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March 15, 1996 AECCIV'~D

C 2611 WEST 2ND STREET

4P BROOKLYN, N.Y. 11223

Mr. Reed Hundt R-, '996
Chairman FfDERA.l, COMM
Federal Communications Commission aFP(;f~~~EY!lSCOMj"f/SS
J919 M Street, 'N. W, . Sl;,'r;I:'IAF!Y ION

Washington. D.C. 20554 DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

Re: Mandatory Access Rules For Telccommugications Providcr~

Dear Me Hundt:

We are the owners and operators of approximately RO multi-family housing buildings
tota!ling approximately 10,000 apartment units in the New York City metropolitan area,
I wish to express our great concern about any action the Commission would consid~r

taking which would mandate acce5S, without compensation to the owner, to privately
owned multi-family dwelling units by telecommunications and/or cable communications
suppliers wherein such access requires internal wiring into the building which d~lr3cts

from or affe~ts the aesthetic value of the: building

Access into multi-family buildings for public utility s~rvlccs (gas, water, dc(;tric and
!elcphone) and cable an~ typically made available to service providers by internal conduit
systems and ris~r systems at the time the building is built which allows them to prov1de
;,crvlces directly to p:0spective tenants on an individual sign up basis. Such facilities and
services are done witi:~)l~t compensation to the ownc:r and do not detract from the aestheric
\'a]ue of the buildir.g.

Howc\'er, wl~cn sllch scrvil-es as cable tv and additiol1<:l1 le!ccommuniC<ltion." provldcrs
(other thar. tlK monopoly servicing telephone eompony having a fran~hisc at the time th~~

building is built) are not available (because no franchise has be~n aWflrded <Jl1d/CT the
technology for same has not been provided at the time the building was built) any service
provider wishing to gain access to a prlvately owned buildtr,r; must be reqtmed to do :;n

in a clean. orderly and efficient l11('.ont'r so as nol to detract from the aesth6tlC5 ailaror
r~"'sonable operation or the owner'~ building

TypIc.ally, for buiidi!1gs bu:lt prior ,n 1968, wr.er. CATV wa~ 1Jl its inf:~;:cy, no provisio:1
for internai riser systems \.,rtS buill i,lto al-'y huildings. Th~ building ",as servicd hy
m8st~r antenna TV system::, provided by the owner and/ur individual a...ntennae in~ralled

by the individuf1.! tenants
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All of the buildings which our organization buiJt were constructcd between 1949 and
1966. At that time none of those butldings had any provisions for a separate CATV
access and there wcre no franchises awurc.led for such systems by the City of New York
in the areas in which the buildings were built <:lnd none were even contemplated by the
City. In all the buildings, except those built in 1949, master antenna systems were not
provided. Reception in the City of New York for off-air programs produced very
satisfactory signab at all our building locations using "rabbit ear" antennae and all
transmissions were from (he Empire Statc Building. In the late 50's through the 70's. as
taller rellecting structures were built in the transmissIOn area of the Empire State Building
(notably the World Trade Center), signal quahty dimini.sh~d and ghosting and rel1ectjons
incrcascd substantially. !'VlATV Systems which we installed (at no charge to the tenants)
solved those problems and provided r~asonable quality signals for all ofI-air channels
available to our market area. In 1970. ~YC granted its first franchise to TelePrompTer
Corp. for the top half of the borough of Manhattan only and awarded no fram.:hises in any
of the areas in which our huildings were located. Tn an effort to bring ITBO to our
tenants, we contracted wilh several different Microband suppliers who agreed to offer
HBO to our tenants for a monlhly charge (which incidental I) , was less lhan TelePrompTer
was offering their subscribers in their newly installed cahlc system in Manhattan). The
supplier provided the HilO signal onto .lie existing MATV system for each building and
provided converters for those tenants xho subscribed for the additional service. The
t>.licroband provider received a signal generated by the Microhand Corp. 011 a direct line
of sight from the Empire State Building in the extremely high UHF range. esing this
method, tenants living in our buildings received quality tv programming at either no cost
or moderate cost (for HBO subscribers) for approximately a 25 year period belween the
time New York City ()(Tered its first franchise and the time that New York City offered
franchises for those areas in \o\hieh our buildings were !ol:ated.

rn New York City it is now possibl~ to have natural gas supplied to an o\.vner by either
the serving utility company or any of several natural gas pipeline suppliers. The same
will soon be possible with electri~ity, it is also possible now to have your telephone
service supplied by the serving telephone utility (NYl'\'FX) or anyone of a nurnber of
other cOl11pcting companies as well as anyone of a number of competing long distance
service suppliers. Finally, it is possihle to have cahlc tv signalhng supplied by the local
franchised supplier, anyone of the many SMATV non-franchised suppliers, several
"CellularVision" \-virclcss suppliers andlor direr,;t hroadcast satellIte (and soon to come,
compressed video technology through the telephone system).

Consider if you will. the "trauma" to a building that could occur should free and equal
access for all ulilily suppliers be mandated against a building owner of a multiple
d\velling should the FCC change the telecommunications hill to provide such mandated
requirement Without exaggeration, the public halls of an apartment house cOLlld look like
the old telephone poles along a r,;ily street which had 20 or 30 separate wires strung across
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the wire support arms, Presently, l\cw York State law mandates that each supplier mu:o;t
use a separate conduit and that no franchise supplier may use an existing MATV system

This could be taken to its extreme by mandating the same for natural gas suppliers and
electricul suppliers wich sepurate gas lines to each apartment, etc.

Granted that competition will mo.st dcfiJ1it~ly bring down the price of the service to the
indiVIdual subscriber, but no subscr'l'1(::r would consid~r having two gas lincs in his house
or three CATV lines tacked across :.'~ living room ceiling. lIe \vould pick the supplier
with the best value/service and contract for one only to enter his premises and would
retain ownership of all wiring, conduit, etc. placed within his premises so that if another
service provider had a better value product, the subscriber could switch to the other
provider without any "damage" to his prcmise:-> by using the existing wiring,

All our buildings arc pre:;ently serviced by CATV or SMATV systems. The buildings
scrvi<:ed by S~ATV suppliers \-vere contracted for prior to the time that New York City
granted franchises fOT such services in the gcogruphical area covering our buildings; the
buildings that arc serviced by CATV local franchise supplier were done in such a manner
that the aesthetics of the bllilding were unalterably diminished by using exposed conduit
in the residential (':i1J'petcd halls and stairwells of the buildings. To suggest now thut
addition'l) suppliers may do the same, ad nallseam. without regard to the aesthetics of a
privately owned building is ludicrous. The Government should have no right to intrude
upon the private propcrty of an owner under th~ guise of equal access or interstate
commerce without the requirement that such equal access be done in a manner which docs
not detract from ch~ aesthetics of the building

Further. no such mandatory equ,ll access should be required where service is ulready
reasonably available to the residents of the building through another supplier at reasonably
comparuble rates. As a case in point. 1 run enclosing photographs taken of multi-family
housing units in Brooklyn, New York of the local franchised CATV supplier, CabJevision,
Inc, \vhich demonstrates what h<lppens to a building where mandatory access is utilized
with complete di5Tegard for the aesthetics and operatIon of d privately owned residcntiul
structure,

I would appreciate this leller being tikd as an exhibit. on the record, at the hearings to
be held with regard :0 the proposed rule.
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A'lTACEMENI' 1 of 2 '10 LEITER MARa! 15, 1996

TYPICAL WIRING OF NE1'l YORK CITY FRANaIISEE, CABLEVISION SYSI'EMS, INC.
various apartment Wildirgs, Brooklyn, NY

TYPICAL oursIDE WIRING MEIHOD
NOI'E: EASY VANDAI..ISM '10 CDN'IROL BOXES
IN ATl'EMPI' 'IO SI'FAL SERVICE

ANOIHER BUIIDING - 'n'l) BI.DCKS AWAY
NOI'E: EASY '!HEFT OF SERVICE (EMAIL
BLACK roAX WIRES FRCM CDN'IROL OOX
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ATrAOIMENl' 2 of 2 'IO LEITER MARCH 15, 1996

TYPICAL WIRING OF NEW YORK CITY FRANafISEE, CABLE.VISION SYSTEMS, INC.
various apartment b.1i.ldi.r:gs, Brooklyn, NY

TYPICAL INSIDE HAIL WIRING SYSTEM - NOI'E: MI~ CDIDR OF PIASTIC EXPOSED
WIREK>ID 'DK) !NOlES BEU:W CEUJNG LINE roRt!ING HABITAT FOR DUSI' AND roAOIES

'lYPICAL STAIRWAY EXFOSID CDNDUIT SYSTEM - NOI'E: UNPAINl'ED MErAL CUIDUIT AND
--,._-----,'-'------ -.

UiLY CX!fIR)L B:>X wrm CABLE.V!SION SERVICE :LEI'I'ERlK; SI'ENCILED ctl BJI".OCM OF B:>X


