City of Bloomington
Telecommunications Council
Business Meeting — June 6th, 2011

Common Council Chambers
City Hall at the Showers Building
401 N. Morton St.

I. Members Present: Jesse Stryker, Eric Ost, Suzann Owen, Carl Zager

Il. Approval of Minutes:
. Suzann Owen moved to accept the May minutes. Carl Zager seconded the motion. Jesse pointed out a typo 7 lines
from the top on page 2, just an auto correct mistake. Suzann commented that they were well organized and written.
Question was called. All approved.

I1l. Public Comment — None

IV. Reports and Announcements

1. Telecom Members

Suzann - The city did receive franchise fees from the VSP for Jan- Mar 2011. We are also now complete in the reporting of the 2010
year. A table was shown of the totals for 2008, 2009, and 2010. The quarter of Jan — Mar shows a significant increase over the
previous year, of the smaller provider. In the larger provider, there is a drop in revenue, even though they have had a fee increase.
What is important for us to look at is the revenue that comes in which supports our public access.

Jesse — The July meeting will be his last. He will be leaving the community and joining the faculty at a University in North Carolina.
Eric - *Looking back at Suzann’s report that seems to be a 7.2% increase from the prior year.

*During the last meeting of the Bloomington Digital Underground Advisory committee, Rick Dietz reported that Smithville had
signed an agreement with the City of Bloomington, and will be carrying the PEG channels. | mentioned to him about getting a
copy of the contract, and he said it was a public document at the Board of Public Works. It has been retrieved, and everyone
has a copy. | haven’t had a chance to read thru it, but | am curious about some of the elements because they initially during
negotiation did not want to sign the contract, and then changed their minds.

*Work Session was held on June 17th, 2011 at the public library in the CATS conference room. Those in attendance were:
Eric Ost, Dwayne Busick, Suzann Owen, Carl Zager, Michael White, Matt Pierce, and Tom Gillespie. The purpose was discuss
the state legislation that has been enacted and relates to the existence of this council, and how that impacts the ordinance
under which we are covened, and how we might revise that. As well as long standing issues with technology and the role of
communication and telecommunication in the community. We created a draft of an ordinance document. It has been given
to members of the council for suggestions/changes. | have spoken with some members of the city council who | believe will
sponsor this ordinance. Once it is there court they will be able to discuss it and refine it. Essentially the draft document was
derived from the 2007 document that this body created. We removed the language that conflicts with the state law and
adding some forwarding language that will protect this body. It gives us footing and will allow us to move forward on issues
that this council feels is important. Tom Gillespie mentioned that one of the examples of successful communities created a
telecommunication utility on a broadband infer-structure was Burlington, Vermont. | did some research and made a contact.
It is an interesting model. There competitor is Comcast, and there pricing and service options are competitive. They seem to
be doing very well. 1 don’t know what the breakdown is in subscriber base. The feedback is that they have customer service
representatives in the community. It is something we should look into further.

Suzann — Would you give a summary of how Burlington, VT got started?

Eric — The idea was initiated by members of their city council. The idea/discussion really picked up in the late 90’s. They built this
fiber infer-structure themselves, and run it as a utility.

Suzann — They built it from scratch. What is the population of Burlington, and how many subscribers do they have?

Eric — | don’t know. I've gotten the sense that Comcast has more subscribers then the municipal.

Jesse — As |'ve been shopping around for video service providers in North Carolina. The City of Wilson, North Carolina has their own

internet service that they provide to the community. It looks like they have a pretty open service, depending on what you want to
pay.



Eric — The City of Burlington offers very competitive packages. Is it the will of the council to defer the discussion of the council
ordinance till later?

Suzann — We need to have time to read it over, and mark it up.

Carl — This follows the structure we discussed on the 17", It was my understanding that we would discuss, and make some sort of
decision tonight. | propose we receive our reports from the PEG channels, then in new business come back to the proposed
ordinance and begin at least a little bit of a discussion about what the author of the proposal has in mind.

2. CATS - Michael White
- Monthly programming
Suzann — Are you going to cover the 4" of July parade?

Michael — We would like too! We will also cover the Picnic with the Pops concert.

Jesse - It is about the section you didn’t mention. The report from the Operations Manager about Key Pro (sp.?) a digital recording
devise that records high quality Apple Pro-res 420 quick-time files onto computer friendly storage module media.

Michael - I've only seen it, not worked with it. It’s a little box. We have to transition away from tape. It’s getting too expensive.
We've been meeting with an engineer about transitioning to HD.

Michael — Lennon sends his regards.

3. WTIU - Phil Meyer

*WTIU will have a float in the 4™ of July parade.

*Quarterly report

*Smithville already carries WTIU, as broadcast channels on its service. ATT has turned down our request for each of our multi-cast
channels. The negotiations of getting PEG channels on U-verse is of interest to us. ATT just upgraded our main channel to HD in the
last month. Direct TV has upgraded, and Dish TV has until February of 2012 to upgrade the main channel to HD. Satellite services do
not have to carry PEG.

On the severe weather front, we broadcasted 48 tornado warnings. Our news departments have combined so warnings are getting
out faster. The county has given us a grant to expand the service from a firm named BTI, that will allow us to do more on more
channels. We will also be meeting with campus police about notifications procedures.

Carl — | feel like | owe you an apology. A number of years ago WTIU petitioned the council to be excluded from the alert system
over-rides given. Your news-cast were being interrupted by the over-rides. | was confident at the time that we were well on the
way to working out difficulties, and would have localized tailored alerts. I've been proven wrong. The problem with the digital
system is that it does exactly what you predicted, and that is when an emergency alert occurs the viewers cannot move to Ch. 30 or
5 to get local information. They are essentially stuck with that alert. I've spoken with many people since the storms and they feel
that they are becoming inured of alerts, because they see more then Monroe County. We need to be in discussion about EAS with
the legislature and the city about what we can be doing to get focused information out to residents.

Phil — Thank you, one of the things that is part of that spectrum discussion is setting aside part of the spectrum for first responders.
The funding for equipment is not there. There’s a lot we’ve been discussing for years that impacts public safety. We are in a pocket,
where surrounding counties may not necessarily receive alerts from a major city, such as Indianapolis.

4. ITS Dept. - No Report

V. Information from or about Video Service Provider — None

VI. New Business

Carl — | would like to motion that we adopt Title 2 of the Bloomington Municipal Code entitled Administrative Personal; mending the
language of sections 2.12.060, regarding the Telecommunications Council.

Eric — Seconded the motion. Move to discussion.

Carl — My rational for putting this on the table to begin discussing it as a body. If at any point we come to language issues/difficulties
that we are uncomfortable with. | could understand tabling it till the next meeting, but | would really like for us to think about it as a

group.



Eric — In Dwayne’s absence, he provided the framework and much of the language here from the 2007 draft, which we sent over to
the city. Which | believe we adopted?

Suzann — The one thing that I’'m concerned about is under “Purpose”, and whether or not item C which reads “evaluates the
performance of recipients of city funding, for the provision of public communication services”. That seems awfully broad!

Eric - It is almost verbatim of what we adopted in 2007. The difference was changing communication to tele-communication.

Suzann- What public services are we talking about? We need a clearer understanding of what the parameters are for this whole
concept of public communication services.

Eric — This document should be forward looking. What are the services? It does include things other than PEG. It broadens the
purpose and function of this body, but only in recognition of changes that will occur in the next decade. This ordinance has not been
revised since 1983. If we move this forward, it would be to encompass and embrace the changes that will be coming.

Suzann — I’'m still not getting an answer to the question. What all is included in the public communication services?
Eric — It is any group that receives funding.

Suzann — I'm only anticipating what any responsible member of the city council should be asking us. We need to have a list, of what
at the present time would be covered, and then maybe a future looking list.

Eric — We aren’t going to put an itemized list in, limiting those things in the ordinance. | do agree that we need to have a prepared
dialog for discussing with the mayor and the city council. |1 do want to point out the powers and responsibilities about evaluating the
fitness of emergency warning communication systems, and emergency communication infer-structure. | don’t want to spend
countless hours putting this together, move this thru the mayor and city council, get it adopted, to have the state legislature come
back to us, and put us back at square 1. We are just going to have entrust that we as current members and future members of this
council will take this information and make good rational decisions. We are talking about a document that empowers us to conduct
business that benefits the community.

Carl — Would it help if we changed the wording “recipients of public funding” to the phrase “PEG”? PEG is a very specific service that
is basically tied to video franchise, and specifically tied to the state franchise law requiring video providers to carry them. We've
already had the franchise fee come under attack from the legislature. What happens if the future legislature takes away franchise
fees, and we have to find a way to fund that service? We won’t necessarily call it PEG. If we leave it the way it is. It gives the city
council the flexibility to determine who those receivers of city funding are.

Eric — Point D in Powers and Responsibilities states that we are to facilitate PEG access channels and other communication
technologies by the public and provided by some other sources of funding.

Carl — | was going to recommend that we strike PEG, so it reads “facilitates the use of access channels”.

Eric — Question: Public, Education, Government (PEG) is a term that is still and will probably continue to exist a the federal level. |
thought you were going to say “facilitate the use of communication technology”. So we strike PEG access channels altogether.

Jesse — Why not have it read “facilitates communication technology including but not limited to PEG”. This way you have PEG
language in there but it is just one example of communication technology, and it still leaves room for growth.

Jesse - On the second page, section B & C | would replace the word promote with the word advocate.
Suzann — The role of this council is as a citizen’s advocacy council.
Carl — The other word that struck me is in section E is “fitness”. I'm more inclined to the word effectiveness.

Jesse — In section F, instead of “seeking out”, use the word evaluating. Seeking out gives the idea that we are actually looking out,
we would be evaluating if we were to return a service.

Eric — That was also from the 2007 language. The purpose of that being there was to engage other services that might help us.
Another word to use instead of seek out might be investigate, or research and retain. Instead of seek out, research and retain.

I should also point out that we are changing the name to: Information and Communication Technology Council. Point 5 reads that
the ICTC “shall be supported from the receipt of franchise fees paid by video and communication providers subject to the approval
of mayor and communication council”. This language except for the name change is taken straight from 2007.



Carl — The only other issue | can think of is the issue of administrative support for the council. This council is not in direct line with
the mayor’s office, or city council. It functions thru the Board of Public Works. Lately, it has been supported thru information
technology. But there is no person assigned to this committee to be the liaison. The council sits here by itself. Is this something we
want to define in the ordinance?

Eric — Matt remarked about this, especially on the history of this body. TCC was given a much more authoritative role in the early
years. There was much more of a go to relationship. Do we need a person to be a liaison from city?

Suzann - | favor the mayor’s office or the city council to determine this. It involves their employee’s, and those employees’s work on
assignment.

Eric — The Board of Public Works is still significant. They are the final arbitrators of contracts in terms of funding and other things.

Suzann — We operate in a vacuum. If there are contracts that affect us, we need to have some information given to us. We need to
have status reports on any agreements made in relation to tele-communications. It would be useful to have someone giving that
information to us. That person may also have a broader contact group such as the Association of Cities and Towns.

Eric — Point F: When it says that we retain the services of other persons, it could include requesting attendance from members of
city organization and maybe we want to say, research, request and retain service of other persons. I’'m not sure mandating an
appearance each month is fruitful.

Carl — What about G? Are there issues we are looking at under power, responsibilities, and purpose; do they continue to relate to
the Board of Public Works?

Eric — | think they do, especially since this is supposed to be a forward looking document. The Board of Public Works is an interesting
entity, in that it has legal standing with the state.

Recap of changes made to the proposed ordinance:

Under Powers & Responsibilities

1. Point B — Change the word promote to advocate for

. Point C — Change the word promote to advocate for

. Point D — remove everything after the first of up to communication.
. Point E — Change to read “to evaluate the role and effectiveness of”
. Point F — Change seek out to research, request, and retain services.
. Sec. 1, B replace promote to advocate for
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Jesse — Call for the question
Eric — Everyone in favor of adopting the draft of the council ordinance as discussed with the amendments.
All approved!

Eric — | want to discuss Carl’s request from the last meeting on getting a report from the city on the status of local alerts. | have no
report, but have talked with a subscriber of U-verse and they are seeing the alerts.

Carl — The local alert that I’'m referring to is the issue caused when Comcast changed over from analog to digital. The local interrupts
from central dispatch were no longer effective.

Eric — Does WTIU have a link to central dispatch?
Phil Meyer — No

Eric — If CATS & WTIU had a link from central dispatch for local alerts and were willing to carry those to what extent would that move
us forward?

Carl — It would only give us the local alerts on the PEG channels. If you have a digital subscriber of 200 channels, if a non-weather
alert came out on the PEG channel. It doesn’t begin to cover where subscribers might be watching.

Phil — We are probably ahead of them, because they are doing other warning like the sirens. This would also duplicate what comes
from the EAS system.



Carl - No it would because this non-weather alerts that can no longer be done because it was an analog system.

Phil - We would entertain the idea. But remember we serve 20 + counties, and the argument for not granting the exemption was
that we had to get approval from the other franchises.

Eric — We are looking for resources, and saying how can we compensate for the absence of a facility that existed for decades.

Carl — Jeff Shimmer was in discussion with NWS. NWS was going to provide local communities with alert access. That is the update
I’'m requesting information on.

Eric — There is a revision in the protocol technology of those alerts, and has part of that there is a provision for an upward flow of
these alerts, and that’s how it would be taken care of.

Carl — But no one has told us that!

Jesse - Just a note that the agenda states that we are going to meet in the McCloskey room, not the council chambers.

VII. Adjournment
A motion was made by Suzann that the meeting be adjourned.

Next Regular Meeting
July 14th, 2011
Common Council Chambers in City Hall at the Showers Building
401 N. Morton St.

Submitted by:
Stephanie Jachim 6-30-2011



