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From:
Sent:
"To:

SUbject:

James Mahon Ufmahon@concentric.net]
Thursday, August 17, 2006 7:53 PM
KJMWEB

Comments to the Chairman

James Mahon (jfmahon@concentric.net) writes:

.'. <., , " '-'·'·::2/i
I am concerned with the following condition imposed by the FCC on the CoffiCast, Time Warner
acquisition of
Adelphia assets, and I respectfully request that the condition be amended to include the
language below in parentheses. My proposed amendment is fair and equitable.

The above conditions apply regardless of the means of delivery. Comcast SportsNet
Philadelphia, however, is not subject to the conditions, except to the extent that the
service is already being carried by MVPDs other than Corncast ", or Comcast Sportsnet is
not already being carried by any available MVPD to any subscriber that resides within
either the Philadelphia DMA or the television territory of the professional sports
franchises (Phillies, Flyers, 76ers) for which Corncast Sportsnet Philadelphia has
broadcasting rights."

I reside in Princeton, NJ which is in
the Philadelphia DMA. We are located in
Mercer County which is part of the Philadelphia Phillies television territory pursuant to
the Major League Baseball Television Agreement. Our zip code of 08540 falls within the
Phillies blackout area.

Patriot Media is our local cable
company. Patriot Media refuses to
provide Corncast Sportsnet Philadelphia.
NJ just passed legislation allowing for
statewide cable franchises. We were
very hopeful that Verizon would provide
Comcast Sportsnet Philadelphia to
Princeton, NJ. Princeton, NJ is the only
community in the Philadelphia DMA that
does not have Comcast Sportsnet available to its residents.

Server protocol: HTTP/l.l
Remote host: 24.149.200.220
Remote IP address: 24.149.200.220
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Sandralyn Bailey _

=====================
From: rands leone <randsleone@verizon.net>
Date: 2006/08/05 Sat PM 06:38:25 COT
To: KJMWEB@fcc.gov
Subject: Time Warner and the NFL network

From:
Sent:
"To:

Subject:

randsleone [randsleone@verizon.net]
Saturday, August 05, 2006 7:46 PM
Robert. McDowell
[Fwd: Time Warner and the NFL network]

G
.,.;;;..;"

Time Warner just took over my cable co, Adelphia, and announced that at the end of this
month we would no longer have the NFL network. This is a major channel that Adelphia was
able to supply in its $52 per month tier. Now Time Warner is going to take it away, but
has announced no reduction in its monthly fee. I think this is an egregious abuse of
corporate power. Thanks for your time. Richard A Leone customer # 01648-101730-01-6
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rI;/\~YSandralyn Bailey _

Dear Mr. Chairman,

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Antoine Collins

Antoine Collins [antoine@innovationentertainmenl.comj
Thursday, August 03, 2006 7:00 PM
KJMWEB
Comments to the Chairman

(antoine@innovationentertainment.com) writes:

I am delighted to read that the FCC has ordered Time Warner Cable to reinstate the NFL
Network. I was surprised on Aug. 1st to find out that the NFL Network was removed without
any notice from Time Warner Cable.

TWC has said that the NFL is charging them a per game charge and the price markup would be
as high as 300 percent to the customer. Is that true?

Is this conflict between the two compaines going to interfere with customers being able to
enjoy the network as the season is about to begin?

Thanks Again,

Antoine and all the loyal football fans.

Server protocol: HTTP/l.l
Remote host: 71.104.89.207
Remote IP address: 71.104.89.207
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MIGUEL (MORENO) writes:

Sandralyn Bailey----------------------"""'l,,.r:;~L~·~C'-:i': .•r:~.,;-i-fi'-"""-D---
From: MIGUEL [MORENO@www.fcc.gov]. ,' ..
Sent: Thursday, August 03,20063:08 PM AUI~-

To: KJMWEB " ') n
Subject: Comments to the Chairman fedor.,!C",n~ l!, 2006

(,):':..... ' .. 1/... r '
",q~ 0; ,

'i,'C l"';;,.,':'''...<:;,.,...
,;,JI '""I

HELLO MR. MARTIN I'M A NEWLY ACQUIRED TIME WARNER CABLE CUSTOMER (ADELPHIA) FROM LOS
ANGELES, CA. I'M SENDING THIS MESSAGE ON REGARDS TO THE NFLNET AND WISH TO INFORM YOU THAT
I'M NOT NEGATIVELY AFFECTED BY THE RECENT ERRASURE OF THAT BORING NO TYPE OF PROGRAMMING
NETWORK THAT WANTS TO JACK UP THE PRICE OF MY CABLE BILL.

Server protocol: HTTP/l.1
Remote host: 69.167.130.236
Remote IP address: 69.167.130.236
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Frederick R. Gage (checkgages@hotmail.com) writes:

from:
Sent:
To:
SUbject:

Frederick R. Gage tcheckgages@hotmai\.com\
Wednesday, August 02, 2006 7:01 PM
KJMWEB
Comments to the Chairman

I left you a message about our personal rights being abused during the sale of Adelphia
and your decision that it is in the best interest of the public turned out that already
today my senior Account Executive - co salesperson was canned after accepting the offer
here in Glens Falls n.y. 's Adelphia office.

Who is monitoring the sale at all.

Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 69.169.238.162
Remote IP address: 69.169.238.162
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Sandralyn Bailey

From:
Sent:
"To:
CC:
Subject:

Dear Mr. Martin:

I'm writing you to complain about the Time Warner Cable takeover of Adelphia Cable in Southern California, specifically in
Camarillo, CA, 93010. Outside of what I find to be particularly alarming issues of monopoly with this takeover, I am
especially upset that Time Warner has, without warning or request, dropped a number of channels from my former
Adelphia lineup. My understanding of the law is that cable providers are supposed to give at least 30 days notice to
customers when channels are to be dropped. To date, I have received no notice from Time Warner regarding any of the
channel drops that occurred sometime last night, 8/1/06, when the changeover apparently took place. Time Warner
customer service is of little assistance, outside of telling me to e-mail their marketing department - a solution I find akin to
spilling in a strong wind.

Is there any recourse to be found with your offices at the FCC, especially since Time Warner Cable seems to be in
violation of the law? I did not ask to be taken over, nor did I ask to have my channels changed. As a top-three provider, I
am a proverbial drop in Time Warner's bucket. Is there anything the FCC can do, outside of accepting this e-mail as a
formal complaint against Time Warner Cable's actions?

Thank you for your time, and for any help or insight you can provide.

Best,

Tom Tarantino

Thomas D. Tarantino
2102 Euclid Ave.
Camarillo, CA 93010
(805) 484-2610
tomtarantino@gmail.com
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