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T :yvi:ite·to ask that you block the proposed merger of Comcast and Time Warner Cable. 
The-proposed merg~ would allowthe new Comcast to control mor.e than a third of:the 
U.S., cabie TV market and more than half of the U;S. bundled servfoes for video, voice 
=and: fu.ternet servfo~. The ~nu-competitive effect of such a l$irge player in the.m.ar~et for 
bqt~. ~ble»tele~~sion. ~d th~ furore ~f ~ft~~ ~qu ~eAAA~~,Mv.iouf~ 'Md-~~­
pubhc interest m affordable. cable pnceisf~IJfiiWl!~t W.mRj*WtJen to innovation 
requires disapprovat of this deal. 

Th~. merger will likely lead to accelerat¢d growth _i_n cable: ra:tes~ Cable TV rates are 
$'¢ady hlghet tban .. ever,. anq ·cot;ls~~rs ha:Ye little tQ !lO·chojce b'etweell. p.rovi~e,rs. 
AccQicling.to the nio~t recentFeqeral Commu_nfoatipns Gonnnission.(FCC) Annual. 
·Repert on Cable lnclustry Prices·, the average price for a eable package increased 4.8% . 
compared to a 2.9% irtctease in the Consumer Plice Index: (CP!) overthe·-sam.e perfod.1 

·The. FCC found thatpilces fotexpa.nded baSi:c cable s¢rvfce ipcteas¢d at a..a.verage 
grQwth rate of 6.1.% from 1995.;20l2;wh]Je the CEI increased at 2.4% overtlie-same 
period. 

frt addition~ the proposed mergen~ould jeop-ardize 'the pti.blfo's interest iti a .free and ·op.en 
Internet, The Int~met c0ntiilues to provid~ a fertile:·ei;ivkqnment"fot.co~~·ce and 
itmovafton. Access 'to· broMhaml shcn~l<J P.Q.t be jeopardized by further ~~ket 
9on.centraJion in a1l. entity that not.orily h~ al~t~mile monopoly in larg~ ·swathsofthe 
·country, but also has c.ontrol over must..;haw broadcast content._ Although it is reassuring 
'that Comcast is subject to the. current '1letnelitrality''' nlles through 2018 -as a condition of 
its-2011 merger withNBC:·Universal, these·c.onditions are not a substitute fot a truly 
comp¢.ti1lv~ m~~ett;ilaq~ .tf!.~t allows cotnpetit9i:s, ~speqiajly comp~ting video content: 
provjqers, acces.s t.o · ~heir.-cU$.tQm~_rs·through a free and open Jnte.met. In.fact., we'·ve 
.already seen deals between Comcast and ov:er.,;llie-top providers of streaming -video 
.contenfwho·rely on COmc~st to access their.customers.'agteej~g to pay Comcast for a 
:guaranteed 1evef of service on ,a competipg product, The: ptoposed transaction w1U ftu;ther 

1 FCC Reptirt.tm Cable InduStl,'y Prices, MM Docket:No. 92p266~ June·7, 2013. 
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{nQrease the· l~verage Comcast has in chtm&in:g the balan~e of power in the video delivery 
piarket. · 

hunalso v.e1yconcerned about Comcasf's matket powedn the video distribution market 
in .the contextol our antitrUSt laws. The .Putp.ose of our .antitrust laws is the. prevention of 
beluwior that wnds to destroy competition in a given market. The most robust source of 
~mpetj.tion.for these cable compai:tles CQmes from qyer-the-top provitjers as an 
increasing number of'consurners are "cutting the cord" and. watohing TV programming 
v.iathe Inteme.t. Now tharover-the-top ptoviders will be forced to pay Comcast foi" 
access to e:matket th~y were able to rea_ch freely through their own. \Db.ovations and 
ingenuity,.new entrants to that market will face muchliigher barrier$ to entry •. Other 
e$tablished video delivery services· will al.so· likely be ~oi:~ed to pay Comcast to access 
customer bases they've built on a previously level playing field. In additioni any new 
entrants Will face a new and significant barrier to market access.. Comcast's consolidated 
market power in online video distribution after this merger represents just-the type of 
failure of competition tnat O\.µ' antitrust l~ws ~e intended to prevent, and I ~ vecy 
co.npemed tha~ the propose&m.erger will Jl4ye, the effect qf destr_oyin:g the freQ anq open 
competition that, until now, has defined online video distribution. 

In the end, a merger between Comcast and Time Warner will lead io .higher ~tes, less 
competjtion arut a loss of innovation and choice in programming. In short, it will be bad 
for 1}1e American consuiner and this merger should not. be allQwed. to go through. 

I trust that you and your staffs will provide exacting scrutiny of this proposed merger, 
and,. in accordance with all applicable rules-,J urge you to fully cohsider the views 
~xpressed he~ during th~ cc»µrs·e of yout ex~ination. If you have any questions~ need 
cl!,\ti:f:ication or additional re'sources, ·please ~on 't hesitate 'to reach .out to me or my .. staff. 

Thank you for your attention to these views. 

Chellie Pingree 
Membe1· ofCongress 
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