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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Offos
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554
RE: WC Docket Nos. 06-54 and 06-55
Dear Ms. Dortch:

On February 6, 2007, Derrick B. Owens, Eric Keber, Robert J. Debroux, Robert Binder, Mark Feest
and Gerard J. Duffy representing the Western Telecommunications Alliance (“WTA”) met with
Scott M. Deutchman, Competition and Universal Service Legal Advisor to Commissioner Michael J.
Copps, to discuss the issues and impacts of the pending Time Warner Cable petitions in the
referenced proceedings with respect to rural telephone companies.

The topics included: (1) the actual nature of the Digital Phone Service proposed and marketed by
Time Warner Cable; (2) WTA’s opposition to the use of the Time Warner Cable-Sprint “business
model” as a contrivance to obtain the benefits of the Section 251(b)/252 provisions and processes for
Time Warner Cable without exposing Time Warner Cable to any of the obligations thereof; and (3)
the adverse impact upon local exchange competition if Time Warner Cable’s Digital Phone Service
and incumbent local exchange carrier (“H.EC™) services are not subject to substantially equivalent
regulation. The handout used by WTA is attached.

Pursuant to Section 1.1206(b) of the Commission's Rules, and original and six copies of this
submission are being filed for inclusion in the public record of the referenced proceedings.

Respectfully submi

“Gerard J. Duffy %

Attachment
cc: Scott M. Deutchman
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e WTA members average less than 3000 access hnes per b

company, and less than 500 11nes per exehange

the country

-—- Policy de01s10ns cr1t1ea1 to WTA members and the

rural Amerleans they serve




- T1me __arner petltlon should be denled or
dlsmlssed because o '_ o _' IR
- Declaratory relref Would be premature & |
| mappmpnate _ St i e

252 clearly lrmrted to mcumbent and competmg
carrrers provrdmg LEC and exchange access serv1ce

non regulated ISP e e e e
SR » WTA Comments ﬁled Apr1l6 2006 (WC Docket No 06 55)’ o




Sprmt Tlme' W arner”Busmess Model” is
Contrwance to lee Time Warner the Beneﬁts of
: Sectlon 251/252 Wlthout the Obhgatlons =
-- ~ Sec. 251(b) 251(0) & 252 apply to new entrants

o seeklng to offer competltlve local exchange service
e ;Sprlnt is enterlng Sec 251(b) agreements W/ILECs
- - BUT: Time Warner is prowdmg Iocal exchange ser\/ice_-_-_‘;
: - ';Number Portablllty Issues o s
—  Dialing Parity Issues -

-5--_:.-;;‘?.';Remprocal Compensatlon Issues




estern Telecommunications

— Tlme Wamer not subject to Tltle II regulatlons hke ILECS:   :: o

- — Time Wamer not subject to Consumer Protectlon i
Standards hke ILECS Sl B R

— Tlme Warner not subJ ect to equal access requlrements 11kef_ﬁf:fjff g

| ILECS

~ access Wlthout Ccross- sub81dy and cost allocatlon  :- _  1] S

restrlctlons faced by ILECs E |

competltors L e




