they can't purchase HBO, Showtime and other popular channels from my
company.

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

I ask on behalf of my company that the FCC remedy these problems and
obstacles so that effective competition as intended in Section 19 of
the Cable Act become a reality in rural America.

I strongly urge you and your colleagues to banish the an~i~~Qmpetitive

and exclusionary arrangements represented by the USSB'lT!me Warner
Viacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

~/J~
President

LBH/dwb

xc: William F. Caton, Secretary /
The Hon. James H. Quel10
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. Rachelle B. Chong
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The Honorable Reed Hundt
Cbal~

Federal ee.mmloatlO1l8 ee-lssion
1919 MStreet IV, .. 814
Vuhinston, DC 20554

RE: Cable CcBpetition Report
CS Docket NO. 94-48

kENNnH LEIN, M....... ....... (515) ...IOJ

Dear Chall'118J1 Hundt:

I _ writ1DI thi8 letter in support of .the on_ents of the lational Rural
Tel8OO. mloatiolUl Cooperative (JIIl'lC) in tile _tter of IlIIP1-.ntation of
8eotion 19 of the Cable Television Con8wIer Proteotion and ee.petition Act
of 1992 J Annual Aue8-.nt of the Status of CoIIpetition in the Market for
the Delivery of Video PrOlr-.1nl, CS Dooket Ro. 94-48.

Wlnnebaco satellite servioe8, Ino., a IlUbaidiary of WinDebal0 Cooperative
Telephone wociation, is a rural telephone .-bel' of NRTC and distributor
of DlRECTV direct broadcast _tellite (DIS) television servioe. My
cc.pany is directly involved in briDlinl satellite television to rural
con...r•. ..
However, despite PH...e of the 1992 cable Aot. ,., OOIIPUY '.,abl11ty to
OOIIP8te in our local -..ketplaoe is beiDI hUpered by our laok of aocess to
prosr_ing owned by Tm. Warner and ViaCOlD.

This Pl"Olr~DI, whiob inoludes ... of the .st popular cable netNoru
like HBO, Showt1ae, Cin.... The Movie Cbalmel, M'1'V. liokelodeon and others.
is _..ilable only to WI prinoipal OOIIP8titor, the United States Satellite
BrO*douting Co. (USSB) , .. a result of an "exolusive" contract siped
bet....n USSB and TiM Varner/Viacc:la.

In oon~t. none of the progr_tnl distribution contraots siped by
DIRECTV are eaolusive in nature, and 1JS8B is free to obtain distribution
ripts for any of the channels available on DIRICTV.

Mr. Hundt, IJY orpnization 88reel with the me tbat these esolusive
prosr_ing contraots run counter to the intent of the 1992 Cable Aot·. I
believe that the Aot prohibits any arrang-.ent that prevents any distributor
fra laining accesl to prOlr_ins to aerve non-cabled rural are... Under
the present circUlUtance, 1£ one of IIY DlREcrY BUbscriberl also wishes to
reoeive Time Warner/Viacem product that subscriber must
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purohue a second subsoription to the U8SB servioe. This hinders effeotive
CCIIpetition, and as a oona8quenoe keeps the price of the 11M varner/flaCCID
obaDnels unneoe.sarily hip. It also inoreases ooa8UMr confusion at the
r.tail level.

Mot havinl aoau. to the Tme warner/Viacaa .ervioes has also adversely
affeoted II)' ability to OCIIpete apinat other souroes for television in .,
area. OUr oustc8ers do not understand why they can't purobue HBO and
Showt1me from us.

We beli.ve very .troacJ.y tbat the 1992 ~le Aot flatly prohibits any
exolusive arrana__ts tbat prevent any di.tributor fre. pin1na aooe.. to
cable prosr_inl to aerv. rural non-cabled areu. 'lbat ia why w. support
the Tauzin AlleDdment, lIIbodied in Seotion 19 of the Act.

W. uk the FCC to r.ecly these probl_ 80 that the effeotive ae-petltion
requir-.nts of Seotion 19 beae.e a reality in rural America. I .tronaly
urle you to banish the type of exolusionary arranl8l8llts represented by the
USSB/Time Warner/Vi.COB deal.

Thank you for your conaideration in this matter.

vevr.rulYj;
l~ln
HanaleI'

00: The Honorable aepresentative Fred Grandy
The Honorable Repr tative Jill Leach
The Honorable Repr tatiy. Jill Li&htfoot
The Honorable Rep tative Jill Nuule
The Honorable Repruentative leal SIIith
The Honorable senator OIarlu Grualey
The Honorable SeDator Ta. Harkin

VWilliam F. caton, secretary
!be Hon. J_ H. Quello
The Hon. Andrew C. Barr.tt
The Han. SUaan ....
Ttle Hon. Rachelle B. Chona

..



YELCOT TELEPHONE CO., INC.
P.O. BOX 789

MOUNTAIN HOME. ARKANSAS 72653

PHONE (SOl) 425·3100

July 20, 1994

The Honorable Reed Hundt
CbIirman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Rm. 814
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chainnan Hundt:

fi()(,KE r ~ Ii 't','..I, ....1 ..... ' . '- '-\"Il"IiNAI'\;h,(,)1. ""

I un writing this letter in support oftile Comments oftile National Rura1 Telecommunications
cooperative (NRTC) in the matter ofImplememation ofSection 19 ofthe Cable Television
Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, Annual Aueument oftile Status of
Competition in the Market for the Delivery ofVideo Programming, CS Docket No. 94-48.

As a rural telephone member ofNRTC and distributor ofthe DlRECTV direct broadalst satellite
(DBS) television service, my company is directly involved in bringing satellite television to rural
consumers.

However, despite passage ofthe 1992 CableA~ my company's ability to compete' in our local
marketplace is being hampered by our lack ofaccess 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 oth~ is available only to my
principal competitor, the United States $atellite Broadcasting Co. (USSB), U a result ofan
"exclusive" contract signed between USSB and Time WarnerNiacom.

In contrut, none ofthe programming distribution contracts signed by DIRECTV are exclusive in
nature, and USSB is tree to obtain distribution rights for any ofthe channels available on
DIRECTV.

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 IUTaIIgement
that prevents any distributor from gaining access to programming to serve non-cabled rural areas.

No. of 0cDiee f8C'd tf7A I; .
UstABCOe ~
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U the praent circumItInce, ifODe ofmy DIRECT\' IUbIcribeI'I alto willies to receive Tune
W 1V1ICOIIl product, thIt IUbIcriber 1DlIIt purchue aIICOIId IUbIcription to the USSB
.wee. ThiJ linden e&cdYe CCIIIIpetitiOll, .. u a COftIeqUaICe keIIps the price oftho Tune
WamerlVl&COm channels UIUleCeIIIrily high. It also increues consumer confiuion at the retail
1eYel.

Not havinllCCell to the Tune WamerlVlICOIIIl«Vice hu allO IdveneIy Iffected by IbiIity to
compete other IOUfCII for teIevition in my .... PrimeItIr. a IlleUite~ owned
by CIbIe companies. .... ldvertiled _Wyin~. They"ve aD ofthe proarInIIina
for themIeIves. but ndbIe to .. it to me. I thouPt the 1992 CIbIe Ad outlawed thil type of
behavior. The people who leU Prilneltir and other bit diIh appJicItionI have 8c?oded J:IaraI
Art.III with flyeR promillinl aCible Proan-nina~a. I"ve caIIecl their 800 numbers
and mentioned that I 11II eel in the new DBS 18· diJbes. They uniformly tell me that would
be a mistake because "the propnming is very limited". This is a direct quote, caD him youraeIf­
• his number is 1·800-488·S148.

I believe very stro....y thIt the 1992 Clble Act lady prolubits any exclusive IfTIIIIementI that
prevent lIlY diatnbutor ttom pining access to cable proanmmina to serve rural non-eabled areas.
That is why my company supported the Tauzin Amendment, embodied in Section 19 of tile Act.

I uk the PCC to remedy theIe problems so that the effective competition requirements ofSection
19 become a reality in rural America. I stron(IIy urge you to banish the type ofexclusionary
arrangements represented by the USSBffune WamerNiacom deal.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

~~
VICe Prelident

Wee

cc: The Hon. Ilepr-.tative Tim Hutchinson
The Hon. Senator Dale Bumpers ~

The Hon. Senator David Pryor
Walliam F. Caton, Secretary
The Hon. James HoO QueUo
The Hon. Andrew C. Barrett
The Hon. Susan Ness
The Hon. Rachelle B. Chong

, .


