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December 13, 2006 Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
Ex Parte
Chairman Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re:  Emplementation of Section 621(a)(1) of the Cable Communications Policy Act of 1984 as
amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, MB
Docket No. 05-311

Dear Chairman Martin:

This notice is to record the concerns of the Administration of the City of Duluth regarding the
upcoming FCC order on cable franchising. Qur comiments are summarized as follows:

1) The proposed rule eliminates incentive for providers to negotiate in good faith. Ifthe city and the
provider do not come to agreement within 90 days, the provider can proceed without an agreement.
They can then make money using our public land without considering local needs. This framework
would be unreasonable.

2) The proposed rule lacks a remedy for geographic discrimination. Public, Education and
Government Access, or PEG, are tools to engage our local communities in democracy. Democratic
participation should be for all, not based on a company business rule. The public-right-of-way is
owned by all in our community, not just those in an area lucky enough to be served. We believe that
inevitable market imbalances must be anticipated by the FCC, as they were by Congress, and that any
rule-making must provide these three elements:

A) A standard for identifying imbalances in service.

B) A party responsible for identifying the imbalance—logically, the municipality,

C) A means for prevention or remedy of the imbalance.

3) The proposed rule reduces the support for PEG or other community media services from what

Chiizens and Gaverrinent working together 1o provide an environwens in which
onr comnuinity crn enhance fis quality of life and continue to prosper
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is allowed by current Federal law, We believe this is an arbitrary reduction which will hurt our
communities. It is in direct contradiction to language authored by telephone compantes and already
passed in key states such as California and Texas. This reduction would eliminate a valued
community resource with no demonstrated effect on either subscriber price or level of competition.

4) The changes being proposed to the l]aw are dramatic. We believe that such changes to the law
should be made by Congress, not the FCC. These changes will slow competition by confusing the

legal framework. Such changes should be decided by law-makers. not the courts. The FCC should
not usurp Congressional authority. -

We look forward to working with the FCC to establish a process which supports both competition
and community fairness. Please contact us if you have questions or comments.

Sincerely,

s

HERB W, BERGSON
Mayor

CC: Commissioner Tate
Commissionar MacDowell
Comumissioner Adelstein
Comimissioner Copps

Citizens and Gavernmment working together fo provide an environutent in which
it coimnity can enhance its guality of life and comtintee to prosper
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Federal Commumications Commission
December 13, 2006 Offce of the Secretary
Ex Parte

Chairman Martin

Federal Communications Comimission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re:  Implementation of Section 621(a)(1) of the Cable Communications Policy Act of 1984 as
amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992, MB
Docket No. 05-311 -

Dear Chairman Martin;

This notice is to record the concerns of the Administration of the City of Duluth regarding the
upcoming FCC order on cable franchising. Our comments are summarized as follows:

1) The proposed rule eliminates incentive for providers to negotiate in good faith. 1fthe city and the
provider do not come to agreement within 90 days, the provider can proceed without an agreement.
They can then make money using our public land without considering local needs. This framework
would be unreasonable.

2) The proposed rule lacks a remedy for geographic discrimination. Public, Education and
Government Access, or PEG, are tools to engage our local communities in democracy. Democratic
participation should be for all, not based on a company business rule. The public-right-of-way is
owned by all in our community, not just those in an area lucky enough to be served. We believe that
inevitable market imbalances must be anticipated by the FCC, as they were by Congress, and that any
rule-making must provide these three elements:

A) A standard for identifying imbalances in service.

B) A party responsible for identifying the imbalance—logically, the municipality.

C) A means for prevention or remedy of the imbalance.

3) The proposed rule reduces the support for PEG or other community media services from what

Citizens ond Government working together to provide an envirenment in which
anr comminnity can enhance fis guality af tife and continte to prosper




218-730-5904 City of Duluth P&D 03:52:47 pam. 12-13-2006 33

December 13, 2006
Page 2

i3 allowed by current Federal law. We believe this is an arbitrary reduction which will hurt our
communities. Itis in direct contradiction to language authored by telephone companies and already
passed in key states such as California and Texas. This reduction would eliminate a valued
community resource with no demonstrated effect on either subscriber price or level of competition.

4) The changes being proposed to the law are dramatic. We befieve that such changes to the law
should be made by Congress, not the FCC. These changes will slow competition by confusing the

legal framework. Such changes should be decided by law-makers, not the courts. The FCC should
not usurp Congressional authority.

We look forward to working with the FCC to establish a process which supports both competition
and community fairness. Please contact us if you have questions or comments.

Sincerely _ _
HERB W, BERGSOﬁ
Mayor

CC: Commissioner Tate
Commissioner MacDowell
Commissioner Adelstein
Commissioner Copps

Citizens and Goavernunent working together to provide an envirenment in which
onr connnunity can enhance iis quality of life and continue to prosper
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Federal Communications Commission
Chairman Kevin J. Martin Office of the Secretary

Federal Commumications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

RE Implementation of Section 621(a)(1) of the Csble Communications

Dear Chairman Martin:

On behalf of the Center for Individual Freedom and its more than 250,000 supporters and
activists nationwide, I am writing to urge you and all other members of the Federal
Communications Commission to support the implementation and enforcement of “video
choice™ rules for video franchising, the “Section 621(a)” provisions. The current lack of
real choices for consumers in video services is harmful to our national economy and
competitiveness.

Currently, only a small handful of local jurisdictions have provided consumers genuine
choices in their respective markets. Consumers in most communities have only one, or
perhaps two, local video service carriers to choose from, rather than the myriad options
all Americans enjoy in comparable markets for telephone and Internet service. The
burdensomne barriers to competition that the current system has erected have created a
virtual monopolistic market, dominated by a few companies, controlling both prices and
the pace of innovation.

Indeed, such lack of competition violates the spirit of the 1992 Cable Act, which called
for a prohibition on unreasonable refusals to award competitive franchises. Competition
has been endorsed by Congress; the franchising process was meant to expedite video
competition, not hinder it. Yet, in the 14 years since Congress passed the original Act,
barriers have been erected to obstruct competition from ever reaching these markets.

In fact, there are competitors ready, willing and able to provide consumers alternative
choices to their current video service provider. But the current system, and the anti-
competitive barriers that it created, has made it too burdensome and inefficient for these
new competitors and their new technologies to reach consumers.

The proposed action before the FCC would remove the artificial and counterproductive
barriers to entry. It would establish reasonable deadlines for local franchising authorities
to rule on franchise applications. Right now, many video service competitors are kept in
limbo by local authorities, who refuse to rule on their application one way or the other.

Moo f’mwrech

IL; JLVUL.

113 South Colombos Street » Suite 34 « Aloandris, VA 22314
Phone: 703.735.5836 o Fax: 703.535.5K38

www.cfif.org
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Advocating the need for more video platforms
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December 12, 2006 DEC 1 3 2008

Fedaral Communicationg Commission
| . | Office of the Secretary
Chairman Kevin Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Implementation of Section 621{a}(1) of the Cable Commuanications Policy Act of 1984 as

We write on behalf independent content providers who stand ready to provide the American public
with a more diverse set of viewpoints and information as a result of new entry into the video
distribution market. We strongly urge the Commission to act now in order to hasten competitive entry
into the video market by addressing problem areas with the current local franchising process that delay
or prevent video competition.

There is an urgent need for new competitors in the video distnbution market. Not only have cable
prices been rising at alarming rates over the past decade but incumbent cable operators are stifling
programming diversity and localism. Independent networks, as a group, are excluded under the
current structure.

Recent research indicates that under the current market structure, the top video distribution networks
carried—on a non-premium, national basis—less than 1% of chanmels with no media affiliation. A
number of studies, including one by the GAO as well as academic studies, confirm that the top cable
operators are much more likely to carry their own affiliated channels than independents. At the same
time, independent channels have been shown to cost less than 1/3 of what affiliated channels cost. So
independent channels apply downward pricing pressure on what the consumer pays. The best way to
ensure diversity of information sources, lower prices for cable TV, higher quality programming and
more consumer choice is to create an environment that allows for the rapid deployment of more
platforms and greater competition which will also create more competition in the content space.

New entry intc the video market will give independent programmers significant, additional
opportunities for carriage. First, many new entrants, including the traditional telephone companies, are
building new fiber optic networks, which have the capacity for carriage of a greater number of
channels than do networks currently used by incumbent cable operators. Second, most new entrants do
not own programming and, therefore, do not have the incentive to discriminate against independent
PO Box 14917, Tallakassee, Florida 323t7 ) ,

Phone: (880) 539-1478 Mo, af Copies red C‘_a-—~

Fax: (850} 215-5753 Lis, ARCUE
www.videoaccessallignee.org
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programmers in making carriage selections. Instead, these providers have a strong incentive to offer
the diverse programming of independent content providers in order to differentiate themselves and to
better compete against incumbent cable providers. Making such programming available to the public is
important to our democracv. The carriage of independent content providers increases the diversity of
infonnation sources and contributes to ideas in the marketplace.

New entrants, unlike their cable predecessors, are showing a willingness to carry such important
content. Adopting regulations that encourage rapid new entry into the video market will promote
programming diversity and localism. We, therefore, encourage you to act now to address the aspects
of the current local franchising process that frustrate the pro-competitive mandate of Section 621 and
that delay or prevent more widespread video competition and broadband deployment. Taking this vital
step will help ensure that independent content providers have the opportunity to coatribute their
valuable voice to the marketplace of ideas.

Sincerely,

(e {Snnsin.
Jaha Jo T
Chairwoman

Video Access Alliance
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Federal Commumcatmns Commission
Office of the Secretary

p 1280 fonnoellcut Avenue NW Sulte 401, Washington DC 20036
‘ znz-amu 202-466-49108fax mmﬂnm lefoguptionaibee.om

Decernber 12 2006
EX -PARTE

Chairman Kevin Martin .
Federal Commumcat;ons Commission
445 12" Street, SW.
- Washington, DC. 20554 .
B DOCKET NO: os-sri

Re: Implementation of Secﬁon 621 (a)(1) of the ( ‘able Communications Policy Act
- of 1984 as: Amended by the Cable Television Con: mmer Protection and Competition
Act of 1992 o

' _Dear Chainnan Marﬁn: '

The National Black Chamber of Commerce is a busi:jess association representing 95,000
Black owned businesses and provides an advocacy t: 1at reaches one million Black owned
~ businesses. We have 190 affiliated chapters domest: g,ally and globally, and are nonprofit,
. nonpartisan and nonsectarian dedicated to the economxc empowerment of African
| Amcncan commupiies. :

~ We wnte on be.half of the tmlhons of American cons: umers who have seen their cable
bills skyrocket over the past decade and, therefore, démand and deserve a greater choice
- . in video service praviders. We strongly urge the Coinmission to hasten competitive entry
- into the video market by streamlining the local franchising process, which has proven to
-be a significant barmrier to 'video competition. The Cnpumss:on should act now to adopt
meaningful rules i in this proceedmg that will encour: ge video competition and broadband

deployment.

The promise of widespread video competition is nov: stronger than ever. New entrants
" into the video market — including the traditional teley ;honc companies — are investing -
billions of dollars to build state-of-the-art fiber netw: }rks that can deliver hundreds of
o channe]s of programmmg, enhanced interactivity, and blazing fast broadband speeds. We
* urge the Commission to adopt rules to address the otistacles pOSCd by the current video
' franchzsmg process so that these competitive and 1nr\pvat1ve services may be made

No. of Coples recd 0
List ABCDE
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~ available to as many Americans as qu1ckly as possi: :le There is simply no justification
for allowing local authorities to frustrate the pro-co: hpeuuve policy of Section 621(a) of
the Cable Act by unlawfully delaymg or, in some ir. $tances, even foreclosing, video
compeuuon

“The Comrmssxon recently found that from 1995 to . 005 cable rates have risen 93 percent.
At the same time, the Commlssmn has also found tt:at since 1996, the prices of every
other communjcations service have declined while ciable rates have risen year, after year.
These figures come as no surprise given the lack of wircline competmon in the video
distribution market. Wrhile satellite providers have Ieen steadily gaining customers, FCC
data indicates that only the competition from a secosid wireline cable operator exerts a
downward pressure on prices. ‘Unfortunately, less thn two percent of commumuas have
the ‘benefits of such’ compennon i
New entry into the video market can be expected to. .iehver tremendous benefitsto
- consumers. Not only should increased competition 1nng lower cable prices, but it will
- also generate greater programming diversity and mcse service options. . In addition, by
.. removing barriers to entry into'the video market, the Com:mssuon will achieve its goal of -
- promoting greater broadband deployment. As the C ommission has recognized, the
revenues realized from video offerings will help fun.| the roli-out of the next-generatxon
“broadband networks over wluch those services will | 3e delivered.

‘ Consumers need the beneﬁts of video compeuuon f( r which they have been wmtmg for

“over a decade, mcludmg rehef from ever-rising cabl; bills and improved service
offerings. They also need mcreased access to statc-uf the-art broadband networks that -
will allow them to function more effectively in the w brkforce and participate more fully
in our society. As the record in this proceeding docnrnents, several aspects of the local
franchising process pose an ‘obstacle to these goals and run afoul of the Cabie Act. We
urge you to act now. to address the problems with the:icurrent local franchising process in
order to speed new entry into the video distribution market and spur on in creased
broadband deploymenL

y Smcerely, _
 ”#»70 AQM‘

 HARRY C.ALFORD
- President/CEOQ .
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The Bronx Community C‘ab_le Programming Corporation
A AT A ET AT St
ONXNET
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DEC 1 3 2008

12/13/06
3 Federal Communicationg Commission
Offica of the Sscratary

Chairman Kevin J. Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Traplementation of Scerion 62 1(a)(1) of the Cable Communications Policy Act of 1984 as
amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
MB Docket Na. 05-311

Dear Chairman Martin,

BRONXNET is the independent not-for-profit community media center serving the
people of the Bronx., We unite with Alliance for Community Media members in calling
for compctition without destruction of local, community controlled media.

1) The proposed rule eliminates incentive for providers to negotiate in good faith. If the
city and the provider do not come to agreement within 90 days, the provider ¢an proceed
without an agreement. They can then make billions of dollars using our public land
without considering local needs. This framework would be unreasonable.

2) The proposed rule lacks a remedy for geographic discrimination. Public, Education
and Govermment Access, or PEG, are tools to engage our local communities in
Democracy. Democratic participation should be for ali, not based on a company business
rule. The public-right-of-way is owned by all in our community, not just those in an area
lucky enough ta be served. We belicve that incvitable market imbalances must be
anticipated by the FCC, as they were by Congress, and that any rule making must provide
these three elements;

A) A standard for identifying imbalancces in service.

B) A party responsible for identifying the imbalance—logically, the municipality.

C) A means for preventiom or remedy of the imbalance.

3) The proposed rule reduces the suppart for PEG or other community media services
from what is allowed by current Federal law. We believe this is an arbitrary reduction,
which will hurt our communities. 1 is in direct contradiction to language authored by
telephone companies and alrcady passed in key states such as California and Texas, This
reduction would climinate a valued community resource with no demonstrated effect on
either subscriber price or level of competition.

4) The changes being proposed to the law are dramatic. We believe that such changes to
the law should be made by Congress, not the FCC. These changes will slow competition

Len
e O s SmEn oMl Bronw, NY 10468.1589 | Tel (718)560-1180 | fax (715) 960636
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hy confusing the legal framework. Such chanees should be decided by jawmakers. not
the courts. The FCC should not usurp Congressional authority.

We've trained thousands of residents in media production and provide zeeess 1o studios,
cquipient, channels and other resources so they might engage in civie participation
through medja. Each year BRONXNET trains hundreds of intermediate school, high
school, and college students through our Training Program for Future Media
Professionals. We provide access and training 1o not for profits so they may deliver
important information to the public regarding health, cducation, and social services. All
of this and other scrvices that stations like BRONXNET provide, contributes 1o
community development and economic vitality in our society, while furthering our
democracy. We look forward to working with the FCC to establish a process, which
supports both competition and community fairness. Please contact us if you have
questions or comments.

Executive Director
BRONXNET

250 Bedford Park Boulevard West
BRONX, NY 10468

(718) 960-7158
max@bronxnet.org

CC:  Christina Pauze
Chris Robbins
Hcather Dixon
Rudy Brioche
Bruce Gotilieb
The Bronx Congressional Delegation

Sl I T O e
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FILED/ACCEPTED
Chairman Martin
Federal Communications Commission DEC 1 3 2008
445 1..'2‘ll Sweet, S.W. Federal Communications Commission
Washingron, DC 20554 Office of the Secretary

Re: Implementation of Section 621(2)(1) of the Cable Comununications Policy Act of 1984 as
amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protection and Competition Act of 1992,
MR Docket No. 05-311

Dear Chairman Martin,

This Fax follows up a conversation with your office.
I was instructed to communicate by Fax

We unite with Alliance for Community Media members in calling for competition
without destruction of local, community controlled media.

1) The proposed rule eliminates incentive for providers to negotiate in good faith. If the
city and the provider do not come 1o agreement within 50 days, the provider can proceed
withouf an agreement. They can then make billions of dollars using our public land
without considering local needs. This framework would be unreasonable.

2) The proposed rule lacks a remedy for geographic discrimination. Public, Education
and Government Access, or PEG, are tools to engage our local communities in

democracy. Democratic participation should be for all, not based on a company business
rule. The public-right-of-way is owned by all in our community, not just those in an area
lucky enough to be served. 'We believe that inevitable market imbalances must be
anticipated by the FCC, as they were by Congress, and that any rule-making must provide
these three elemnents:

A) A standard for identifying imbalances in service.

B) A party responsible for identifying the imbalance—J]ogically, the municipality.

C) A means for prevention or remedy of the imbalance.

3) The proposed tule reduces the support for PEG or other community media services
from what is allowed by current Federal law. We believe this is an arbitrary reduction
which will hurt our communities. It is in direct contradiction to language authored by
telephone companies and already passed in key states such as California and Texas. This
reduction would eliminate a valued community rescurce with no demonstrated effect on
either subscriber price or level of competition.

4) The changes being proposed to the law are dramatic. We believe that such changes t0
the law should be made by Congress, not the FCC. These changes will slow competition




#12-13-2006  01:48PW  FROM- \ T~487  B.003/003  F-T28

by confusing the legal framework. Such changes should be decided by law-makers. not
the courts. The FCC should not usurp Congressional authority.

We look forward to working with the FCC to establish a process which supports both
competition and community faimess. Please contact us if you have questions or
comments.

/

4% J@m

Public Access Director
New Bedford Cable Access
918 S. Rodney French blvd
New Bedford, MA 02744

CC: Christina Pauze
Chris Robbins
Heather Dixon
Rudy Brioche
Bruce Gottlieb
Representarive Barney Frank
Senator John Kerry
Senator Edward Kennedy
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December 13, 2006

Te:  The Honorable Kevin J. Martin, Fax: (202) 412-2801 Tel: (202)418-1000
Chairman
and
Heather Dixon, Legal Advisor, Media
Issues, Office of Chairman Martin
Federal Communications Commission

From: Elizabeth Park

Re:  Implementation of Section 621(a)(1} of the Cable Communications Policy Act of
1984 as amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protecrion and Competition
Act of 1992, MB Docket No. 05-311 — Ex Parte Communication

[ Original(s) to follow Number of pages, Including cover: 5"

Dear Chairman Martin and Ms. Dixon;

The following is a courtesy copy of an ex parte submission filed by Hawaiian Telcom
Communications, Inc. in Docket No. 05-311 earlier today. Please contact the undersigned if you
have any questions regarding this filing.

Regards,

Liz Park
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Office of the Secretary
December 13, 2006
The Honorable Kevin Martin The Honorable Michzae! Copps
Chairman Cormmissioner
Federal Communications Commission Federal Communications Commission
445 12 Street, SW, Room 8 B201 445 1™ Street, SW, Room 8 B1151
Washington, D.C. 20554 Washington, D.C, 20554
The Honerable Deborah Taylar Tate The Honorable Jonathan Adelstein
Commissioner Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission Federal Commumications Commission
445 12" Street, SW, Room 8 A204 445 12 Strect, SW, Room 8 A302
Washingtan, D.C. 20554 Washington, D.C, 20554

The Honorable Robert M. McDowell
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW, Room 8 €302
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:  Implementarion of Section 621(a)(1) of the Cable Communications
Policy Act of 1984 as amended by the Cable Television Consumer Protection

and Competition et of 1997, MB Docket No. 05-311 — Ex Parte Communication

Dear Chairman Martin and Comrmissioners Adelstein, Copps, Tate and McDowell:

Hawaiian Telcom Communications, Inc. (“Hawaiian Telcom™), through its operating subsidiaries,
currently provides local exchange, long-distance, wireless, broadband and information services 1o
customers in Hawaii, and plans 1o offer Internet-protocol-based television services (*IPTV™) using its
existing dipital subscriber line (“DSL™) facilities. On February 13, 2006, Hawalian Telcom filed
Comments in response to the Commission’s Notice of Proposed Rulemaking in the above-captioned
proceeding (FCC 05-189, rel. Nov. 18, 2005). Subsequently, the State of Hawaii and Hawalian Telcom
have been working cooperatively to process Hawaiian Telcom’s franchise application. Hawaiian Telcom
respectfully submits these supplemental comments to address the particular concern of “institutional
network™ or “I-NET” requirements permitted by the Communications Act of 1934, as amended (“Act’) to
be imposed by state and local franchising authorities (LFAs).
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As noted in Chairman Martin’s recent remarks 10 the forum hosted by the Phoenix Center, the
Commission’s record confirms the local franchising process can pose an unreasonable barrier 10 entry.
Chairman Martin specificelly mentioned LFA inaction, franchise fee issues, and unreasonable build-out
requirements as examples of aspects of the franchising process that have proven problematic for new
entrants. If also should be recognized that unreasonehble I-NET requirements can be just as problematic
for new entrants and are another agpect of the franchising process that potentially can be so onerous as to
constitute “unreasonably refus[ing] to award an additional competitive franchise™ (Section 621(2) of the
Act). .

In its quest to obtain more facilities and equipment for local government use pursuant to the authority
granted to it to impose I-NET requirements, an LFA may as a result create an unnecessary barrier to the
introduction of competition in the video marketplace and thercby delay or deny a competitive
marketplace, While LFAs are entitled to consider the benefits of additional I-NET facilities, such benefits
should be outweighed by the benefits of competition. A national policy promoting competition in the
video marketplace and providing rational guidelines on the imposition of I-NET and other conditions
would assist LFAS in establishing franchise conditions that best serve the public interest. I-NET
requirements, while permissible under the Act, should not be unlimited for a new entrant but rather
subject to rational limitations such as being in proportian to the new entrant's presence in the market.
New entrants with no market share and limited multichannel video programming distribution (MVPD)
capability in the market should not have the same [-NET requirements as the incumbent cable provider
with 2 dominant market position and facilities deployed throughout the market, Otherwise, I-NET
requirements could effectively prevent pricing the fledgling service at rates thar are both affordable and
competitive with those of the incumbent provider.

Chairman Martin also noted that in-kind contributions required by localities that are unrelated to the
provision of video service can hinder new entrants, and that requests of a local franchising anthority that
are unrelated to the provision of video service should count towards the 5% cap on franchise fees. I-NET
requirements have no relationship with the quantity, quality, type or terms of video service offered to the
public in the local franchising area. In addition, I-NET is not related in any way to the LFA's statutory
role regulating the use of public rights-of-way, I-NET is simply another in-kind benefit that should count
against the 5% cap. Otherwise, I-NET requirements could constitute an unreasonable barrier to entry,
making market entry economically impossible for Hewaiian Telcom and other potential new franchisees.
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In conclusion, Hawaiian Telcom supports the Commission’s goal of accelerating broadband development
by ensuring that the local frenchising process does not unreasonably hinder competitive entry into the
video marketplace. Hawaiian Telcom urges the Commission to treat new entrants into the MVPD market
as it has treated new entrants into the telecommunications market. To advance its goal, the Commission
should precmpt any state and local franchising requirements that cause an unreasonable delay, cost or
burden on new IPTV entrants, including limiting LFAs’ ability to require I-NET and other in-kind
contributions unrelated to the provision of video service as conditions to obtaining a franchise.

Sincerely,

’

Michael 5..Ruley
Chief Executive Officer
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Providing the people and interest groups of the Sun Prairie area with non-commercial Cable Access




