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Time Warner could strangle the Internet

@ When competition is
limited and free access
isn’t guaranteed, choices
can easily dwindle.

By STACY MITCHELL
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issue ' for Portland residents and -

Mames economy is Time Warner’s
stranglehold. on broadband cable
Internet service.

The Internet as we know it devel-
oped within a framework of “open
access.” That is, people could choose
their own Internet service provider
(ISP), view any Web site and transmit

information desired.
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agg the Federal Com-
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CO} allow. their wires to be
1 by rival ISPs to provide Internet
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The result was robust competition.
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More than 7,000 ISPs sprang up
nationwide. Competitive, low-cost
service ushered in rapid

growth.
‘Open access .ensured that the Inter-

net devel as a diverse, free-
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Broa service can be provided

ﬂ:mughacablenetwwk,orthmugh
a digital subscriber line (DSL). that

runs on the local phone network, or ¢
by satellite.
Rather than extend open access

rules to broadband, the Bush admin-

muoxtlhaissmdmbxﬁgulahons last
March that allow cable companies to
lock out rival ISPs. A few months lat-
er, the administration proposed lift-
ing the open access rules for DSL
lines as well.
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nies - Time Warner and Verizon,
‘which offers DSL - could control
Portland’s broadband service for the
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foreseeable future.

The administration says its
are to ensure that blg
cable and telephone companies have
an incentive roll out broadband
service nationwide. But about 80 per-
cent of all households are alrea
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Time Warner to inhibit or
block access to certain
Web sites.

This is no far-fetched

ffiated companis af high specds
companies

while slowing ‘or blocking access to
rival sites.

The economic ifimp.limtumshe are
severe. a private corpora-
tion controlled the hi and
allowed affiliated co! to truck

’ rupanies to tr
- - their goods in the fast lane while

rivals were restricted to a snail’s
pace. We would never stand for it -
nor should we allow the Internet,
another key piece of economic infra-
structure, to be si hijacked.

The First Amendment implications
are even more chilling.
While phone companies
are prohibited from inter-
fering with a citizen’s
right to call (or access
through a dial-up modem)
anybody he or she wishes,
these same protections
have not been extended to
broadband.

With Time Warner in
control, how long will we
be able to view sites criti-
cizing big media compa-
nies or advocating open
access or lower cable
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equipment manuﬁactuner,
lssued a memo to providers recently

broadcasts
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scriber’s outgoing access to the ..
site to discourage its use. Atthe
sametnne,youewldpmmoteand

own or partner’s services
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Time Wamer eould thus transmit

Artby Geoffrey Moss pates? Unfortunately, fed-

eral laws bar Portland from requiring
open access as part of Time Warner’s
franchise renewal.

The City Council, however, chould
pass a strong resolution calling on
the federal government to revise its
policies and adopt open access. A res-
olution ant‘:iould bring attention to the
issue perhaps spur our congres-
sional delegation to action.
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