Beating \"The Mtn\" Contract

Posted by Sharper - 2007/12/11 19:51

BYU's hiring of Kelly Crabb has paid off. He's found a way to alleviate part of the contract.
Apparently, BYU retains the rights to sporting events that occur on a Neutral site.
They've already started playing BYU basketball games played at neutral sites on BYU-TV and local TV stations.

Now if we can convince BYU football to play their games at a "neutral” site so that we can watch the game on TV..... :lol:

Re:Beating \"The Mtn\" Contract

Posted by gregoden - 2007/12/11 20:12

I'd like to make a comment but all | can think about is selling shoes.

Anything we can do to upset comcast or get out of this crappy contract | am all for.

Re:Beating
Posted by iShowsToGo.com - 2007/12/11 21:54

Sharper wrote:
BYU's hiring of Kelly Crabb has paid off. He's found a way to alleviate part of the contract.

Apparently, BYU retains the rights to sporting events that occur on a Neutral site.
They've already started playing BYU basketball games played at neutral sites on BYU-TV and local TV stations.
Now if we can convince BYU football to play their games at a "neutral” site so that we can watch the game on TV..... :lol:

This was already posted earlier. We are all hoping all football games next year are at neutral sites! Go Cougars!

Re:Beating
Posted by imuakahuku - 2007/12/11 21:58

iShowsToGo.com wrote:

Sharper wrote:

BYU's hiring of Kelly Crabb has paid off. He's found a way to alleviate part of the contract.

Apparently, BYU retains the rights to sporting events that occur on a Neutral site.

They've already started playing BYU basketball games played at neutral sites on BYU-TV and local TV stations.

Now if we can convince BYU football to play their games at a "neutral” site so that we can watch the game on TV..... :lol:

This was already posted earlier. We are all hoping all football games next year are at neutral sites! Go Cougars!

What if BYU gives LES away to Provo High or timpview or whoever the local school is? Wouldn't that make it a neutral
site?

Re:Beating
Posted by Npliam - 2007/12/11 22:15
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imuakahuku wrote:

iShowsToGo.com wrote:

Sharper wrote:

BYU's hiring of Kelly Crabb has paid off. He's found a way to alleviate part of the contract.

Apparently, BYU retains the rights to sporting events that occur on a Neutral site.

They've already started playing BYU basketball games played at neutral sites on BYU-TV and local TV stations.

Now if we can convince BYU football to play their games at a "neutral” site so that we can watch the game on TV..... :lol:

This was already posted earlier. We are all hoping all football games next year are at neutral sites! Go Cougars!

What if BYU gives LES away to Provo High or timpview or whoever the local school is? Wouldn't that make it a neutral
site?

Yeah, They should give Lavell Edwards Stadium to Lavell Edwards!

Re:Beating "The Mtn" Contract

Posted by lllinois1Cougar - 2007/12/12 03:51

SAVE BYU FROM "the MTN." WEST CONFERENCE!!!b]

Re:Beating \"The Mtn\" Contract

Posted by allcoug - 2007/12/12 07:48

BYU-TV has become an ace in the hole for BYU right now. It is found on basic packages of both Dish Network and
DirectTV and is on approximately 200 cable TV systems.

| have stated several times, most recently in my thread entitled "A call out to Tom Holmoe", that it is time for us to tell The
Mountain that unless games are broadcast on an available channel (i.e. Versus or CSTV) that BYU will broadcast the
games on BYU-TV. | agree 100% with the article that BYU-TV is our ace in the hole. NO one, not even ESPN, can have
leverage over us. What a beautiful thing to have Versus decide to walk out of the BYU/MSU game last week and we
STILL get to show the game to millions of Cougar fans throughout the world. It's nice to see BYU-TV being used in this
way. It makes people like me believe that Tom and many others have put their fans first.

BYU's games in the Marriott Center with Jackson State and Hartford and the Louisville game in the Orleans Arena in Las
Vegas were all seen live on BYU-TV. Because these games were part of a tournament, they fell into a category, like the
neutral site clause, that enables BYU-TV to step in on the back of BYU's retained rights to broadcast. The Portland game
in Oregon also became available for broadcast.

needs to be a "One Game Tournament". This is the loophole that we need. According to the contract if the game is
tournament game the location is considered to be a "Neutral Site”. So when UCLA comes to town next year it will be the
"Battle of BYU and UCLA Tournament". With every game a tournament then all home games will be considered to be on
a neutral site, which can then legally be broadcast on BYU-TV!!!!

| can't wait to go the "Battle of BYU and Lamar Tournament" tonight.

Re:Beating \"The Mtn\" Contract

Posted by stuckinbiglOcountry - 2007/12/12 10:17

Allcoug,
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One problem with you statement about telling the mtn that any game that is not on CSTV or VS will be broadcast on BYU-
TV. It would be breach of contract on BYU's part, would probably lead to millions of dollars in fines and penalties, and
would probably wreck the athletic program quicker than the mtn contract will (because its not like putting the game on
BYU-TV is any revenue stream for the department). If you really feel this way, remind me not to sign any contracts with
you.

| think we are not placing enough blame on the Presidents and ADs. They signed a contract that wasn't even completed
yet. How stupid could you be? These people have advanced degrees, many in law, and they signed a basically blank
contract.

| know that many on this board like satellite more than cable. | am not one of them due to some issues | had with the
dish network product. | may be a little biased, but its not like the satellite carriers aren't putthing forth any effort to get the
mtn. They had a chance at the beginning to get the channel, to even have ownership of the channel, yet they refused.
Comcast was at least willing to get it going (something that the satellites were apparantly not willing to do).

We all agree its a mess. If it were a simple answer, it would have been figured out by now. Please don't just blame one
party, because there is plenty of blame to go around. The only people that are not to blame are the fans of the teams in
the conference.

Re:Beating \"The Mtn\" Contract

Posted by rjcougar - 2007/12/12 10:46

| heard one of the problems with BYU-TV is that they can not have advertisements like traditional television. Every
advertisement has to be about the school, religion etc.

Does anyone know if this is true?

Re:Beating
Posted by allcoug - 2007/12/12 11:12

stuckinbig10country wrote:
Allcoug,

One problem with you statement about telling the mtn that any game that is not on CSTV or VS will be broadcast on BYU-
TV. It would be breach of contract on BYU's part, would probably lead to millions of dollars in fines and penalties, and
would probably wreck the athletic program quicker than the mtn contract will (because its not like putting the game on
BYU-TV is any revenue stream for the department). If you really feel this way, remind me not to sign any contracts with
you.

If there is one thing I've learned over the last 10 years its if it is not in writing - forget it. I've learned this lesson the hard
way. My whole point was that the contract, as it is currently written, apparantly allows for BYU to broadcast any game
played on a neutral site (i.e. Michigan State) or tournament game (even if it is played in the Marriott Center such as
Hartford) on BYU-TV. Apparently BYU feels that the contract does allow them to tell the Mountain to "stick it" since it
went ahead and broadcast the game last Saturday. | realize that calling every game at the Marriott Center a
"Tournament Game" is a bit unrealistic - but this is exactly why BYU was able to broadcast the Jackson State and
Hartford games. | understand the importance of abiding by contracts. And | also understand the importance of knowing
exactly what the contract states. It is the great thing about contractual law. Good for BYU for exposing a weakness in
the contract and not simply bowing to an "assumption” in the contract that gives the Mountain all power when it comes to
broadcasting rights.

You might be right that you should never sign a contract with me. Not because | would break the contract - but because |
would make sure that | understood yours and my obligations to perfection before | ever signed it. ;) I'm sure the question
being asked at the Mountain board meetings is "Who the hell put verbage in the contract to allow the schools
broadcasting rights to tournament games played on their own court - IN NOVEMBER!!"

Thankfully, BYU understands that it is morally acceptable to not give into contractual assumptions.
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Re:Beating
Posted by stuckinbiglOcountry - 2007/12/12 11:26

allcoug wrote:

You might be right that you should never sign a contract with me. Not because | would break the contract - but because |
would make sure that | understood yours and my obligations to perfection before | ever signed it. :)

Why weren't you in the room when all the people were signing the contract. You could have told them that they might
want to have it all written down before it is signed. It might also have helped had they been able to get a deal done with
regard to the mtn (with either cable or satellite) more than a couple days before the first weekend of games.

| don't know why the league, due to the lack of distributorship, is not forcing more of their games onto CSTV. From what
I understand, VS is a whole different deal (one of the good things that came along with Comcast, the owner of VS). Why
does CSTV insist on putting NW Louisiana State College vs. Biloxi University on instead of the people that they are
paying the most money to (the MWC). Imagine if they put all of BYU's games on CSTV. CSTV would be making more
money then they ever had before.

Oh, and karma to you.

Re:Beating
Posted by choirboy24 - 2007/12/12 11:38

stuckinbigl0country wrote:
| don't know why the league, due to the lack of distributorship, is not forcing more of their games onto CSTV.

And for that matter, what would it take to get into a contract with CBS? | know they're not the "four-letter network", but
my goodness, they're much bigger than CSTV! Obviously, we all know that the Mtn. is owned by CSTV, who is owned
by CBS. | know that CBS loves the SEC, but why couldn't they have a Mountain West game of the week on Saturday
night and have all the other games on CSTV? You know for a fact that BYU would be on CBS at least 4 or 5 times a
year in that scenario, including the BYU-Utah game. | wonder if the conference and the presidents have even
considered that and how much it would cost.

Anybody concur?

Re:Beating
Posted by allcoug - 2007/12/12 12:21

stuckinbig1Ocountry wrote:

Why weren't you in the room when all the people were signing the contract.

I wish 1 was! But | have full confidence that the BYU leadership will make the correct decisions in the future.

| don't know why the league, due to the lack of distributorship, is not forcing more of their games onto CSTV.

The answer is that the Mountain has no other options but to hope they can get an agreement in place. The Mountain,
and every other MWC school, needs BYU - but BYU doesn't need the Mountain. | know | harp on this, but we can't
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underestimate the amount of leverage that we get from BYU-TV. Is there any other school in the nation that has their
own station that is available to anyone in the country? Unlike the Mountain, if you want to see BYU-TV you just need to
get DISH. It's there. Of course there is not currently a direct revenue stream when games are broadcast on BYU-TV but
it wouldn't take much to change that. Can you imagine the amount of revenue that BYU would get if they sold ad time
during sporting events? There is no way this is not a topic of discussion between Tom and President Samualson. It is
huge. And, | believe, it is why BYU went ahead and broadcast some games this year on BYU-TV. It was a clear
message to the Mountain that said "Time is up. If you don't get this situation fixed we have better options. So you better
move fast. We will not accept this same situation come football season next year." Money is speaking and it is
beginning to speak very loudly.

Re:Beating
Posted by Mingjai - 2007/12/12 12:24

choirboy24 wrote:
stuckinbigl0country wrote:
| don't know why the league, due to the lack of distributorship, is not forcing more of their games onto CSTV.

And for that matter, what would it take to get into a contract with CBS? | know they're not the "four-letter network", but
my goodness, they're much bigger than CSTV! Obviously, we all know that the Mtn. is owned by CSTV, who is owned
by CBS. | know that CBS loves the SEC, but why couldn't they have a Mountain West game of the week on Saturday
night and have all the other games on CSTV? You know for a fact that BYU would be on CBS at least 4 or 5 times a
year in that scenario, including the BYU-Utah game. | wonder if the conference and the presidents have even
considered that and how much it would cost.

Anybody concur?

The bigger question is why does no one have the guts to stand up to the ESPN/ABC college football conglomerate?
CBS is content with 1 SEC game a week and the Army-Navy game

Fox is content with the BCS and regional action on Fox Sports regional

NBC is content (or is stuck) with the Notre Dame contract.

Let's admit it--on Saturdays in autumn, we flip to ESPN/ABC by default to see what's on. Someone with the necessary

resources needs challenge ESPN/ABC's supremacy. | was hoping that Comcast/Versus would gain some momentum,
but so far progress has been slow.
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