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. CQMPANY

Dear' Hr. Caton:

w~ are writiqg in strong'$upporf"of conti~u{ngthe Current
,prohibiti0!1 on'exc1usiveprog'ramni:ing'contractscontaihediri
Section <32$ (c) (2·) (D) of .the COll\l1\unications Act of 19j4, as
a.rnehded, which win,e~pire on Oct,ober 5,2002,unless the

.commissiori finds th?it such prohibitiohq:mtinue& to be '
necessary to pres6'rve competition.and diversity in tile '
di;tribht{on 'o,f' ~ideo prograllUt\±ng;' '. '.""." . . . : -. ",

At ,The Be1illont Apartments, we continue. tQ seek the' best'
, pos'si-ble video services' for Ollr.· residents Video service
that is dependable and .affcr,dable is extremely :i,mportant to'
our residents. To achieve top-.'fl,igh); service for .. our. '
resiejents, 'we' enter' int.o agreemen-tswith a prdv:ider for ~ .'
limited numherei-f Yearsand ';'ede-m~nd that'p-rograrnnling, . ", ',.'
options keep pace with dlOiGes that,are available ehewhere'

", in the Raleigh-burham,are'a. . . .
, '" . "

.- :

It woul-clbe Unthinkable if ol1.tcunent'Video, providep was
legally restricted froIn being able t,oobtaijrprograrnmil!9'
that our ·residents want - progra=ing,s,uchas HBO; 'the':·

. Disney Channel, ESPN ari<;i other sports chann'elsarid'a'whole
list, of oth6l;" prog>rams. R~cent merg~rs,and'CQl'ls6lidatiOriS
in the video ma,rketp1i'!ce make us ne.rvous that the .g.round

. could sUodenly shift from.under a gi'vel) video pr9vider's

. ability to maintain many of. thepopularchanhels that aliI'
residents how ehjoy.
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1000 McQueen Drive Ourham,NC 27705 919-3!l:]'0!1011elephone 919-3!l3-12!l3'faX"
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If our apartmer{i: c.olluminityvi'deo,ptovider loses the ability
tq bring in certain Channels while a competi Uv'ecotrunulli:ty .'
a couple milesdo0n the-road is 'able to bring in,those same

. channels, . then .0e Will!:)e {aceq with many unhappy' .
residebts.' We may also, havetoc:ontend ",.ith added,. '.'
marketing and advert'ising costs assodatedwith ourabiiity'
to ·att'r3ct and retainreside'ntsonce theY·'mo';;.€, tnM 'Th~, .'
B~lmont Apartments. . . .

We in the. apartment inClustryareasking. yol.I t~ please
continue to support tne Q.1rrent· oan one·xClusive
progrguruning cont.racts..

Sincerely your;;,

Dawn. Saritori
. B'usinEiss 'Manager:

The Belmont Apartments
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February 5, 2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 lih Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 00-2~

Dear Mr. Caton:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
11338 Shawnee Mission Pkwy· Shawnee Mission, KS 66203

Phone: (913) 248-0355· Fax: (913) 248-0882

M,\R 262002

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive programming contracts
contained in section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act of 1934, as amended, which will expire on
October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve
competition and diversity in the distribution of video programming.

At AAKC, we continue to seek the best possible video services for our residents. Video service that is
dependable and affordable is extremely important to our residents. To achieve top-flight service for our
residents, we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited number of years and we demand that
programming options keep pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the Greater Kansas City
Metropolitan area. It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was legally restricted from being able
to obtain programming that our residents want - programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney,
various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the video
marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a given video provider's ability
to obtain many of the popular channels. If our apartment community video provider loses the ability to bring in
certain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those channels, then we will be
faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Sincerely,

Debbie Haukenberry
Apartment Association of Kansas City

No. of Copies roo'd",,(3.e:.-_
UstABCDE

* Exclusively Representing The Interests OfThe Multi-Housing Industry *
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3900 LYONS AVENUE· HOUSTON, TEXAS 77020 • (713) 224-7378
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Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

VILLAGE

Re CS Docket No:_O~

Dear Mr, Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission
finds that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and
diversity in the distribution of video programming,

At the Pleasant Hill Apartments we continue to seek the best possible video services
for our residents, Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely
important to our residents, To achieve top flight service for our residents, we enter
Into agreements with a provider for a limited number of years and we demand that
programming options keep pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the
greater Houston area, It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was
legally restricted from being able to obtain programming that our residents want 
programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney, various sports channels,
and a whole host of other programs, Recent mergers and consolidations in the
video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under
a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular channels, If our
apartment community video provider loses the ability to bring in certain channels
while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those channels, then
we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain
reSidents will suffer greatly,

'nue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts,

No, at Copies rec'd 0
UstABCDE



WESTLAKE RESIDENTIAL
6520 BROADWAY OOCKETFllECOPYORIG/;I \

PEARLAND, TEXAS 77584 NI-.

(281) 485-5100

February 5,2002

Re:

Mr. William Caton, Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h Street, N,W.
Washington, DC 20554

CS Docket NO',OO-2 !
Dcar Mr. Caton:

MAR 26 2002
":, - t· 'II '-''''''''.f I

We are writing in strong support of continuing thc current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(C)(2)(D) of the Communications Act 1934,
as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002 unless the Commission find that such
prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in the distribution
of video programming.

At (Property) we continue to seek the best possible video serviees for our residents. Video
service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our residents. To aehieve
top f1ight serviee for our residents; we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited
number of years and we demand that programming options keep pace with choices that are
available elsewhere in the area. It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was
legally restricted from being able to obtain programming that our residents want 
programming such as HBO, The History Channel, Disney, various sports channels and a
whole host of other programs, Recent mergers and consolidations in the video marketplace
make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a given video provider's
ability to obtain many of the popular channels. If our apartment community video provider
losses the ability to bring in eenain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is
able to bring in those channels, then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our
ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Sinccrely,

... -J~
.tk Tcnr/son
Property Manager

No. of Copies rE~"1 .0list ABCOE .~ , -
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APARTMENTS

February 5, 2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 l2'h Street, N. W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No.....00-2~

Dear Mr. Caton:

Ellison Development Co. LLC.
144 Ridgewood Place
Fort Thomas, Kentucky 41075-1644
(859) 441-4059
(859) 441-8517 FAX
ridgewood@fuse.net

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition of exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628©(2)(D) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution ofvideo programming.

At Ridgewood Apartments we continue to seek the best possible video services for our
residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our
residents. To achieve top-flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a
provider for a limited number of years and we demand that programming options keep
pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the Greater Cincinnati area. It would be
unthinkable if our current video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain
programming that our residents want - programming such as HBO, the History Channel,
Disney, various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers
and consolidations in the video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could
suddenly shift from under a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular
channels. If our apartment community video provider loses the ability to bring in certain
channels while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those channels,
then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain
residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Nicholas C. Ellison
Ellison Development Co. L.L.c.

'\Cl~"PART()P%

~
MOST LNABLE CITY
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FOREST PROPERTIES
COMMERCIAL REAL ESTATE

DOCKET FILE copy ORIGINALFebruary 5, 2002

Mr William Caton
Acting Secretary
Feder.al Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re CS Docket No. 00-2/

Dear Mr Caton

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution of video programming.

At Forest Properties, we continue to seek the best possible video services for our
residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our
residents. To achieve top flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a
provider for a limited number of years and we demand that programming options keep
pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the Greensboro and Charlotte area. It
would be unthinkable if our current video provider was legally restricted from being able
to obtain programming that our residents want - programming such as mo, the History
Channel, Disney, various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent
mergers and consolidations in the video marketplace make us nervous that the ground
could suddenly shift from under a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the
popular channels. If our apartment community video provider loses the ability to bring in
certain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those
channels, then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract
and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

sinlerly,

;~J(k~L
Ste en L Clark
President



Morningside
ti200 LACH1~r: LANE' ALEXANDRL4" VA 22312 . 703'635'1180

February II, 2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 l2'h Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

RE: CS Docket NO:_00-2{

Dear Mr. Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive programming
contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) ofthe Communications Act of 1934, as amended,
which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds that such prohibition
continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in the distribution ofvideo
programming.

At The Towers at Morningside we continue to seek the best possible video services for our
residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our
residents. To achieve top flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a
provider for a limited number of years and we demand that programming options keep pace with
choices that are available elsewhere in the Washington, D.C. area. It would be unthinkable if our
current video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain programming that our
residents want - programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney, various sports
channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the video
marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a given video
provider's ability to obtain many of the popular channels. If our apartment community video
provider loses the ability to bring in certain channels while the property a couple ofblocks away
is able to bring in those channels, then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our
ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

i! ~~,~( ~\\~~~
I \ ~ \ I' " I \

\[ \ ,\ J \l I , I



CIJU. DOCKET FilE COpy ORIGINAL
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CENTRAL MANAGEMENT. INC. ~t!~,,!~~~,
February 5, 2002

Mr. William Caton, Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 L2 th Street, N. W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No., 00-2{

Dear Mr. Caton:

, 1262002

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(C)(2)(D) of the Communications Act 1934,
as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002 unless the Commission find that such
prohibition continues to be nccessary to preserve competition and diversity in the distribution
of video programming.

We continue to seek the best possible video scrvices for our residents. Video service that is
dependable and affordable is extremcly important to our residents. To achieve top flight
service t()r our residents; we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited number of
years and we demand that programming options keep pace with choices that are available
clsewherc in the area. It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was legally
restricted from being able to obtain programming that our residents want - programming such
as IlBO. The History Channel.. Disney, various sports channels and a whole host of other
programs. Reccnt mergers and consolidations in the video marketplace make us nervous that
the ground could suddenly shiti !fom under a given video provider's ability to obtain many of
the popular channels. If our apartment community video provider losses the ability to bring in
certain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those channels,
then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain
residents will sutTcr greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Sincerely.

ihf(~-
Victor E. Vacek. CPM '''. RPM

5444 Westheimer Suite 1925 Houston, Texas 77056 713 961-9777 Fax: 713 961-5730
www.cmiRealEstale.com E-Mail Address:vevcmi@ix.netcom.com
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Mr, William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'" Street, N,W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No, 00-2/

Dear Mr, Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission
finds that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and
diversity in the distribution of video programming,

At the Park Green Apartments we continue to seek the best possible video services
for our residents, Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely
Important to our residents, To achieve top flight service for our residents, we enter
into agreements with a provider for a limited number of years and we demand that
programming options keep pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the
greater Houston area, It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was
legally restricted from being able to obtain programming that our residents want 
programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney, various sports channels,
and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the
video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under
a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular channels, If our
apartment community video provider loses the ability to bring in certain channels
while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring in those channels, then
we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain
residents will suffer greatly,

ue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts,

No, of C.opies rac'd cJ>
UstABCDf

8100 Bellaire Blvd. Houston. Texas 77036 • (713) 774-2591 • Fax: (713) 774-2592
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Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h Street, NW.
\lVClshington. DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. ~0-2 (

Dear Mr. Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act
of 1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission
finds that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and
diversity in the distribution of video programming.

At the Georgetown Place Apartments we continue to seek the best possible video
services for our residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is
extremely important to our residents. To achieve top flight service for our residents,
we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited number of years and we
demand that programming options keep pace with choices that are available
elsewhere in Georgetown and the greater Austin area. It would be unthinkable if our
current video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain programming
that our residents want - programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney,
various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and
consolidations in the video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could
suddenly shift from under a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the
popular channels. If our apartment community video provider loses the ability to
bring in certain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is able to bring
In those channels, then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our
ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

No. 01 Copies rec'd /J
list ABCDE l..LL-_

80S Quail Valley Dr. • Georgetown, TX 78626 • Office: (512) 930-0021 • Fax: (512) 930-0898
georgetownplace@hotmail.com



February 6, 2002

Mr. William Caton, Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No: 00-2 /

Dear Mr, Caton:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL
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MAR 262002

--;c -MAILRQr" •

We are writing in strong support ofcontinuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628©(2)@D) ofthe Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution ofvideo progranuning.

At The Grove at Landmark, we continue to seek the best possible video services for our
residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our
residents. To achieve top flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a
provider for a limited number ofyears and we demand that programming options keep
pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the Triad area. It would be unthinkable
if our current video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain
programming that our resident want - programming such as HBO, Disney, various sports
channels, and a whole host ofother programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the
video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a
given video provider's ability to obtain many ofthe popular channels. Ifour apathueut
community video provider loses the ability to bring in certain channels, while the
property a couple ofblocks away is able to bring in those channels, then we will be faced
with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain residents will suffer
greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive progranuning contracts.

7J;~?J; .
D. Scott Frazier ~
The Grove at LandmarV

No, 01 Copies rec'd.-l,O-,,-__
UslABCDE

1402 B!idj~Jr(! Parkway· (;reensnom, \Jorth Colr(llina 27407
Tdephollt: U3(,) 834-0 J 84 • hl.lSimik (356) 8.34-H143

1-:- Jll<li I gnlVc!arldmark(?l'worldneLJrt. net



WELLSFORIl REAL PROPEBTIES, INC.
1600 \l'ynkoop ~tr('f"t. ~llite 202· Denver. Colorado 80202
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February 6, 2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'h Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No., 00-2/

Dear Mr. Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628 (c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution of video programming.

At Wellsford Real Properties Inc. we continue to seek the best possible video services
for our residents. Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely
important to our residents. To achieve top flight services for our residents, we enter into
agreements with a provider for a limited number of years and we demand that
programming options keep pace with choices that are available elsewhere in the Greater
Denver area. It would be unthinkable if our current video provider was legally restricted
form being able to obtain programming that our residents want - programming such as
HBO, the History Channel, Disney, various sports channels, and a whole host of other
programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the video marketplace make us
nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a given video provider's ability
to obtain many of the popular channels. If our apartment community video provider
loses the ability to bring in certain channels while the property a couple of blocks away is
able to bring in those channels, then we will be faced with a lot of unhappy residents and
our ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

No. 01 Copieli rec:·dw.C~],-·_
UstABCDE

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Sin.. cer~-- / ~fL,'
/ / / "'-I ,,_
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D/lvi M'5t'rong
. e President - Development

Nt'\\' York, N) • Demel'. CO



WENDOVER
HOUSING PARTNERS, INC.

I'ebruary 5,2002

!VIr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12'10 Street, N. W.
Washington, DC 20554

Rc: CS Docket No. 00-2/

Dcar ,\;lr. Caton:

UOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

.\..::':;::0 &ii,Sr'Eel t.Ll I
MAR 26 2Oll2

We arc writing in strong support of continuing the CUlTent prohibition on cxclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
lhm such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution of video programming.

At Spring Harbor Apat·tments we seek the best possible video services for om residents.
Video servicc that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our residents.
To achievc top-flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a provider
lill" a limited number of years and we demand that programming options keep pace with
choices that are availablc elsewhere in the Greater Orlando area. It would be unthinkable
i rour currcnt video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain
programming that our residents want ~ programming such as HBO, the History Channel,
Disncy, various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Rccent mergers
"nd consolidations in the video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could
suddenly shift fj'om under a given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular
channels. [f our apmiment community video provider loses the ability to bring in ccrtain
"Ilanncls. then we will bc faced with a lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract
,tlld retain residents will suffer greatly.

I'!case continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

No. of Copies rec'd,-,O~__
List ABCDE

._.------------
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Chesapeake
Bay

550 ST. ,MICHAELS WAY· NEWPORT NEWS, VA 23606 . 757.599.7873

February 8,2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, NW.
Washington, DC 20554

RE CS Dooket No, 00-2 ,

Dear Mr. Caton:

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive pregramming
contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) ofthe Communications Act of1934, as aJilendedt
which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds that such prohibitibn
continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in the distribution of V,jdeo
programmmg.

At Che!!llpeake Bay we coQ.tinue to seek the best possible video services for our residents.
Video service that is dependable and affordable is extremely important to our residents. To
achieve ~op flight service for our residents, we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited
numberbf years and we demand that programming options keep pace with choices that are
available elsewhere in the Greater Hampton Roads nllewaterlPeninsula area.. It",puld b~

unthinkable if our current video provider was legally restricted from being able to obt:ilin
programming that our residents want - programming such as HBO, the History ChanmH, Dislley,
various sports channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and consolidations
in the video marketplace make us nervous that the ground cQljld suddenly shift from under a
given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular channels. If our apartment
commullity video provider loses the ability to bring in certain charmels while the prQperty a
couple of blocks away is able to bring in thOse channels, then we will be faced with a40t of
unhappy residents and our ability tQ attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continull the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

Gab ele Schloemer
Ch apeake Ba.y

i!IUZ~~R
, ,

,



GREYSTAR- . ....-

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL Austin, TX

Charleston, SC

February 11,2002

Mr. William Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 00-21

Dear Mr. Caton:

_l.<EIVED & INSPECTED I
MAR 262002 .

I FCC -MAILROOM

Charlotte, NC

D.lllas, TX

Denver, CO

Houston, TX

Phoenix, AZ

San Antonio, TX

San Diego, CA

Tampa, FL

Theson, AZ

We are writing in strong support of continuing the current prohibition on exclusive
programming contracts contained in Section 628(c)(2)(D) of the Communications Act of
1934, as amended, which will expire on October 5, 2002, unless the Commission finds
that such prohibition continues to be necessary to preserve competition and diversity in
the distribution of video programming.

At Greystar Management Services, Inc. we continue to seek the best possible video
services for our communities and the 40,000 units we manage. Video service that is
dependable and affordable is extremely important to our residents. To achieve top flight
service for oUT residents, we enter into agreements with a provider for a limited number
of years and we demand that programming options keep pace with choices that are
available elsewhere in the great Phoenix area. It would be unthinkable if OUT current
video provider was legally restricted from being able to obtain programming that OUT
residents want - programming such as HBO, the History Channel, Disney, various sports
channels, and a whole host of other programs. Recent mergers and consolidations in the
video marketplace make us nervous that the ground could suddenly shift from under a
given video provider's ability to obtain many of the popular channels. If OUT apartment
community video provider loses the ability to bring in certain channels while the property
a cuuple of blocks away is abl~ io briilg in these CharJl~ls, then Vv'C will be faced with a
lot of unhappy residents and our ability to attract and retain residents will suffer greatly.

Please continue the current ban on exclusive programming contracts.

~~
Thomas K. Shelton, ®
Regional Partner
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