
December 14, 2006 
 
FILED ELECTRONICALLY 
 
Ms. Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C.  20554 
 

Re: Ex Parte Presentations in MB Docket No. 05-311 
 
Dear Ms. Dortch: 
 
 Pursuant to Section 1.1206 of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206, Knology, 
RCN, PrairieWave Communications, and Everest Connections, submits this notice of an ex parte 
presentation in the above-captioned proceeding. 
 
 On December 13, 2006, Felix Boccucci, Vice President, Business Development of 
Knology, Inc., Tom Steel, Vice President, Regulatory Affairs for RCN, Martin L. Stern, Legal 
counsel for The Broadband Service Providers Association (BSPA) and I, had meetings on behalf 
of the referenced companies with Commissioner Adelstein and Rudy Brioche, Legal Advisor to 
Commissioner Adelstein, Commissioner Tate and Christopher Robbins, Acting Legal Advisor to 
Commissioner Tate, Heather Dixon and Krista Witanowski, legal advisors to Commissioner  
Martin, and Cristina Pauze, Legal Advisor to Commissioner McDowell, to discuss the 
Commission’s rulemaking on cable franchise-related issues.  Mr. Stern did not attend the 
meeting with Cristina Pauze but Amy Mehlman, representing RCN, joined this meeting.   
 
 At these meetings we discussed the potential implications of franchise rules being 
considered by the FCC as they might relate to recently enacted state franchise rules and how 
these new FCC rules may or may not apply to existing competitive franchises that are up for 
renewal.  We also discussed the potential impact of new franchising rules in relation to existing 
franchises that face a new entrant that has a franchise based on the new rules. 
  

Respectfully submitted for, 
 
Knology, RCN, PrairieWave Communications, 
and Everest Connections 
 
By: /s/     

John Goodman, Executive Director, BSPA 
1735 New York Ave., N.W., Suite 700 
Washington, D.C.  20006 
(202) 661-3945 

Enclosure 
 
cc: Heather Dixon 
 Krista Witanowski 
 Rudy Brioche 
 Christopher Robbins 
 Cristina Chou Pauze 
 Bruce Gottlieb 
  



FCC Meetings 
Franchise Reform Discussion  

Representing: Knology, RCN, PrairieWave, Everest 
December 13, 2006 

 
Felix Boccucci, Vice President, Business Development, Knology 
Tom Steel, Vice President, Regulatory Affairs, RCN 
John Goodman, Executive Director, Broadband Service Providers Association 
Martin Stern, Preston Gates, Legal Counsel, Broadband Service Providers Association 
  
Background:  Most of the original competitive cable franchises were negotiated from 
1997-2000.  The business and investment environment at the time created franchise 
provisions that we would not agree to today and that have been determined to be a barrier 
to entry for new competitive franchises.  This history has contributed to the pursuit of 
franchise reform in Congress and the FCC.  Many of these original provisions were 
agreed to only if the incumbent operators would agree to similar new provisions when 
their franchises were renewed.  Unresolved debates on these issues have led many 
incumbent cable operators to operate under expired franchises.  The original competitive 
franchises are now starting to come up for their own renewals.  Whenever we have had 
an opportunity to deal with legacy competitive franchises as part of new State provisions 
we have generally been able to deal with the issues.   
 
Discussion Questions: 
 
    1. What application will the new proposed franchise rules have in States that have 
passed their own franchise reform statutes? 
       Recommendation: New FCC rules should not preempt State franchise rules. 
  
    2. What application will the new rules have to existing competitive franchises that are 
up for renewal? 
        Recommendation: The same rules should apply for competitive franchise renewals 
as they would for new competitive franchises.  This would also apply to incumbent cable 
franchises that face a competitive franchise. 
  
    3. What application will the new rules have on existing competitive franchises that are 
not up for renewal? 
        Recommendation:  Opt-in provisions were part of legislation passed in the House.  
Similar provisions were pending in the Senate.   When a new competitive provider enters 
a market, existing franchisees should have the ability to opt-in to the new rules.      
  
 


