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March 20, 2014

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Time Warner Cable In¢,
Petition for Determination of Effective Competition
Elmwood Park, WI, ¢t al., CSR 8663-E, MB Docket 12-172

Dear Ms. Dortch:

On behalf of Ttme Warner Cable Inc. (“Time Warner Cable™) and in response to Media
Bureau staff inquiries, this correspondence relates to the above captioned effective competition
petition involving eight Wisconsin communities. We hereby submit into the record recent
AT&T U-Verse subscriber counts for the City of Kenosha and the City of Racine." In the
attached letter from AT&T’s attorney contact, Mr. Timothy Whitley, AT&T has confirmed its U-
Verse video subscriber count for Kenosha — [JJj video subscribers / s of the 37,376
Census households, and for Racine — [ video subscribers / 6 of the 30,530 Census
households. These subscriber penetration figures confirm our understanding expressed in the
Petition that AT&T’s butldout in both communities is comprehensive and that video competition
is thriving. Should you have any further questions regarding this matter, please contact the
undersigned.

Counsél for Time Warner Cable Inc.
cc: Karen Kosar (FCC)
City of Kenosha
City of Racine

' As it has been almost two years since the Petition was filed, as competition from AT&T U-Verse has grown, and
as both the City of Kenosha and the City of Racine have both questioned the competitive impact of AT&T’s video
operations, updated U-Verse subscriber information recently supplied by AT&T constitutes “extraordinary
circumstances” warranting the submission and Commission acceptance of the new information. The new
information will also allow the Commission to render a decision using up-to-date information. 47 C.F.R. § 76.7(d).
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[ Timothy A. Whitley AT&T Services, Inc. 214.757.7503 Phane
\v/ at&t Ganeral Attomey 208 8. Akard 214.853.2242 Fax
Nm— Legal Department Suite 3100 limothy.a.whilley@ at.com

~ Dalias, TX 75202
February 27, 2014

Craig A. Gilley

Edwards Angell Palmer & Dodge LLP
1255 23rd Street, NW

Eighth Floor

Washington, DC 20037

Re:  Time Warner Cable, Inc. Request for AT&T Data for Effective Competition
Filing

Dear Mr. Gilley:

This correspondence is in response to your recent request on behalf of Time Warner
Cable (“Time Warner”) for information from AT&T under Section 76.907(c) of the FCC's tules,
in particular, to demonstrate “effective competition” for communities set forth below.

As we discussed, AT&T is providing this information to you and your taw firm Edwards
Angell Palmer & Dodge, LLP (“Edwards”) as outside counsel representing Time Warner. Our
understanding is that you will not provide the AT&T data directly to Time Wamer, and it will be
used only to determine whether the communities at issue quality for effective competition. If the
community does qualify for effective competition with the AT&T subscriber figures, then
Edwards will disclose only the total competing provider subscriber count (i.e., AT&T plus other
providers, such as DBS) to Time Warner, and any filing with the FCC which includes references
to the AT&T data will be done under seal - to the extent possible.

With these understandings, here is the data:

New Berlin, Wisconsin

Racine, Wisconsin

Kenosha, Wisconsin

Please feel free to call me if you have any questions.

Cordially,

Timothy A.mhidey



