~ CITY COUNCIL MEETING ’j

MAY 4, 1983

COUNCIL OPPOSES
"~ 8.66 (GOLDWATER)

RES. NO. 83-33 Following introduction of the matter by City Manager Glaves, .
. Council, on motion of Mayor Pro Tempore Snider, Pinkerton -
s second, adopted Resolution No. 83-33 opposing S.66
i (Goldwater) which bill seeks to usurp local authority over
cable television.




CITY COUNCIL

. EVELYN M. OLSON, Mayor

JOHN R {Randy) SNIDER
Mayor Pro Tempore

ROBERT C MURPHY
JAMES W. PINKERTON, jr.
FRED M REID

CITY OF LODI

CITY HALL, 221 WEST PINE STREET
POST OFFICE BOX 320
LODI, CALIFORNIA 95241
(209) 334-5634

- Sy

HENRY A. GLAVES s
City Manager

ALICE M REIMCHE
City Clerk

RONALD M STEIN
City Attorney

May 9, 1983

League of California Cities
1400 "X" Street ‘
Sacramento, CA 95814

Gentlemen:

Fnclosed herewith please find a Certified copy of Resolution No.
83-33 of the City Council of the City of Lodi opposing S.66
(Goldwater), which bill seeks to usurp local authority aver Cable
Television which was adopted by the Lodi City Council at its
regular meeting of May 4, 1983.

Very truly yours,

Alice M. Reimche
City Clerk

AMR: 33
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RESOLUTION NO. 83-33

RESOLUTION OPPOSING S.66 (GOLDVATER),
WHICH BILL SEEKS TO USURP LOCAL AUTHOQITY
OVER CABLE TELEVISION

WHEREAS, the National League of Cities (NIC) and the National Cable
Television Association (NCTA) has negotiated a compromise on S.66
(Goldwater) .

WHEREAS, the compromise is inconsistent with California Policy in
the following areas:

(a) The buyout provisions conflict with our position
. that these are properly the subject of franchise
negotiations;

(b) The non—grandfathering will invalidate existina
contracts freely negotiated;

(c) The renewal standards \)irtually guarantee renewal
of any franchise;

(d) The rate deregulation provisions contain no consumer
protection provisions; and

(e) The preclusion of local regulation of service may be
so broad as to preclude regulation of even access to
adult programming.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Lodi does hereby oppose S.66 (Goldwater) and the oompromise as
approved by the Board of the National League of Cities.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of
Lodi does hereby urge the League of California Cities to work with
its member cities to develop specific legislative provisions to
protect the ability of local jurisdictions to negotiate and enforce
local cable franchises.

pDated: May 4, 1983

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 83-33 was
passed and adopted by the City Council of the
City of Iodi in a regular meeting held May 4, 1983
by the following vote:

Ayes: Council Members - Snider, Murphy, Pinkerton,
and Olson (Mayor)

Noes: Council Members - None
- Absent: Council Members -~ I}ei‘?‘- .

I .
Alice M. Reiwche
City Clerk

83-33




CONCERNS re S§5.66

Renewal

- protect ability to get up-to-date or "state-of-the art"
systems

- protect indirect avoidance of the grandfather clause
(which becomes non-effective when franchise is renewed)
provided that operator may apply for renewal no sooner
than 36 months before expiration

- protect cities from antitrust suits if they go through
the renewal procedure

- clarify standard of court's review of nonrenewal

Grandfather Clause

- make sure the "significant change of circumstances"
escape clause is not a loophole a loop may be driven
through

- clarify whether &/or how the bill applies to 2-way service

Rate Deregplation

- protect California's law, or, as a fallback, get consumer
protection authority in federal law

Preemption

- clarify the non-preemption clause

~ provide a non-preemption or grandfather .clause for stricter
local standards on consumer privacy protection

Franchise Fees

- clarify that the definition does not preclude levying or
collection of utility user taxes, or possessory/interest
taxes .
. ’ N r £, 0.
- a/"'/[l(/ﬁ' 127 st LA S MR A/ e
Purchases

- make sure the "fair market value" does nct give the operator
a premium for holding a franchise.
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May 3, 1983 %H EERCHE
CITY Cl 2R

Mrs. Alice Reimche

City Clerk, City of Lodu.
221 West Pine

Lodi, California 95240

Dear Alice:

I have received word that the National League of Cities'
board unanimously endorsed a resolution opposing the
National League of Cities' compromise on the Goldwater
Bill.

I believe this action by the League's board is in the
best interests of the California cities and in the best
traditions of League representation of those cities.

I particularly want to thank you for your support in this
critical area. I am sure that your shpport will have a
dramatic effect upon the California ngressional delegation
at a minimum and more probably the Hguse of Representatives
at large.

Thanks again for your support.

y yours,

N

RENTON A. BLEIER
ttorney at Law

BAB/ sk

cc: PRobert E. Smith,
Executive Director
Sacramento Metropolitan
Cable Television Commission
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CITY COUNCIL ‘ HENRY A GLAVES, ¢
City Manager

CITY OF LODI

JOHN R. (Randy) SNIDER AticE M RE'MccHifv Cleck

Mayor Pro Tempore CITY HALL, 221 WEST PINE STREET

RORERT G. MURPHY POST OFFICE BOX 320 RONALD M- STEIN

JAMES W PINKERTON, }r. LODI, CALIFORNIA 95241 City Attorney

FRED M REID (209) 334-5634

May 9, 1983

Honorable Senator

Alan Cranston

229 Russell Senate Office Bldg.

wWashington, D. C. 20510

Dear Senator Cranston:

Enclosed herewith please find a Certified copy of Resolution No.
83-33 of the City Council of the City of Lodi opposing S.66
(Goldwater), which bill seeks to usurp local authority over Cable
Television which was adcpted by the Lodi City Council at its
reqular meeting of May 4, 1923.

Very truly yours,

Lo famoker

City Clerk

AMR: 3]




CITY COUNCIL

EVELYN M. OLSON, Mayor

JOHN R (Randy) SNIDER
Mayor Pro Tempore

ROBERT C MURPHY
JAMES W PINKERTON, Ir.
FRED M REID

iy X
CITY OF LODI

CITY HALL, 221 WEST PINE STREET
POST OFFICE BOX 320
LODI, CALIFORNIA 95241

(209} 334-5634

May 9, 1983

Honorable Congressman

Norman Shurway

1150 West Robinhood, Dr., Suite 1-A
Stockton, CA 95207

Dear Congressman Shumway:

Enclosed herewith please find a Certified copy of Resolution No.

83-33 of the City Council of the City of Lodi opposing S.66
(Goldwater), which bill seeks to usurp local authority over Cable
Television which was adopted by the Lodi City Council at its

regular meeting of May 4, 1983,

AMR: 3}

Very truly yours,

\y
4&&0 - e
Ali.ce M. Re‘ { }
City Clerk

Fusly
HENRY A. GLAVES, |r
City Manager

ALICE M REIMCHE
City Clerk

RONALD M STEIN
City Attorney
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April 7, 1983

Dear Cable Television Officer:

Pending federal legisiation may threaten to erode the ability ot your City Counclil to
negotiate and enforce cable television franchises. The Board of Directcrs of the
Sacramento Metropolitan Cable Television Commission has authorized its staff to ac-
tively work with other cities to defeat S.66, the Goldwater Bill, which seeks to usurp
local authority over cable televislion.

The Board of the Natlonal League of Cities recently approved compromise {anguage for
S.66. Many cities feel as we do, that this compromise is not in the best interest of
cable subscribers. Member cities of the NLC were not consulted prior to the approval
of this compromise.

In a hastily called meeting in Washington D.C., over 25 cities met to discuss the NLC
compromise. A second meating of cities is scheduled for April 20th in Washington D.C.

it is critical that cities join together in upposition to the NLC compromise. If,
after conducting your own analysis, you wish to express your opposition, the following
steps are recommended:

1) Adopt 2 Resolution similar to the attached sample opposing the NLC compromise
and articulating your specific concerns with S.66 and the compromise language.
Send copies of this Resolution to the NLC, the League of California Citles,
the Senate and House Communication Sub-Committees, and your congressional dele-
gation. Please forward copies of your approved Resolutions to my office. 4

2) Attend a meeting in Los Angeles on April 22nd to discuss developments in Wash-
ington and further action California cities and the League of Calitornia Cities
could take. This meeting is being coordinated by Michael Stover, Assistant
Clty Manager for Lakewood, and will take place in the City of El Segundo.
Directions are attachec

The Board of the League of California Cities is meeting on April 29th and will be dis~
cussing S5.66 and the NLC compromise. !t is Important that the Board hear from member
cities regarding the potential Iimpact of federal cable deregulation.

R AR

If you have any questions or need more information, please call me at (916) 440-6661
or Michae! Stover at (213} 866-9771 ext. 214.

Sincerely,

SRR N
SPERANZA AVRAM, Cable Coordinator
Sacramento Metropolitan Cable

Television Commission

SA:ab
Attachments
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RESCLUTION NO.

RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF

CF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA EXPRESSING OPPOSITION
TO LANGUAGE ENTITLED "COMPROMISE BETWEEN NATIONAL
LEAGUE OF CITIES AND NATIOMNAL CABLE TELEVISION
ASSOCIATION ON FEDERAL CABLE LEGISIATION".

WHEREAS, under the existing state law, the governing body of a
city, county, or city and county may grant a cable television franchise; and

WHEREAS, the City (or Count =~ of has

issued (will issue) a franchise to a cable operator to provide cable services;

WHEREAS, on March 4, 1983, the Natioral League of Cities and the
National Cable Television Association agreed to compromise language regarding
federal cabl: legislstion whiclh: substantially impacts ssid franchise agree-
ment; and

WHEREAS , the Board of the National League of Cities approved this
language on March 6, 1983; and

WHEREAS , the Board of the Nationsl League of Cities did not con-
sult with member cities before approving said compromise langusge; and

WHLREAS, specifie provisions in said compromise language are in
direct confljct with local laws which have been enacted by the City of

(Ceunty of)

1) The definition of concurrent jurisdicticn between local
franchising authorities and the federal government removes
the areas of access, service and facility requirements,
renewal or extension of firanchises, among the other areas
from exclusive local jurisdiction.

2) Cable operator will no longar be contractually bound to

provide services originaliy offered,



3) Renewal tests as outlined are vague and will result in
essentially automatic renewal of franchise.

4) Requirement that all franchises be brought into compliance
within one year impairs contracts fairly and voluntarily
negotiated and is a usurpation of local government's rights,
and

- 5) (Specific areas of concern to your franchise agreement)

WHEREAS, the Board of the National League of Cities should have
consulted with its member cities prior to approving said compromise language,
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City of (County of)

opposes the compromise language as approved by the

Board of the National League of Cities,

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City of (County of)

urge thae Board of the League of California Cities to oppose the

compromise as approved by the National League of Cities on March 6, 1983,

BE IT FURTHER F :SOLVED, that the City of (County of)

forward it's specific concerns to the NLC, it's congressional delegation and
urge the League of California Cities to work with its member cities to develop %
epecific legislative provisions to protect the ability of local jurisdictions
to negotiate and enforce local cable franchises,

On a motion by , seconded by

. the fo: soing Resolution was passed and adopted by

on this _ day of .

1983, by the following vote, to wit:

P I SO A T
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COMPARISOM OF KEY n.mnm OF 8. 66 AND SUBSTITUTE BILL
:'! .
8. 66 Substicute Bill ‘. Caty Position

1. Isterfaresce with Existing Tranchises must be browght iato Franchises must be browght into com-
Cen’irsctual Ralations compliance vith Bill within 90 pliance with Bill within 1 yesr. (ia-
days. corporates compromise)
2. Pedersl Standards/Excle- Exclusive federal juriddiction Exclusive federal jurisdictiom over
sive Yederal Jurisdictioan over matters in Bill matters in Bill; local authorities

have jurisdiction over mstters strictly
of local concern and within the police
power. (imncorporates compromise in part)

3. Mumicipal Ownership/Renewal Cicy requirsd to pay fair merket At expiration of term, city vequired to
value for system based on om- | pay fair msrket value for system, to be
going bueiness rzlue of system; determined by arbitrstion. Upom ter-
city prohilbited from demying re- minstion for material breach, court re-
nowal if franchisee satisfies views termination de novo and deter-
federally-impored standards. mines purchase price to be aid by city.

City prohibited from demying remewsl if
franchisee satisfies federally-impnued

standards; denial of reneval subject to
court veview. (incorporates compromise)

4. Rute Repulation City may ropulate rates for basic For existing franchises, city with 4
scrvicae (definod as broadcast t.v. stations (at least 3 motwork sffile
signais) ond for public, govern- iates) prohidited from regulating dasic
ment, and access channels; PCC servize rates sfter S years or alter

may vemove rate regulatory author- half the remaining term of franchiss.

ity if there are reasonably avail- 1f franchise swarded after sffcctive

able slternatives to basic ser- date of Bill (6 mos. after snactmeat),

vics. - eity with 4 t.v. stations prohibited
from all rate regulation. While rates
ste regulated, operator may sutemsti-
cally increase rates 5% or the region—
al CPl. (incorporates compromise)

%/ The summary of the provisions of the Substitute Bill is based on a Senate staff working draft that wes relessed om Mondsy, Merch 21, 1983, .
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FEDERAL CABTE LEGISLATTON:

TOO MUCH, TON SOON

* Find out what you can do to stop federal cable lezislation which
threatens to take away your ahility to negotiate and enforce cable

franchises,

* Join with other cities to make sure cahble subscrikers are protected.

s Mavors, Councilmembers, and Cakle office staff
VFEN: FRIDAY, April 22, 1983 - 9:0% am. to 4:00 pm.

"VHERE: JOSIYN CENTER - City of El Segundo - 339 Sheldon
N From L..A, airport go South on Sepelveda to Grand Avenue,
Yest {right} on Grand A-cnuc to Sheldon
North (right) on Sheldon to JOSLYN CENTER - turn into
park.
For more directions, call El Segundo City Kall:

213-322-14€70

For more information contact: Michael Stover, City of lLakewonod

213-86£-9771

— e D S AR GWD Gt e e G mE G G e D G Ge G awt  GMer My G e e M S SRS s G G e M map  eaD S TR S

ABLE MEETING RESERVATION FORM
Yes, 1 plan to attend the Cahle meeting.

No, I cannot attend, but please keep me informed,

Piease mail reservation form to: Cable Meeting, City of Lakewood
50590 Clark Avenue

Lakewood, CA. 90712



R. BURNETT MILLER
Mayor
City Hall, Room 205
Sacramento, Cabfornia 75814
{916) 449-5407

“March 31, 1983

The Honorable Charles Royer
President, National League of Cities
600 Fourth Avenue

Seattle, Washington 98704

Dear Mr. Royer:

After reviewing the NLC/NCTA compromise language regarding
proposed federal cable legislation approved on March 6th, 1
was dismayed not only with the process utilized to reach
this compromise, but also its specific terms. As written,
this "compromise” could jeopardize the entfire franchising
process undertaken by the City of Sacramento; yet, we had
no opportunity to express our views prior to its adoption.

For the past three years, and with more than 40 public hear-
ings, our City and the County of Sacramento has negotiated a
comprehensive franchise ordinance and agreement which seeks

to protect the public interest of cable subscribers. The

NLC compromise language, combined with the provisions of S.66,
threaten to remove our ability to enforce this locally nego-
tiated contract. Our specific concerns relate to the inability
to enforce offers of service over the cable system, as well as
the provision that "buy-out" must be at fair market value upon
termination of the franchise.

The NLC Board approved this compromise prior to soliciting
comments from member citifes. I am particularly angry over
this disregard of the impact such a compromise could have on
our local operation.

Sacramento met with twenty-one other cities in Washington D. C.
on March 24th to express its concern over the compromise. I
would 1ike to add our voice of protest and request that the
Board of the NLC take the followirng action:

1) Hold a special meeting for the purpose of reconsidering
and withdrawing its approval of the cable compromise.



© e

The Honorable Charles Royer
March 31, 1983

Page 2

o 2)

3)

4)

At that meeting, views and opinfons from dissatisfied
cities should be heard and considered.

Solicit, through a special mailing, the responses of
member citfes to the compromise proposal.

Actively seek time from all approprfate congressional
committees and sub-committees to allow for responses
from NLC member cities on federal cable legislation.

1f, after evaluating the responses of members, it is
determined that there 1s a need for federal cable legis-
lation, the NLC should actively sponsor and suppori leg-
islation which protects the public interest, reflects
the member cities’ rights. and ensures that the full
range of services will be made avajlahle to subscribers
on economically viable broadband telecommunications
systems.

1 would like to hear your response to these requests by April

8th.

Feel free to call me if you have any questions.

Sincerely. 9 .

BURNETT MILLER, Mayor
City of Sacramento

BM:abd

cc: NLC Board Members
Memrers, Senate Communications Sub-Committee
Members, House Sub-Committee on Telecommunications
Californfa Congressional Delegation
Concerned Cities
League of California Cities
National Association of Counties

U.

S. Conference of Mayors

County Supervisors Association of Calffornia
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Jacqueline Rynerson

¢ S Larry Van Nostran
Vice Mayor \\

Council Member

= QECENED
B\

NA 8 ?-)B Robert G. Wagne p

G.C. lDe(;) DeBaun 8
f\FR \ Council Membe,

Council Member

Paul K. Zeltner 7
b
Mavor

April 15, 1983

Alice Reimche
City Cilerk

City of Lodi

221 W. Pine Street
Lodi, CA 95240

Dear Ms. Reimche:
Re: S.66 - Cable Communications Legislation

The attached resolution was unanimously adopted on April 12,
1983 by the Lakewood City Council.

Tha City Council urges immediate action by the League of
Cities to modify the S.66 "compromise" to protect freely
negotiated franchise commitments and to protect cable
subscribers.

Please indicate your response to our request.

Sincerely,
[ o]
./

ck Huntsinger
ty Clerk

Attachment

Lakewood.

5050 N. Clark Ave., PO. Box 158, Lakewood, CA 90714 213/866-9771—213/773-2964




RESOLUTION NO. 83-32

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY
OF LAKEWOOD EXPRESSING OPPOSITION TO THE
COMPROMISE BETWEEN NATIONAL LEAGUE OF CITIES
AND NATIONAL CABLE TELEVISION ASSOCIATION ON
FEDERAL CABLE LEGISLATION

WHEREAS, ander the existing state law, the governing
bqdy of a city may grant a cable television franchise; and

WHEREAS, the City of Lakewood has issued a franchise
to a cable operator to provide cable services; and

WHEREAS, on March 4, 1983, the National League of
Cities and the National Cable Television Association agreed to
compromise language regarding federal cable legislation which
substantially impacts said franchise agreement; and

WHEREAS, the Board of the National League of Cities
approved this language on March 6, 1983; and

WHEREAS, the Board of the National League of Cities
did not consult with member cities before approving said com-
promise language; and

WHEREAS, specific provisions in said compromise language
are in direct conflict with Lakewood cable Ordinances No, 81-18
and 82-13, including:

1. The definition of concurrent jurisdiction between
local franchising authorities and the federal
government removes the areas of access, service
and facility requirements, renewal or extension of
franchises, among the othexr areas from exclusive
local jurisdiction.

2. A cable operator may no longer be contractually
bound to provide services originally offered,

3. Renewal tests as outlined are vague and will result
in essentially automatic renewal of franchise.

4. Requirement that all franchises be brought into
compliance within one year impairs contracts
fairly and voluntarily negotiated and is a usur-
pation of local government's rights; and

WHEREAS, the Board of the National League of Cities
should have consulted with its member cities prior to approving
said compromise languvage;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of
the City of Lakewood opposes the compromise language as approved by
the Board of the National League of Cities; and

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City
of Lakewood hereby requests the Board of the League of California
Cities to modify the compromise as approved by the National League
of cities on March 6, 1983; and
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Resolution No. 83-32

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council of the
City of Lakewood forward its specific concerns to the Nation- .
League of Cities, its congressional delegation and urge the
League of California Cities to work with its member cities to
develop specific legislative provisions to protect the ability
of local jurisdictions to negotiate and enforce local cable
franchises.

ADOPTED AND APPROVED this 12th day of April, 1983.

ATTEST:

P w,«{-m»mnzm; m;}’w':f..- -
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Mrs. Alice Reimche

City Clerk, City of Lodi
221 West Pine

Lodi, California 95240

Dear Alice:

It was a pleasure to talk with you again on Monday regarding
the forthcoming consideration by the Board of the League of
California Cities cf a resolution pertaining to the NLC-NCTA
compromise on cable television.

As 1 indicated, I strongly believe that the restriction on
local aiscretion and enforcement as contained in the so-called
compromise by the National League will be devastating not only
to the larger cities who have detailed and enforceable con-
tracts with cable operators 't also with smaller cities such
as Lodi. 1In defense of their federal legislation, the cable
operators are prone to portray it as deregulation of a free
enterprise activity. However, with the exception of those
very few localities which have let multiple franchises, this
is simply not true. Most cable operators, including the
operator in Lodi, operate in a monopolistic market with no
competition. This means that the only restraint upon their
pricing 1s the total elasticity of demanc . or, in ordinary
terms, "whatever the market will bear". As a result, the
approach used by cities with increasing degrees of sophis-
tication in recent years has been that of contractual enferce-
ment. Increasingly, cities have entered intec highly structured
and enforceable contracts with the cable operators to ensure
their compliance with the promises they make to the community
at the time they enter the community and use the community
streets. For example, the contract which I have recently
drafted for the City and Councy of Sacramento runs some

three hundred pages.

Now, by "lubricating" the Congress, the cable industry

proposes to unilaterally cancel these contractual arrangements.
This of course would leave the cable operators in the larger
cities in much the same situation which they already have in
the smaller older franchises, with a monopoly pesition and

no restraints, either competitive or governmental.
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Mrs. Alice Reimche

City Clerk, City of Lodi
221 West Pine

Lodi, California 95240

Dear Alice:

It was a pleasure to talk with you again on Monday regarding
the forthcoming consideration by the Board of the Leayue of
California Cities of a resolution pertaining to the NLC-NCTA
compromise on cable television.

As I indicated, I strongly believe that the restriction on
local discretion and enforcement as contained in the so-called
compromise by the National League will be devastating not only
to the larger cities who have detailed and enforceable con-
tracts with cable operators but also with smaller cities such
as Lodi. In defense of their federal legislation, the cable
operators are prone to portray it as deregulation of a free
enterprise activity. However, with the exception of those
very few localities which have let multiple franchises, this
is simply not true. Most cable operaters, including the
operator in Lodi, operate in a monopolistic market with no
competition. This means that the only restraint upon their
pricing is the total elasticity of demand, or, in ordinary
terms, "whatever the market will bear”. As a result, the
approach used by cities with increasing degrees of sophis-
tication in recent years has been that of contractual enforce-
ment. Increasingly, cities have entered into highly structured
and enforceable contracts with the cable operators to ensure
their compliance with the promises they make to the community
at the time they enter the commurnity and use the community
streets. For example, the contract which I have recently
drafted for the City and County of Sacramento runs some

three hundred pages.

Now, by "lubricating" the Congresc, the cable industry

proposes to unilaterally cancel these contractual arrangements.
This of course would leave the cable operators in the larger
cities in much the same situation which they already have in
the smaller older franchises, with a monopoly position and

no restraints, either competitive or governmental.,
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Mrs. Alice Reimche
April 27, 1483
Page Two

Worse yet, one of the key provisions which the cable industry
has sought and the National League of Cities approved was
automatic renewal of a franchise. By shifting the burden to

the City to show repeated and material breaches of the franchise
agreement (keeping in mind that most of the older agreements
such as that of Lodi are quite minimal) the cable operator is
assured of the continuance of his monopoly position. Thus,

in situations like Lodi with technologically antiquated

systems, the cable operator is removed from any pressure to
upgrade his system to provide better service to the community.
After all, he is now assured that he is "the only game in town".
Thus, the irresponsible action of the National Leagque has

doomed smaller cities like Lodi to nonresponsive, second-rate
cable operations for the foreseeable future.

For all of these reasons, I encourage you to give careful
consideration to the resolution which will be proposed to your
Buard to encourage reconsideration of the Naticnal League's
so-called compromise with the cable industry. We believe that
such reconsideration will stop the cable industry's legistative
steamroller and give all cities the opportunity to preserve
some semblance of control over the cable operators using their
streets. :

1 very much appreciate vour courtesy and consjderation in
discussing this matter with me.

RYNTON A. BLEIER
Attorney at Law

BAB/sk
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April 12, 1983

Dear Colleague:
Re: Emergency Meeting on Federal Cable Legislation

I request you join me and other concerned local government
officials for an emergency meeting on the impact of pending
federal cable communications legislation on Friday, April
22, 9 a.m. -~ noon.

The meeting will be held at the Joslyn Center, 339 Sheldon,
El Segundo.

We will discuss in detail the recent compromise on federal
cable communications legislatien. The compromise was
reached between the National League of Cities and the
National Cable Television Association. Unfortunately, the
compromise seriously undermines cable franchises in
California. Quick action is needed since the federal
legislation is on a "fast-track" in Washington.

The League of California Cities will consider taking a
position later this month in support -- or opposition -- to
the NLC cable compromise. It is important that we meet to
exchange views and develop a common strategy.

Please join us for this ad hoc strategy meeting on Fridav,

April 22. RSVP to Barbara Gore at Lakewood City Hall, phone
866-9771, ext. 216. Enclosed is a map to the Joslyn Center.

Sincerely,

Hud L O

Howard L. Chambers
City Administrator

HLC:kp

L akewood

5050 N. Clark Ave., PO. Box 158, Lakewood, CA 90714 213./866-9771— 213/773-2964
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Directions to Emergency Cable Meeting

Friday, April 22
9:00 a.m. - 12:30 p.m.

Joslyn Community Center

City of El Segundo \\4
Norxth
h ] El Segundo Boulevard
l//ll 7 3 —AVENUéE )\Y\)
1/
7' . -..’.§@h
Ea,, ? S RN

alc

=14

San Diego Frewway

S

Tmperial Highwa

(LOS ANGELES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT)

Enter Toslyn Center partirg From Emm//f/m neqr Grand,
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NI.C-NCT A Cable Pact
Draws -City Opposition

By Swpwert Sohley
West Coast Buresu Chiet
LOS ANGELES—Sevarel major
U.S. citive st wesk vowsd w0
work 10 defent legialation imcor
of s Netional
of Clties-National Cable
Televirion Association com-

Nowas, Mar. 14. 1963, p.1).

Quickly formed wovements
involving & host of recenthy o
soon-so-be tranchised cities were

taking shape by mid-week in of-
farts ons municipal cable official
dubbed “ihe little revolution

smong olties. ™

In 8 joiat city-
county pasard
8 resoltion opposing the com.
promise and adoj-
tonole contracy
Tor two montha (o searss the im-

lave o0

b 10 » & o enfore

cable {ronchise agreements
In Texas. several cits cabile ol
Prease tum to page 18

Q

Cities Join To Oppose
Compromise Cable Bill

Conflnuodlromp(wono

ficers were planning 10 meet this
week in Austin to come up with
common grounds for discumion
of the compromiae, with st leeet

one city, Fort Worth, E‘%Y
mem;

burgh usdml'oth«m.)or
ubbmrtmc-wﬂd-chndn

i 1ol

PP 0 the
cnbbmpmua-o&)pudﬂu
6 by the NLC'» board of
directors.

“The NLC did pot sk their

ol 1 i
smenio cable conrdinstor
nas Aviam. Arguing ibet
in the agree-
meat would strip Secramento of
the ablity 0 endorce srvers] tran-
M P : “.‘- L 3 A"
some §97 million dedioated 10
community programming—of-
fored by United-Tribune Cable
of Secramento.

Barry Ovvon. cable comasuhant
w0 the city of Milwaukee £0d a
Sounder of the National Associe-
ton of Telecommunications Of-
ficors and Advisors, celled the
NLC “an organisstion which is
vy badly eplic.”

The compromise pact in ques-
tion, scheduled 10 b adopied by
the NCTA this wesk . wonld pro-
hibit kel franchising suthorites
from regulating becic cable rases
in communitirs with st least Sour
over-the-air television signale
svailable. 1t would also gram
cable operstors renewal of their
franchises uniess Jhey violated s
ot of predetermined viandards.
Franchisors, in addition. would
have w0 pay operstors {air marke
value for cabie wysteme in the
event of 8 buyown.

Local regulators under the
compramise woubd be alliwed &
receive five percent of groes
" oem revenues per year as frsn-
chisr fees. paycbie 0 geperal
funda.

Officials from eeveral large
cities week thal the
compromise. if ﬁ wmio i’.n.
wiaid deny them the abihits W
endorce Traochur comasitments.
Fror.-Riar agreemen « sivady
the sconrd 10 comph with the
oew law within a year of b
pasesge.

“%e fully undersnod in 1980
wha. we were giving awas 1o the
ocabl company oo bebalf of the
public. and we expect something
in return.” said cable officer
Beuther Richard Emenecher . -
week © Dittaburgh. where War.
ser Amex Cable Communi «-
Yons Co. serves approximateh
60,000 cumomers. “We re Bt in-
teresind v changing any of the
rules

In Dallas, another city wired
by Warner. the city council last
Wedneeday vou.d (] pursue

3

orumhmhﬂnuouhmmld
Mh&yhmbmﬁm

week that the compromise
language was approved partly
out of wacem Lhet without it,
Jogialstors might peas s bill even
lese amicable 10 citims.

Atlants trlscommunioations
officer David Laccaria, 8 mem-
ber l the Laayrue’s negotiating
team on the cable lasue, said the
comprocnise “is the differeace
betwesn being still in the ball-
game and being takcn complete-
ly out of the picture by 1Senate
bill) 6.

Los Angeles city councitman
Johnfmm-ddumdwm
“Hke a typical comprom
m’bodylmhppyhnilh

& COmpromioe.

Stm.uhk?ﬂimgh'bdu«
[




