August 31, 2009
Reply to Washington, DC Office

BY HAND DELIVERY

Copyright Royalty Board

Library of Congress

James Madison Memorial Building
LM-401

101 Independence Avenue, SE
Washington, DC 20559-6000

Re:  Docket No. 2008-2 CRB CD 2000-2003

Dear Chief Judge Sledge, Judge Wisniewski, and Judge Roberts:

Enclosed please find an original, five copies, a return-stamped copy, and an electronic
PDF copy on a CD of two corrected pages from the Written Rebuttal Testimony of Jonda
Martin submitted on behalf of the Canadian Claimants Group. Please date-stamp the
extra copy and return it to the waiting messenger.

During preparation for the rebuttal hearings, the Canadian Claimants Group discovered
errors in the testimony of Jonda Martin. Two tables, Table 2 on page 3 and Table 4 in
Appendix A, contained incorrect numbers. The corrected pages are attached along with a
new declaration from Jonda Martin, The errors arose from incorrectly transcribing certain
totals from the underlying data files to the tables. The actual analysis remains unchanged
and the underlying data files correctly reflect the results of Ms. Martin’s analysis.

We discovered the errors too late in the day this past Friday to arrange for hand delivery
and filing that same day. However, we did serve the corrected submissions to all parties
by electronic mail before close of business on Friday afternoon. We apologize for any
inconvenience. Please contact me should you have any questions about these corrections.

Sincerely yours,

L. Kendall Satterfield
Counsel for the Canadian Claimants Group

Cc:  Settling Parties
Encls.
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AT T =y ; Y7 e —
"MEMTO00 TIME WARNER NY CABLE INC MADAWASKA 3594
“| {HECIO0 TINE WARHER CABLE IRC PRESQUE ISLE
3 E CC T H HHHMUNGEDSR
¢| ACCY D - RATE - .- BUBS - GROSS . - ROBVALTY ROY R ROY ER I K& GGLHASTY
.| FB : : ooiomnoioeo - /RECELIPTR - "BASE 1.7 SYHDEX n AN R EHRBEDBTERTI
' ' L F-T-T-T M I 0 KS5I
8 T . :
7 IT' T TTTT1THTETITIH
51 87-1 UMITED UIDEG CRBLE  14.9 1,640 199,640 868 868 L L L1 L LL1l L L
9 BI-2 14.9 1,867 182,928 1,098 1,098 LLL L L L L L L
a8-1 1L 1,88 190,905 1,178 1,179 L L 11 b1 L L
£g-2 13.9 1,897 192,892 0 L199 -  LI1R L LLL L L L1 L L
891 17,9 1,994 238,968 - 1,620 - 1,620 L Lttt L tL 1L
29-2 17.9 - 2,261 263,616 1,906 1,906 L LEL L L L L L LL
951 11.0 £, 287 744,575 1,716 1,716 AN I T N A N T O Y A |
MW-2 11.0 2,262 167,313 943 23 t L L L et b Lttt
Gi-i 14.D 2,298 166,338 P XA b LLLbLiLLLLLL
91-2 16.0 5290 152,321 243 L L LE L L L L L L
97 WG ST 157,697 gdj SO A T TR O O A A R e
92-2 10.0 . 2,317 159,838 - - 838 L L L L L LLLL L L
93-1 100 2,326 134,519 o319 Lttt tLtit L ttb it
93~ £2.9 2317 135, (80 621 LEE L L L L E L L1
G0 gy Z, k88 1z4,377 516 LT P LT L it L L1
-2 2.9 2,43 126,003 330 L b bbb L L b L L 1L
935-1 8.4 2,325 129,866 529 L ittt L L L L LLEL
95-2 FROHTIER DISIOH OP 2.9 2,260 125,308 52 LE L L L L L L L L
%1 ' 8.5 4,413 128,477 <] | I T T O N N O N A
9h-2 C8.9 2,280 CA2n, 728 . 57 E L L L L L L L LLEL
5744 8.9 2,257 124,656 517 LLLLLLLLLtLL
971-¢ 5.9 2,182 - 120,048 430 L L L L L L L L LLL
- 10,0 Z,113 121,04 480 A I O R T R A A t
98-2 10.0 2,118 129,030 60 it Lt L tiLtt L
95-1 10.3 115 128,582 356 L i1 ttittiLrtiLlLtiLtL L
99-2 i8.3 2,290 131,666 587 L Lt E L L Lt ¢t L
001 3 2,623 136,643 66 L I O N T I A L
00-2 0.3 0 1,992 136,824 - A9 L AU S N T S N L
8- 0.3 2,082 . 128,654 338 L1t i ittlLtitLL L
01-2 10.2 2,018 144,347 496 - L L LLEELLLL L
hr-1 8.2 Z, 408 13,617 587 P T T EE T L L L
02-2 13.9 2,079 395,471 14,182 14,718 EREBILDIDBLOD i
03-1 131.5 2,043 402,455 14,437 14,432 EBBDLDDLD |
03-2 153.¢ z,003 171,246 763 L L LLELEE L L L L
04-1 FROMTIERUTSION OPE 13.5 0 2,016 465,780 749 . LT LLLELLL L
0d-2 o 13.2 - 2,000 390,917 14,018 14,018 ‘DB DDLBDL B ]
25-1 S 3% 8,788 - 403,673 14,547 14,547 T 3 p DL B DL B I
05-2 12.9 4,807 433,993 2,741 L LELELL L L L
06-1 ' 13.9 8,/d 471,583 7,897 | I VO T T T T O O L
0h-2 TIHE HARMER HY ERB  13.9 4,534 496,113 2,342 L L L L bbb L L
i-1 1.8 4,567 432,582 3,207 Lt LLLLLLL L L
gg—%‘ 14.% 4,669 389, 661 2,378 L L L L L L L L L L
05-2

OTHER COMNUNITIES: FRENCHQILLE, 5T AGATHA
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ES]

MEM3IE0 FROMTIERVIZION OFERATING RUMFORD 14959
(HERAD0} TIHE BARRER HY CALLE IHC AUGYSTA
. CLH U B W WHHHKREN?Z
KEET T T T RRTE ST TEReSS T ROVALTY ROV ROY RO TTTH R TR CCT T E T L A R P B S 1 U R
PD = T T RecRIPYS o ... BASE. 0 375 SYNDEX L S BB S M UTFMYDBBII
- - o SR TH#I 88 E THOETKSIN
T TH I NIRRT
&7-1 STATE CABLE TV COR 8.9 5,015 11,543 8,730 5,250 PLLL L BL DD 5
§7-2 10.9 5039 322793 8.8 8,54 DL LE L BL D 0B
= .5 5,378 TG, 50 9,07 5,007 T T T T 1L TIE
£8-2 1.5 5227 3BLAY7 10,961 10,861 PLLL L BL 10 I
854 2.0 B,367 . 372,397 10,602 10,607 pLLL L prL DI I
89-2 12,0 5849 383,439 9,900 9,900 BLLL L pL LI &
it T2 5,E5 493,346 11447 11,447 N T T W W i
90-7 12.5 5,462 438,32t 11,83 11,334 BLLL L[ BEL [ 1D
§1-4 133 5,808 487,762 12,594 12,594 B LL L[ Dt L I3
91-2 12.0 5,55 472,595 12,201 12,201 B L L bt L BB
573 TES 5,885 A0E, 927 10,40 10,400 S T IR M ) 50
9-2 12,5 5,840 432,298 11,182 . 11,162 D LEL L BL £ DD
931 1.5 5,931 - 405,985 10,483 10,483 p Lt L Bt LG D
93-2 8.1 5,637 371,907 8,570 8,570 b L L L Bt L DD
4] §1 5.9 275,93 7,078 T T T ET [
94-7 A1 5,799 790,243 R,172 Lo LL L LLL
95-1 9.0 6,047 I 2,183 T N N | L [LL
95-7 9.0 5,9 790,895 2,179 L L L L LL
561 YNGR, 968 J23,909 6,586,500 [ N R I L0
%-2 89 57T 338,397 6,822 5,832 PoLiL L L L 9.0
97-1 4005 5,398 33[080 6,83 6,33 5 L L L L LD
97-7 10.5 5,679 344,343 6,95 - 6,99 B L L L [ LLBad
G5 708,507 3 A 1,75 3,050 R A R A
95-2 FRONTIER WISIOH 0P 12.0 5,571 176,396 3,718 3,718 oL LL L LL
95-1 12.0 5523 403,97 3.607 3,607 R N T L L L
99-2 12.6 5,568 392,611 3,506 3,506 . L Ll
0] 120 5,507 489,694 3,479 1,479 T L L ——
00-2 12.0° 5,637 - 393,453 1,761 3,761 I LEL L L Lt
B1-1 120 5,769 168,833 - 3,717 3,717 D LL L L LL
01-2 _ . 19.0 . 5,722 AI,6d2 4,180 4,194 I LE L L Lt
U= FRONTIERVISION UPE @77 5857 443,106 8,236 8,23 L1 T [
07-2 YRONTIZR OISEOM OF 142 5,59 477,249 4,53 4,563 Lt L £LLd L
931 187 5599 474,541 4,508 4,508 L L0 LLLt L
037 FOMIERMSION®PE 13.2 S8 213726 1,198 LLLLE L LLLL
04-7
954
05-2
6]
04-7
67-1
07-%
P51
08-7

OTHER CONHUMITIES: ANDOUER, HIRFIELB, HﬂHGUER, HERICO, PERY, ROXBURY
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b
3 ol g T T TRY
TMEM400 EEE LINE TRNC MILLINOCKET
N L oL L & L L . . L
4 BLLT . ~ . RAlt SHIG GROSS ROYALTY RaY- ROY ROY- BB K R A FfT &L F ST U H
L R R .. - .RECEIPTS oo BRSE 372 SYHDER 8 H T L BXHBEIBBID
; R L _ S T THT T¥W ZTBRKSIR
7 TN T T HTETI T IRNI
"| B7-1 BEE LIKE IHC 1.2 3,249 221,624 1,486 1,486 ] i L b0 L1 DL B
9f 87-2 10.2 3,216 219,09 1,46 1,461 D ] i B LD DL
w| bol 102 S, 281 281,96 1,986 1,986 ] 1] 1 T 01 Lo
.| 882 10.2 3,229 . 233,682 1.621. 1,627 I B 1 B L1 L nptLoB
851 S22 3,21 0 260,879 ~1,879. 1,879 L L L L L L LELL
2| 89-2 12.2 3,194 239,000 1,860 1,860 L L L LLiL L L Lt
| P01 1.2 3,238 262,377 1,89 1,894 E C L | I S L b L
Ll 302 14.7 1,19 290, 284 2,173 2,173 L L L L L L L LL1L
91-1 14.7 3176 309,728 9,63% 9,639 H | L oL b DL
ul 9i-7 14.7 3,200 374, 876 4,678 9,678 L Lt 0D B LI
1w 72-1 ILE 3,749 408,72% 1Z,726 12,726 i | L || A I
92-7 S20.0 3226 379,789 11,81% -11,4819 i i L b LL B oL
93-1 14.7 3,260 433,794 13,498 - 13,498 1 1 L B L L B DL B
93-2 . 11.9 3,260 . 415,937 12,944 12,944 B i L oLy 0 DL D
-1 1.9 3,2 a7, 212 12,077 1£,007 D L b LL DL I
94-2 1.9 3, 429,732 1,09  11,0% | 3 nLL 0 DL
835-1 12.9 3,242 439,550 1,349 11,349 | L DI L L 0 Bt
-2 12.3 3,188 172,210 12,192 12,192 ] L DL L 0 0L
76-1 13.377 73,146 HE T 13,1 15,137 1] L LT i
96-2 24.6 3,330 . 508,564 13,43 . 13 g L Ll 0 ot
97-1 - 13.3 - 3,183 - 483,347 12,582 fR.532 ] L I L L b ni
#-2 13.3 3,09 491,11 12,681 12,681 1] L D LL 0 0 i
9E-1 133 3,077 408,597 16,21 10,271 1] L LI 1 L
§a-7 13.3 3,008 486,726 9,827 9,927 0 L b L L 1 L
99-1 13.2 3.009 496,042 7,20 7,222 D L L L n L
5-2 13.7 £,933 05,506 7,360 7,360 ] L L L | L
001 13.7 293 EA S i) IR LTS I L L L 1 t
00-2 - 143 2,890 343,649 87694 8,604 I L Lt 1 i
01-1 15.4 #,883 954,91 B,793 - 8,793 D L LL I} i
01-2 12.3 2,874 384, 366 9,21 8,20 0 L L L | i
0Z2-1 2.2 Z,811 393,748 5,43z 9,432 0 L L b 1] L
Dz-2 13.4 2,83 624,757 9,909 9,909 1 i L L D L
03-1 14.3 2,79 633,849 10,053 10,083 B i L L 1] L
03-2 14.3 2,737 621,346 9,833 9,833 i L L L I L
04-1 18T L0990 R303 9,091 ULl B 1 LL 1] L
04-2 4z - LeE 0 620,236 9,937 9,837 . L L L B D L
051 42.3 2,678 618,744 9,813 4,813 L LLEBD L
05-2 - 42.3 2,608 609,276 10,242 10,242 i L L BB L
I 16.2 1,787 270,696 1,387 L 'L L L
06-7 16.2 2;779 270,432 1,386 L E L L L
07-1 4.0 2,690 261,819 1,299 i L L L L
07-2 17.0 2,374 264,629 1,317 L L L L L
93*] ) : .U 2,316 237,639 2 LI L L L
8-z ' _ 1,196

OTHER CORBUNITIES: T HILLIHOCKEY
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!
1 ' 1 N ¥
QI"IE_EJDD TIME WARNEE CAEBLE INC 5 0 20440
| (HEPsO0) TINE WARHER ENTERTRINHENT LP PORTLAND
3 _ £ 48y Y BB WHYZ
s RCCT “RETE SUB5 . GROSS T ROYALTY . ROV, - Ro¥ ROV CRT R UL C L E G & OHCLTHOH PP P ST H
| I _ S o RECEIPTS . o BASE 0 3175 SYNDEX S 2 Z B H S U R BHNODUET FHYBEBI
B L S e T o -Hg BESHEHHESNRT A AW 0 ET K SH
7 I THNENRHNEEERNTIT TN 1T 1T Tr111
8| 871 CONTINENTAL CABLEY 9.2 7,187 439,683 11,750 8,796 2,953 1 L L LLL LLDLlL L B
s] g7-7 §.2 7,213 474, 630 12,800 9,582 3,212 1D L L L L L L B L L L b
ol 881 - 9.7 1,718 - 499,278 1%,217 - 9,192 T8 D L EL L (R R .|
| 882 9.2 7,hi6 455, 971 12,298 . 9,206 - . 3,092 D L L L1 L L btLL LD
89-1 - 1.0 8,252 599,033 15,077 11,286 3,791 1 L L L Lt L L0ttt LB
12| R9-7 11.0 8;347 589,549 . 15,900 11,903 3,999 0 L L L L L L L b1t L n
el 901 1.0 5,838 500,773 S Vi VR L) i (A LTt LT L |
| 902 6.0 8,447 339,575 4,944 9,944 ] L L L L L L1 Lt LD
| 91-1 8.0 9,014 © 370,991 5,402 5,402 n L L L Lt L L Lt L D
5| 91-2 2.9 8,577 465,438 $,79 6,791 1 L L b L L L L L LD
sl 921 8.0 9,084 453,213 6,599 - &,549 1 LI [ T [T L T
o 92-2 - 8.0 8,583 ae5,400 . 4,776 6,776 | Lt L1LL L L L L L1
53-1 8.5 9,138 480,495 6,996 6,99 | Lt L L L L L L L Lo
8] 83-7 8.8 8,374 481,49 7,011 7,011 ] b L LLL L L L L LD
ol 94-1 £6 3,135 447,824 6,50 6,520 ] £ I [ L L ]
| 342 8.8 g, 846 494,723 7,203 7,203 D L L L L1 L L L1 LB
95-1 6.3 9,830 479, 444 6,980 6,980 ] L L L b L { L L L L I
2 §5-2 6.3 9,718 508,759 7,378 7,378 1 Lt L Lt L L L L L &
oo 961 51 10,528 448, 504 5,50 6,535 ] 1 L L L LL L L Lh
| 9672 51 . 9,398 332,414 4,840 4,440 - 1 L1 L L1 LL L1 LB
97-1 D52 10,667 326,386 4,732 - 4,752 - n Lt L L L L L L L Lo
2. 97-2 HEDIAOHE OF HEW ER " 5.7 9,514 340,475 4,957 4,997 )] L L L L1 L L L L LD
o[ 95 5.1 10,733 319,739 1,00 3,034 1 C LT TT 1 T T [ L
| 982 5.3 9,71 361,308 3,726 3,226 D L L L L L L L L L L L
99-1 5.4 10,847 344,453 3,076 3,076 i oL L L L L L L L L L
27| 99-7 TIHE WARMER ENTERT 5.4 9,810 459, 635 4,105 4,193 ] boL LELLLL L L L
we| 00-1 HEDIAONE OF HEW EN 7.3 90,690 508,474 4,540 4,540 — 0 £ L L L LEL CC L T
bl 002 - 7.3 10,549 813,102 7,775 1,775 Dt L b L L L
01-1 o117 10,817 787,125 7,525 7,575 0 L L L L L L L L {L
W 01-2 TINE WARKER ENTERT 11.7 10,205 . 840,478 10,4682 10,682 D L0 LLLDBLL1 L L L
w01 12.0 11,006 803,150 7.678 7,6l8 1} [ L L L OLL L L L
o 022 12.0 10,577 45, 254 8,081 8,081 i L L L LL L1 L L L
03-1 TINE HORNER CABLE  13.1 11,409 895,003 8,556 8,556 B Lt LbL L L L L L
al (2-7 131 16,719 964,437 9,220 , 220 i Lt L L1 { L L L L
g 04-1 13.9 11,838 097,278 G, T 9,132 R 1 1L TL | i L L L L i
N gg-if:‘ 13.9 16,448 -1,021,350 11,373 0 14,373 R NI | Lp Lt L L.LtL L
6| 05-2 L
il
B 07-1
a0l §7-7
40_38'1
0g-2 _
4% .
2| OTHER EOHBUKITIES: OLD DRCYARD BEAC
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MES200 METROCAST CEV OF NH LLC SANFORD 4433
3 EC D B DD DD MW UMW W W MN N UH H Ny
Jomer o T RATE — SuBs GROSS _~ ROVALTY ROV ROY  ROY W E W W W W W 0 B ECCLECGECHLHAN P FF ST
J SEE : - RECEIPTS ~ . BASE ~ 375 SYNDE¥ L S C C 6 H W MOBZESUMNESBNDUET FNKEEB

o : SR g S THSYHRDTUHK B HEBHEYXERIAE O0ETKS
: H B EH YR
7 ITTHHAANH N ARRERREEERN N T TN ~T T T T
°| 87-1 HEM ENGLAHD CABLEY 13.5 5,188 440,090 15,568 11,639 3,913 B B LLLLED LL Ll L 0D
5| 87-7 1.5 5,329 465,84 16,479 12,33 3,192 D 1 LLLLL B  LL Lt L DI
o 881 T87 5,464 910,285 18,091 13,514 - 4,538 0 I LLLL L b LL Lt 178
4 882 18.7 5,759 530,620 18,771 14,02 - 4,719 1 D 0 T O R A S A A M L 31§
89-1 15.9 5,881 591,660 20,930 15,648 5260 1 1 LeLrLe LtooLL L DI
2| 897 ' 15.9 6,087 620,486 - 21,948 16,431 5517 D 1 LiLtip Lt L LD 3
| 90-1 7.3 69/9 689,901 18,270 18,270 0D R T T N R T R A [
L 902 17.5 6,542 734,636 19,455 19,453 DD LLLLLD LL il LB
91-1 16.9 594z 774,908 20,52 20,522 1D LLLLLD LbootL LD
& 917 169 6,990 777,807 20,598 20,598 ] D T N O N N O W LD D
o 921 7.6 7,176 607,866 21,304 21, 394" SR [ A N R R R LI
9 17.8 - 7,256 230,087 21,983 21,983 D LLLLLD LL L1 L D B
93-1 129 - 7,480 668,335 17,699 17,699 10 LLLLtno LLoLtL L DB
@ 93-2 9.8 7,78 531,943 14,087 14,087 I ] LLLLbD Ll Lt LD D
o 941 O8G0 49,3t 1,017 13,012 i O A A A T A W 01
o Sz §.8 7,603 303,733 13,340 13,340 DD LeLtlLd Lt oLl L DD
95-1 DIVERSIFIED CABLE 9.5 7,907 510,581 13,520 13,520 i LittLs LE LL L DI
w957 9.8 7.8%7 55,707 13,922 13,922 D 3 LLLLLB bbbl E DD
o 951 5.8 6100 521,608 Lo 14819 ! TL LT LT TT [T -
| 962 _ C9.8 7,84 BIL6Y 14,11 14,13 1D LLLiLs vt LD D
P 97-1 9.8 8,243 53,62 14,079 14,079 i LLiLtLe Lt L LD &
| 97-7 NEW ENGLAND CABLEY 9.8 7,938~ 535,867 19,191 14,191 10 LLil1lp Lt L L D 1§
os| 9B 98 G417 9,660 5,649,609 i CTTT LT L& L [T
| 98- 5.6 8113 47,221 8,738 8,7H DD DLLLLlL L L L Ll
99-1 9.8  B€3 537,481 8,902 8,902 DD LLLion L L LoL
7| 99-7 9.8 8,403 573,909 5,93 5,933 D LL L Lt bl L L L
o OU-1 HETRUCAST CABLEVIS 9.9 5,087 - 564,846 5,085 6,048 i T T A A I £ [T
| 002 . 9.9 8,689 601,626 6,695 6,69 D LLELLD LL L L L
01-1 104 9,265 606,359 6,792 6,752 D LLLLLD L& L L L
W 01-2 10.4 8,979 689,826 7,682 7,682 I LLLLLD L L L L
T U 9,49 765,097 5,52 5,5 i LT LT LT T[T C [
Ll 022 13,0 9116 734,812 2,405 8,403 I LLLLLD Lt L Lol
03-1 W5 9.6 783,742 8,721 8,721 B LLLLLDB L[L L L L
s 03-2 METROCAST CBU OF B 14.5 9,134 812,682 13,869 13,869 I LLLLLDB L1 L %Lk
w| T — 1 7 JB8Y 10,389 14,459 I [T [T N A
041 L 89,689 14,48 [CCD
| 042 153 8,846 BS9I0 9,566 9,566 I L LLLD Lt L LLtL
05-1 16,0 9,707 858,403 14,625 14,623 3 LLLLLD L L ®ilL
o 05-2 1.0 8,71 900,13 10,622 10,622 D _ ELLLLDB Ll L Lt
G U6 735 4,500 11,287 11,7 A A R A R A R
T6=1 76954, 50 757 767 I TL LD T 1L N
052 7.5 7%  WLBE 11,529 11,509 DLLLLLL  LiLbiLid bl EoLLL
07-1 185 9,744 986,988 11,646 11,646 DLLLLLLE LLiLLD bl L LLL
| 07-2 18.5 8,602 1,094,978 12,920 12,920 DL L L bbb L LLLB EL L Ll
o] TFT T 5E W07 13,3% 13,33 N T T R R I I A A N A T R T A
L 082 : o _ 12,921
w2 OTHER COMMUNITIES: ACTON, SHAPLETGH
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; .
'MEW400 TIME WARNER ENTERTAINMENT LP WELLS 4158
{REP30G) TIHE ¥AREER EHTERTATHHEWT LP PORTLAND
} C R B ¥ W § W W W H B H U ¥’ KU N Z
4] BECT e RATE - EUBS | ERDSS ROVALTY . RO ROY RGY ERELLCEGEHLRERANPEBREPRSTIH
5{ FD R - . CRECEIPTS BASE - 375 SVHDER 5§ I B S VUV N B H DVUETUFBHBEKEBERI
) : o o o e L C : H B°HBEHRHEHBIAGRROETHKSH
7 I HRENEIEFENHIERNITIIIILIILI?Z
|| 82-% HIY INGLAWD CABLEY 2.5 7,555 377,440 15,574 11,639 9% B L L LELLLL L L L t B B
5 81-2 i2.9 6,501 791,428 20,262 15,169 300 B L L L L E L L L LLL E I B
| 65-1 iz.9 8,768 736,319 20,398 15,270 3128 B L UL L L L L L b Ll [
ol 982 149 7:272 895,092 24,141 18,072 6067 B L OLLLL L L L L L L L o B
85-1 19.2 5,414 857,098 25,881 19,375 6,306 B L L L L L DL L LtlL L bR
2l g9-2 14.2 7,731 1,009,472 29,987 2,449 2,938 B L L L L L DLt L 1 L L b
a 90-1 15,7 10,138 1,007,074 21,642 21,642 TTIT UL LU 7L 11 LB D
902 15.7 7,906 1,186,192 23,783 28,783 L R L L E DL L L L L B
9 17.2 10,184 1,027,476 23,094 23,094 3L ¥LLLBLL L L LB
B 91-2 i7.2 0,246 1,248,747 28,116 28,116 BL R L L L BLL L b L b B
6| 921 a1 16,4975 1,188,199 22,5967 23%5@7 I A N A N | B A 'L Lo
o 92-2 o o 181 8,299 1,278,471 8,762 78,762 BLELLLBLL L L L OB
93-1 TCT OF SOUTHERN HA 100 10,55% 1,099,354 29,738 7,734 BLE2LLLDLL L L L oD
W 93-2 ie.3 8,826 65,954 14,983 14,983 130 T U N S N I L oL B
o]  54-1 0.1 11,308 723,427 16,276  16,%/6 FL XYL L L DL L L o8
ol 942 9.7 9,386 716,933 16,130 16,130 B R L LLDLL L L t BB
95-1 8.7 .77 743,186 16,720 16,720 BLRLLLDLL Lt DI
2 93-2 1.2 10,334 790,158 17,777 17,771 B L &L B L DL L A E I B
oo 96-1 10.7 1,728 871,687 18,906 18,908 I | T I A | B A 't [
| 62 16.7 11,082 907,388 20,415 20,415 - BLAELLLEBLL i L o
97-1 1.4 12,065 Szi.61¢ - - 20,733 20,733 0 LitLLBLL L Lo
24 - 97-2 1.8 11,949 978,851 22,0728 72,073 T LR L L L DL L i L 010
os| 901 EE DR VN1 570,506 10,206 10,906 It ¥ T T FLELE L L
| a2 1.6 11,378 1,037,94 11,663 11,663 L&t L L DL L L L L
99-1 TIHE MARNER COHHUN d 0 12,806 L899 9,023 9,023 DL ELLLBLL L L L
et 99-F J 1,716 1,133,458 12,768 - 12,768 DL ¥t L L 0L L L L L
] 00-T g TR 1L00E97% 11,287 11,786 LI A A A N | I R N L [
oot D02 o 12,806 1,166,058 14,167 14,167 T LR LLLDLL L L L
M- 00 1476 1,048,46% 12,74 12,78 D LY¥tL L L BdtLL L L L
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| 742 9.8 46,052 2,760,672 48,737 47,462 1,076 L L L L B L I L L i %
95- $.6 41,186 2,200,792 14,971 33,95 1,018 L L L LB L L L n H
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» RHITE FIRE.
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ol 981 0.6 16,188 1,065,714 82,450 12,517 69,937 1 [N A L 1] ]
- 94-2 10.9 16,447 1,067,010 88, 562 18,539 70,023 D B L DLL L n B
99-1 10.4 16,126 1,023,793 80,652 13,463 61,187 || L L L L 1 I B
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42 OTHEI‘ COHMHUNITIES: ADANE THP, HDHH‘? THP-HOUEHT, AHNEEK, AMHEEK YLG, ALLOUEZ TUP, AU TRAIN TUP, ﬁURURﬂ, AURORA, RALDHIN TUP, BALDWIN THP-BELT, BARAGR VLG, BARK RIVER THF, BESSEAER, BRAHPTON THP, BREITING THF, BRETTUN .
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«f ALCT o ~ . DATE . - GUDS EROSS ROYRLIY ROY noy RoY "B AR LD EFEITHELESPESTHHITI
5 B0 DRV RECEIPTS E - BAsE 175 SWHBER e REY¥YQHRAMEBEHRESEBENTEITHNPI
. ' - T I I TRDSHBHNHESUINH
7 I I E R HITITHNEINNNKEIIRITILIH
“ €71 CABLE VISTON INC 10.56 4,843 310,198 8,009 8,009 | L £ DL pLiLL Lt npiL L
0 87-2 13.9 6,428 418,352 10,802 10,802 | L L nL L1l L. oLl L
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ol 882 6.4 6,351 189,282 1,163 1,163 | L L BL B3 LLL LBLL L
891 - b 6,705 189,779 1,168 1,168 L L L LLLL L L L
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o 97-2 4.0 7,710 211,811 1,388 L L L LLEL L L L L LL L
s FE-1 3.8 8,010 205,146 1,359 L L'E T 1T LT 1L L L L L £ i
L 252 3B 5,078 199,022 1,260 L t bbb L L L L L Lt L £ L
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FHERK THP, PIRE RIVER TP, SHERHERE.
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12 . 85-2 6.9 46,71 4,541 122,630 73,812 8,8 L L1 L 1 L D3 L
o[ 70-1 17.9 48,210 5,340,685 50,006 80,006 L it L i % h i L
| 992 17.9 49,290 5,661,579 94,997 84,997 L L L L b L KR I3 L
91-1 6.9 30,973 5,709,790 85,793 83,793 L i L L L a 8 I E
s -2 19.9 50,468 1,185,481 48,566 48,566 L Ll L DL 8 R 1] L
6| Fe-1 0.5 5LFI64LBUR I3 LTy T7LT0Y L L L L L noh B L
| FEE e a2 3,959,249 39,293 39,293 L L L L B L L B X L
931 10.9 352,011 - 3,832,086 37,482 97,482 L I L i 1% b ¥ L
16 91-7 6.3 53,426 2,770,577 41,826 41,976 L i L DL L] i 3 L
| -1 53 3,426 Z,262, 798 BT 34,781 L AL I R By L
ol 992 6.6 03,M% 2,069,263 38,965 38,965 L 4L Bl L] b3 L
251 6.8 97,426 1,539,027 39,519 19,319 L L ntL nod D ¥ &L
o -2 6.8 6,358 2,629,570 40,831 40,494 L 21 B i AR D # %L
| 961 7.0 a7 43,37 933N L B A L X F ¥yt
| 362 .20 99,930 2,633,662 41,680 41,580 L 3L -0 L 2R B iRl
1 971 TR 6,861 2,879,178 44,933 44,933 L L Bt ioa I S S
eil 97-7 7.7 61,861 2,993,074 38,620 48,624 3 LR I L - X 4 A8 XL
55| 951 7.8 RLEYE &, 205,196 3,3y HIE ] AL It R L
| 382 7.6 67,693 3,385,712 36,400 36,444 i L B L ] i3t
99-1 1.9 66, 602 .1,. 446,723 36, 598 36, 398 ] R L DL Bou LI
7| 9%-2 2.1 71,537 3,327,896 39,6494 39,644 i L i L i D01 LR i 8L
| O0~1 _ .0 T9,E T 3,045,689 38,170 38,110 AL L AL ELE H i
| 08-2 . Sl 73,008 1,486,473 40,230 40,230 L L L L 0L L b L R L
01-1 COMCAST CABLL CORP- 7.2 72,131 . L,603,678 40,960 40,960 L L L 0L E L L L 1
o 01-2 oo 137 33,335 3,607,000 40,726 40,726 L L L L L BL L Ll B L1
o[ 02-T B VLIRS 3,405,740 KL FC T WL L 1 T Tt L L
L -2 9.1 2,219 3,584,179 36,012 36,012 1 L Lt L E L L L1
03-1 COHEAST CRELEGISIO 9.1 72,084 3,434,669 34,800 34,500 L L L1 ntL L LL KLl
) p3-7 3.1 70,68 3,420,959 20,416 34,616 L L i 5t E L L 111
o[ 081 CUHEHSI o HTHIEH AT '3_515 Zh8 J5E T 56 L _ L L I S A N I A A
| 04-2 7.8 7,008 %, 656, A 34,950 24,93 L : L L 3L EL1L L L1
05-1 L9 8910 3,609,463 34,937 - 34,937 L _ o L L It L LL L L L
6 05-2 9.1  #9,306 3,719,510 37,679 37,679 L A . N T T I i s ELL L't
| 061 7.6 69; 787 3,. Hé?,ﬂ”! & 35‘,’173 35,773 S I N R S S LT It L LT LT
| 96T 8.0 69,8759 1,862,477 /427 39,1 L L 111 L1 L L bL L Ll L L L
07-1 8.4 69,908 3,965,983 46,186 90,186 L LLLILLL L L L L Lt L L L
s 07-2 8.4 70,499 4,015,619 40,678 40,678 L L Ll L L L L ni L 11 L L1
1 gg 12 9 88560 540,177 33,900 95, 54 £ S T A A A Er T A A R
4
42| OTHER CORHURITIES: ﬂRHBDﬁ THP, BRUCE THP, BURTCHUILIE CASCO TUP-GT CL&, CHMESTERFIELD, CHINA TUP, CLAY TYP, CLYDE THP-ST CLA, EOLUMBUS THP, COTTRELLUILLE TH, E CHIFA THP, FT GRATIOT, RARRISON THP, IRA THF, KIHRALL,

HIREALL THT, LEROE TP, LEhIHETUﬁ VILLAE, HARINE TITY, RARYSUILLE.
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{

1 s i " A o
MNEB2 OO MIDWEST CABLE COMMUNICIATIONS BREMIDJI =S98 36

2

3 ) L HEHHKEEK i K & 8§ KK B B HuH N

4| ACCT : T RAIE. SUEY GROSS - ROVALTY ROV ROV hoY BEAAEBET D T H [ Iy 5111

5 PR RS . RECEIPTS . BASE 377 GYHDEY ¢ R B J C L -8 BT T i{! R I E HREBL

} TEERIHH i ¥CP R 0 T 54

7 IR HHREH I HT N NI T THTII

"l B7-1 LAHGHOUT, JON P 9.7 4,336 290,790 2,118 2,178 L LL L L L L i oL

3| §7-7 9.7 4,1z 289,423 2,164 2,164 h LEL L L L1 J L0

o| B6-1 g7 4,871 750,794 2,173 f,LTTJ H A T N L L L Lo

ol 88 SRR | 4,954 291,282 £,182 2,188 i L L 1Lt 1 L B 1 LB
B9-1 R : 9.7 4,963 386,683 (50,530 3,453 47,177 | L L L L 0D L B L I LB

w  §9-2 ' : 13.7 4,957 404,871 52,939 3,616 49,344 i L LL L 1 L ] DL B

a0~ 8.5 4,772 280,877 1,678 1,678 L LT L L U1 |

" q0-7 8.3 4,981 249, 95i 1,770 L L L L L L L L L L 1L
91-1 8.3 4,900 231,99 1,790 L L L L L L L L L L

s 91-F 8.3 4,814 253,470 1,805 L L LL L L L L L L {

w5 T ) 3032 270,506 1,979 L L' L L L L LL L L L

" az-2 3.4 5,169 271,939 1,030 L L L1 L L L L L L L
931 T B3 9,251 282,387 2,094 L ! LL L H L L L L L

Bl §1-7 _ 8.7 3,297 252,031 1,790 L LLL L L L L L L L

ol 99-1 7.3 3,246 251,663 1,'587 L 1L £ L (I L L L

- g4-% 7.3 3,233 232,609 1,390 L I T L L L L L L L
953-1 7.3 0,362 236,50 1,638 L L L L L L t L L L L

2 55-¢ 7.1 6,086 263,240 1,922 L L 1L L L L L L L L

RS 1.3 5,994 784, 10 1,917 N I E L LTE L C L

Lo 962 7.3 6,131 270,016 1,970 L it L L i L L L L L L.
971 713 6,160 272,018 1,990 L L L L L L L L L L L

2l 97-2 7.2 6,148 271,502 1,983 L L L L L L L L L L L

us|  F0-1 7.3 6,471 iy £y | E [ L L L 1T

| 82 7.3 6,349 289,204 2,162 L L L L L L L L L1 L

= oo mm e ST S ST

7 iy,

o P\‘E k)il . " 17 74,809 79,5879 it 3 L L e ¥1in

" 00- 2 9.9 6,909 G‘N 265 35, 544 35,5'214 b LL L L L 3 ¥ LD
01-1 12.9 6,734 544,0I8 o 45,90 45, 901 B LL L L L % ¥ L1

W 01-2 12.9 6,466 329,045 48,048 68,048 DL L L L L I} B LD H

| 021 T2.9 6,037 470, 207 mﬁ 39,573 1L L -1 L H F1L 0 L

| 0272 12.9 3,079 491,348 63,204 63,204 B L L L L I B LD i
03-1 12.9 4, 681 336,140 32,581 32,561 B L L L L L H # LD L

s 03-2 12.% 4,348 162,389 2,673 L L1 L L L L L L} L

| -1 AT 4,1 494, 1,994 U L L L £ [N N K L

w| 032 : - 12.9 3,792 ~300,168 2.053 L LL L L Ll L L L1 1

> 05-1 IR % B 1 o' - 290,394 1,935 L L L L L L L L L L-L -

% 032 - 12.9 173 277,723 1,498 IL. l[ II: t t Il.. t i[ ll: Il: If .

w| 06-1 HINHEST Eﬁﬂ[{ CORR 12,9 3,787 ) J8 :

] 062 i2.9 3,738 291,863 1,998 L L& L L L L L L LL

07-1 12.5 3,680 310,692 1,788 Lt t L L L L L LLL L

a8 p7-2 13.9 3,950 20,6 1,840 L L L L L £ L L L L L i

sof 081 C ] ) Z,350 :

ol T 2,634

42| OTHER COMBUNITIES: BELTRHHI 00, CASS CO, CASS LAKE CITY, HILTON
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’
1 [ aumm | i i‘_ "y - = | L '-.i"‘ i — T e T
TMNGE00 MEDIACOM MINNEZOTA LLC GRAND RAPIDS 283873
: ¢ K R B HHRK K K W ¥ 0 W H
o - ACCY . - HRTE ~ 5BBS 7 EROSS ROYALTY RQY i) ROV § T R T CTTH [TV | I O |
5| FD o - : - -RECEIPTS : BASE 3.75 SYRODER 1 i W31 ECL 8§ DRI SEBERT
e : o ' . 1 ? ERBHEP S ROE T §
]
7 I L HEHHET T THETHNI
| 87-1 RAPIES CABLE T¥ IH 12.9 3,288 123,377 23,05 3,793 21,222 L L L Lo B DL B
3|_E&7- 18.7 3,228 318,333 25,192 3976 2g.217 v Ltn B 0L B
8a 4.7 3,713 323,736 12,967 4,820 5,147 I T N M ] L0
B5-2 16,9 4,251 344,142 13,722 4,042 92,680 LL L in 0 £t B
891 169 3,944 445,34 17,917 3,278 12,635 L Lt 11D | L D
89-2 16.9 4,242 464,710 18,508 3,432 3,006 Lt LL@ 1 LD
90-1 14.9 4,767 449,445 %, 951 3,760 11,79 S T A M | I |
90-2 17.9 4,287 21,490 20,792 5,123 14,667 LLL LD I LD
-1 19.9 4,251 360,644 i, 361 6,987 15,774 L1 L LB D L B
91-2 12.9 4,118 582,333 23,226 6,847 16,384 L L L LB i} L 1
$2-1 B D CﬂBLE HOLEIAES  19.9 4,468 373,619 Ze, 951 6,761 16,150 L A A N A i !
92-7 199 - - 4,400 368, %70 22,683 - 6,683 15,002 L P L LLB i t 1
§3-1 : 0.9 4,39% 608,371 249,264 7 iQB 17,116 L L L L Lo 1 LD
93-2 20.9 4,522 807,894 78,236 17,097 £ Lt 1L n 1 L B
g4-1 6.9 4,358 614,61 28,316 7'??? 17,799 L I A A N 1 | LB
24-2 6.9 4,593 520,308 248,732 7286 17,446 L [N T T N I L D
§5-1 3.1 4,681 673,089 25,889 6,938 18,931 L L L L L1 L L &
95-7 73.1 4,636 693,831 27,6681 8,149 19,514 L L L1 L3 B L B
96-1 2.7 4,673 719,866 28,701 4,435 20,7496 E I I T N 1 1] o
- 96-2 TRIAR HIBHEET RES0 - 28.7 4,658 123,617 2,930 8,322 70,408 i it L L LoD | LD
97-1 b2 4,71 740,048 29,306 8,692 20,814 L A T A | D LD
272 8.1 4,808 287,231 2,143 L Lt Lt L L L L
93-1 1.1 4,930 320,923 2,865 2,869 L IR A R A L L
93-2 1.1 4,79 178,098 3,376 3,376 L LLLLD L L
29-1 12.0 4,857 183,922 3,428 3,428 L L L L LD L L
99-7 HERTACONH LLT i2.¢ 4,792 397,047 4,104 4,104 LLL i D L 1] L
gl E 1.3 4,895 oy, 778 3,671 3,677 | A A A | L L L
00-2 12.3 4,%93 413,322 3,972 31,972 L L LL G L L L
011 13.0 3,046 437,209 4,180 4,180 LLL LD L L L
-2 1.3 " 9,016 432, 337 3,040 4,010 L L LiD L L | L
Z-1 3.9 5.1 454,579 3,63 3,063 R T O T | R D C
0z-2 1.5 3,1H 441,690 73,363 2,030 17,313 J L LLD 1 L DD
- 13.3 3,306 464,435 23,913 8,09 17,417 i L LLD L L b
% {3-¢ HEDBIACOM HINNESOTA  13.3 3,079 469, 2492 23,773 8,164 17,339 i} L L1 @R L £ 01D
Jf - 04-1 - S 435 9,168 459,692 73,800 8,188 17,612 1 I A T i L oot
-2 163 . 3,47 321,730 .28, 661 9,09 19,363 I LierLn L N
-03-1 13.5 5,33 445,427 27,216 8,638 18,579 B L L LLD L Dt
05-2 : 13.5 3,097 436,933 3,246 L Lt L L L L L
06-1 13.3 3,19 CXSIEY) £,953 L R A R SO i 'L
06-2 4.0 4,698 432,104 3,002 L Li L LL ! L L L
07-1 34.0 4,53 452,537 3,610 L L1 LLL L L L L
17-2 36.0 4,183 478,014 3,461 L ELLE L L L Lt
-1 . : - 4,406
| 082 : 3,338
2| OTRER CORHUNITIES: DBAGSDROON TUP, HARRIS THP, LA PRAIRTE
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-
i
;
THMNVGO0 MEDIACOM MINNELOTA LLG EVELETH
3 CCERHKHKEHHYNYEH
s RLCT T RRTE 0 BUBET  BRUSS ROVALTY ROV RDY ROV A I | A )
J PR : T ' REEEIPTC . BAsE 375 S¥MDER H R J L £ B I S T HRE
B T E B o S TTRHYHPSDEC T §
el
7 I'TRHNTITTHNTIT NI
1 87-1 HORTH AHERICAH CON  12.4 3. 454 331,463 23,937 8,990 14,948 I L LD LA 1]
§| &7-¢ CABLE COMMURICATIC  13.9 3,246 336,565 24,167 9,076 13,09 L LD L X I
BE-T SIHR HIBREST IRC 3.9 6,457 67,363 23,531 9,929 13,822 e L% |
82 16.9 6,524 332,407 249,903 5,363 15,538 D LL.D L A D
89-1 “16.9 '5,4?? 704,986 28,763 8,949 19,814 DL L B L R ‘D
85-2 16.% &, 646 710,087 28,991 9,026 19,911 I L L B L B 1
70-1 T7.9 6,625 731,854 32,970 98,390 10,58 - It [ i I
90-2 17.9 5,671 764,151 34,448 12,996 21,492 I L LB L X 1
911 19.9 6,620 813,133 657 14,138 23,49 Ji] L Lo L ¥ I
-2 1%.9 6,673 933,923 38,49 14,474 24,017 il L1 i X I
7= H I EHB[E HBLDIHES 9.9 5,633 —B6Z, A58 36,5t 19,960 8,50 i LT LT L% I
©92-2 REA 6,776 848, 601 37,469 13,302 21,867 B L LD L 3 |
93-1 20.9 6,733 899,939 47,14% 14,53 32,618 I L LB LD D
93-2 70.9 b, 804 890, 662 39,439 14,390 25,050 B L LD L R D
94-1 Z0.9 5,718 854, 454 8,164 T4, 288 24,576 ] LB 4 )\
94-2 20.9 b, 820 886,326 39,080 14,132 74,978 B L LD L L i
93-1 D B CRBLE PARTNERS 23.9 6 a1 993,351 43,801 13,862 27,939 I L L 1 L L 1
53-2 23.9 6,835 1,021,807 45,054  j6,36 7,744 b L L B L L I
YT T 3 6,788 T,WLIEh - LI 14,13y 30, THY i} L L0 LT I
96-2 - TRIAX HIDMEST ASSG 23.3 - 6,713 1,089,967 46,932 17,111 19,812 I LD L A D
-1 6.8 6,795 1,073,420 87,780 17,341 70,443 I E L B L ¥ 1 D
97-2 8.2 5,064 . 527,432 41,292 B,692 34,600 )] L Lo L X 1 ]
951 10.0 4,81 463,378 ALY 5,923 P4 Py ] S 1 L a 1
98-2 10.0 10,697 728,553 ig,z224 10,908 27,37 i Lt o LR I
26 99-1 1.0 10,674 734, 626 38,0 11,293 28,298 I LL D L X B
99-2 HERTACON LIE 1.0 10,372 77%,836 N,69 12,452 73,243 B L L1 L n I
og|  GO-1 A 1220 10,80 827,478 oAt L3Iy 31,028 i e % I
fo-2 120 - 10,497 - Q27,4624 42,758 13,944 28,914 il L LD L8 I
-1 12.9 - 10,347 896,140 14,397 14,9% H Lt Lo L& I
01-2 12.3 10,146 933,747 48,233 15,604 32,629 B L1 LR 1
0Z-1 3.9 1004 331,031 96,737 153,307 34,588 1 CTE T [ I
0z-2 15.9 9917 1,016,217 52,476 16,990 35,485 i L L0 L X I L
03-1 HEDIACOH HINNESOTR  15.5 9 76 1,018,891 32,626 17,039 35,992 1] L LD L K I i
03-2 15.3 9,421 1,045,879 93,917 17,499 16,439 B L LI LR I L
=1 16,3 TR 047 47 LN FE SR VL R N L ) LT L | I A
04-7 16.3 - 8,302 . 962,847 83,708 16,329 67,179 i L LD § 030 L
05-1 16.3 8,302 §17,652 719,81 15,743 64,076 1 t L R DI
{37 18.9 7,616 931,003 79,590 10,733 64,833 i E L A D DL
Vb-i 159 L HL, 0L 75,971 11,7196 67,795 4 Lk L L
Db~ 12.9 kil 961,387 78,306 11,092 67,214 B L L £ 00l
07-1 19.9 7,628 1,187,417 97,348 13,422 93,926 i L L LI T A
07-2 89,69
i ] R : 97,986
0§-2 93,472
OTHER CORGUMITIES: SURDRA, FILPBTP B”?L CRICHOLH, TRVAL, FRANKLIN-CT LOU, GILRERT, HOYT LAKES, KIMWEY, LEGHIDAS, NOHNTATIN IROM, VIRGINIR, UHITE TUP
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;
1 -El':! L] L] L)
MTR200 BRESNAN COMMUNICATIONS LLC KALTSPELL 6412
3 C K EKEKERHKZRKKEHKEHKHKEKDY
4| REET o . RATE 5UBS BROSS . ROYALTY Ro¥ RO Rov TT1T CHNRPRSSTUDRT
;| B e ' - . CRECEIPTS - . - - BASE. 3.7 SWNDEX S 8 F 24 M B AELPFHETFLLD
) v ' o f ﬁ i F.FZ&H S5 FDHYS
7 TLUHAHLLREREREENI
°| 87~ TCI CADLEVISION OF 15.7 11,333 563,397 13,010 15,010 B L3 L e DL LD
¢ 8- 15.7 11,190 987,641 15,650 13,690 B i 8 L L L L B
w08~ 15.7 18,32 1,024,733 16,362 16,362 B L B L L L LB
o 222 157 i 1,223 16,163 - 16,163 1 Lo L L L L B
.85~ 7.0 12,863 1,137,573 18,11 18,1H B L B b L L L B
| §9-2 7.0 32,922 1,763,459 70,206 20,206 B i1 Ll L L. B
80~ 18,3 12,139 1,718,11Z 12,451 1%,451 i LB EL L LB
962 16.3 12,126 1,781,786 18,003 18,472 i L Lol L L B
91-1 17.3 12,489 1,320,976 1,213 19,233 ] L L L L L B
91-2 17.2 12,571 1,398,744 19,784 1%,784 B L L L L L L B
5] 1802 13,765 1,444,671 21,008 21,00 N L L L0 [
92-7 182 ideRh 1,891,917 R I 1] L L L L L LI
93-1 .9 14,627 1,753,844 23,316 23,336 B X L L Lt 1 B
93-2 208 34,729 1,771,430 23,792 23,7%2 B i Lt L L L 0
Ga-1 6.0 fe,5o8 1,803,470 26,259 75,239 i L L LT i o
94-2 20,8 14,780 1,056,756 27,03 27,03 i L (A L L LD
§3~1 0.8 15,297 1,886,943 27,467 27,467 B L L L L L L B
95-2 20.8 15,425 1,924,892 28,172 18,177 1 L L L i b L B
96-1 I 1.8 153,887 2,040,460 25, Y Ty 1 L L EE £
9-2 .o . 2.8 15,700 2,090,570 30,439 30,439 5L L L Lt Lol
571 B0 16,365 1,036,449 15,382 15,382 1 L Lt L L L1
4 _97-2 i 11.0 15,941 1,049,107 19,279 13,219 i £ L L L L1
of 58 1o 14,560, 10759,803 9,603 9,605 ] t 'L [ 3
98-2 1.6 14,929 1,099,369 2,817 2,817 i L L1 L L L
55-1 1.6 15,208 1,099,484 9,818 9,318 1 L Lt Lt L
99-2 1.6 16,263 1,142,616 10,204 10,704 1 L L i L L L
-1 ' ' AEY 16,400 1,178,206 10,982 0,97 1 1 Lt L L
-2 12.1 16,669 1,208,092 = 11,949 11,549 ] L LLL Ly L
- 2.4 16,70% 1,207,582 11,544 11,549 il L L L Ll L
f1-2 - 12.8 16,390 1,247,454 11,878 11,878 i L L L L i L
02-1 2.8 16,4988 1,763,958 17,083 12,083 1 £ L I L
02-2 COMCAST CABLE CORP 1Z.8 16,518 1,265,612 12,099 12,099 I L L i L L L
03-1 BRESHAN COMMUHICRT 13.2 15,708 1,417,641 13,352 13,533 b L L Lt L L L
03-7 3.2 15,39% 1,428,158 13,633 13,635 B L L L L L L L
091 CA3E A9 TL.9EL3A 17,881 17,631 | L [ T L
8-z 3.4 16,156 1,541,739 - 17,190 17,190 Ll L L Il L
45-1 15.4 - 15,053 1,561,017 19,841 19,841 b L L L L B L 0L
85-2 7.5 15,031 1,819,708 24,511 1,51 I L L L1 Bl 0L
U5-1 7.5 19,31¢ 1,792,807 28,700, T4 i L £ L1 L BT
05-2 2.8 15,117 1,981,861 6,723 16,723 b L L £ L L L DL
071 18,8 15,648 2,087,279 27,846 27,846 B L L L L L Bl DL
07-2 19.9 13,673 7,345,956 3,408 3,600 DLt b L L L 1
06-1 199 15,793 L, 536,056 T 34,76 It L T i L
5-2 . 35,723
92| OTHER CORMUHTIIES: BIG FORK, COLUREIA FRLLS, FLATHEAD £O, LAKESIDE, SONERS, WHITEFISH
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OTHER COHAUMETIES: DRAVION

i~ COINDEX . DCOFC Cable Data Corporation JUL 18 2009
A
Yy % = 's P} '}
INDGE00 MIDCONTINENT COMMUNICATIONE GRAFTON 2=329
(NBE350) HIBCOTINENT COHRUNICATIONS GRAND FORKS
3 £ CC K # K K K B K # 4 U H
5| -AECT ' ST RATE 0 SUBS - GROBS 0 ROWALTY . ROV ROY ROY EKHKEEE i i VU iDe6 T H
S FE T . RECEIPTS _ BASE 3.75 SUNDEX B R Y H F S R LR JIARHDD
: _ ' : T D £ E P R Y RBZ § R
b
7 I' TIH I 1 T HHRTITIIZ
1 87-1 HIDCONTINENT CABLE 12.0 1,174 131,837 558 588 i il L L L L LB BL
8_87-2 12.0 1,123 133,050 401 601 i B L L L L1 L 88 L
| 88-1 S12.0 1,686 132,022 590 390 1 B L L L L L L BoL
ul 882 14.9 1,974 141,550 686 686 D i L LLLLEBZTL
89-1 19.2 1,612 191,151 782 182 L L L L L L L L L L
2] §9-¢ 16.3 1,628 162,976 200 200 i L L Lt L LL 1L L
i 901 163 Z.334 168,229 258 958 L L L i L S T I R
| 90-2 17.3 Z,309 172,278 993 793 L ] L 1 L L L L L L
91-1 17.3 1,640 176,3%7 1,034 L L L - L L L ELEL
51-2 18.2 1,666 183,867 1,129 L L L L L Lt L L
~9-1 18.2 1,655 190,333 1,113 £ L L L L [T L
§2-7 . 18.5 1,662 192,394 1,19 £ L L L L LLLLEL
§3-1 2.0 1,679 196,096 1,23 L L L L L L 1L L L L
93-2 i9.7 1646 196,471 1,234 A L L L L L L L L L
LT 15.7 1,657 193,514 1,285 £ L L L L I N I N
94-2 0.3 1,167 203,780 1,228 b L L L L L L L L L
854 20.5 1,708 206,191 1,332 L L L L L L L L L L
93-Z 21.5 1,648 714,873 i,411 L L L L L L EL L L
b6-3 it.s 1,89 234, 444 1,474 L L L L L L L L LL
96-2 23.8 1,649 23,35 1,004 L L L L b L L L 1L L
97-1 23.8 - 1,768 235,502 1,629 L L L L L L LLL
97-2 25.0 1,681 204, 406 8,169 8,169 # 0 K L L % L L DB
¥8-1 234 1,645k 294,937 7,001 7,001 VTR r L [ LT
a8-7 26.3 1,638 304,179 7,287 1,227 L L L L L L B
99-1 3.7 1,613 314,015 7,482 7,482 A L L L L LD
99-2 26.4 1,943 302,263 3,80 2,801 i L L L L LB
-1 3.7 1,547 306,736 ~3,d86 1,806 B B L L L L L 1
00-2 NIDCONTINERT CORNU  27.9 1,873 313,189 2,483 L L L L L L LL
§1-1 R X 1,839 334,997 2,401 L L L L L L L L
61-2 7.9 1,780 338,082 2,432 L L L L L L L L
0Z-1 313 1,831 Ja4, 649 499 L L L L L L'LL
o 3.5 1,774 391,069 2,362 L L L L L L L L
2031 12.9 2 364,139 L L L L L L Lt
s (-2 2.9 368,19 L L L L L L L L
| bie | |
Bps-1
%6 05-7
i
% 71
ol -2
40 t8-1
gg-2
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§
1 EC 3 «
TNDGEE0 MIDCONTIMNENT COMMUNICATIONS GRAND FORKS G364
3 : _ cC C o & Bl L S T I
af RECY RATE _ 5UBS CROSS ROY¥ALTY - ROY - ROY ROy BKRKKRKIN B CCFGHN Py U §CnDET
s| oPB PR ' RECEIFTS SO BASE 375 SYMDBEX R Y F U XD R CPHTESEK L RJCHARTE
- : ' ' H L J A RWHEEERR Yy RBOV Z S
5| - E ¥ B Y
7 I T EFH AR INTEEIIL HIBRHHBHNTI
) 871 &F CHELE TU THC 1.2 15,218 1,084,631 30,433 30,433 I B L L B L L B L DB
872 122 15,872 1,072,492 30,534 10,54 BB L Lt B b L L B B
ge-1 TCI OF RORTH DAROT  11.7  15,95¢ 1,288,531 36,113 16,115 I i LD E L L 0B
g8-2 S =159 16,837 1,334,971 37,9% 31,99 It D L LD L L L D&
-8%-1 15.% 16,383 1,38%,119 96,126 - 46,126 | L0 LD L L L B B
29-2 17.4 36173 1,399,404 43,307 45,307 g 1 L. L o L L L DB
50-1 16.4 16,295 1,672,105 43,718 43,713 I i B (] L L L8
90-2 7.3 15,929 1,689,078 46,942 46,949 B o L L1 L L L DI
51-1 17.5 15,848 1,731,243 49,78 49,289 B D l L B L L L DL
91-2 17.5 16,308 1,753,186 19,913 49,913 hn L LB L L L Db
g2-1 e W 1,914,418 54,933 34,493 n L LD L L I (1
92-2 1.6 14,669 1,893,218 53,900 433,900 0D L L B L L £ 0B
931 S 3.3 16,838 2,109,471 60,057 60,097 0B L L B L L Lt 8 L
93-2 26 18,33 2,206,750 £7,826  b7,876 i L L i L L E D D
v4-1 e 17,708 2,716,419 83,6711 63,671 U] L LB L L L 00
94-2 20,6 17,797 2,344,543 66,206 65,806 n B L L 8 L L L 0B
231 2.6 17,77% 2,369,126 57,989 67,4949 BB L LD L L L 1D
G3-2 22.0 18,268 2,495,406 71,006 71,076 i L i B L L L 0
F6-1 2L 18U 630,665 78,89 73,3% T L Ln L L £
95-2 233 17,8% 2,626,303 /7 N BB L LD L L LB
97-1 2.6 17,093 1,145,103 28,367 - 29,367 B D L LD L L L H]
97-2 i2.6 16,897 1,29,128 33,471 33,471 B I L L B L L L i
ya-1 Y 157 1,360,53 34,89 34,09 i L ] L L I
98-2 121 15,888 1,388,873 78,041 78,041 it L L B L L L B
95-1 1.6 15,400 1,361,640 27,492 27,492 B L LD L L LD
99-2 13.6 16,706 1,327,966 30,846 30,840 i £ L B L L LD
00-T~"HIDCOGNTIREAT COMAU— 6.9 78,5620 1,494,901 2%, 363 79,568 i L L B £ L LD
-00-2 : 156 16,370 1,548,350 1,36 14,315 il L L B b L LD
-1 2.9 19,593 1,802,114 35,90 35,50 B L LD L L L D
01-2 12.9 20,908 1,797,471 38,996 U8, M6 B k L D L L L1
021 13.3 21,212 1,789,642 38,330 35, 9al I L LD L L | R R |
0z-z 1.5 21,3%0 1,788,197 626 19,626 B L L D L L L L B
031 4.9 2,830 1,948,229 30,599 30,899 i L L L L L L L LB
pi-2 13.9 22,590 2,107,367 33,423 33,473 B L E L L L L L 3D
-1 129 24,144 2, 36%, 105 30,3 LA E L L L 1Lt L8
04-2 13.9 26,006 72,370,415 37,393 37,0993 I L. L L L L i L LD
(5-1 13,9 L6 2,417,561 35,168  3B,168 il L L L L L L Lt L LD
5 99-2 13.9 - 24,100 2,458,187 41,322 41,322 I L L L L L L L1 L L D
| U6-1 13.7 £, 332 2,969,437 45,123 45,723 ] L L I R L LLL L L1
06-2 14,9 21,869 2,730,834 45,713 43,713 3 L L L L Lt L L L1 L L5
071 4.5 23,700 2,848,573 47,693 47,693 i £ L L L 1L i L L L L LB
s 07-2 14.9 729,493 3,030,658 30,744 80,744 R L L Ll L L L L L LLL L LD
’ __g§~} 3.9 .m0 LINER 23,522 96,527 A N N A L L1t L (A LD
= . \-L;897 )

OTHER COMMUNITIES: CROOKSTON, EAST GRAND FORMS, EAST GRAWE FORKS. EMERADO, SALESEURS, GRAND FORKS, SRAND FORKS 9FB, CRANDIN, MATTON, WELLSBORO, HILLSBORG, HRYUILLE, PORTLAND, REVHOLDS, THOHPSON
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z
58 3 Eid :(" T T Tl T T Lo L i ;,,_,M._‘_‘_‘_..‘.‘_.‘_._..._.—_. " T hed ™ ™ B . MR T
TNDMES0 MIDCONTINENT COMMUNTCATIONS MINOT 35708
3 _ , L 00 K HKE KR MMM
4 HRCCT C RATL SUBS - EROBS ROVALTY - RV oY RaY I KR [ - VT E T H
5 P . : _ AR - T RECEIPTS BASE 3,75 SYHDER £ § i L o R R NARNEI
o ' : : ' £ RH Y TE C D12 § N
§ ' E €
7 I EH N HE L S A
5| §7-1 CRBLE T4 OF HINOT  15.0 8,73 218,004 1,450 1,450 L L L L il
o §7-2 TLI GF HORTH DAKOF 15.0 9,499 206,357 7,20 7,200 L L L L ]
ol B8-1 . ' ' 13.7 9,481 - Bh7, IR 1,743 1,782 L' L L £ i
N 8g-2 ' 197 9,118 .-864,542 7,720 1,720 L £t t n
89-1 1.9 9,452 - 919,340 6,290 8,390 L Lt L B
| §9-2 178 8,640 939,980 8,338 , 398 L L b L B
| 90-T 7.3 2.161 969,430 8,607 8,697 L LL L B
" 90-2 i48.0 8,47 928,833 , 299 8,294 . L LL L i
"B~ 18.¢ £,463 999,301 8,924 8,924 L LL L I
s -2 18.0 8,663 1,020,301 9111 2,111 L LL L 1]
&l FE-) 18,0 9,774 1,095,748 9,789 9,783 L L L L H
" 92-2 18,0 9,773 1,098,675 9,811 9,811 L L i L B
1931 21.4 8,99 1,237,813 11,034 11,09 L Lt L I
6 937 21.4 10,187 1,279,407 11,425 11,425 L 1L L I
ol 791 1.8 9,703 1.299, 437 11,368 11,308 E L L L 1]
oo 94-7 720.6 9,509 1,310,819 11,706 11,706 L L L L i
95-1 2.9 9.645 1,339,719 12,142 12,142 L LT L 1
2 99-2 1.6 9,907 1,490,116 13,307 13,307 L LL L i
ool 901 10.% 9,841 16,08y 7,288 7,288 1t L I
4 962 “11.6 9,962 436,766 7,472 7,472 L L L L I
%971 11.6 - - 9,898 871,826 7,839 7,839 t L L S I
e 97-2 1.6 7,889 - 865,670 7,730 7,730 L L i L B
os| 981 122 7,681 abo. 221 1,732 1,183 L L L L L
| 98-2 12.2 9,730 369,126 7,783 7,763 L L L L i
951 1.6 9,983 833,648 7.623 7,623 L L L L B
7| 99-2 12.6 10,873 991,209 8,494 8,499 E L L L i ~
g D0-f  MIOCOHTINERT COMMO 13.3 Y0097 923,532 8,787 8,247 7L L R
» 0G-2 13.2 10,241 831,489 AL 8,140 L £ L L 1]
o - V2.9 13,293 1,353,700 13,47 13,217 R LLL L L I
3| 01-2 3.9 12,034 1,733,734 12,260 12,262 I L L L L L 1
ol U2-1 133 13,604 1,280,402 12,928 12,326 i I R i ]
" 02-2 135 1h,63F 1,303,377 12,762 12,782 H L L L L L B
| 031 13.9 13,928 1,349,323 13,210 13,210 X L Lt Lt N
s 032 13,9 14,992 1,496,176 14,627 14,622 il E L L L L 1]
-1 139 14,448 1,386,311 14,783 14,783 L L L L L i
" 04-2 13.9 0 14,76% 1,561,447 14,527 14,927 L L L b L b
- 091 13.9 15,829 1,668,329 16,357 16,397 L L & L L i
s 03-2 12,9 18,913 1,731,056 17,765 17,769 L L & L L I
o] 061 13.% 17,328 1,806,906 18,482 18,442 Lt I B Lt I
g Gh-2 4.5 17,356 1,902,576 19,460 19,460 £ L t L X L1 I
=87 4.5 17,778 2,008,174 20,337 20,337 L1 L L X L1 B
e 072 14.9 5,112 7,131,381 21,878 21,878 L L L LR Ll B
ol 08-1 - _ A3 15,050 Z,7%7,058 2475 23,133 L1l L L& L L 4]
o 03-2 29,187
2] OTHER CONNUNITIES: DURLINGTON, GLENBURN, LANSFORD, WINOT AFB, MOMALL, RUTHUILLE, §, SURREY, HARD €O
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OTHER COMMUNITIES: BURLINGTON, CLEMBURM, LANGFORR, MINGT, MOHALL, RUTHUILLE, SURREY, MARD £Q

" CRIMDEX. DOPC Cable Data Corpecration JUL 18 2009

A

1 - - o - -

INDMGOO MIDCONTINENT CAEBLE CO OF WD NOT AFE o320

“| INDHSS0) HIBCONTIHENT COMHUMICATIONS HIHOT

3 L K K K K K B KWW

« BCCT - 7T RMiE L WES GROSS REVALTY ROV ROV NO¥ I FH sV 4o T

5| PB T R - RECEIPTS = ©OBRSE . 375 SVNDEX € CDRL HAaNBEB

’ o . ¢ Y TEY 21 §&R

B

7 1 I S A A |

| &-1 HIDCOMTINENT CABLE 8.0 1,617 137,637 640 640 LLL L L Lt

9| £7-2 0.6 1,637 186,230 .13 1,14 L L1 L L L i

1o 681 0.0 7,505 154,558 0 LI Wi b Tt R N R

o 282 1.4 I 204,352 L3E 1,314 LLt L L Lt
891 R LI [ 222,061 1,461 1,451 L Lt L L1L1L

7| £9-7 8.9 2,667 263,279 1,909 1,908 Ll L Lo L1

o] 901 .y 0,088 759,143 1,861 1,361 11 L1 L

| 90-2 15.6 4,115 249,513 1,768 1,768 L LL LooLL
511 5.6 2,448 262,322 1,893 L Lt £ L1l

5 91-7 16.4 2,583 2h7,071 1,940 L LL R W

6| 921 169 2,638 779,833 7,065 LT T

o 92-2 6.8 2,508 273,730 2,007 LLL L Lt
43~ 0.0 2,676 232,108 1,59 L Lt L Lt

5| 93-2 8.6 2,863 254,614 1,834 ' L Lt LoLL

| 9071 8.6 2,600 758,560 13,876 %669 11,207 Lt R

| 342 1.2 2,541 299,917 13,693 2,61 11,099 L Lt L oD
95-1 8.3 2,763 316,495 14,695 2,326 11,369 L Lt L 10D

21| 95-2 0.4 2,741 321,879 14,995 2,874 12,070 L b L L oo

ol 9T WA 7,00 8,097 {3,577 2,99 12,58 T TL R

o 702 22.6 7,561 34,248 15,519 2,985 12,5M LLL L B D

971 26.5 4,094 578,709 25,366 5,433 © 19,933 L Lt L BB

2 97-2 . 2.0 2,437 590,556 25,496 5,729 19,997 ¥ LLot L B.D

bs| 81 2,08 597,528 5,617 778,417 g LT L0

| 952 25.5 4282 390,118 5,340 5,540 K L Lt L

°l 951 5.5 1,692 580,593 5,447 5,442 2 L Lt £t B

7 99-2 26.4 4,173 553,224 5,186 5,180 3 L Ll . B

ol 001 Ty 4,305 550, 471 5450 5,197 ¥ | L8

o gg—; 27.9 329 541,574 5,442 5,442 B L LL L1

a0 §1-2 '

3 gg”i

931

B 03-7

| o2

S g5

w6 05-2

iz

* 071

) 07-2

o 081

1 08-2
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L
SE— _ i o o e I S
THMDPE00 VIKING ELECTEUONICE INC PARK RIVEE TT161TE
3 £ C CKKH®KKUUNY I
o REY - TATE SIS TROSS FOVALTY RO 1 11 N Tl TR |
| P o R RECEIPTS . . BASE 175 SYNBEY M M Y F R L JJAHGBRI
o ' ' S - TT  ERVYBCI S K
7 R SR S S S N G
i B7-1 UIKING ELECTRONICS 9.0 687 38,994 28 28 L L LLtLtL LLt
3| gr-2 12.5 £79 43,679 78 78 L L LiLt LLL
58 Y 1 S ) T T T Tt ([t
88-2 75 a2 57,646 28 28 L LLLLEL L[t
89~1 125 676 55,422 .28 - 28 L LLLitL LLL
49-7 17,5 . 469 57’ 043 78 73 L L ELLE  rLL
901 1775 557 B 78 75 T L T T [
90-7 11,5 651 52, 454 28 ? L LLLLE LLL
991 13.5 650 55,101 28 L LticLLt LLL
51-2 135 671 53, 906 28 I ELiiL (L1
571 135 1Y T 7 A— [T LT L T[T
92-2 135 712 £3,184 - - 28 I LLiitr L[LL
93-1 135 719 67,086 = 28 [ L[LtiL L(LL
53-7 16.8 710 70,830 0 28 L LLiLlL LLL
951 168 717 77,550 79 R S Ay s
94-7 16.8 7z 71,492 78 L LilLLL Lt¢t
95-1 16.8 724 71,490 28 t CLLLL LLL
95-7 17.5 22 73,260 25 L LLLLL Li1
551 1775 730 75,250 5% LT T TTT ©TLL
%6-7 17.3 718 76,380 1 L LiLlLL L1t
97-1 47,5 730 70,980 © . 28 L LtLLLt (L1
97-2 17.5° 727 76,747 18 L L LLL L Tttty
81 17.5 738 76,530 35 [T LT T[T T[T
532 17.5 726 87,771 148 L LCELELLY! Lt
99-1 17.5 776 75,409 29 [ LLLLL L[t
99-7 17.5 724 76, 360 34 L L b LvlLi Lt
06-1" 50" 700 N 03 R iy S
00-2 17.5 737 79,181 37 I tLitil L
-1 74.9 740 102,299 74 [ LLiLLrL (1L
-7 749 771 109,583 147 L LbLlLlL L
7= 7.9 730 108,087 ks T T T LT T[T
0z-2 76.9 2,703 404, 353 6,483 6,483 A A R R |
03-1 2909 2,763 406, 431 5,49 6,499 ¥R L LL ®L
03-7 9.9 2,757 439,672 9,200 4,203 S S LLLL L L
(T R R 7 04] 514,475 T 574,917 S S T T A I [
pa-2 29.9 . 2,881 518,374 . 6,95 4,956 ' S R R N | L
05+1 - 299 7867 501,957 4,799 4,799 8 Y LLLL L L
05-2 s 779 54, 431 5,535 5,535 9 S LLEL L L
061 T 7,781 579,936 N T QS S A R A — [
D6-2 19 2763 565, 403 5728 5,728 4 Tl LtLiLoL L
07-1 3.9 283 561, 070 5,688 5.684 R s LLiLL L L
07-2 /.9 7,800 580,060 10,710 10,210 D BLELLL L@ L
051 R T 0,975
08-2 : 12,310

OTHER CORRUNITIES: ADAHS, CAYALTER, CAUALTER AFS, CRYSTAL, EBTHBURE, FDRHUILLf; HEHSEL, HOOPLE, HAWUTLLE, HICHIGAH, NOUNTRIN, RECHE, PETERSEURG, PISEK, PORTLANL, ST THOHAS
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" .—l
MOEZ300 MIDCONTINENT COMMUNICATIONS BElSBEE e=97
{HBH1 00) HIGCAHTIRENT COHRUNICATIORS DEVILS LAKE
£ £ H KK R0 e i
RECY R _ RRTE -7 "SUBS  ~ -GROSS: - ROVALTY ROy ROV . RO¥ K K RS a A" 06T
P . : _ MR S N - RECEIPIS - - DAst 3.73 SYMBER % ¥ £ B8R HHAHKSB
: i ; : ¥ T L £ B 1 5
1 NPt NTWTII
€7-1 HIBCONTIMENT CRBLE 13.9 i 10,903 28 8 L L Lt L L LL
87-2 131.9 207 17,191 28 28 L L 1 b L bl
-1 B 0 T B T .78 28 L L i L LLL
48-2 14.5 230 18,096 28 28 L L 1L L L L L
89-1 13.5 - 169 19.218 RS B 4.1 Lt L L L L LL
89-2 16.5 233 20,825 28 28 L L 1 L L Lt
90-1 6.9 293 21,824 i:] 8 L L L L L Lt
90-7 17.3 289 23,142 28 28 L Lt L L LL
-1 17.3 294 24,072 28 i L b L L Lt
- 18.2 220 24,199 z8 L L i L L L L
92-1 188 i — 24,571 28 L L L | A
92-7 18,9 - 223 13,190 28 L L L L L il
93-1 10.0 226 25,169 28 L L L L L L L
93-2 19.1 220 . 23,377 28 L Lt L L il
94-1 19.1 277 73,290 28 b L £ (AT
94-2 19.8 236 27,317 28 ! Lt L L Lt
95-1 19.8 236 27,837 28 H Lt L L Lt 1L
95-7 20.7 23 28,74¢ 28 L [ L L i1
96-1 2E4 Vil 29,107 28 L L L L L' T1L
96-7 23.6 - 718 30,967 - 28 L Lt L L 1L
971 263 2,246 297,431 7,411 7,411 5oA E-D ] BB D
97-2 6.3 - 2,033 126,224 - 6, 638 6, 638 LI R B A ¥R D
931 2625 1,027 319,329 4,720 4,720 BN a 8 B Xl
98-2 7.2 2,191 319,499 1,787 19,787 g A LA bt L
99-1 27.2 1,982 314,854 4,623 4,623 nol iR H a b
99-2 £6.4 1,890 257,39 9,379 4,379 i 1 LI A L
(¢0-1 T 2.9 1,870 301,803 4,440 1,440 R K iR H ol
00~-2 HIDCOMTINENT cOMMU  27.4 1,870 304,164 2,093 - E L t L b E L
0i-1. : 284 . A 0200 - 8.6 2,237 L L E L L Lt L
-z 8.9 1,04 314,809 2,199 L L E L L b L
-1 9.9 1,650 3d0, 373 £, 41 EL L ELTE T
b2-7 9.9 1,662 128,979 2,336 L L L L L P L
33+ 3.5 1,679 341, 066 Z,462 EL EoL L Lt
037 3.3 1,718 145,492 2,306 E L L L L Lt t
04~ 2.9 1,700 06,580 L4616 ETL 't | S A T
24-2 - 329 1,664 362,003 - 2,602 N b L bl
051 13.9 9 12897 31 L L £ L L EL
05-7 13.9 ‘337 49,871 32 L L L E Lt L
LS
0g-2
§7-1
o 07-2
-1
ge-2
OTHER COMMUMITIES: BISBEY, BOTTINEQU, DUNSETTH, ROLEA, ST JOHM, HILLOM CITY
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OTHER COKRUNITIES: GORHAN

CDIMBEX.DOPC Cable Bata Corporstion JUL 1& 2009
[ 5 TR =
2 j - 1 1 L3 .

NHE3Z00 TIME WUARNER ENTERTAINMENT LP BEERLIN 10824
ECCHH HEAEEEEEEENEEEE RN

ACLT TRRTE . HODS TRUES ROVALTY _fovY ROV i T W I F"EF P 6L LN N F ¥ F P S F Ut ¢

D o RECEIPTS . - - BASE 375 SYHDEX - B L S A B S RTFY%¥HKBEVYTUBKFSNKEXEXBEBENTH

T TH % 3B # H&FTEDIWRCEOESTUHKSYDBY

T T W HH FE T T R T NN T T T T T T T

§7-1 WARMER CAELE COBRU 1.9 5,703 463, 294 13,894 11,894 B BOL YL ] L Bt 1

27-2 1.9 5,724 458, 230 13,895 13,899 RO B L %L B L Dt I

R 7.5 5,871 948,576 8,677 14,672 I 0§ L ¥1L i L Y i

22-2 14.9 7.259 581,751 16,130 15,130 08 BL YL i L D1 B

49- 14.4 7,13 559,704 17,48% 17,489 13 BL¥L B L oL B

£9-2 16,4 7,219 630,562 18,701 18,703 01 0 0 ¢ ¥ L ] L oL 1

50— 7.7 ; ) 795 18,795 (I T ] L L I

9g-2 17.7 5,470 671,011 19,898 19,398 0 0D DL L D L oL ]

91-1 1.9 5,511 665,429 71,495 21,495 0 D DL 3L D DL L ]

91-2 19.0 5,500 704,070 22,741 22,741 0 0 0L ¥t D DL 0L i

-1 — 705 5,500 715,638 23,1873, 719 1 T S 1] I L I ]

'92-7  TINE WARMER-ENTERYT 139 5,418 749,540 24,179 24,179 3D BL KL i B L DL ]

93-1 g 14.9 5, 451 458,127 14,798 14,798 EDBL ¥ L H BLL DL D

92-2 ?1.7 5,343 380,405 17,086 12,038 B DBt o¥ L BLL DL D

a1 1.7 9, 43f 368,199 7,838 7,838 B B L 3L L L L D

94-7 21.0 5,755 342,001 7,219 7,279 B BL oYL Lt 1L D

95-1 10.9 5,377 337,293 7,178 7,178 i BL YL L L L1 D

95-2 0.4 5,346 342,391 7,287 7,287 B B LB L oL L L 1

96-1 6.9 9,304 252,914 f,234 b, 23] i L 7 L [ L°L 1]

962 8.9 . 5,308 286,206 2,132 o L L L Lt L L L L L

97-1 17.4 - 5,282 288,220 2,152 L L Ltl L L L L Lt

97-2 9.1 5,207 291,167 2,182 L L Lt LL L L E L

2d-3 g0 3, 3T 287,196 Z,18¢ L | I T S | IE b

of-2 9§ 5,205 291,69 2,187 L LLLt L L Ll L L

45-1 5.0 5,185 257,035 z,140 L L Lttt L L L L L

99-2 9.8 5, 065 284,375 2,114 L L L L L L Lt i

[1i} 318.9 LT CXEEVET 8,93 6,337 |4 L b1 Lt L JH

60-2 2.1 4,90 329,094 2,342 L L L L1L L L L L L

f1-1 42 1 4,830 361,058 7,667 L L L bt L L L L L

fi-2 2.1 4, 7%4 361,672 2,667 L L L Lt L L £ L L

-1 30 9,207 49,164 3,88 F L7 ] Tt bt L1 | 3 i

02-2 13.0 4,863 394,497 9,263 9,343 ] LBt L L L L ]

03-1 14.5 4,895 435,744 10,387 10,342 B B L B L L L Lt H]

03-2 14.5 4,821 437,036 10,3713 10,373 B DL DL L L L L ]

va~-1 Y& 4,799 472,768 7,98 7,498 : L L L | I B

04-7 165 4,673 488,430 - 7,479 7,429 L L LL L i 1]

{15-1 15.2 - 4,923 665,106 15,786 15,784 B BL BL L L L L ]

05-2 15.2 6,839 657,578 149,987 14,987 b L L L L L L 1

Uﬁ‘l Tel o, oUl Gad, 1trs 1;,:.1:0 17,99¢ L L1 | I L i ]

06-2 16.5 £,292 657,500 16,583 18,543 B DL DL Lot LD i

07-1 16.9 4,257 652,813 16,475 14,425 3B L DL Lt LD I

i7-2 17.8 4,169 606,922 13,278 13,270 R omLEL L L LB ]

ug=1 Yoo 1003 035,889 2r 031 27,083 4 ATTTRTL R L (A U S S N LA AR

77,081
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MHM300 COMCALZT OF WNEW HAMPESHIRE INC MANCHESTER 0534
_ car B DR B B D HHKEHRUESRERHH Y L !
RCET R RATE - - SUBS.- - GROSS ROVALTY . ToY ROY ROY KR E B8RO UEBRBLCCEFEGE6EHRLNEHNH NP S TUHU N WYL
Fl o oo . RECEIPTS o BASE . 375 GYNDER &£ B EF S & H MW SIS UHYEBDRDUFTU E4 B RBNT R ODN
' SR ' S BT VX BEBRBUD BFBETHEHIPEUHER UeKSIFPRHY
' : BT H 8 HRK '

I # NI EFEHNHNIHNRKENETILEENTITITHNH I TIITITIITIETI
87-1 UWIVED CRBLE CA-NE 109 28,119 1,890,884 185,197 23,381 141,816 i L 8L L L L & B L L & 1 b L
87-2 0.2 27,591 1,894,908 143,694 73,576 147,118 B LR b L L LA i L L & B il L
B8-1 10.9 29,219 2,005,073 175,261 24,382 150,380 i E s L L L L A 2L L ¥ D ] L
88-2 10 29,590 . 2,036,697 178,002 - 25,297 182,757 R b4 L L Lt S RoL YR D i L
89-1 16.9 29,990 2,134,116 186,545 26,487 160,059 . Ly b L L L LR AL L&D i i
89-2 10.9 - 20,025 7,079,222 181,765 25,874 154,947 B L2 L L L1 L 3 3.1 L 8 B i L

90-1 10,9 31,398 2,127,943 188,663 26,818  141,B4% | AL i 3 L 8 B o
90-2 1Y 3,223 2,238,043 195,727 27,869 167,833 I L XLt LL L X L L i B B L

91-1 13.9 31,43 2,651,011 23,792 32,966 198,516 I I O L & il L BB n
91-2 1.9 1,989 2,577,275 2F4.94% 37,074 197,971 i L &1 L L L 3 L 3 1 B L
9E-1 6.8 2,172 3,700,537 279,805 19,764 240,080 I LELLLE Lk it E Ko i] L

92-2 16.8 12,720 3,362,608 294,014 41,819 732,19 D AL L1 ] i L. B
%3-1 16.8 - 42,867 - 3,023,436 266,179 36,794 229,31 I L8 L L L L L & 8L L 8B ] 3
93-2 7.7 8LA0 0 2,020,500 0 177,92 24,545 133,417 b (A T S R T 4 L & A1 b g 1 L | L
94-1 7.2 44908 1,870,730 Tad, 744 22,720 14,044 1 I N A N L & al | A L 1] L
94-Z CONTIHENTAL CBVU-# 9.5 45,707 2,035,897 177,708 23,302 154,406 B LgiL Lt L L L L LI L i L
93-1 192 47,067 2,088,024 96,947 18,646 78,30 I L L L Lt L L L E L1 L L
9a-2 7.0 487,814 2,170,529 98,436 18,936 79,520 i L L Lt L Lk L L. L LI L L,
561 _ . _ 6.2 48,79 1,803,047 84,808  16,11% 47,689 B L L L LL L1T1L L L L1 L L
J 962 S 6.3 49,225 1,841,277 83,026 - 15,333 68,471 B L L L LI L L L L L L L@ L L
| §7-1 HEDIAGHE INC - 6.3 49,817 - 1,864,528 - 27,147, - 27,147 b L LLL1 LLL L L L L 8 L L
97-7 HENIAGHE OF HRSSAE 5.3 90,891 2,505,452 37,935 37,935 Hi L L LEL LLL L L L LB L : L
9a-1 J.8  9i,666 1,788,290 12,965 15,965 i L L1 TTL ULt L [N L'L L
98-2 3g 35,119 1,804,929 16,118 14,118 i L L L L L LL L LLL L L L
99-1 3.3 32,636 1,680,835 13,010 15,010 i L L L L L LLL L LLL L L L
99-2 9.4 53,588 1,696,339 19,190 15,130 1] L L L L L L L L L L L1 L L L
~00-1 3.4 3,30 1,748,618 13,617 19,617 i L L LLL L L L N R L L
f0-2 8.0 34,990 1,848,429 17,671 17,671 - B L LL L1 L L L b L L L L i
01-1 8.4 53,873 . 1,871,183 . 17,889 17,889 i L Lt bt L L L L L L L L1t E
0-7 3.8 56191 1,914,249 18,300 18,300 1 L L1t L b L L L L L il L
07-1 1.9 35U 1,89, 18,015 18,015 i E A A W L L t L L 'Lt L
(2-2 CONCAST CABLE CORP 5.9 54,564 2,245,475 21,467 21,467 I E Lt L it LLL L LLL LLL L L
03-1 CORCAST OF REW HAR 6.9 533,452 2,289,299 21,885 21,885 B L LiLLltL L L L L Lt L1L L Lt L L
03-2 5.2 53,326 2,332,711 22,301 22,301 i L L L i1 L L L L L L L L Lt L 1
-1 v o A9 L ETS e ke, 079 36,479 -0 L LU TT tLL L L LLE A
{4-2 2.2 34,932 - 4,180,954 38,709 . 39,779 3! L L i L L LL L L L LL L LL 1L
051 - e B350 3,904,246 37,326 37,3126 b L- it LtLLLL 1 L b L L L.L L L
03-2 10,2 54,311 3,943,509 39,948 39,948 L L L L L LT L L L L L L 11 L L L L L LI L1
05-1 .0 33,806 4,738,209 336 13, TI6 Tt E LT L I A L 1T L L LT L LT
06-2 Nn.0 54,022 4,363,524 49,203 44,203 I L LLLELLLLL L L L1 L 1L L t bt L L L L L
f1i7-1 12.9 34,104 4,271,386 43,269 493,269 1t Lt LLLLbLLElL L L LL t L L L L L L L bL L L
07-2 12.0 94,946 4,274,770 41,303 43,303 BLE1L 4L L L L L L L L1 L L L L L L L L b L Lt
gg“% .7 30, deT 4,780,085 48,467 48,467 I EO A A A A A A A E L LT LI A L I L N it

OTHER CONMUNITIES: AUBURM, BEDFORE, CANDIA, GOFFSTOMN, HOGMSETT, NEN BOSTON
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W m ~ @t B W o g )
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NHNTO00 COMCAET OF WA/NH7OH INC NASHUA 14732
_ C B B DO RO N DB WY U B U U W H B § U N BB 4 4 H ¥ HHE N H H H
" RCCT ' CRatE - SUES EROSS ROYALTY - ROV RoY ROY Fegrp ey g p NN ERCEFG&GEERIL NN RPFPST UL Yy Y 1
o : - : B ' RECEIFTS - .- . - BASE 377 SYHDEX S B CFEEH LB EPIVNZRBEREBARUFU EIRZEEBNTI (o
e _ . : R KT 0 X¥BRBDVYEAR I THEBERIPR Y XEIEKSIFP R Ry
BT H X HIRK -

T RIEENHINIINNTETILIELEHNRNTIEITIN T THIIIITI Lt
87-1 HARHER CABLE COMWU 12.9 16,494 1,451,723 30,999 0,333 19,641 1 LLLLLItLLEBL L ] L LD L L
87-2 12.9 19,334 1,605,949 5,411 1,588 21,728 1l L L Lt L L E B L 1 L L B 3 L
88-1 18.9 20,233 1,777,416 62,436 35,188 4,046 D L Lttt Lonl L ] L LD L
88-2 12.9 21,877 1 880,353 66,060 - 40,616 23,444 1 LLL ittt L Dl L ] L LD L
a3-1 1.9 21,757 2,040,209 . 71,674 44,067 7,607 B LLtiLiiLDL L il L LD L
89-2 16.9 72,492 7,120,461 79,838 46,012 28,875 T S SN R S O S N O S 1 i} I | L
501 4.9 22,385 7,075,183 45.89% 43,859 I LLLLLL L L L LD oL L
90-2 16,9 20,675 2,036,409 43,191 49,19 1 LLL L L1 L L L Lo LB L 3
91-1 18,2 zz2,412 2,416,835 48,796 48,79 I A T S T L L L LD L nt L
- 1.9 20,639 2,711,163 44,738 594,718 I Lt L i1l L L L L D L0 L L
921 4.9 2,763 2,416,274 48,785 = 48,783 I [ Y M A R L L L LD L 1TL L
92-2 .14.9 23;148 2,366,231 " A7,773 '47;?75 I LLLttit L L L LI L niL Lb
i B Lmm uR w g SIS TN N I

- g 629
TIHE DATH J, B crrrrrret LLE A A L L
qq- $5 24 a1, ?72 &q9 35,791 33, 791 B LL 1L L btitLi LLL L B t B L L L L
931 1.7 29,268 1,806,721 36,478 36,478 1 LLL L it Lt LLtL L b Lt oLt L L
93-2 12.4 25,879 1,868,363 7,722 37,777 ! E L L L b L1 L L L L L D LBELL L L
761 ' T8y 6265 1,099,057 T ILAT 3D i P L LLLLI I o Lo LL L L
96-2 18.9 26,811 1,590,742 2,17 3,41 1 Lt L L LL Ly LL1L LD L DL L L L
97-1 $.3 26,963 1,788,279 36,100 16,103 D L LLLLtii L Lt LD LDL L L L
97-2 o 9.9 27,828 - 1,809,626 36,535 35,536 1 A S Y A L LL LD L. oL L L L
Fa-1 121 28,872 1,823,730 £6,308 76,004 B CTTtTrrot it LB L It L L
98-z 2.2 2,4 1,727,710 13,428 15,428 I LLbeLLviLb Lt L Lt L L L L L
99-1 9.3 24,04 1,710,167 15,272 13,21 I S T T T A T LLL L L Lt L L
99-2 MEDIROME OF BHID I 9.3 29,375 1,601,938 14,300 14,2305 ) L L L L L L L L L Lt L L L L L L
40-1 3.8 IR 1,678, 14,049 14,51% i E L L L L L L [ L L L L L L
002 81 29,631 1,728,718 16,577 18,327 - B bttt LLL L L Lt L
01-1 9.8 29,487 1,719,593 16,439 16,439 ! LLLiLiiptLt LLL L L L L L
n-z 3.4 29,281 - 1,773,079 16,472 16,472 I SR AL S SO S L LLL L L L L L L
0i-1 25 IR T 1,686,256 1o, 127 16,121 1 F T O T A A A A M N L L Lt UL L
02-2 CONCAST CHBLE CORF 9.8 22,179 1,814,468 17,348 17,348 i Lt LL L L Lt L L L L LL L L
03-1 COMCAST OF HA/MH/0 108 25,378 1,879,935 17,91 17,972 B tLLtLLtit L L L L L Lt L
02-2 CONCAST CARLE CORP 108 29,983 1,896,277 18,127 18,128 1 LL Lt L L tL L Ll L L LEt L
-1 CORCEST OF ﬂﬁ?PHTD 13,3 23 5d7 - £,;689,78% 23,285 13,289 i | A PO U R M M R A A L L L L& L
64-2 : 113 28,691 2,830,812 27,068 - 77,063 I LL L L LLLL L it L L L L& L
031 13.3 28,024 2,330,327 24,190 24,190 0 L LLLLELELL L L L L L L L L L
032 13.3 27,883 2,536,313 23,60 73,693 | O L S S A LL b L b L L L LLL L L Lt i LLL
61 130 27.477 2,509,558 0,979 715,975 I S N A R R S O L L LELLL [N B L L L LL L L L
06-2 13.0 7,714 2,546,212 23,793 23,793 pLLEEELELLLLLLLLLLL L L i L L L L L LL¢E
071 131 22,88 2,339,897 23,906 73,906 T A Y L Lt L L LLL LLL
07-2 131 27,935 2,337,000 3,623 71,623 poE bbb b bbb bbb L L L L b L L1 L L L L L L L L
08-1 14.8 B N M N A O R I R AR O S A A M A A E L L L L L L Lt

la-5 28, 11% L2502 AN e 725,548
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A
1 " '
TNHPG6O00 COMCAST OF MAINE/NH INC EXETER 4747
g £ 0 0 B D B DD B Y U W WU UWEHERBEYY B U HH B HHE U7
4] RCCT - ~ _RATE - SOES T . GROSS ROVALTY ROV ROV ROV U U AR EFEGEHLARNTE HPESUUETYIH
s PR : RECEIPTS - Bast 375 SYHDEY £ B EF E B H LA ZISUMNHNEBHBUETFT EYBHTDDAHI
' ' - o g -2 % ¥ BB B YU HBHKETITHERTIAPYUR UG KITFPHYH
6 BET K & HIR : e .
7 THHTITEILIHIT NN ETEIEITTITTETIVHNT T 1T 1T IT1 Y7171
| B7-1 CONTINENTAL CBY-HE 12.4 35,356 1,149,857 26,208 26,208 i L¥LLDELEEL KL it L ¥ L
¢ B7-7 COMTIMENTAL CABLFY 124 43,602 3,716,989 68,280 68,284 i L L L DL ELAXL 1L L ¥ L
ol B5-1 CONTINENTAL TBU-HE 5.0 48,990 1,809,868 76,780 26,7850 1 I I P O T Y it LR r
o B2 T £.0 46,506 1,865,681 27,616 27,616 1 LLLLLLEL XL 1L L % L
i bl e o b 3 SN S 1IN TN i
D . Jizlr 977299 F] 3 F 1
a| 50— 80 51,8 £, 047,80 19,33 330 i S R N Tt N TS S N S L I~ ¥ [
|| 90-2 £.0 5,020 2,165,710 19,537 19,537 ] t L L L L L ¥ L L L L H £
| 91— B8 56,117 2,359,365 21,787 2,787 ] L Lt LLL ¥t %L YL L H L
sl 91-7 8.0 54,169 1,051,979 27,877 71,871 X L L LLLL YL EL %L L 3 t
io| 921 BUUEYE L, 081,516 7,989 2,98 ] IR O T T T A A O ¥L L ] L
| 922 8.0 59,23 3,149,963 29,41% 28,419 X L Lt LLL YL YL 3L . 3 L
931 8.0 38,331 3,317,038 29,622 19,622 H L LLLLL KL WYL it L 3 L
wl 93-2 7.2 &1,002 3,087,182 28,123 28,122 " LLLLLL¥LEEL L b ] L
ol 9E 105 80,89 3,009,239 LT WY ¥ TR TR T T T S A T L C X i
| %42 §.8 83,726 3,120,919 28,811 28,831 H L LLLLLEL &L Pt E ] L
§3-1 8.z 55,947 3,102,648 22,707 27,707 B LLLtLLLDBLDL B L L B i
2l 95-2 8.2 67,800 3,163,363 78,251 78,791 3 Lt L LLLLEL ¥ L ¥l E % L
ol 963 7.6 b7,748 TZ, 96T, 936 76,950 76,450 3 S A Tt T TR S N S A A SO Y L L
| %62 7.6 CERS46 2,811,067 25,111 25,11 ¥ Lt L L L L L ¥LY¥LERL L oL o¥ L Lt
| 371 MEBIAONE INC 7.6 69,493 2,8¥1,410 - 25,820 25,820 2 N T O T T S O T R T O | L L ¥ L L
| 97-2 CONTINERTAL CBU-HF A6 68,737 2,930,071 26,201 26,201 % LLL L L Ly L YL L %L LE ¥y L L
os| 7o-1 REDIAURE OF BEWER 7.6 71,268 &,027,930 0308 ¥ ' T T T T T T O S T T A T T S Nt Tt
| 982 7.6 70,882 1,028,314 27,519 27,579 % [T T R T T S T O T T A L L L 1L L
99-1 6.8 72,683 1,116,702 77.832 27,832 S LLLLLEYELXEELZEL L L %L L L L
27 997 6.8 77,308 3,178,753 78,382 78,3182 H L L LLiL gL 3L L1 LL il L L
oa| O0=1 .7 I3 78,7838, 783 ] R T N T T T S Tt " M T T T L
po| 001 g.0 73,845 3,412,561 59,051 43,69 15,357 )] L L Lt L L gL Y¥LLELL B LB LY L
-1 §.6 76,073 3,406,497 38,948 43,618 15,329 Ii L LtiLiLtLz2LERLLLL S i bR L
ol 01-2 B.4 79,233 3,493,791 61,699 45,977 15,72 1] LLLE L L L ELELLLL H f L % ¥ L
3| UZ-1 B3 76,797 LB, 1T 61,775 45,987 15,589 i A TR T T T A TR T T T A R T A | L
ol D2-2 COHORST CAPLE CORP 8.4 74,219 4,105,848 70,344 53,963 16,778 B L Lt L gL L LLEL LA LEYEL
T 03-1 COMCAST OF BATHE/N 9.4 75,800 4,033,178 69,170 52,644 16,327 B LLE L L L YL ¥ L LLL ALY LR YL
sl {3-2 9.4 75,767 4,124,379 70,699 53,329 14,870 1 L L L L L L ¥ L YL L L L ¥ L LR EEL
o[ 081 _ 5.7 76,000 &,170,085 63,559 38,477 15,473 S I T T L L LREtY¥rLreT - S T N O S A
. 047 8.2 76,774 6,726,889 69,753 41,721 18,032 3 L1t iLLLyty¥LteeLt L YL X RoNL
5 051 : 12.5 77,03 6,222,064 104,746 78,567 26,179 1] . Lt L LLLLYLELLLL ¥ L XL ¥ ¥ KL
o8 a7 12.5 76,429 6,323,181 111,083 894,541 26,502 D L.Lt b £ L L L L1 LLLE®LELLLL L YL B X XL
a7 Oh-1 U9 e AT AT AN T3, 359 91,738 78,724 | S S o T T A T N Ty S O O e R A A S M S
ot 062 9.5 76,610  &,93,%2 172,614 93,665 28,949 D1 Lttt LLLLLLLLLELYLLLLL E A LR Y XL
071 1.2 77,429 6,564,807 1,747 52,740 79,506 JLLLLLLLLLELLLLY¥L®ILLULLLL B LEL B ¥ ¥ 1L
3 72 4.3 77,602 5,686,703 123,671 93,597 20,080 PLE L L L L L LELLLEL XL ELLLL P L XL X EL
m_-g;—% V907 H BT 6,932,500 100,83 100,917 1 O T TR O T Tt T T S TR S T R e A T S T S
E4] : . o
s2| _ DTHER CONHUNITIES: BERMICK, BRENTHOOD, DOUER, DURHAH, £ HIMGSTON, ELIOT, EPPIHG, EXEVER, FRENOMT, GREENLAND, HAHPTON, HANPTOM FRLLS, MENSINGTON, KITTERV, LEE, MABBURY, N HAMPTON, NEYW CASTLE, MEW MARKET, NEHFIFLDS.
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NHEZ00 METROCAET CEV OF NH LLC ROCHESTER Te44

T

‘ €0 0 3 P B DD N YUWHEHE 8 HUUNHEE BHHE N
HR} R — 111 SUES ER0SS — ROVAETY ROV v T T S O S s e VSt
PB : S RECEIPTS . - - BASE - 3.75 GYNBEX S € CF G B NMZSVUMNEX BODVEFTU EXB - H
. _ : WSV S8EDTU HEBHT ERIAPHER UGEK ¢
BB T oW WER

TN R THHEFRINENNTRYIT HN"T"E T HH I 11 I
57-1 HEW EHGLAND CABLEY 2.5 10,140 765,494 15,455 15,455 D LLLtL LL DL bt LD L
$7-7 2.5 10,491 856,598 17,295 17,299 B LLLL LELDL LtL LI L
881 dL.9I0,858 913,610 18,946 18,446 1] L L TL L L DL Et L1 L
88-2 12,9 11,107 990,608 20,000 20,000 B LLLE ELDL LL LI L
85-1 153 41,331 1,085,552 Z1,917 21,917 1 LLLt LLDt L1 LD L
£9-7 152 12,388 1,150,637 23,231 2n2% I LLLL CcotL LU LD L
901 18.3 11,4950 1,335,170 26,935 26,336 i L L 11 | N | LL i L
96-7 16.5 13,435 1,403,237 29,119 29,119 i LLLL LedL LL 1 X
911 159 13,867 1,963,739 30,462 10,067 B CLLL CLotL LI D%
91-2 159 13,910 1,450,018 29,898 29,898 D LLLL LLDt LL .
i 92-1 T&.3 14,875 T.all, 3067 31, Teh 31,166 B I A A | N N I L L i} |4
97-7 165 14,206 1,594,997 32,333 32,38 I LLLL LL oL LL po¥
539 129 14,877 1,301,139 27,054 27,05 B L L L L LCstc (L t B8 X
93-7 9.4 14,737 1,073,927 22,385 22,345 i LLLL LL3L L4t L D ¥
o S4=-THIVERSTFIEN CONN=R b 12,3407 980,768 20,377 20, 377 Ji I N R | R | I i1 | | 1
9%4-2 o4 15,315 993,892 9,574 9,574 B DLl LL¥Ll LL L % ¥
95-1 ¢4 15,266 1,003,097 9,679  9.679 i LLLd LLyL LL [ ¥ %
95-7 9.4 5,715 1,033,791 10,007 18,007 i L L L)L LL&L LiL L & &
_—95"1 TEATYETES 1,83, 301 T, 014 10,014 ] | I N N t L A L L L 17X 7
96-2 9.4 15908 1,038,831t 10,235 10,235 i LLLL LLELsLL LL¥ 3§
97-1 84 16,439 1,04L,M3 12,000 10440 1,860 1 LLLtsy LLRLLLL LLX &
97-2 NEE ENGLAHD CABLEV 9.4 16,202 1,061,050 12,371 10,396 1,982 I LLLLY¥ LLELLLL LL& X
7d-1 ¥ Th,das 1,4/4,3847 1£,42a T4, 968 1,962 1] [ I A A R [ I N S A R A L1 7% 1
98-7 .4 {4748 1,098,420 12,82 10,757 2,105 D LLLL% LLX%L CL LL&% ¥
§9-1 9.4 17.376 1,104,097 12,922 10,810 2,111 0 LLLL® L[L$L (L LLE ¥
95-2 9.4 17,208 1,138,866 15408 11,173 2,28 i LLLLX LLXL LL Lix &
U= RETROCAST CABLEVIS— 3.9 17,00 1,193,871 18,997 11,69/ Z, 300 B | M M N N { i L &1 LL L L8 |
00-2 - 9.9 qns7 1,287,826 15,630 12,170 2,463 ] LLLLE LLEL LL LLX X
01-1 10,4 18,352 1,281,586 16,070 13,58 7,53 1 CLLLR LLY¥L LL LLy %
01-2 10.4 18,232 1,315,516 - 16,660 13,946 2,718 I LLLL®% LL&L LL LLgx ¥
{7-1 13.3 16,739 1,832,237 1&, 0062 13,197 2,903 I | U RN R R L L &L L LXK A
p7-2 13.5 18,580 1,582,949  19,%8 16,753 3,715 i LLLL3% tL&L LL tLx 3
03-1 14,5 18,559 1,503,095 20,501 17,060 3,441 i ELLig LL%L LL LLXx ¥
03-7 NETROCAST CBU OF H 1415 8,677 1,628,071 20,996 17,384 3.611 I LLLt® LLEL LL LLK %
[{EE] : 329 14,920 1 780,997 1z, 320 18,441 S8, 879 Y L L L1 & L LT %1 L L | A 3
04-2 15.5 18,353 1,738,255 22,576 18,614 3,962 I LLLLY LLRL LL LL¥ ¥
05-1 16.0 18,647 1,785,497 23,096 19,089 4,007 ] LLLL¥ LLgL LL LL¥ ¥
05-2 6.0 18,119 1,886,011 25,773 70,972 4,751 D LLLL ¥ L ¥1L Lt LL% ¥
051 7.9 18,438 1,950,670 27 72.522 4,997 L L LT E LT L L% t L 8 L L L LXK |4
D6-2 17.5 17,907  2,060,47¢ 78,266 23,448  4.218 DLLiLLLLELLELLE LL&t tL LLY% ¥
01 185 18,900 2,152,215 9,585 W45 50 BLLiLbLLCEEEL Y CLXRE LEL LLE &

o 07- 30,845
\ g‘d'g-'}z 1%.2 17,864 z, 380,808 gg,ggg 27,180 3,88f FL L UL 1T A L L ¥ T L1 L L% A

. 35 _

OTHER CORHUNITTES: BARRINGTON, FARNINGTON, LEBANOR, WILTON, STRAFFORD
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OTHER CORMMTTIES:

ABRAS,

BhTHERP; CRSTORLAND, CHANPIOW, COPEHHACEN, CROGHAN, BEFERYFT, BEHHARK, DIARA, FLLISRURG, EURHS HILLS,

FT DRUH ARMY BAS, SREIC, KARRISVILLE, HEMNERSOM, HERRING

: ) — ;
INYC=10 TIME WARNER ENTAADV-NEWHSE GP FRTHAGE 14166
°| (Rvozon TIHE UARMER ENT/ADU-HENHSE GP DENITT
8 ) C c I ' HoH B Bn
| REET FRTE . SUBS CROSS ROVALTY ™ ROV ROV ROV TR E N NNPPS ST U & N X
;| PO o - RECEIPTS : . 'BAsE 3.79 SYNDEY O W N BYYBITVY S THOTI
i - : B H s CFUSSHERS RY RIG®
7 T 1 I RL1IEIRET WH T HH
1 §7~1 CARTHACE HEUCHGHNE 180 4,573 788,572 z,155 2,155 DL i LB L BB L LD
al p7-2 100 5% 130,145 31,991 7,130 24,761 ot 0 L Dt 3B LDl
o Ba-t 5.0 &, 755 - 238,972 KA A I IR E W b L ) L DL oD 1L
| 882 . C30 6,781 129,068 561 561 S 0L 1 L DL BD L DL
861, : L0 7,79 141,651 637 87 L L i L LttLtL L LL
12| 89-7 - HEMCHAMMELS CORPOR 3.0 7,962 146,907 739 739 L1 L LLE L L L L L
| 90T 30 4438 161,375 584 384 L L £ T U1L I T
.| 902 1.6 8,220 163,670 927 927 LoL L LLLLL L LLL
94 3.0 8,605 173,190 1,002 L L L LLL Ll L L L L
5| 91-2 3.9 8,676 188,490 1,153 L L 1 L L L LEL LLL L
ol 21 T 898 709, 309 1,363 TT £ I T T L LTt
| 922 3.6 8,89 201,586 - 1,286 LL i L L LL L L LLL
91 1.0 5,173 208,367 1,380 : - L t L LLL L L L L L
i8] 93-2 7.3 8,916 137,19 55,523 5,188 50,341 ¥ 1 D LB L ] L ¥ L X
ol 94 7.3 R 1y T R . o1, 775 Y i oL 1] [ ]
L 992 7.4 8,704 391,558 50, 099 6,048 44,050 g X i L B L ] L oL ¥
95-1 TINE WBRNER EMTERT 7.4 9,153 426,754 £9,920 6,55 43,361 X% i ¥ LB L D £t DL
o) 952 7.6 9,151 471,909 69,178 6,508 67,620 i3 ] o LB L D L DL X
oo 961 73 9,161 40z, 7117 65,897 6,150 59,747 ¥ ) ¥ S L UL 1 [T T
| 962 ‘7.3 .8,953 399,336 45,480 6,164 . 59,320 XX ] X L DL | L B L
197 7.4 8,849 m%s mm 6,216 44,695 £k D 4 ¥ L DL )] L L
24 §7-7 7.4 8,781 2, 471 0,527 6,172 44,755 X ¥ B . X 3L 0L ] L L
os| 981 59 q,917 3%ﬂf“ﬁW1 6,154 79,118 R ) ¥ L £ £
| 387 6.9 8,377 372,292 33,683 5,761 27,927 B3 i I L DL L L
99-1 6.8 8,554 169,371 23,407 5,700 27,703 D ¥ B DL Dt L L
27| §9-7 6.8 8,431 363,297 33,039 5,642 77,397 Do ] 0L oL L L
o[ 001 6.8 8,733 195,732 45,320 6,102 29,717 i ] I TL L C
| 00-2 A8 9,89 327,807 - 48,323 2,738 39,586 By B 0L IL L L
“l 011 9.4 12,540 606,639 - 56,37 10,819 45,485 - B Y I DL DL 11l
ol 01-7 9.4 11,986 591,835 54,957 10,969 44,388 D X ] DL Bt i L
a| 021 5.9 17,590 625,295 B9, 28 24,80 ¥ i T AT T L
| 022 8.8 17,082 911,495 49,867 15,888 34,181 B Y B L L oDL L L
831 7.5 16,818 747,065 36,180 8,165 78,015 I X i L L L L L
1 03-2 TIHE WARKER ENT/AD 7.5 16,306 740,460 35,871 8,104 77,767 I X i L L L L L
| A1 N 5.7 16,768 780,850 37,8%F 8,565 P9, 767 1% i L £ L A
" gg—g_ 8.7 20,993 1,436,086 469,636 15,033 54,603 D & i L L L L L
B 052 -
i
= 071
| P72
A0 08'1
| o8-z

S, LERAY, LOWUILEE, HAMWSUILLE,

HEW BRENEN:
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I/E

INYCE240 TIME WARNER ENTERTAINMENT CO CORNING TEEA

=1 (NYR200) TIHE YARHER ENT/ADU-HEWHSE GP OHEONTA

E N . £ H H oW K4 H U HH P W E U W 0NN W E

s RCLY e : HATE SRS GROSS ROVRLTY R ROY ROV - B CIT LY EWHTIT RN PRSSESSTTHRY

;| Fh : . SR RECEIPTS " BASE 1.75  SYHDER L N HHETNRECUEEYIDKTYYERBUDTEH

R : _ . S R vy HCZBRUELENRTSHRTE

7 I H N TR TETT T NERERTITNT I

°| 87-1 HEWCHAKNELS CORPOR  &.8 11,743 706,071 45,176 18,699 26,478 nL Lt ] Lo L 1 B

8| 87-¢ 1.6 11,783 776,223 49,665 70,356 29,108 bL Ll i L 00 L I B

w| B88-1 A0 A8 788,672 48,342 20,092 28,430 L L I Lo L ] B

ol 882 3.0 12,194 248,119 1,733 1,733 DL L L L L B D L. i i
B%-1 - 3.0 12,29 232,137 1,90 4, L L L L L L L L L L

17| 89-2 3.0 ° 12,299 252,218 1,792 1,792 i L L L L L LL L L L

|  S0-1 .0 12,399 243,973 1,820 1,820 V'L i C Ot L L L

| 902 3.0 12,439 264,230 1,92 1,912 L L L L L 1Lt L L L

o9 3.0 1%,809 275,062 2,00 L L L L L t L L L L L

15 91-2 .0 1,545 281,019 2,080 L L i 1 i bbb L L L

w| 92~ 3.0 12,630 276,731 2,037 R A L L 4 IR L L L

q| -2 3.0 12,869 277,416 Z,044 . it 1 L L Lt L L L
931 3.0 - 12,477 273,069 2:021 L L LL L L L L L L L

B 93-7 7.6 12452 476,472 0,457 ° 12,58% 17,868 D1 L L )] LR L i} D

hg| 941 7.6 12,353 373,030 36,626 19,147 21,489 bl L'L 1] L L B ]

Lol 992 7.7 12,308 971,429 16,526 13,098 71,429 DL L L ] A 80 L i bt
99-1 TIHE HARHER EWT/8B 7.7 12,307 57,299 36,319 13,095 21,424 I L L L B 8 kD L i b L

21 95-2 6.9 _1z,119 616,129 39,386 16,281 23,109 D1 L1 D Bk D L B b L

| 961 TIRE WARNER ENTERT 6.7 12,180 633,743 41,004 16,414 24,590 a L L L i R rl A L i} bl

o J6-2 6.7 - 12,147 645,563 a,00 17,698 77,31 L L L n R D D L I ot

191 6.7 12,189 628,51 39,357 12,584 26,773 hoL Lt ] ¥ kD I L i L

2 97-7 6.7 17,092 617,185 38, 661 12,386~ 26,316 31 L L | B %D I L I L

os|  96-1 8.6 14,110 869,125 19717 16,10 3,61 L I H il )] L L

W o 6.8 11,962 664,369 16,9%7 13,211 3,6% L L 1 4 hi a i 1L L
99-1 6.7 13,729 669,491 17,467 13,968 3,499 oL L LD L ] ] )] L L

| 99-2 6.7 13,839 h61,038 13,793 13,793 i1 Lt L1 4 i} i} L

| OO-T . 8.7 13,832 o1, 18,387 16,387 a1 [ ¥ ! ! L

o 0B-2 8.2 13,985 786,002 19:300 17,998 502 4L it LD n I i L

011 8.2 14,115 437,112 15,790 19,212 578 il L1110 H i I L

o _01-2 2.2 148023 A22, 741 19,684 19,088 3% il L L 0 ] I I L

3| 02-1 8.0 1939 64%,003 A8 17,99 & 4L L LT3 ] I A L

| 02-2 B.6 14,00 921,354 2,513 12,551 3,962 a L L L BXL A BLRLL L L
{3-1 8.6 16,291 828,239 2,698 17,696 4,002 2L 1Lt B RL A 0L 3L L L L

3 03-2 8.6 13,983 820,%16 21,519 17,548 3,970 Rl B L LB X L i B L ¥ L L £ L

| O8] 8. % i%,8d7 - H#8,eM4 TEDYT 3,768 3765 L £ T L YT F1T %2 1L L L

- gg~$ . 5% 16,884 901,524 23,75 13,002 8,914 L i LLBXL L L # L ¥ LLL £ L

057 - '

wt 06~

o Do-E

87

o 077

sl VB~
Dg-2

OTHER CONHUNITIES: ANDISON, CAWPBELL, CATLIN, CATON, DI, BUNDEE, ERMIN, HORNBY, LAMRENCEUILLE, LAMRENCEVILLE, LINDLEV, WONTOUR, ODESSA, ODESSA VILLAGE, PAINTED POST, REABING, RIVERSINE, § CORNING, STARKEY, THURSTON
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NYD30OG TIME WARMER ENTAADV-NEWHSE GP DEWITT T8LY
ccetCc Uil 3 BB U H N H P B & H U N B W U N B H 4 0 0 1K

ACCY . o RATE SUB5 - ERBSS  ROVALTY . ROV ROV ny EEFTJEZIDC CCELEVEFFGEGE T THNYNRNN PPPP §$ 558855687117
W : ' ' ERURER RECEIPTS - _ BASE .75 SVRDEX n O C O H 9 H A FENRTITF ENER EVv 1T P VY BINT BKPFPTT VY BRU

' L SRR T T FH S B EH E¥Y YK F UL I TWVWIFS S KV 2 KEXENMNGRTZSH

. r . : : ;

I I I1T1TTL1LULUHNN EENEIILI I B NELI EIT 1L H I'ET L HTTIH

87-1 NEMCHAHRELS CORPOR 3.0 46,103 1,278,257 79,041 .z W94 18,904 L ] D L L 1L 8L
B-2 2.0 &7,30 1,434,887 V2,772 #5046 0,89% 16,783 i L i} ) L L L 0L
8- A 68,837 847,092 86,132 15,137 W77 12,814 i L I} B L L1 1l
B8-2 2.0 71,39 §91,723 88,5379 19,681 35,71 13,180 1 L I ] L AR N | I
891 2.0 72,547 0 . 928,486 54,413 B0,492 0 23,189 13,732 L I i L L L BL
B9-2 2.0 73,306 924,350 37,776 20,622 23,336 13.%812 k 1 D L L LBt
%0-1 £0 74,119 561,138 95,218 21,213 24,905 L i 1 L oL
90-2 2.0 75,297 986, 766 46,423 21,778 24,444 L ] i} L LLBL
-1 2.0 77,206 1,033,658 43,629 22,813 25,816 L I} B L L L B L
91-7 0 78,040  1.879,739% 80,799 23,831 26,968 L i} Ji] L L L B L
92-1 2.0 . 78,627 1,064,725 50,091 73,498 25,592 L i 1] L L't B L
92-2 2.0 8,237 1,086,637 - 3,127 23,983 27,139 L n B L I |
93-1 2.0 . Bi.46% 1,097,692 31,406 24,116 27,290 £ I} B L L B L
93-2 7.1 81,581 2,632,812 123,862 99,107 _ 69,799 L L I i L L Ll
Fi-1 7.3 ¥, 7273 3,603,280 169,318 79,526 89,997 L L ] I b N I
-2 7.4 92,387 4,160,933 195,730 9,823 103,907 L L )i i L L L DL
99-1 TIME WARMER EHYERT 7.4 93,678 4,031,785 189,477 65,981 100,69 L L B D L L L DL
G9-# 7.6 89,000 4,136,372 194,597 91,291 103,206 L i B i L L L B L
951 7.4 85,22 4,096,872 192,739 90,420 102,319 L L B I L L LIl
96-2 14 B3.2%3 4,116,594 193,672 90,857 102,914 L L B i} L LLBL

97-1 6.4 193,899 - 1,888,862 98,706 - 98,706 L - B L B L L L B L.

2| 97-2 ' £.4 106,761 4,998,583 100,971 100,921 L i L B L L. L DL
-1 TINC GATHER ENT/RE &% 106,748 4,925,500 71,78 78 £ il L i L L L L
| 98-2 6.2 108,933 4,944,884 71,998 71,998 L i L B L L i L L
99-1 6.2 108,738 5,204,770 73,7714 73,774 L B L b L1 L L L
99-2 6.2 116,097 5,715,537 73,938 73,738 i B L ] L L L L L
00-1 FJ.4 13L,ET 5,872,837 83,509 63,509 L 0 L B T r L
00-2 7.1 110,486 - 6,009,554 95,407 95,407 L I L B L L L L L
{1-1 7.2 110,372 4,397,399 © 12,915 7E,913 B ] L B L1 L L L
01-2 2.2 111,349 4,590,353 72,801 72,803 L I L i} L L L L L
0z2-1 7.2 11,640 4,743,969 92t 982 L i i ] L | L
02-2 16.9 325,716 16,896,662 383,542 271,024 112,518 FLL Y %R N nR X LL X X R X L X LI I A a3 I
{3-1 8.5 114,738 5,547,949z 321,363 87,990 L B L I L L L L
3-2 14.3 322,335 17,178,313 297,830 198,521 99,326 P LL R v 8 8L 8L LR H LR L X 1 8L L a R R L BB A
041 19.8 - 320,837 A8, 00 A0 207,80 ¢01,236 706,178 LYV F R T H I X T RN LROR e
04-2 9.4 - 164,083 8,528,196 - 361,596 91,330 _ ' : i ] 3 L L L L L 1
031 - 8.2 315,870 17,456,860 - 301,947 187,314 114,190 42 § L L & K & R L R R LL R A i % H L & ¥R L L 20 XL L% 3
03-2 18.2° J15,870 14,803,963 304,183 191,518 112,622 4 K L L X & r B L S F L LL R A LR L A AR L L i 8 8 L LA K
61 18.7 316,265 13,436,772 Zhu, 261 141,980 2S48 a4 L & 5 & & L &8 L TR | LI L £ 4 L L & AR A L& A
04-2 169 315,591 14,181.2N1 236,936 127,428 109,528 REL YRR PR AL L% ] HoRoE L ¥ ] L1 # 8 8 XL X 3
071 16.9 385,389 18,094,123 281,776 177,010 09,779 4 7 8 % % R L ¥R R L L &L X LA A | Aok onL L T T S 1 X
s 07-2 16.9 324,503 17,187,435 262,885 142,631 100,218 I/ R4 REH L # R 8L L R L H PR R R LR h B dL LSRR R . b
M”gg*':l! B R I Y R A L R g‘g, 435033 169,498 109,328 LY O B S O L n F ¥ L L & L & LR S A S N LN S B A O A A S

OTHER CORMUMITIES: PRLDSTHSUTLLE, BRUTHS, CANILLUS, ﬁﬂ?&; £IEERUJ CLAY, EAST SYRACUSE, ELBRIDSE, FAIR HAVEH, FAVEYTEWILLE, FULTOM, GEDBES, GRAKBY, HANCOCK AFE, HANNIBAL, IRA, JORDAN, LAFAYETTE, LIVERPOOL, LYSAHDER.

ONCY FIRST 40 CALTSIGHS SHOMN 1117
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INYDEOO TUNY LLC DUNKTRK 4930
{HYB690) TURY LLC BUFFALS
s , ‘ ¢ ¢ ¢ C H W H U H R R R RE RN B uul
o ACET T - RATE SUEF ~ CROSS — - ROVALTY ROV ROV ROV B FH I 6 1 I JEHRHNNRNNPTP ST U
;| FPB : © o RECEIPTS BASE 3.73  SYHBER L 1 ¢ I RCUEBEGLY ¥ I X ERB T O
. T : T 04 i 2 UBTRBSOBORI ES VR
7 I T 11 NREREETTIITE 1Tl
1 B7-i HARDOR UBE CARLE 7 6.§ 3,437 258,732 7,263 4,350 2,916 L Lt L b L L L L B L LD
% _87-2 9.9 3,44 332,328 11,206 6,710 9,9% 1 L L E L L Lt L L B L DL D
o  88-1 99 9,919 343,550 11,585 6,936 4,648 1 A N N A A L ) D
. d 9.9 5,910 347,503 7,994 7,994 L L L LLL DLl L i I DL
89-1 7.0 5711 250,98 . 1,780 1,780 L L L LLLLLL L L L L LL
2 89-2 7.0 3,700 . 232,20 1,792 1,792 L L i R O N T A L L Lt L1
el 90-1 7.0 3,832 s 1,527 1,827 L LL L LLtL L L I A
| 30-2 7.0 3,783 261,063 1,881 1,881 L L L LLL L Lt L L L L 1L
91-1 7.0 5,876 261,764 1,888 L L L LLLiLL L L ELLL
B 9i-2 7.0 9,733 239, 301 1,863 L L L L L 1L L1 P L L L LL
| 921 7.0 7B q18,8277 3,006~ 11,39 22,620 I o0 b ] R LI U
i Y2 1y 7,809 427,818 - 34,964 11,601 0 23,363 i L} LRLDLL L A D bR 3
93-1 7.0 8,063 - 391,588 28,862 11,158 17,704 b i L ¥ L DLL L X 0D XD
8| 93-2 10.0 7,898 472,626 30,782 14,191 16,631 3 0.0 LRLntLi L 00 g D
o 94-1 0.0 B, 746 997,881 32,70 14,952 17,290 0 I CE T rT . [
o 142 10.0 3,004 303,350 31,007 13,48 17,926 0 I L ¥L 3Ll L L BB LD
“l 951 7.0 8,267 479, 536 29,406 12,464 16,942 ] b B L &L DEL L L D B LB
o 93-2 6.7 8,099 381,034 29,092 9,806 14,786 1 I D L # L Dil L L D BL &
o] 961 8.7 5,263 ael, 210 - 24,513 7,360 14,730 1 1] PN LD L L Ot I R
Lo 362 8.3 12,59 401,835 26,532 11,74% 14,783 1 DI 1 Ly L DoLL L L D DL B
97-1 -8 8,125 403,043 ° 36,79 11,013 23,779 i ! 1 L RL DL L Lt ] Dot
2 97-2 .86 7,143 394,392 15,249 11,011 24,7233 B B D n LgiLniLl Lt ) |
| 981 T 1m 379,520 20,82 10,028 10,793 i 01 ] CR T 1T T e ) L
L J8~2 PARNASSOS LP 7.8 11,647 389,374 21,745 10,369 11,376 b DD I LELBLL L L LD D L
-l 99-1 9.9 13,%% 386,923 21,340 10,336 11,004 i I n 0 Ly L oLt P L L b L
7l 992 7.7 13,273 387,839 21,998 10,293 14,658 ] D1 Iy LR LB L L L1 1 L
o[ U0 7 1,753 483,820 2030, 388 T ] | | I S W | A R R N N 1 0 r
» 00-2 2.4 7,600 363,696 2,830 ' - L L L ittt L1L bbb LL L !
T 01 8.4 7,639 349,237 2,543 : L L L LLLLLL LLttL L L
ool 01-2 10.0 7,589 3,219 19,117 10,26% 8,83 B 01 L1 BLL L L L BL o L
m[ U1 1070 7.997 532,787 LT 0,38 67319 i 1) | N | R | N S S | I D L
.| 022 6.9 7,438 1,633,584 133,113 25,909 107,204 )] I L piL oL 1L L LLLDL it i
031 6.9 7,213 1,322,965 126,343 24,430 101,913 B D LB L BL L LLLLEDL B L
ast  {3-2 7.7 6,937 1,302,118 742,383 74,617 718,267 i b o i LLmriL L L L LBt i L
a4 BY B A T 1 { N U1 3 B V0 I S N YU N VN i | T T T B r
| 842 6.9 659 327,320 - 2,324 ' L L L LLL AL T T T A L L
03-1 7.7 6,387 338,144 - 2,432 L L L L LL LL LLLLLL L L
s -2 1.7 6,172 330,731 2,188 £ L L L L L L L L L L1 Lt L L
| 051 77 6,193 343,666 Z,118 L L L [ S Y WO R A A A L K
" gg—% THRY LLEC 9.0 3,86 320,343 1,885 L L L LLlL Lttt LbL Lt 1 L
o) 07-2
w0871
| 082
sz OTHER CONHUNITIES: ARWHRIGHT, FORESTUILLE, HANOUER, POUFRET, PORTLAND, SHERIDRH, SILYER CREEK
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NYFGOO0 TIME WARNER ENTAZADV-NMEWHSE GF  FREDOMIA cAc01
{N¥1200) TINE HARHER EWT/AEV-NEUHSE &P JARESTOHR
L L L CEC B B WU U O L T
ALCT S RRTE -~ 5UBS - - GROSS ROVALTY . ROY “ROY - ROY BEEFHIEGI I JHR HNNNP@RSSTUH
PR T S . 'RECEIPTS _ BASE. - - 3.79 . SVHBER L L T E I 6 R C 4 E B EY YT LEKRKEBTDO
: N SRR S o TTO0HINZUGBTH D BOWEREHEGSUR
I T T I I T HHHHHN P ITIIEREITLTI
87-1 CABLEVISION INDUST 10.0 3.657 268,049 1,990 1,930 BB B BLLLLL L b DLcLdiLL LD
a7-2 19.0 3,724 266,885 1,939 1,939 B 0 3 oL L L bLL L1 0L L L i D
88-1 1.0 3,733 287,881 . 2,149 2,149 L L L E L L E L L Lt LLLL
a8-7 "o 3,871 - 327,713 - 11,067 0 11,067 BB I L L L L t 1B B L Lt DL D
89-1 130 3,me 390,819 13,198 ;13 198 BB B LLL L L L BB L LaLD
89-¢ 13,0 .. %;990 . 394,299 - 13,215 13,315 i D.L L L 3 L.1..8181L L. DL D
90-1 171.9 3,887 416,419 14,062 14,062 Bl b LLE £ £l Y Tl
90~2 17.5 4,067 408,917 15,498 15,458 BB BLLL L L L D DL p LD
91-1 19.9 3,980 422,720 19,275 14,275 BB BLLL L LoL 101 It
n-z 13.0 4,119 345,92 11,682 11,687 b B B L L1 L L L B 0 b B L. D
y2-1 ~ 336 74057 0 368, 12 41 " 1Z,q4 F 1 B L L L i N I LD
92-2 13.6 4,139 . 386,012 13,036 13,034 D B BLL L L b1 BDL LR
53-1 13.6 - 4,037 368,573 13,122 13,122 B B D L t1L L L L 3101 BLD
93-2 i2.0 4,204 361,243 12,199 12,199 I 11D L L L £ E 1 B 0t LB
4-1 171.8 4,085 357,874 10,357 10,397 b 0 B L L L L L L b L LB
9q-2 10.5 4,13 278,919 2,039 L L L L L L t L L ELLE L L i
§3-1 10.7 4,179 245,522 1,725 L Lt LLL L L L L L L L Lt
95-2 8.9 4,292 221,408 2,184 L Lt L L L L L 1 L L L i L
Fh-1 IHE_HEFHER EHTEFT BTN 9,199 288,064 72,191 LLL I'TE L L1 Lt LLL
| 962 10.6 4,287 284,938 2,119 I A L L L L L ! L L L L
97-1 6.9 4,213 - 290,168 _L,172 s L L LLLL E E 1L L L L L
57-2 . 10.9 8,409 291,841 2,183 . L b LoLbr L L L L L L L
bs| 96-1 LABLEY 5 ¥. 4,380 304,993 8,077 8,077 3] B L LL £ H L I L
98-2 TIHE NARNER ERTERT 17.1 9,587 3712 8,928 8,928 I n BLLL L All I L
99-1 12.1 4;504 343,284 9,09 9,00 I 1 BLLL t NLL I L
99-2 i2.1 4,636 343,394 9,283 9,223 B R B L L L L LI o 3 L
I0-1 2.1 4,003 442,087 9,058 . 9,059 BTl LCTL t LT I L
fo-2 A3 4,503 381, 408 NAZT 1A% B 3D L L L L # L L D3} L
-1 1.5 4,457 383,705 14,204 11,204 5 DD Lt L L L ALl I L
#1-2 4.7 . 4,635 414,769 12,007 12,097 i nn { A T A A AL D H L
v 147 4,480 q08, 131 1,98 11,978 L] I L L O I L
02-2 14.7 4,209 392,621 11,465 11,465 0 DI Lt L L B LL I L
{3~1 TINE HARMER ENTZ8B  13.4 4,336 368,145 ;,734 L L L Lt L L Lt L1 L
-2 13.4 4,477 349,234 2,344 E L L L L L ELL Ll L
gg—% 1379 Az AR AT T T N A L E LT It L
05-1
05-2
51
Dé-2
071
07-2
08-1
{ig-7

OTHER COHRUMITIES: DROCTOH, QHSSHEBGH,.ELLER?, POIFRET, FBRTLHHB, STOCKTOH
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T L R T )

S = e
NYIZ00 TIME WARNER ENTAADV-NEUWHSE GP ILION c0bh65
{HYD300) TIHE UARNER EHT/ADY-NEUHSE 6P DERITT
g ' 4 H ey
RCET B T RATE SUBS - GBROSS ROYALTY - ROY Rov ROY K CfFKHNPP T°T T 40 W
PR S REI:EIPTe o BRASE 3.75 SVNBEX W MY T ¥ I N BEUWT O
- : : : - R 5 ¥ UV Ou Ry S HHERER
T T T 1 T1¢L T H R A1
87-1 PRRAGON COMNUKICAT 9.5 9,617 793,093 20,517 20,517 | ] L DD ¥ L LD
-7 9.5 17,588 808, 89 21,032 71,032 I R L Ly
85-1 .1 12,837 867,533 23,0717 23,077 ] ¥ L B I A
g8-7 13.6 13,145 . 885,512 23,053 73,053 b ] L o1 i L LB
B9~ §.0 13,162 194,657 23,262 . 23,262 [ f£ L LB YL LB
89-2 3.0 131,163 357,720 - 9,202 9,302 il 1L L BD L L B
901 §4 12,098 796,613 70,716 20,716 i U 1 I T
90-2 1.9 33,200 1,361,218 35,397 35,397 i $LL B ¥ L L 3B
9i~1 13.9 13,085 1,427,731 37,099 37,099 ] % L 8D £ L i
-2 13.9 12,288 1,493,188 39,806 28,306 ) L L na ¥ L L 8
¥ IGTTHLE 1,579,778 a0y 40,909 B I T A
92-2 13.9 14,047 1,435,477 42,512 42,4912 0 L LB $LL 3D
93-1 131 14,006 1,697,995 43,980 43,980 1 ¥ L L BD ¥ L L3
93-2 5.5 14,172 1,787,029 45,789 - 45,789 1 L L BT ¥ L LD
0= ES 14,847 587,674 15,260 19,764 | A i i} 1
§4-2 6.1 15,040 588,619 15,294 15,294 i 1L L il 1 L L B
95-1 6.1 15,028 521,257 16,145 16,145 1 f L L il 1 L L1
95-7 6.1 14,888 504, 402 13,112 13,112 i 1L L i i L L B
96-1 TINE WARRER IATERT 5.8 15,690 578,897 13,780 14,7490 ] L il I T8
942 o 5.8 14,598 513, 203 13,387 - 13,387 i P Lt B i} L L D
97-1 6.4 14,622 561,131 11,524 - 11,524 i $ Lt B i} L E
97-2 6.4 14,582 533,127 11,963 11,863 1 3L L B i} L L
T 95-T TIHE WARHER ERT7RD .0 14,472 530, 071 £, 35 g, 351 i T L
98-7 6.0 14,336 516,491 7,700 7,700 i T L L B L L L
59-1 5.8 14,391 507,794 7,456 7,454 i L L DL L L
99-2 58 14,663 527,50 7,960 7,260 I YL L 0L L L
=1 5.0 14,649 548, 195 B0 5,170 1 LT IE L
00-2 6.0 14,790 516,861 8,589 - 8,584 i ALt D L L
01-1 7.1 14,807 530,149 10,076 10,076 | D LL DL L L
-2 7.1 14,486 - 802,179 9,679 9,629 ] L L Dt L L
07-1 7.0 19,58 677,07 16,045 10,047 i T T L L
02-7 7.0 14,354 616,520 5,998 5,998 i DLl L Lt L
03-1 7.5 14,218 647,505 6,279 6,279 1 DL L L L L
03-7 7.6 14,075 628,724 6,088 5,088 1 L L L L L
o1 8.4 13,947 B85, 055 6,689 5,53y i i E C [T
gg-f .49 13,713 660,957 - 6,404 6,404 D R LL L L L
05-7
-1
052
[, 07-1
9 47-2
081
ge-2

OTHER SORHUMITIES: DRIBGEMATER, BROOKFIELD, COLUNBIA, DAHUBE TUP, DOLEEUILLE, FRARKFORYT, GERMAM FLATTS, HERKINFR, LTTCHFIELD THP, LITTLE FALLS, HANHEIH, MOHAMK, PLAINFIELE, SRLISBURY, HEST WIMFIELD, WINFIELD




m“~—“.)

D m =i h L e W 3 =

=

COINDEX.DOPC Cable Data Corporation JUL 12 2009
f ; ;
NYJ200 TIME WARNER ENMT/ADV-NEWHSE GP JAMESTOUWN b4t
- ¢ € € B 0By ERHRE Y H B N H
BeeY o RATE - SUBS EROSS - ROYALTY - ROV goy - ROV - FH T FEEITJIJHHHRHEHERP q g T U B
- FB - o - - ‘RECEIPTS o “BREE '3.70 SYHDEXR T € I A NRCUEBELVY Y VI L ERT @
o ' : ' : B H B U BT #DOD OB HRK N ESUR
111 T ITHHNHNENEITIIIII E NT I1I
87-1 PARAGOR COMHUNICAT 7.9 19,48 1,281,428 40,726 40,726 I DL L LL LD b L B ]
87-2 14.9 20,011 1,545,145 45,109 49,109 B D LLLLLD BB Lo B
o8- 1.9 20,18% 1,527,084 bz,348 52,188 1] DL L LLL0D I B L u 1
g8-2 14.9 22,137 . 1,550,202 49,265 49,269 ) B L LLLLTD B-B Lo I
851 6. 20,917 1,885,133 39,914 59,914 i pLLLLLI I L n I
£9- 16.9 70,869 1,897,133 60,797 60,297 I B L L L L L b 1 L B I
30-1 1.6 £1,203 2,094,920 66,987 66,3087 i |2 N I N N | ] o ]
96-2 3.6 21,270 2,134,915 68,487 68,487 b Bt L L L LD DD L D B
91-1 17.9 20,890 2,376,876 73,343 73,943 ] BLLLLLEB B D L P B
91-7 17.9 20,995 2,495,798 79,323 79,373 i D LL LD DD L8 0
ge-1 155 28,857 2,735,238 79,80 79,800 Lt LLLE Bl L8 I
92-2 19.9 21,822 2,799,260 31,5530 81,550 B L L LL LD I LB )]
93~1 26,9 21,864 2,947,287 85,867 83,862 oLt i L LD 5D L B i
93-2 2.6 2,99 2,920,391 BZ,163 82,145 B L L i L LB nn i B i
547 Y& 21,999 1,236,308 47,766 31,766 R R R A D [ R
94-7 9.2 22,799 1,780,623 37,308 37,308 BLLLLLTD oD L B Ik
f3-1 5.3 Z2.240 1,282,407 37,360 37,360 B L L LLLD b o L B B
93-7 9.7 22,243 1,300,005 37,872 31,872 BLLL L LD £ R L B L B
551 87 f2,H97 T 1,755,067 33,138 43,158 /0 T T T N | R 1] LT [1
96-2 87 22,i5% 1,211,040 2,01 12,01 B LLLLLD i i L DL
5741 . 9.3 zged 1,289,476 27,889 17,849 BLLLLLTD L L i v B L
97-2 9.2 21,983 1,288, 66h 27,832 27,837 B L L L L L B L i L nt
36-1 5.5 500 1,795,080 a7y 0,679 L L L L LD L i L L
98-2 TINE HARMER ENT/AB 9.5 20,9456 1,296,184 20,697 20,697 Dt LLELLB i L D L L
99-1 .3 21,933 1,274,380 23,80 19,738 4,062 B L L LL L B L L I L L
99-2 9.3 21,457 1,269,668 20,272 20,273 DL L L L LB L L 1 L L
00-1 11 1,862 1,957,506 21,071 22,957 4,37 | VO S S R 1 L I L L
f0-2 1.1 21,449 1,474,208 28,918 24,1 4,333 DL L L L LB L L I L L
M- 121 21,540 1,062,263 31,941 26,284 3,677 B LLLLTL B L L | L L
01-2 121 20,576 1,996,671 31,308 26,299 3,009 D L L L L LB L L 0 L L
0Z-1 178 20,355 1,860,680 3,601 78,220 5,476 Y O A A | Y A TR | L
02-2 12.8 25,792 2,076,056 83,166 22,238 54927 noH 8 LELEL R L & R i L R
93-1 3.4 21,167 1,632,289 84,578 27,954 95,379 B LLLELLD L L i L L
03-2 1.9 2,734 1,586,271 84,965 76,844 9,837 3L L L Lt Lt B L L
-1 3.6 24,579 1,961,263 66,550 30,843 35,007 TE R S T R T A T IR R S R SR SR |
04-2 13.60 2,090 1,930,379 64,639 31,729 33,500 g R 4 LL L E LD L L B b L L
05-1 3.6 24,499 1,863,539 60,032 30,143 - 29,909 L ¥ i L LL LB L L i e L L
05-2 2.6 23,352 1,823.3% 60,880 17,467 43,411 A H R #LLLELEELERLL Y L ] L L
061 TE6 23,47 71,885,986 89,77 21,661 17,56 KR T A U S R A R SR S|
06-2 12.0 23,287 1,437,500 3,953 19,108 15,947 I AR L XL R RLZ L hi " h
07-1 132 22,941 1,410,462 24,222 16,487 3,733 AR & AR LK B R B LR L ] ]
07-2 13,8 24,809 1,380,477 24,163 18,048 6,114 L AR LR % & 1L R L H i
U5-1 VL8 2B 1,408,899 A5 T6, R0 3,339 L ¥ &L A ¥R LA L H k

bs-2 ' ' 26,892 :
OTHER COHMUMTTIES: BEHUS POTME, BUSTT, CARROLL, CFLOROH, ELEFRY, FLLTCOTT, FALCOMER, GERRY, HARNOWY, KAIHTONE, LAKEWOGD, H HARMONY, PAHANA, POLAME, SINCLATRYILLE
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INYLORO TWNY LLC LACKAWANNA 23058

Il (RYBEDO) TAHY LLE BUFFALD

3 . ~ B L EL L D H H L

4| RELT RATE SUBS GROSS  ROYALTY ROY KoY ROV BT H U E HTITKENNNNHEFFRSSTUY

;| T ' RECEIPTS : " BRSE 375 swpE L LY LI B R ELC U BESLYYYTIHZOBETBT D

: : - . T T 8 H | z CUBUWDSOBORHKRJICHKETSESUYR

1] B :

7 I'T T THH TN N H T TITITINTHNITI

1 87-1 IMTERHATTONAL DARL  10.5 128,916  &,527,023 796,495 713,69 84,799 LI S L LLL L 5 A LD

8 8y 12.9 131,976 2,010,304 326,437 233,182 93,233 R L L L1 E L C D L D

0] 861 1i.5 T3, Tie 10,176,348 164,504 254,704 T, 358 ERTR L L L1 Ll C A

o 88-F 8.0 133,316 6,365,290 221,493 158,504 62,989 AR L I R L L 5 D L3
B9-1 8.0 133,030 6,275,700 220,300 57,109 63,191 B3 L L L1 L L I B LB

z| §9-2 8.0 139,73 6,513,693 227,733 162,632 é5,121 a8 L L L1 L i D B 13

3 20-1 s. 4 141,130 6,794, 1 A A L it L L c B LB

| -2 5.0 142702 7,040,775 t75;177 175,177 iR L L L1 L L C LB

NERID 8.0 144,67 7,739,052 180,762 180,762 AR L L L1L LI £ L 8

Bl 92 B.0 147,092 7,363,387 183,303 183,309 LR L L L1 L £ B |

6| FE=1 8.0 147,840 7,094,081 194,272 1384,77¢ L L | UL - U R

| 922 8.0 13%,625 8,233,462 204,980 204,950 L] b L LL L L B LB

Y1934 8.0 161,093 8,134,306 201,797 201,797 iR L t L L L L ELGD

W 93-2 16.9 161,439 9,824,072 243,498 243,498 LR L E L L L L B L D

o 74-1 WU 16,008 10,317,347 236,052 135,037 L | L b L L LL B LB

| 92 1.8 158,688 10,866,932 209,586 239,585 L] L E L L L L B L D

951 3.1 166,325 10,133,981 791,190 251,190 A A L L Lt L1 BELD

21 95-2 3.7 16R,061 7,747,230 191,379 191,379 B R L L L L L L b LD

| 76-1 3.8 144,753 7,608, /0% 185%, 213 165,713 AR L L L.L LL LD

S 9E2 16.0 159,901 8,280,391 202,770 203,770 . BB L L L L L L L D LD

=814 106 171,790 8,550,067 162,087 162,097 3R L. LLLLLIL nt

| 91-2 7.0 159,043 8,188,330 155,067 133,067 LR L L LLELELL DL

5| d8-1 8.0 £,078 f,236,627 79,7096 93,706 L L | A IO F M A R L R
98-2  PRRHASSOS LP 6.9 305,79 7,319,830 100,011 100,021 DB L I VO T A O A E

o g9 .9 139,928 7,023,204 93,355 93,393 1] L (T R T T A A L

7| 99-2 8.8 177,034 7,200,897 953,79 93,99 X L L L L L L L L L

og|  00~1 13,7 170,00 7.80,210 236,367 192,366 261 43,440 i A & ] A

o 00-2 15.0 180,119 7,390,893 107,449 - 147,449 - : i 4 L L L L 1L 3XEL L L

R 5.0 ig9,418 7,325,142 106,637 6,637 12 L LL1LLRLL L L

o 01-2 19.0 719,362 9,906,408 327,038 127,030 PRl 3 ELLEXLL L L

5 - 187 09,637 13,05, 7A6 763,835 T18L,613 LI £ T LrrL L L

o 02-2 13.0 249,913 13,474,224 166,227 166,227 i 8 L ELLtbtLbtietL L L

3 13.0 740,428 12,687,695 156,305 136,304 BB L tLLLLLL L L

B 03-2 13,0 228,381 12,201,601 131,946 131,945 B BB L ELEELLL L L

1 - . KL BiCLP s/8 ;757 CETE L I S T A R N L L

| 02 136 229,677 12,359,413 153,151 153,151 L L ELELLL L L L

= 51 13.0 226,067 13,067,748 162,181 142,381 BB L bt bttt L L

% 05-2 7.4 725,194 14,176,946 186,190 186,390 £ 3 L LEL L L L L L L

5| b1 [ I L LIV RS I LA U N I TN KR L | S A N P S A £ L

" gg-%’ THHY LLC 1.6 11,330 13,192,160 172,983 172,983 ¥R L L LttitLLtittL L L

B 07-2

A0 05-1

o 082

2 OTHER CORAUNITIES: RHHERET, AHGOLR, GRCABE TOMH, ARCADE UILL; AURGRR THP, BRREER, BLASHELL, B‘-‘ITJF, BRAKT, CRHERIA, CHEEKTONAGA, CLAREMCE, COLDEM, COLLIHS, COMCORD TOHH, DELEUAH ULG, DEPEY, E AURORA, EDEN, ELHR.
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OTHER COMMUMITIES: BLTRNONT TEP,

ELOGHINGOALE, BRICHTOM, VRANMITH, HARRTETSTOMR, HORTH ELPR, SAHIA CLARA,

SARANAC LAKE, ST ARMARD, TUPPER LAKE, UERRONTYILLE

) Cable Data Corporation JUL 18 2049
£
1 [’
IRYLTS0 TWNY LLC LAKE PLACID 11424
3 | UMW ngey
4| RCET U )3 SIS "EROES ROVALTV ™ Ty ROV ROY BB F L LCF NP PPSTUH
;1 FB : RECEIPTS BASE ‘375 GSYMDEX M W C R FF PITTBBNTED
. - S T TV RETF I 4V ZKSUYR
7 0 A A T HHTTI T
| 87-1 HOUMTAIN CABLE L0 9.9 6,890 439, 681 77,166 9,927 17,238 B0 L L b B L LB
o[ 87-2 9.9 7,072 513,797 0,369 11,097 19,267 D DL L R I L D
881 99 7,181 573,178 30,787,299 19,619 D 0L L ] L Ln
- Bg-7 128 7,270 678,639 5,009 9,560 25,449 ¥R LL DL LD
£9-1 12.9 7,295 591,786 0,528 8,336 22,192 R ¥ L L i} L LD
89-2 12,9 7,202 629,709 35,961 9,216 26,645 3 8Lt i} L DD
50~1 99 7,200 457,813 23,512 6,404 17,168 R i £ LD
9g-7 %9 7,72 464,702 23,950 &,529 17,426 I ROLL i} L L D
91-1 9.9 7,569 474,738 24,527 6,718 17,504 £ ¥ L L i L L B
91-2 9.9 7,517 492,663 75,361 6,996 18,473 ¥ R Lt i L L.
971 9.9 7,593 491,963 25,394 6,895 18,449 ¥ X L L i £ [
97-2 9.9 7,646 504,609 26,067 7,184 18,923 ¥ ¥ Lt n L L B
93-1 9.9 7,802 509,015 26,287 7,199 19,088 4Lt i L L B
93-2 10.0 7,677 577,587 27,307 7,523 19,789 $ ¥ L L B L L B
94-1 0.0 7,732 525.607 27,771 7,911 19,710 ¥ EL L i L L1
94-2 _ 10.0 7,654 529,758 an 7,576 19,847 ¥ 3 LL i L LD
95~1 HOUNTATH CABLE 0.6 7,755 527,592 27,349 7,564 19,785 [ D L LB
55-2 10.2 7,799 546,615 28,378 7,880 70,498 | i L B
561 0.2 71.807 547,4%% 28,407 7,81 20,541 ¥ ¥ L L g L LB
96-2 10.5 7,473 . 580,766 30,2718 2,500 21,779 LI SR 3 1 L B
97-1 6.0 7.643 511,271 26,695 7,519 19,176 ¥ 8Ll nL D i
97-7 19.0 8790 426,295 72,381 6,397 15,990 %L Lt L D L D1
98-1 73 957 468,302 7,32 7,362 R a L L ¥10 ¢t L
52 9.9 4,363 949,180 7,019 7,019 ¥ 3L LL L D t L
99-1 3.9 5,075 403, 656 6,133 6,153 ¥ ¥ LLL L D L L
99-2 7.7 9,044 416,378 6,664 b, 664 Yy 9L Ll 18 L L
60-1 55 773,204 428,797 6,492 b, 452 AL LB L £
00-2 15.0 8,158 444, 560 7,743 7,743 ¥XLLL B L L
011 15.0 8,472 451,838 7,705 7,705 ¥ ¥ LLL B L L
§1-2 13.0 g,592 449,97 7,610 7,610 R L E L ¥ B L L
07-1 7.6 8,720 963,984 6,669 D 0L L L LH (R £
02-2 .0 9,017 494, 643 26,126 7,577 18,349 YLt L X B L B L
031 8.0 9,133 182,492 25,407 7,314 18,093 B ¥ L Lt ¥ LD L
03-7 8.0 g,120 479,720 75,33 7,324 17.990 ¥ 8L L1 %0 LD L
- 041 2.0 9,740 456,978 24,533 7,416 17,13 O O N TR | N | LD L
04-2 7.5 9,179 470,499 75,296 7,652 17,444 L L1 PO LD L
65-1 6.3 g, 247 491,439 26, 438 8,020 18,439 YR L L L DR LD L
05-2 §.3 9,509 525,790 3,919 b L b L L L b LL L
06-1 6.2 9,475 569,552 10,085 10,053 YL L L T B N L
gg—% THRY LLE 7.6 Z,000 359,023 2,21 LLtbLL L L L L L
{7-2
08-1
08-2
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*| {HYLOSD) THRY LLC LACKAKANRA
5 E T L UM WMWY M HW K H HH
4| HLCT _ " BATE -~ SUBS GROSS ROVALTY ROV Y Rov B F H EI TR NNRERNPPTUE
5| PO o RECEIFTS S . BASE - 373 SVMBEY L T C R UEBEGLVYYIXEBTO
- : ' : o T 0 H 1T B ¥ DSEROBAET S VR
7 I'1T1 HENEIIIIIIIII
®| 87-1 CRBLE TU FUKE 11-B  156.9 9.223 364,832 34,921 8,224 2,183 35333 L L L L L L L 3 B LB
¢_87-2 12.9 9,924 607,940 37,984 8,832 72,799 3,94 1L 1 L L L L i) i L B
o] BE-1 B V3 B W T 720,575 qa.546 10,497 . 77,022 L0 LT L [N A L il ILs
o 882 12,9 10,637 742,247 43,88 10,807 27,834 7,7 L L L LLLL Lt i} I LB
89-1 12.9 0 11,12 796,057 i9, 212 11,591 29,832 L7100 L L L L LLL Lt i B LB
2 89-7 12.9 11,277 800,741 49,302 11,699 30,028 L8y L L L L L L L L L 1 B L B
3 90~ 1.9 11,438 528,229 43,18 12,059 3,088 ETE L LT LL LT H] T LB
| 20-2 16,9 11,468 1,057,216 15,392 13,191 LtL Lt LL Lt 3L 3
911 16.9 11,790 1,097,278 15,976 13,976 ELL LLLL Lt b L B
B -7 18.9 12,067 1,719,987 17,763 17,763 L L L L L L L L1 B L B
o 92-1 18.% 12,585 1,760,39 18,801 145,351 LT CUTLEL it 8
| 9= 20,9 12,539 1,368,965 19,932 19,932 L Lt LL L1 Lt L3
93-1 23.9 13,142 1,455,549 21,193 21,193 L L L L L LL I LD
8 gi-2 1.0 17,100 4,596,033 125,730 98,477 % Rl L &t L. L Lt L 0
o 941 3.0 36,609 4,734,24% 132,094 102,766 29,328 ¥ % L L L L L L B LI
of 242 1.9 37,619 4,360,538 135,95¢ 103,472 00 % A L L L L L L B L B
| 951 7.7 38,264 1,872,510 31,824 40,454 11,320 % X LLLL Lt 0 LD
il 992 7.7 38,264 1,930,915 3,0 41,611 1,699 % 3% L L L1 Lt B LD
ozl 9b-1 GLOBAL RCQUISITION 7.7 39,187 1,387,440 43,814 34,202 . 9,612 ¥ ¥ L L LL L'L DL
|  96-2 CABLE TU FUHR 11-B 8.0 39,984 1,918,016 33,661 8,712 : IR Y- B S | L L L L L L L B L B
| 97-1 CLOBAL RCQUISITION - 9.0 36,266 1,943,309 43, 644 3,437 12,207 & R L Lt tLLtL L
o a7-2 8.3 499,332 2,067,929 96,637 1,587 13,108 X X L LE L L L L It
s 981 8.1 32,324 7,909,995 32,309 19,343 12,966 % % E LT T £
Ls| ¥8-Z PARNASSOS LP 9.5 a0, 629 2,234,073 3%, 154 21,646 14,310 X ¥ LL L L LLlL L L
991 9.3 44, 454 2,304,834 22,133 72,133 I 1 ti bt L L L L L
il 952 10.0 42,563 7,508,642 48,714 24,230 20,434 D 1 Lt LLLELl i L
an] (01 0.8 41,035 2,560,741 90,4980 74,833 - 16,686 KR LL{ T UL LT L £
| 00-2 10.6 41,066 2,842,509 45,360 78,042 17,257 & ¥ LiLLLELL L L
-l 014 15.9 43,237 2,535,922 43,257 26,713 : 16,977 X & L L LLLLLL L L
# g%'? 13.8 43,262 2,038,628 74,001 45,009 28,092 0 D B Ly bbbk Lb L L
a1 =
0z-2
#03-
W3-
34 gg‘l
Sl o5
) 0a-%
57 o1
w| J6°E
07-1
% gz-jg
0| Hd-
.| 082
% OTHER COMHUNITIES: BARKER, CLARENCE, ELWA, LOCHPORT, NEWFANE, ORCUARD PARK, RAPIDS PARK, SONERSET
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MYyM3Z0 TIME WARNER ENT/ADV~NEWHSE 6P SEEMNA T840
{NY1300} TINE HARNER ENT/ADU-NERHSE €P DEHITT
A R . B g B 8 U # B U HHHKH
RCLT ' - RME. - SUBS GROSS ROYRLTY ROY ] R I BJ K2 4C¢C CHHEPPPSSTHNHEH
PE - S RECEIFTS : E#SE 375 SUHBER K 9 D U 82 8 FPYBITTITYINDT
: TTHS E g i ET W S ¥7IHRSVYRI
I'TIITULLH EETITETHNENINTIAN
B7-1 HEUCHARNELS CORFOR  10.3 7,254 23,633 16,381 18,581 BLL i LB DL I 0L B
87-2 10.5 6,583 621,471 18,573 18,4873 B L L ) L B b1 0D D L B
881 0.3 1,132 817,516 18,411 18,411 B L L 1 LD i I 0L B
88-2 ~ 1.0 11z 303,443 910 9,161 BLL I LD DL Dot B
89-1 340 7,231 143,314 103 703 L L L L E L L L LLLL
d5-2 1.0 71,204 186,242 73z 732 Lt 1 1 L.b L.L [ N N
90-1 3.0 1,478 144,954 740 740 L bt L t b L L LLriL
50-2 R 7,338 163,839 90% 509 L LL L Lt L L L L L L
-1 3.0 7,572 166,100 93 LLL L L L L L L L L
N-7 3.0 7,3% 164,350 216 L L L L L L £ L L L Ll
92-1 1.0 7,684 169, 7167 968 L L1 E t L EL LLLL -
92-1 3.0 7,323 174,231 1.012 L LL Lt L L L L L L L
93-1 3.0 7,734 175,650 1,027 L L L LL LLL Lt L LLLL
93-2 4.9 1,497 139,830 10,12 10,126 bt L L 3 L L B b L n. oL n
94-1 8.9 1,761 418,238 12,41 12,471 T 1 L LD I IV N B
94-2 9.2 7.329 433,100 12,94 12,964 DLt i L LD nL I DL BL
931 TINE UARMER EHT/AD 9.1 7,637 424,936 12,3719 12,379 b L L L LD 0t I T I
99-2 9.1 7,409 426,364 12,827 12,427 DL L L L B 0t I 8L B1L
96-1 8.9 7,013 403,911 11,829 11,829 ] L 1 I B L0
96-2 8.9 1,323 406,823 11,82 11,802 Lt L LD L BEDLDL
97-1 9.1 7.426 412,156 10,93 10,9195
97-7 9.1 1,9 413,861 . 10,960 10,960 ' )
28-1 9.2 7,43 416,207 8,389 8,989 )] i L L
98-2 9.2 7,303 422,073 9,116 9,116 b L1 L DL DL b L L
99-1 9.0 1,445 406,451 8,779 8,779 Lt L 0L DL D L L
99-¢ 9.0 1,495 407,707 8,805 8,805 D L L L L B D1 D L L
60-1 9.9 1,427 444, €58 9,608 9,408 0L L L rLontL I L L
00-7 9.9 7,441 444,985 10,362 10,062 | A A L B L DL D L L
01-1 0.1 7,439 444,418 1,249 11,249 nitL L B 0DoL i L L
g;“g 19.1 7,461 948, 276 11,345 11,849 DL i L L L | L L
N2-2
03-1
15
gg-§ TIHE HARRER ENT/RD . 11.0 12,863 771,897 12,32 12,322 pL Lt L B L ii L L
5-2 '
06-1
06-2
07-1
07-2
U313
8-z

GTHER COMAUNITIES: BRASHER, LAMRENCE THP, LOUTSUILLE, MORFOLK, STOCKHOLH, UADDINGTON
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il
5
4 i
TNYDTO00 TWNY LLC LEARN 10657
Ci (RYBLOD) THHY LLE BUFFALD
: C.E R O B ¥ WoukouoWoWR WM MMM UHHHEHNNY KN
<[ THECE - TTTTTTRATE T 5UES GROS3 WOVALTY KoY ) 1 I T A A S - A A A O
5| PO : : R RECEIPTS - BASE 375 SYNBEX C G I K ¥ 0 KTHRREGUBEGEGLYYYHIGSEESBRBTHT
) KRUEBEA YW ZCUBWDSOBONKSXUIESUR
7B U DB - o
7 THERLL RENITWNNENELITILIILLETHTTI
°| 87-1 WARHER CABLE COMWU 11.5 10,388 739,790 26,903 26,943 D DL BLLD B DD DDDD
e| 877 12.9 40,319 804,777 79,310 29,310 B DL BLiD B 0B BBAB
ol 86T LY 9,990 860,201 34,08 32,089 B YLy rie N R
) 12.9 10,476 941,836 34,301 34,301 i Tt nLLB i b3 DIODLDD
85-1 18,5 10,111 956,134 34,322 34,822 D L DLLB I 13 DDIB
12| 897 18.9 10,628 1,012,9% 36,912 35,913 B Bt pL L3 LN
w901 . 10,90 1,038,677 3,808 3,60 I L | A B N TR N R I BT
902 18.9 0,549 1076426 29207 29,203 I L L DiLL1D I 50 DDDB
91-1 1.9 10,i75 1,107,488 46,30% 40,335 i L 3L DLLD I 30 BD33D
5 91-7 17.6 10,587 1,184,724 38,422 38,472 L L L LD n___ B0 DD B
| L S Ve 10,780 LA0G6.660 39,70 39,190 L I T C I 0T I T 1
| 922 oo 17.9 10,250 1,208,020 29,19 39,19 L L L LD B0B DD
93-1 TIHE UARKER ENTERT 18.5 -~ 10,667 1,232,708 39,995 39,995 L DL L LD 1 01 D DD
e 93-2 1.0 10,487 1,267,025 41,105 41,105 L L L LB E_ DD D03
ol 98 WU 10,052 700,538 72,748 ZZ,7€% L S LD B 18 1
NEBLY: 9.7 10,48 630,802 19,0 19,09 L L L LD BoooB D LD
95-1 1.0 10,162 34,43 17,115 17,175 L DL L LD BP0 D I L3
o) 952 1.0 10,528 685,064 19,639 19,699 L DL BLLd P BB D LD
ool 5B 7.1 10,790 373,008 17,38 17,98 L 1L L L0 L ! o I N
o 962 8.9 11,382 583,910 17,784 12,784 L DL BpLLD L 0 B3 B LD
974 . 0.3 10,73 £50,307 16,088 18,083 Nl DL DtLoD L0 OB DL
e 9.2 16.3 10,678 £54,832 18,209 18,209 DL DLim L 2L BB DL
bs| 70-1  ROLTI-CHRHNEC 19T 8.7 L3, L0 496,514 £1,3% 27,89 I L i1 [ N N B L
| %82 0.2 11,82 599,776 14602 14,642 DL BLLT LL DL DB L
§5-1 10.2 11,240 727,006 17,788 17,748 gL pLLD LLDbLBB L
7| 99-2 0.3 11,242 700,425 17,099 17,099 DL BLLE LLBLud L
sl O9-1  CHELSEA COHHORICAT 193 9,906 717,883 13,488 13,48 Tk [ N M [ R ' B r
| 002 127 13,808 982,089 20,216 20,216 1L BLlLl3 LLotL D L
501 3.7 1%L,730 1,059,817 21,816 71,815 DL _ BLLB LLDL D L
0 01-2 127 18,291 1,337,015 33,840 33,840 B o 0L BBLLD L LDl @ L
| W1 WA 19,1247 1,364,167 &3, U3 33,081 120002 e A W I R N N I N | T L
Ll 022 9.0 18,028 1,437,418 34,38] 36,381 100 LBDLLD LLDL Bt L
2031 150 17,615 1,489,534 44,597 44,597 I PDODLDIDLLID LLotL Dbt L
w037 19,0 17,299 1,363,396 78,261 28,375 49,936 D pL opitp LLtBi Dt L
ad 041 T 16,696 1,378, 351 78,7907 28,374 50,416 it L I CTFrrTLTETL 0t L
o 047 11 15,948 1,312,048 15,676 16,676 - 2L LLBLLLLE L D1 L
03-1 1 16031 1,360,763 17,293 17,295 I LLBLELELL L BL L
| 05-2 1.6 15,599 1,406,893 18,894 18,39 DL LLDLLLL L %l L
57| Wbl ILN 13,4903 1,436,701 19,290 1% 270 W T S It A N | S S M L LA L
o Q7 THHY LLC e 14,082 1,170,275 13,750 13,750 LiLt B i bLLELLL L XL L
o 07-2
o 08
.| 082
w2| OTHER COMMUNITIES: ALLEGANY, ANDOVER, BELHONT, CATTARAUGUS, CERES, CERES TWP, COLHSPRING, CONENAHSD, CuBA, ELDRED, ELDBRED BORD, ELDRED THP-WCKEA, ELLICOTTVILLE, FRAMKLINVILLE, GREAT UALLEY, WINSDALE, ISCHUR, RANSFIE

EITHP, "HEE"ALRION, "PORTUILLL.
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1
A
' o | L X
INYOz00 TIME WARNER ENTAADV-NEWHSE GP ONEONTA TEG1
3 LB BN B H B oW 4 4 W W B N B W RN HH WH ¥R W H WM W E WU Y HHU
+f - ACLY B “ - RRTE - SUBs GROSS ROYALTY ROV RoY noy H3I BB EBLD CEETFTEGHNIITITIHKKHEKNHNKEMNNOPPRRRSS S S SS5TT7T
5 Pl . . ; i : '  RECEIPES .. BASE 3.73  SVMBER C1 &£ HPR NHTHHERAEEELSUVUYETHEEY ¥ LI SPEDDR KT HVYY B E
s f g HEHNE Y Y R U I W EeZTFBRTHYTDPOGHYTF § U EBCKTEGHBRTSH
7 I L HHNHN EHHIINNNILNHNENENEENIIIIEIHRNHKTITEHNTLIUHRTITIH
i 87-1 HEHCHAMHELS CORPOR 10.0 13,098 729,985 21,766 21,266 L 1] L L ] ] L DL L i
¥ g7-2 _10.0 14,718 309,126 23,572 23,972 L )i} L L i i L D L L 1]
w| B8~ 8.0 9,431 814,533 23,729 23,729 L 1] L L 1 ‘B L 0L L 3
o B8-2 -.3.0 2,940 963,324 16,411 16,411 L D L L I I L B L L n
89-1 N 10,051 215,977 1,436 1,430 L B L L 1] i] L B L L 1
2l 8e-7 3.0 16,7208 220,053 1,41 1,471 L I L i 0 I L n L i ]
[ 98-1 3.0 2,950 215,832 1.428 1,428 L L L L L L L It L L
| %9-2 Z.0 10,233 228,173 1,912 1,912 L L L L L L L L L L L
- 3.0 g,547 226,164 1,934 L L L L L L L L L L L
) 91-2 2.0 10,369 27,798 1,548 L L L i L L L I L L
w]  9e-1 20 160,035 233,088 1,600 L L L L L L L L L L L
. 92-2 1.0 10,514 232,901 1,399 L L L L L L L L L L L
931 3.0 10,201 230,799 1,578 L L L L L L i L L L L
B 43-7 7.5 10,531 309, 066 12,463 12,465 L )1} B L )i} Jij L B ¥ L)
| 9u-1 7.3 10,293 493,612 13,103 15,763 L ] H L B B L [ t !
- 94-2 7.8 10,16% NG, 766 13,566 13,566 L D X L i} b L B X 5 i}
93-1 TINE WARMER EHTERT 1.8 10,367 323,030 13,969 13,969 L B H L B i L B R H ]
al 93-2 2.2 721,501 1,233,068 96,783 kil A%, 5334 L i 4 L LR 3 b L # 8% N R R
| o~ 7.8 21,350 1,135,610 67,5916 27,6403 60,793 L H o 1 H L A R R R L £ A i i
mE 952 1.3 21.044 1,076,557 90,723 289,114 62,611 L 3 ¥ R X ¥ L ] LI A L 8L H] H]
| 911 BRIA 21,192 1,130,841 76,514 22,531 33,981 L X 5 £ & A L H 5k L AR L K ]
24| 97-7 101 20,512 1,122,011 719,607 21,698 57,9049 L i® S by ! L L 2 0 L ¥ X ! H]
hs|  98-1 g.d 20,923 1,182,876 52,621 23,891 28,7131 L Lt H H i i [ L i C H !
- 98-7 9.4 20,659 1,159,798 32,213 23,414 28,835 PLL 8 i X H L L 1 L ¥ #
99-1 1.6 22,324 1,039,044 49,960 21,099 28,861 AL L b i ¥ 5 X L L ] L H 1
el 99-2 7i.b 22,179 1,072,072 53,302 21,386 31,918 L L i 5 8 L L L ] L ) i
opl DU-T 9.1 2278 1,435,116 of, 791 73,646 15,764 i 3L n A i i X L L i L X A
" 00-2 .1 23,230 1,295,514 56,217 28,345 37,371 I R L 3 y oA & 1 L L 3 1. H i
01-3 94 27,203 1,251,543 65,870 28,993 36,673 i atL e i A i R L L i L # e
ol P1-2 2.1 24,103 1,274,432 64,818 28,514 36,324 R ¥ i3 LR L L S L H H
u| 021 8.5 133,570 g,097,923 197,979 130,834 77,183 8 ¥ L LL U O I A A N 4 I L ¥ L L ¥ n L L L
- 02-2 8.6 139,733 7,763,690 197,875 120,380 717,294 i3 AL LiL iR X s R RRRAERILRI i L ¥ I L X L L % L
a3-1 9.3 £3,253 1,362,313 189,787 30,336 36,4335 et A X | L L 1] L ] 8
| 03-2 5.6 158,365 7,317,309 189,110 114,402 74,707 iR B L L L P B X N8 R R X I L B1I & L % L & X L & R LL KL
w| D81 8.9 197,070 #,6%06,001 1 A T8, 78,471 4 a L L L LR R B O O B B A A A | A LR A S T M ¥ L L %L
- - 0i-2 16.0 22,195 1,319,807 187,96% 24,3549 23,711 % A L 8 A ¥R L z L b i
15-1 - 8% 158,040 7,251,920 174,014 67,49 61,523 B R L b1 A E B R B R XA RXLELL XL 3 L L L 3 ¥ L L XL
6| 05-2 2.2 156,779 7,232,967 123,375 64,855 hb, 720 W R L L L o B E R AR ER B RLLL AL R L KL L& L L ¥ L o
iy 001 0.6 137,127 £.21%,704 128,089 68, 007 60, 606 8 L L L L S S S R R N A | L A L 3 A AR
- 06-7 TIHRE HARNER INT/AD 5.0 160,475 7,238,386 127,614 68,445 3, 285 8 L L L PR Y R E R 8 XN R RLIZ # L R L # 8 L L X 8L L J L
=071 44.3 141,715 8,920,383 151,037 87,909 63,129 FLLL AR K AR B R ENRLLE 8L ¥ L ¥ RLL X FL ¥ 8L
a0l {7-2 3.0 162,452 2,121,709 101,532 60,484 41,049 "L L L oA 8 %% A %% RNl LL 8 L X L &8 B L L & 8L 8 R L
10 gg'% R Y i) 7,087,196 1?1&, gig 6, 648 33,838 LI L A O O O A S S S B T M W LR | O S I i L 4 & L
M 716,29 . . .
22| UTHER COHMUMITYES: AFTOR, BAINBRIDGE. BUTTERMUTS, COOPERSTONH, DAVENPORT, NELHY, FORESTON, EXETER, FRAAKEIN, GILRERTSUTLLE, GUILFORD, HARTUICK, LAURENS, MARYLARE, BASOMUILLE, MEREDITH, AIDDLEFIFLB, WILFORD, WORRIS,

HER BERCIHC ORCY FIRST A0 CRCLSIGNS SHOHW 11
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;

1 [}

'NYP300 FALCOM FIREST CABLE OF NY INC FPLATTSEBURGH 11429

3 [ S M X H BB HUO§ Hououyu

4| ACET o “RRTE . SURS - GRBSS ROYALTY oY ROy ROY E B FF CCEFGE . FFT U HH

S PR o SR RECEIPTS BASE 175 SYHBEX F W C T - R F T F 5 H I TBEHNDBO

) ' L T T F N 8 ER F U ¥ 125 Y¢Y IR

7 I TTTITHNTLEILTI T NI R LI

®l 87-1 PLATYSEURGH CRELEV 42.9 10,778 1,079,098 108,795 27,862 80,932 110 L L L L i BLDL B

3] 87-7 12.9 13,095 1,086,067 109,497 28,047 91,453 I L LD L L L i B L BL I

0| “88-1 1.9 12,969 1,257,962 159,824 18,348 141,476 i ¥ K % [ i L 0L B

.| 88-2 14.% 14,00 1,384,139 124,005 20,195 103,810 B ¥ - LLL BLBL I
B%-1 4.9 13,584 1,004,559 90,760 15,419 75,342 B iX L L L DL DL D

2 89-2 N 8.9 13,269 - a19,652 44, 383 7,615 38,974 NI Lt D L DL n

s 98-1 FALCOH FIRST COHRLY 17.4 14,946 338,283 50,073 B, 10l 41,892 b 8% LETL DL oL ]

" 40-7 4.2 14,367 934,395 48,023 7,529 40,096 3 X L L L D Dt ]
91~1 6.7 14,584 538,477 48, 344 7,958 40,386 I # X L L L DL B

= 91-2 &7 14, Q;a 565,040 50, %5% 8,727 42,378 K & L L L DL DL i}

| 31 B 5 14,530 LY R 52,888 8,644 47,744 i3 L L L 0t IoL )1}

o 922 _ 5.5 14,518 592é52’ 92,132 8,603 44,447 B HOE i L L L DL I}
93-1 1.9 14,739 886,341 79,465 12,989  B6,476 I X & L L L DL DL I

€ 93-2 PLATTRNUREH CABLEV  17.0 14,733 1,469,196 131,747 71,352 110,190 B X X L L L I L Dt I}

ol 99-1 FALCON FIRST comfil  19.0 14,55 1,594,370 85,718 23,092 51"6?6 I UL |

Lo 342 17.3 14,104 1,349,667 80,837  22,73% 58,113 I X L LoL DL DL L
231 17.1 13,758 1,527,468 79,681 22,401 57,230 I ¥ & L L L B L BLL

21 99-2 17.1 13,368 1,317,849 94,254 76,686 69,168 D & % L L L D L DL i

gg—ﬁ-ﬂ i2.0 13,362 2,026,612 103,744 79,746 73,998 B X & I I L DLt

| 362 196 1L,%47 2,704,697  Hi4,603 3,9 82,675 ¥ R R L 1 i AL DLl

o 91 196 14,134 2,396,764 125,064 35,183 89,879 b ¥ ¥ £ L L L L DL

2| 97-2 18.6 14,909 2,310,619 120,58 33,933 8,648 D %R L L L L B L DL

os|  F8-1 18.2 13,763 1,248,639 18,319 18,319 || | I S N B L L

e 98-2 8.2 13,454 1,196,769 20,50 20,50 I S L Lt L L I L L L

o 99-1 19.9 13,14z 1,419,399 20,826 20,826 B R X L L L L ni L L

27l 99-2 19.9 12,636 1, 301,954 22,029 72,029 I ¥ ¥ L L L L B L L L

ol OU-T EHBRRTER CONRURICA Z . 118 2‘2_69'9 27,099 I I O N b1 L L

- 00-2 14.5 6,273 1, 320 490 21,109 21,19 b % K L L L L "L L
f1-1 -14.3 12,978 1,014,450 16,;13 16,213 0 K & L L L L I L L

sl -2 13.8 12,892 1,%&8% 249,408 29,408 B b3 L L L L DL L

0y 021 138 14,913 1,212,799 26,940 76,940 I 0¥ I W N N bt L

» 0z-2 5.8 14,436 1,237,590 14,939 19,939 B xR t L L L L L

61 13.8 4,488 1,254,398 27,867 27,867 D03 L L L L DL L

a (3-F 16.1 19,733 1,399,837 22,130 22,130 DL ¥ L L LLL DL L L

| 081 7.0 914,858 1,504,977 74,582 2O, H9F L X IS S S S It It

5 04-2 7.0 14,337 - 1,143,832 2,372 18,473 3% 3% L L L L L B i L L
05-1 17.7 14,015 1,412,418 25,580 24, 580 I & & L L LL L P L L L

36 gg~% 17.7 14,189 1,398,485 76,872 26,972 : D 3 X L L L L1 DL i L

37 =

| Do~ FALCOR TIRST CORRU  17.7 14,072 1,346,742 28,7361 28,561 B ¥ 3 i 1 L L L I L L L
07-1 FALCON FIRST CABLE 17.7 13,898 1,339,203 29,417 29,417 B Ak L L L L ¥ D1l L ¥

a7~z 17.7 13,687 1,601,948 30,553 30,951 D ¥ ¥ L L L L& DL L &

s 0B~ o9 13,9496 1,970,439 19,790 19,750 %% | I T A A L [

PR 19,992

izt DTHER CORAUNITIES: ﬁUSﬁBLE, BEFKAAHTOUE, BEACK BROCK, CHESTERFIELD, DARHENORA, FLIZABETHTONH, JAY, KEESEVILLE, LEWIS, PERU, PLATTSBURGH AFR, SARANAC, SCHUYLER FALLS, HESTPORT, HILNIHGTON
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(i
1 =T I *® § " y s K T "y =
'NYRT00 TIME WARNER ENT/ADV-NEWHSE GP ME TE83Y
L INYIE00) TINE WARNER ENT/aDU-REMHSE 6P DEHETT
) L 'HEEEEE RN EE
4| RCLT . “RATE " SURS " GROSS - ROGALTY ROV KoY R0 K EF 6K W NP PSS §858 5T 1T TN
5 B o : RECEIPTS BASE 3.75 SYMDEX M HEHTYVYRBIBKPTITY YDUYUTHDLO
- . : - } Y \ Y \
. 5 v U 5 H S % KEKEKEQRTSHREYR
7 T E I B NI I EIIETIRLCHENTI I NN
]
L\ B7-1 HEMCHRRMELS CORFOR 2.2 15,230 277,424 2,044 7,044 L L L B | L L DLt D
8| 817 2.7 14,375 744,089 1,711 1,711 L L L L L L L L L L1 L
w| B8-1 2.2 16,574 753, 666 1,807 1,807 [ T L [ ] L L L i
§8-2 2.7 16,760 753,037 1,820 1,820 L Lt L i DD L L D L L )|
3t . 3 RISy 2 ¥
89-1 2.2 16,979 263,172 1,902 1,902 L LL L i Do L L DLt D
12 fg-2 2.2 17,135 262,753 1,898 1,898 L L L L i DD L L D ILL D
o 901 7.7 17,372 769,336, 583 1,983 T [T L L L r UL L
| 902 2.2 17,35 275,813 7,078 7,028 L L L L L L L t L LLL L
911 2.2 17,408 277,018 2,000 L L L L L L L b L LLL L
5 §1-7 2.2 17,688 286,944 7,139 L L L L L L L L L L L L
| T2 ) 2T 798,674 7,156 L T { E L [ LU TLL £ '
L 922 2.2 17,855 286,376 7,134 L L L L EoL t L L L LL L
931 2.2 17,882 291,658 2,187 L L L L L L L LLLLL L
W 93-7 6.7 17,96 579,781 55,189 11,706 43,484 D L L L L 1 L L L b L L 1
ol 99 6.7 17,956 IR TR 68, 75F 14,583 58,170 i L L i ] £ R T R i
| %42 7.2 17,803 757,590 72,132 15,304 55,849 B L oL L oo L L L DLt i
| 95-1 TIHE UARMER ENTERT 7.2 17,025 740,667 70,504 14,954 55,550 I LL L L D I L L L DL L 1
21 95-7 7.3 16,201 721,455 8,675 14,966 54,109 g L L L L 0 1 i L L DLt D
o 96-1 7. 15,385 TOU, 757 66,709 14,149 57,560 I I T T I L A b
o 362 7.2 16,228 692,737 85,899 13,976 51,918 i 1L L L | L L L DL 1L i
i g;—} g; ;e;g; ;;?ﬁég q%,m 14,595 27,118 i t LBl ] t t IL. g t ;:
2 - fi. 6, 41,615 18,564 27,091 8 L LD LL |
25”"?3‘1‘“'? TIRE WARRER EWYZRD 4.7 4, 207 Y407, 1%7 76,700 R, 0 I I A T T i r L™ EL
| %82 £.5 1,414 1,404,308 71,932 28,193 2,739 i LR DL ] L L L L L ¥
| 391 8.5 213,476 1,414,437 37,329 28,130 1,999 B L X B XL ] L L Lt L ¥
7 99-2 2.5 33,644 1,794,495 2,347 30,634 3,717 ¥ L #n¥t i) L L L L L ¥
o[ 001 T3 ILER 1,576,907 5 X § I : ] I N N ] ET L L L
| 002 S 7.1 39,015 1,803,799 54,080 39,255 14,729 ¥ ¥4 n ¥ oY | 1%L L L L ¥
NI 1.2 38,593 1,900,542 58,262 42,025 16,237 H 22D 8 ¥ il 7% L L L L %
o_01-2 8.3 39,141 1,841,790 64,759 40,730 24,029 H ¥ 8B ¥ K B I ¥ L L L L ¥
u| DZ-1 g4 35,566 1,957,000 5,081 A7, 801 IS, 457 i A I8 %L I T Ly
L 02-2 8.4 40,965 2,041,423 70,493 44,234 26,209 D ¥ %0 Y X D 4 % L Lt L X
03-1 8.4 40,9211 2,093,070 75,553 45,150 30,403 ] P S I [ L L L ¥
sl p3-7 8.4 40,609 2,055,400 58,030 32,398 79,677 H] X %0 % X ¥Rl L L L X
ol GA-1 97 480,247 7,105,683 A1,800 44,965 27,419 ] I T WAL I L ¥
" 32"12 92 47,156 2,249,285 78,134 33,798 43,376 I L 4D Y% K I FELLLL L ¥ ¥
s 05-7 : :
i o
38
47-1
w9l 07-2
P
. 082 _
| OTHER CONSUNTYTEES: ANNSUILLE, CAHDEN, CANASTOTA, CHITTENAMGO, CLEVELAND, EARLUILLE, EATON, FINNER, FLOVR, GRIFFISS AFR, HANILTOM, HOLLANB PATENT, LEBANOK, LEE, LENOX, LINCOLN, HADISOR, WARCY, MORRISVILLE, MUNNSUILLE
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vl

1
S EC WM W HWMR W WY
o[ HTET RATE SOES BRUSS — ROYALTY Ty Wy RV F N 2 L6 TR RN F T UM
Jom o - RECEIFTS BASE 375 SYNDEXK T CORR VEBEY I BTO
; | 6 R& Z B¥BEBE X 54UR
R
7 I Tt HHTLT I Tl
) 87-1 STREOHS COMMUMICRT 43.9 3,26 209,982 1,769 1,769 DB BL LLL DBt
9| BI-2 11.9 2,376 257,801 1,948 1,948 B BEL DL L L L B B L L
w| o€ 12.% 5: 560 %, 10% 4,616 8,518 B L L L L b L B
| 88z 2.9 L300 290,38 2,071 21N PR OBLLLL B DD D
89-1 145 3281 G480 1,39 11,3 DD DL bLLL 1 DD
i 89-2 4.5 3,360 390,855 14,511 11510 BB Dt Ll D DD
o et o g 0,806 S68,111 1Z,431 1£,431 B i L L L 1 g B
|-z 154 3418 371,581 12,348 12,548 Bp DL Ll D DD
91-1 16,4 3418 454,279 15,341 15,341 DB DL LLL B 5 DD
Bl 91-2 7.2 348 4i,aas 15,921 15,921 9 p DL LLL BDDD
| 9~ BTN 3,847 45,854 TE,1358 T£,7138 1] i I i o
| 922 7.2 34 238932 12,015 12,115 B BL o LLL I
93-1 1707 3,38 WALW 1,1 12,773 ] DL LLL D D3B3
o 93-2 1.0 3,435 247,339 10,808 10,809 1 DL LLL B DD
i A9t 14,0 3,440 $&£8,3591 T8, 245 10,249 i [H L L 1 D 81
| 92 199 3,560 282,345 10,316 10,316 i BL o LLL DD LI
95-1 15,9 3,499 435,283 173 12392 i DL LLEL B b LD
oy 932 19.2 3,405 405,180 11,535 11,535 i BL Ll D 0B LD
LR %% 4,847 41q, 368 11,500 11,380 i i L LL b BLD
| 96-2 THFAMCH-OHE ©0 19.9 3,468 420,296 11,966 11,966 1 DL LLtL D BLoB
I 47-i | 195 3,38 405,09 10,460 10,460 I B L LLL DDl
(| 97-2 21.2 3,359 %22,377 10,906 16,906 D DL L LEL B BL
sl 98- F 4 3,483 950,274 d, 68/ g,08/ I} 1 | I I A B L
9z 2.4 3,268 439,020 8,34 2,364 B BL o LLLtb B L
§6-1 2.0 Lz6d 49,475 9,069 5,069 D B L LLLL B L
2| 99-2 CHARTER COMMUNTCAT 22,9 3,260 478,138 9,654 9,63 i BL LiLL B L
s  90-1 2.8 3,260 456,103 10,916 10,016 i T L L L L B L
602 25.5 3,761 412,723 10,476 10,476 I BL LLLL B L
013 255 3,19 468,988 10,393 10,353 I BL LLLL 3B L
ol 1-2 7.4 239 48919 16,701 10,701 I R O L .
Z-1 Zr.d 3,075 3t1,738 11,119 11,119 - I i L L L L B L
|07 159 2,800 325,125 2,302 L Lt LLLL L L
%03 159 7,640 239,604 1,647 L Lt LLEet & L
02-2 15.9 2,675 250,623 1,597 L A A L
Da=YRTCARTIC BRUREBANT ~ 19.9 Z,488 £28, 353 1,39 L L1 L LL L L
04-2 | 19.9 2,35 233,21 1,000 L Lt LLLL L L
1 051 159z, 5,76 1,302 L Lt LLLlL 1L L
052 19.9 2,291 279,178 972 L Ll bELEL L L
TR 1.t £, 1560 223,948 EX1 L L L L1 L L
4062 159 L111 214,203 229 L LL oL LLit L L
97 7.3 1,398 208,919 774 L Ll LLLiE L 1
J_67-2 17,3 1,960 212,69 808 L S SO S S S S L
of 081 1%.3 1,947 213,308 ait L LL L L L1 L L
98- 206

5

]

[FUC

Is
=

Cable Data Corporation
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G214

OTHER CORAUNITIES: GREAT UALLEY, EITTLE UALLEY
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41

=
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!

i ! ra

TRYUL00 TWNY LLC UTICA T6G66

3 c nhd H H # H U H U H# H ¥z

4| ACCT RATE alms GROSE ROYALTY RO¥ ROy RoY K ¥ # 3 CFHE "HPEP §§1 T 0 H

;| FD _ _ RECEIFTS BASE 379 SVHDER N L T 3 H K I ¥ I R T % B UT oIl

. 5 g ﬂ 2 vy U8 H XY HRS HRREH

7 I'ENL EIH I TL N NI HNIZ

| §7-1 HARRON COMMUNICATI 11.9 44,363 2,747,718 70,996 10,6 I} L Lt if b2 L L B

5! g§7-7 11.9 44,341 3,132,490 80,881 80,481 1 L Lt i B LL 1

wi O8-1 139 44,8599 3,573,940 92,269 92,209 ] L L 1L i il L L1

o 882 13.9 43,168 3,870,148 99,527 99,927 n L £ L D ] L L
89-1 16.4 44,180 4,259,953 109,992 109,992 B L L L 1 i t LB

2 89-2 16,4 44,304 4,611,896 119,078 119,078 B L L L I; i L L I

al 90-1 164 44,485 4,925,339 127,276 121,276 ] L L B i L L1

| 302 18.9 44,475 5,197,362 133,163 133,163 B L L L i 1 L LD
-1 19.9 44,5472 5,504,292 142,120 142,120 i L L i ] I L L B

B 91-7 19.9 43, 0587 3,574,701 143,913 143,913 i L 1L i )] Jij L L. D

el 92-1 16,9 44,464 3,066,148 79,167 79,1567 i L L L i] B L'L T

ol 2L 0.8 44,327 3,270,150 84,435 84,48 i L 11 1 B L'L B
93-1 10,9 44,920 3,372,769 83,793 85,793 i L L L B b E LR

Bl 93-7 8.6 44,309 7,703,169 69,901 69,301 i} L B i} )i}

w| 94-1 8.6 44,742 2,391,502 81,300 61,300 i} [ i 1] e

| 99-2 7.9 44,373 2,207,776 57,005 57,009 I} L LL B D E LD
95-1 1.6 44,646 2,291,980 59,231 99,24 I} L L L il B L LD

5| 95-2 2.9 41,424 2,375,909 61,346 41,146 Ji] L L Ll i B L L B

ool 961 8.9 44,551 2,432,696 53,328 83,328 B L P L L B ] L ED

962 2.9 44,177 2,443,482 63,142 63,147 3 £ I R B i} L LD

71 8.% 44,034 2,461,863 49,705 49,703 ] A B i L L

e 971-2 2.9 44,252 2,433,267 49,572 49,5972 I | ] I L L

5] 98-1 8.9 43,557 2,416,340 30,185 39,183 ] L b L BL L L

Lo 982 8.9 43,497 2,384,519 14,719 18,71% i L L1 DL L L
§5-1 9.4  43,5% 7,922,844 2,529 22,529 B L Lt L L L

27 99-2 2.4 47,169 2,979,419 22,033 23,033 i L L L L L L

e[ D0-1 %4 47,537 7,363,343 22,891 22,891 i L L1 L L L

| 00-2 9.4 47,8643 2,573,207 24,599 24,599 I L L L L L L

=l 011 10.0 44,023 27,529,736 29,184 74,184 B L L1 L L L

o 01-2 243 45,169  2,79%,851 26,700 726,700 B L L 1L L L L

o] 021 0.0 45,082 2,709,985 27,472 27,472 E L L L L L L

- gz2-2 16.6 94,181 z,179,157 26,596% 26,369 L L L L L L L
(3-1 16.6 44,124 8,783,323 33,969 83,969 i} L L L L L L

=) f3-7 10.¢ 43,326  R,385,647 84,947 849,947 ] L LL L L L

1o 0d-1 T6.0 43,437 2,763,670 26,41 76,421 1] A A S L EL

| 04-E 10.0 2,026 2,891,726 30,469 27,664 7,800 D L Lt L 3L L L

M 09-1 0.0 - 43,542 2,788,721 75,460 27,085 1,31 i L L L L H i L

3 5-2 10.9 43,163 7,920,091 3,185 19,751 1,412 i L L L L ¥ L L L

7| 061 16.59 43,198 3,005,908 37,662 35,190 1,472 i LK L S L
06-2 TUW LILC 10.8 42,733 2,882,035 30,279 29,277 1,003 L L ¥ RL 1 LI LI

071

w (17-2

o G5~
ge-2

DTHER COHMURITIES: PARMEUELE, CLAVUILLE, CLINTON, COLD BROOK, DFERFIELB, TAIRFIELD, FRAHKFORT, WIRKLAWE, LITOCHFTELD TUP, HARCY, MIDDLEVILLE, HEW HARTEORD, NEH YORK HILLS, MEUFORT, ORISKANY, PARIS, POLAWD, PROSPECT,

REASER, ROSEIA.
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] 7 = =) A e P A =
TMYWET0 C A T PARTNEREHIFP - WATERTOWN c9418
| (RyRza0 THIE UARHER ENT/ADU-HEMHSE 6P BERITT
3 c_¢€ U W Nui H W W ¥ WY
4| HCET : RATE 1] EROSS ROYALTY ROY ROV RoY J K EHRPFS TTUERE WY
5| P : : L RECEIPTS - . DRSE 173 SYNDER 0 K FY VY BTG BUT R GT
; K 8 FHE & XN SHRYDRI
7 Tl I'TTEIH T HEHNTIHR
| 87-1 UACC HIBMEST INC 10.3 12,650 1,032,343 60,709 21,246 39,462 L L DL DL BELLLB
5 87-2 105 19,141 1,01,1% 4,118 22,435 41,670 L L 0L 0L nL L L1
| 881 _ T 19,893 1,232,371 71,288 25,069 46,214 AL I £ 0L FLL L 3B
. E8-2 1.2 14,23 972,627 36,301 19,828 36,474 Bl B L oL DL L L
85-1 C°A 7 PARTHERSHIF. 11.9 13,329 1,060,482 61,360 -~ 2,612 19,768 il I L BL 3L L L B
2] 892 11,9 13,387 1,059,740 61,917 - 7,802 40,113 B L Lot B LE L B
1] 901 2.9 13,585 1,119,123 68,774 7,807 41,967 il L oL ] L Bt
e 20-2 12.9 13,984 1,154,038 65,799 23,513 43,276 il 3 L DL ] LbpL
o9 13.8 13,9799 1,196,0% 69,722 24,369 44,831 L » L BL | L DL
Bl 91-2 13.8 14,426 1,749,586 72,418 23,459 46,859 L 0 L B L I L Dk
W #2-1 D 13.8 14,746 1,301,728 73,306 76,512 48,796 L LBl ] Ut
| 922 ' 13.6 14,944 1,292,992 78,303 27,9686 50,707 Rl DLt i L0t
93 14.5 15,075 1,396,494 81,754 25,386 57,368 LS LB L B L it
B 93-2 12.0 15,129 . 1,220,626 .48 23,707 45,778 8L DL B B L 8 L
o 48-1 128 735882 1,165,102 24,514 7,590 gL L R
| 342 1.7 4,864 1,298,293 7,29 27,298 Bl nLolL L DL
951 1.7 15,185 1,279,174 26,937 26,937 gL DL oL L It
2 95-2 12,3 18,2681 1,186,772 74,977 24,977 L BE DL E DL
0| 951 W5 1,858 1,195,609 23,069 13,069 L N I 0L
by 362 1.9 14,566 . 1,089,214 22,510 22,510 il L BL I E DL
1971 8.2 14,423 393,561 9,149 9,14% 2L L B L 1 L L
4 97-2 6.1 14,172 529,299 5,137 8,197 L L oL I L L
bs|  F8-1 3.2 14,45¢ 468,703 4,674 q,624 i L L1 L L L
| 282 33 14,130 339,5M1 3,380 3,380 il L DL L L
1 %91 3.3 14,718 461,51 4,539 4,319 L 1 8L L L
7| 99-2 3.3 14,102 453,738 4,437 4,437 i b L 0L L L
og| DO .9 14,99 385,041 3,263 5,261 il B¢ L L
Lo 00-2 5.4 1812 330, 057 3,362 5,362 B L L oL L L
b 7.1 13,946 388,783 6,178 6,178 B L LT L L L
aw -7 7.1 13,737 367,108 5,943 3,993 L L. 0 1 | S
w021 13,85 391,550 b, 703 6,203 L L A £ L
ol 02-2 7.1 13,960 399,764 28,795 6,300 22,491 LA it L DL L L
f3-1 7.3 14,138 631,395 23,368 941 24,427 Bl b L L L L L
) 03-2 7.3 13,93 815,935 23,969 972 23,09 Bl ni L L L L
34 - gg'% 4.7 T3,830 ob8,387 26,033 957 50N LR 1IN E £ L I
051
s 03-2
i
071
g f7-2
A0 08-1
N 4 08 2 . : .
- 2| OTHER CORRUNITIES: BUACH RTUER. BROMHUELLE, TORT DRUN, GLEK PARK, HOUKSFIELE, LE RAY, PAHELIA, RUTLARD
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k
TOHBE340 TIME WARNER ENTERTAINMENT CO BELLEVUE CITY T45T
o toHEa0m TIHE UARKER IRTERTAIMMENT CO TITFIN
3 C u W B M W ¥ 8 B WH W UWRUNWMENNHTH
4f ACCY RATE — SUBS _GROSS RovALTY ROY ROY Ray BB RBREGSIHKKHNROQOTTTUUUNY
;| FD ' RECEIPTS ' i 3.75_5‘.’HBEX%ﬁg”g;ﬂ%gggégggggz%l’
45 A
&
7 I E1T HEETIHINNIIRRIIETL -
!l &7-1 COMTINENTAL CB¥ OF 2.5 3,672 91,493 151 181 I BLLDDD L LLBPLDD
$_87-7 2.3 3,728 91,422 184 184 g1 poL L B0 B 3 L LD D B
o 86-1 £.9 3,727 92,910 199 19% I DL LT DER L L LD ]
a 88-2 COHTIRERTAL CRBAEY - 2.3 5,803 .. 92,378 194 194 I EL L DbPRD ! L LD BB
84-1 £.3 3,%29 54,993 2 220 L L L b L L L Lttt L Lttt
12 89-2 2.3 3,902 4,211 212 213 L S A T i S Y S S
| 90-1 2.5 3,532 53,%76 230 230 L bbb LEL L [ R A R
-2 2.3 3,920 23,34 224 224 L Lt L LLtL L Lt bbbt
4
Y41 7.3 6,037 5%, 881 zzg % ti % % ![ % ll: t !l: l‘: % I[: k l]: IE
-2 2.3 9,998 59,280 2f e _
| 921 8.5 6,072 291.279 2,181 L UL LLE L | S T N T N
.| 922 8.2 5,049 332,216 8,919 5,991 1,627 L "L LR DA A DLLEXELXK
93 9.3 6,074 356,776 9,157 7,398 1,789 L LA T A 3 DLLELRR
B 93-2 4.7 6,119 468,779 12,091 %132 2,399 L oL L XD R i DEL XL WX . B
w| 94~ 14.7 246 921,638 13,407 10,842 2,965 L i L L X T1H n N R S A
| 342 12.5 6,22 857,475 11,742 2,438 2,304 L s L LA DA 4 DLL AL HE
93-1 CORTIHERTAL CBV OF  12.9 6,397 462,445 13,077 10.615 Z,462 L AL L EDA A DLLELZEKSEH
92 13.2 18,994 1,411,943 9,738 725,210 23,028 gt 5 L 8 8B ¥ L &L B A oE R LA
2 32“12 . .
23
97-1
24 g}'-¥
bs| 8-
98-7
26
991
27
o Wi TIRE WARRER ERVERT 9.8 &, 329 3,99 10,267 10, %2 i AL T AT R S S A | -
Lo 002 9.9 6,739 397,894 12,186 12,106 I LELZEBEL L [ARY NS TR N
01 5.1 6,629 31,632 #,767 | A T T A A T A A T L L1LLL
ao_ 01-2 9.2 5,732 369,376 2,743 L L L L L L L b L LLL LY
RS g7 6,737 358, bAT 12,995 14,793 iz ALTTRRR A R A i
| V-2 2.7 5,831 393,734 12,997 12,947 I 1 LI 80X H LL&L i
% 0341 10.14 6,80 473,339 14,176 14,176 s L A LI XD R H LLRL I
3 03-2 10.4 6,527 421,149 13,003 13,002 L AL L ¥ D A L LR L B
5e| 091 10 6,568 447, 3%a 19,94 13,534 1 A LT 210K H L L &L I
| g?% 1.0 6,31 431,188 13,758 14,734 B2 s LLany H LL Rt D
ap - Q3-7
o6
D62
® 97-1
s 07-2
a2

A0ARS THR, ADARS THP-GENECA, BALLUILLE THP, BELEEVUE, DRONSOM THP, CASS THP, CLVBE, CLVEE £ITY, D, FAIRFIELD THP, FRENONT, CREEM CREEK THP, GREER SPRINGS, GREEN SPRINGS UI, GREFNCREEK, GREEHCREEK

THE, GRFEHTTELH, GREEMFILLE THP, GREERNICH, BRUTOR TUF.
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OHEGED TWFANCH-UNE CU BEOWLING GREEN 4520

T

]

{DHF 400} TINE RARRER ERTERTAINRENT CO TIFFIR
C C H W H H H L i L H
RCET - - RATE - SUBS EROSS ReypLyy ROV ROV ROV BB 4 B 0 E JRH UL H 1T 1T Ul X
] T e S : - RECEIFIS BASE 3.73 SYHBEX E H 7 £ I 17 H B 1 H B O U AP ¥
: o ' a TTERBUYE B B I f S L &R U 1
ﬂ -
T TELEEE I It H I RRHTI i
B7-1 H00R TELEUISION CO 1.0 4,13 396,870 £.08¢6 6,896 1,091 1 L oL § L L B L L
87-2 12.5 a,800 424,396 8, 647 7,314 Lazd o L Bt DL L B L i L
-85 1L.3 2,223 208,163 1,89¢ 1,832 N L bt It L L L
. 98-2 12.5 6,349 258,738 1,857 1,857 i 1 Bt nL L DLl L
89-1 ~ 6.0 3,71 216,309 1,433 1,43 ] L oL L L I LL kL
89-2 6.0 7,145 274,698 i, M7 2,017 i L B L 3l L DL L L
F0-7 b 6,123 183,409 10 2,10 L L t1L UL L | S L
G0-2 3.0 3,59 234,777 1,618 L Lttt L L L L L 3
91-1 R 6,475 243,877 1,789 L L b L Lt L L L L L
| __G1-2 10.9 7,728 237,763 1,848 i I N S I L L L E L
9 _ 3.0 b, 473 66,71 1,938 L A L L L L H
92-1  FANCH CABLEVWISION  13.9 8,243 805, 666 14,110 14,710 i LIl B3y L DLl L
93-1 5.9 6,740 805,849 14,118 14,118 it E DL B oM L 1L i L
93-2 19.3 5,711 872,879 14,068 14,068 | L i nl A L Dt L L
8- 193 71172 975,734 Im 7 15,703 I A | f L Tl L
9q-z 15.3 a,796 983, 260 19,819 15, 339 D LL ol 3 L D L L i
93-1 20.1 7,700 1,068,.089 17,199 17,199 l] Lt L oL | b il L
9a-2 20.1 7,996 1,074,606 17,306 17,306 n L LBl i L oLl L
961 216 LIS 1,201,710 19,02 19,342 1 N I A E FiL L
36-7  THFANCH-OHE CO 21.6 9,473 1,200,672 19,327 19,327 ] LL ot ] E il L
91— o 23.4 8,039 1,322,883 21,282 21,282 ] LL oL H L I L L L
97-2 23.4 8,03% 1,768,777 70,416 20,416 I E DL A L 0L L L
76-1 2.4 8,334 1,842, 10 14,553 14,539 1] N I f L L L L -
98-2 23.1 7,809 1,383,607 12,521 18,321 P L L A L L L L
99-1 27.3 6,209 1,325,040 13,781 13,781 I L L A L Lt L
99-2 27.3 6,999 1,480,083 13,366 13,366 i L L 3 L L L L L
00-1 8.7 v, BEZ 097,708 6,913 &,9H 321 I L C A | A I T I
f0-2 8.7 2,003 947,963 n,416 10,277 1,139 i L L i L L LinlL
11 9.0  18.4H 397,51 9,333 9,513 b L L H L L L i plL
-z 9.0 12,38 384,434 9,309 9,309 1 L L S L L Ll
- g3 7,690 LY Y 97.933 ¥,743 1 L L n L L L L
-2 9.9 12 486 618,248 9,868 9,868 1 L L hd L L L L0l
{131 10.2 ?,91‘. 66k, 502 10,637 10,637 I L £ ] L L L L BL
03-2 18.2 12,169 633,017 10,776 10,389 387 il L L h] L L L LBt
=1 07 7,927 978 LAY a2 I L L H L L e
gg? 10.7 12,40 702,264 11,50 1,137 413 I L L b] L L E LBt
05-2
U651
052
07-1
07-2
Ug-1
0a-2

NTHER CORROMITIES: BOMLEMG GREEM UM, CUSTAR, DUNERINGE, LAUNDALE TRAILER, NCCLURE, NEBDLEYOM THP, NILTON CERTER, PORTAGE, SUGAR RINGE, HESTOM




T\EDINDEX.DDPC Cable Data Corperation JUL 18 20609
;
'OHF400 TIME WARNER ENTERTAINMENT CO TIFFIN 7449
3 [P O T O O U 4 B H H 0 H
4| ACCT . RATE “SUBS - - EROSS RovelTY  ROY oY noy B4 B3 CEGEJIHKWLLHENDID TTT 1T U0
s P o RECEIPTS BRSE 373 sWBE® E 7 G R R HET WEBYIMHNTEDNRS R-Le¥%apP
. ' : T g USRS HE ncenpDnod S HL 6B Rk R
7 TLENNNTEIIHRNRIIRE I I HNHITI
°| 87-1 COWTINENTAL CBU OF 2.5 14,765 259,307 1,769 1,769 b 1 B i i n L L LLL bl
9|_B7-2 CEHTEL GRBIF TH GO 25 14,942 242,197 1,782 1,762 L i B 1 ] L L E L L L DL
! 88-1 COMTIRERIAL CRBU OF 2.5 15,337 136,099 1,88 1,84 1 L B B | i E L E LLL DL
ol B8-2 CORTERENTAL CARLEY 2.5 . 15,417 257,414 1,843 1,843 L B I b i £ L L LL B
851 S 2.3 10,466 264,155 1,912 1,912 L1 3 L b L L L LLLLEL
7| §9-2 2.3 19,602 261,699 1,881 1,88 L. L L L L L L E L L L b L
| 901 2.9 15,7398 £63,616 1,926 1,926 L't £ L L L t A N N A )
| 902 2.3 15,806 263,930 1,909 1,909 L L L L L L £ L L LLLL
- 2.3 16,068 286,126 7,13 L1 L L L L £ Lt LLLLL
5912 2.3 14,085 297,686 2,147 L oL L L L L L L L L Ll
w| 91T 8.9 16,230 '?89,880 18,212 -~ 18,21¢ LB i H] I L L L L L DL
g 9220 B2 16,205 M8, 517 21,188 21,104 i L a i h B L £ BLELDL
93-1 5.3 16,490 990 7539 22,83? 22,835 L LD D L D L t B LLLDL
8| - 93-2 12.8 16,877 1,291,954 79,786 29,786 L L D I R 1] L L L L L DL
1] 981 BT 18,707 1,888,30 iz,816 17,816 L LD | A f L L L L L BL
- 95-2 CONTIREHTAL €BU OF 11.9 14,913 1,329,842 80,307 30,651 49,994 L LD B L i L L nLELBL
55-1 13.7 17,205 1,400,105 84,830 32,308 52,547 It L1 b A i L L DL L LEBL
n_99-2 12.7 17,626 1,426,55% 96,391 32,895 33,49 B L LD ) A n L L DL LLBL
na| ¥6-1° 2 T -1 I {1 M ey 75,038 30,087 AR, M /I Ji] A i L L L L Lt
| 962 2.4 17,987 1,290,332 78,150 79.754  48,1% B L LB I ] i} L L BLLLDL
© I 97+t REBIAGHE THC - 2.3 15,608 1,308,302 75,238 0,170 49,06% BLLD 1 ] I 3 t pLLiLnt
972 - 12,5 18,010 1,308,291 79,212 20,131 49,067 b L B i} R 1 L L DL L L Bt
zs|  #0-T 0.3 18,18 1,005,671 23,098 15,097 i LT H 3 il L L L't L BL
| PBE 0.1 18,166 1,142,552 26,243 26,343 b L B B B 1 L L L L L DL
1 951 57 17 453 1,084,317 25,004 25,004 1 L & I A I L L Lt b Dt
27| 99-2 9.7 18,835 1,087,479 25,077 25,077 i L 1B | k I L L L L LBl
oe| O TIHE W RPER”'ﬂTER! T 19,690 1,708,5% 20,998 £d, 098 i 1 i ] i L L | I U R (N
oo 00-2 10.0 19,u&ﬂ 1, 189,976 30,158 30,198 i L D 1] h B L L LLEDL
o0 9.8 16,343 1,115,733 28,297 28,297 i I 0 I i i L 1 LLtiLp1
o _01-2 10.0 19;&94 1.104,&35 28,070 78,070 i L B ] ] i} L L LE L B L
w| -1 W.T  ¥§,68c 1,725,979 19,777 1,098 i | ] a ] L L LE LT TL
| 022 0.3 20,068 1,207,464 133,583 3,130 - i L D 0 ] I L L LLLBL
13-1 i 69,274 4,341,443 176,475 74,887 104,589 i A E R AR RN RERZTRELA 1t Ly Ll
33 03-2 11.1 72,108 4,391,009 177,266 72,208 103,057 i AN B4 %R HR A7 NLoRE I L LRLE
5o U3-1 .7 83, 19,7 oy 78,190 113,799 B IR EEEREEEE RN It YLt
| 042 1.7 68,090 4,593,047 18“ 39 7,175 112,28 Hl AR R R A R R R TRL R I LL %L L
05-1 - ‘.6 HB,I3T 4,472,499 182,864 ?2,335 110,529 I A T O A O - A iR s LL &R L
wel09-2 g.6 70,307 4,777,024 1??,031____?4,266 102,768 B A% R R XY HRR I LR Z L L 3L
ar|  06-1 $5 BT 4305 e AN T, T 105,105 I A B A A PoX [N A}
Lo 062 9.6 67,704 4,448,363 184,072 77,233 106,817 I PR E PR R AL RLIA L L L &8 LL
07-1 1.0 83,276 4,963,907 205,445 86,210 119,285 I P AR AR HEARREELRLER A T A A
 07-2 12,9 63,160 6,035,502 753,491 103,791 149,660 B g% % 3 ¥ 4Ryt Ri X R L L L 31l
o 08-1 ' . 12,9 62,946 o461, 474 266,407 T1E,708 153,695 I A - R A T A L EL # L L
| 082 : 265,221
2| OTHER COMBUMITIER:,, BLLEH THE- HHHEGC ARARDA THP-HANCD, ﬁRLIﬂGTDH, BIG LICK THP, BIG LICK THP, BLANGARD TYP, BLANCHARD, DLAHCHARD THP, CASS THP-HANCOCK, DELAWARE THP, EACGLE THP-HAHCOC, JACKSOR THP-HAMC, LIBERTY THP

~HARC, WRDIZON THF-BANE, WGRION THP- HANCA, HCCONE, HOURY PCARCHARY, HODAT CORY, PLERSANT THP-H.
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-1 (0HUZ200) TIHE HARNER EMTERTAINNENT LP HARREN
s C 8B B Y HHU BB E MW OB OH U U W
4| - HCLT o ' - RATE . SYBS - BRO5S ROVALTY . ROV ROV ROV BZBEGEEETK LHTT T U0 0 UY
doeBo U RECEIFTS BASE -~ 375 SYRBEY E T E H-E H T H B H#BOUYUAPI
; o S ' ' ' - T B U 5 H E B B 0SLESBHZ
F

7 I LT ENTITIETII I HINMWITITELEN
| §7-1 TEI HEDIA OF PORT 9.9 4,357 282,231 2,092 2,092 LLL L B P D LL B L
8 87-7 TCI CARLIVISION OF 8.4 4,157 1,338 7,397 4,404 2,933 Ll L # L. DL L XL
o B8-1 R 5,341 327,897 1,551 4,520 3,030 DL1L L& I/ N
ol 882 12.7 - 4,813 375,025 8,310 4,973 R 7T 5 Ll L o# L Ll it

8%-1 14.7 3,141 427,026 9,198 5,626 - 3,572 ¥ L L LR L DLL YL
2 a7 15.58 4,961 459,405 9,972 6,090 3,878 AL L L& ! 0L L-% L
2] 91 16.9 3,216 471,978 b, 260 &, 260 L L3 i LU XYL
| 90-F 16.3 q,%79 493, 9% b, 332 6,352 L1 L & t DLL XL
| 911 17.3 3,338 367,294 7.018 6,544 31 AL L L ¥ it D LL XL
Bl 9-2 17.3 4,962 332,791 7,403 7,038 407 8Ll L X L DL L RL
6| - 921 B 3,831 339, 750 9,777 5,697 2,950 ALC | A LT L HT
| 922 17.2 3,114 592,944 8,199 1,764 433 P LL L& LDt L &t
| 93-1 H.a 3,759 675,073 11,476 g,375 3,14 ALl L3 LDt L &L
€ 93-2 11.¢ 3,119 496,207 B, 414 &,136 2,212 a L L LB i DL LYt
el 3971 iEIR 5,097 RYERS) &, 18 &, 6ED 1,728 Ut & Tl L 8 L
| 212 2.1 5,408 357,021 10,949 4,479 6,560 L v L L L X L B L L KL
951 5.1 6,376 363,443 11,18 4,509 6,678 L 3 ti L3 L BLL AL
n 92 9.1 3,938 393, 870 12,185 4,911 7,274 LBt 1 L X LB LL XKL
on| 261 : 3.7 6,785 359,723 11,99 4,833 7,161 | N A N Lk [ N N
| F6-Z : 13.7 5,971 331,166 16,963 6,838 10,178 L 8 1L L L X L BLLBRIL
=l 971 Tt - 14.9 6,611 341,638 16,673 6,720 9,933 L XL L L X LDLL KL
24 97-7 5 14.% &,286 607,733 i8,522 7,465 11,057 L B 11 L & E DL L XL
os| 95~T TFRONTIER UTISEON OF  14.9 b, E58h B2h, 223 3,992 3,392 O I 4 £ I N A
.| 782 i4.9 6,121 673,698 3,370 5,970 E R Lt L X b L L L
f 991 14.9 7,606 611,638 3,461 3,461 L ¥ LL Lo§ £ L L &L
7 95-¢ 14.9 7,214 620,334 3,341 3,241 L 3Lt L 3 L L L 81
oy QU1 Wy 7.050 572,063 3,535 3,599 L & L L L% L L LRl
| 00-2 14.9 7,923 672,769 6,432 6,432 LR LL L § L L L 3L
=011 _ 10.0 2.129 630,007 6,027 6,007 L aLlL L & L LL L
w f1-2 : . 15.0 5. 227 747,579 37,769 12,503 25,263 1] $ L L 0L & L L LR L
w| 1Z2-1 FRORTIERUIBION OFF 150 g, 406 ol7, 118 SE, 723 0 L L DL L 0L
| 02-7 FROWTIER YISION OP 15.0 7,632 744, %47 83,515 12,461 33,004 i A T T A A LL E L RL
3 - 15.0 7,880 653,330 3|47k 1,39 47,082 i B LL BLERD L L L L RL
B 03-7 TROMTIFRUISION OPE  15.0 10,32 936,632 82,592 15,358 64,23 B B LL B L YD 58 LL & L
M T _ . g, 830,578 52,178 15,890 68,23 B CUNE T O R I G L1 LT XL
o 042 ' 13.0° 10,042 943,536 90,18 19,667 74,918 i ¥ L L oL ¥n E L L L il

251 15.0 10,380 838,742 74,65 14,643 60,009 I It L DL R B A R L LRl
6| {57 15.0 9,934 954, 636 84,067 17,672 66,390 i DL L RL X B L L L 8L
| 061 13.0 10,361 875,400 78,200 16,227 41,976 il DL L 8L XD A LRt
o D62 TINE HARKER Y CAB  15.0 9,583 952,656 25,17t 17,632 67,519 B DL L BL YD L L L %L
. 8?*% 5.0 10,873 1,047,838 92,4906  1%,773 72,833 B Lt 3L oD 3 R L L %L
w081
| 982 .
2t COTHER CORHUMTTIES: BAY THP, CATAURA ISLANE, DAHBURY, ERTE THP-OYTAMA, LAKESINE, HARRLEHEAD. PORTALE THF
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OHE120 ERIE COUNTY CABLEVISION INC SANDUSEKEY G300
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RCET . - e - RAFE - - SUBS ERO55 - ROYRLIV noy ROY¥ noy I ELTE s JHKROOTTTUUT
Mmoo R E : RECEIPTS BASE 379 SYNOEX E G HE E T HEBEYHIKEBDUGAPIP
D ' - T H % 5§ HE 1 co05S8LE6EBRNIEK
ITT T HETEITITHANRNTINREITIEI
§7-1 ERIE COUNTY CABLEY 122 16,367 1,028,316 24 103 16,776 L2 0D L L &L i LLBbtLtLi L L
87-2 128 16,916 1,176,716 947 13 789 8,158 D 1 L Lt L L L BLLL L L
85-1 12,2 17,047 7,304,705 ?LB iﬁ’??Z : 9,087 0 1 LT LT L I N | R N T it
a8~z 12.2 17,063 1,328 922 30,817 21,490 - %,3%7 0B L L§1 L L L oLttt L L
89-1 4.2 17,622 1,461,995 33,93 23,614 10,36 8 1 L L &L L LLonLL ¢ L L
g9-2 19.2 17,486 1,584,604 36,914 75,618 11,197 10 1 L L 81 L. E L DLt L L
90-1 16,8 17,980 1,664,488 76,578 26,090 D R I- 2 | I R S A R
G0-2 16.2 17,883 1,841,898 29,768 29,7488 0D L Bl L Dt i
91~ 1.9 18,619 1,46 4,378 26,919 26,919 0D Lt 8L l Lttt Lt
n-z 11.9 18,286 1,413,872 22,863 22,861 0 0 1 + ® L L L L 0Dt bt 1 L L
92 12.9 18,727 1,496,447 AL207 AL I A I I C | A N N S A N S &
92-2 12.4 18,53 1.539,529 24,921 724,921 I R I l. LLtpitiiLtrl
93-1 2.4 19,33 1,363,504 23,160 23,160 1 i L it L LLtBLtLiLLLE
93-2 8.4 1e,892 1,153,413 17,099 17,099 ] A T, A S N N N S A
94— g4 19,74 937,708 4,19 19,17 | A E I T N T N U S
94-2 7.9 19,349 943,908 13,880 13,940 I LL L R L L L B Lti11lL it
95-1 8.3 20,383 936,998 14,181 14,181 i LLLRL L LLepLLLLEL
§u-7 8.6 19,89 949, 546 14,816 14,314 )i L L LR L L L1 DL 1L E L E
951 8.6 HL80Z 1,039,840 13,477 15,41 i I R A | I I I A R X
G6-2 8.6 20,108 1,051,131 17,063 17,063 i L L L 3§t L BL DL LLELL
97-1 . B8 062 1,801,233 17,389 17,389 I L L E R L t ot I LL L LL
57-2 8.8 - 20,227 1,086,172 17,636 17,636 B LLb %L LB L DL L L Ll
8- 9.3 A3 1,129,457 11,980 11,981 i CrENr I T | N R S A
98-7 .3 20,304 1,145,315 1219 13,197 B Lt Bt L 101l L L L LI
§9-1 5.4 2,437 1,159,783 12,307 12,307 | LEL WL L 0L L L LL L
95-2 9.4 20,936 1,172,397 12,850 12,4418 2 1 L L LRI L X L L Ly y
og-1 95 AR 1,174,098 12,466 1,40k | A N N R | | N N N H
00-2 §5 20,220 1,170,870 13,418 13,911 3 ] LLL XL L&A | S T R
b2 07 fodhs it qvan  qeae 3 D Lirii LEE T riir
- . 9,70 171,638 14,92 4,4 .k .
02-1 0.6 20,427 1,781,913 12,58 13,580 3 ] A A S A | S T N N A
Dz2-2 1.0 319,220 1,318,113 153,108 13,108 D ELL YL L XL Lt L L L ti
gg*% 0.2 19,708 1,235,406 18,157 14,137 D L LB L L &L A T U T T
-1 .
04-2
03-1
03-2
051
06-2
071
07-2
[
08-2

OTHER CORNUMTYIES: BAY UTEH, BERLIN TUP-ERIE, CAGTALIA, LROTOM THP, HUROM, WARGARETTR THP, NILAH TP, OWFORD TUP-ERIE, PERKIHS, TOMRSEHD THP
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JTOHTERD TIME WARNER ENTERTAINMENT CO TIFFIN CITY 7448
2| (oHF400) TIHE WARNER ENTERTAINNENT O TIFFIH
g A . CW W W W MWW WM W WU WM MWK
o[ REET CRATE TSRS T RIS T ROVALY WY Ry v B 4TS R TCTE S 6 6 4 K KL L LT T
.| S ~ . RECEIPIS RASE 375 SWNDEK E 7 4t M WG HT KEYINNABDYAFP
. § TRRU G S DCOBBOSLEGEBUY

8
7 T T T T T T TR TN TR N T
°| e7-1 CONTINENTAL CBU OF 2.5 11,9z 192,815 1,19 1,193 I L DL L DDDI LLLL3BL
o| 87-7 CONTIMERTAL CADLEV 2.5 12,090 191,893 1,189 1,189 Lt LL L Lt LLLLLL
o 85T TONTINENTAL TRV OF 2.5 12,315 196,743 T, 1,237 L1 I A A I EL L LT
.| B-2 CONTINENTAL CABLEV 2.5 - 12,423 196,930 1,209 = 1,239 Loy DL L DBDBDD LLLLoDlL

g1 . L5 12,532 202,427 LeW 1,79 L Lib Lttt bbbt
| _g5-2 7.5 12,897 19,93 1,249 1,249 L L S 1 Y O A 1 Y
w0 2.3 1Z,530 20,19 1,269 1,759 LL bL L L L L L L Lt
|2 Z5 12,01 19,73 1,28 1,208 L L LE L LLLllL LbLLLd
i 25 12,985 209,38 1,36 LooLL LL L Ll LELLLL
5|_91-2 2.5 12,883 206,573 1,138 L bt LE L Lill LLLLLL
5 92~ iUﬁTIﬂ]:ﬂTT—TL_FBU o &Y 12478 B 41,008 15,0037 26,070 - & L L i L L i A L U R R
N B9 17,409 685,216 ALESY  15,19% 26,398 Lk ¥L L 1%713 LDLLoDL

931 96 12,507 746,587 45,295 16,347 78,748 ILL £L L DXDID LBLLoDL
| 93-2 13.3 12,560 960,331 98,312 21,299 37,018 DLLL XL L D% 3B3 EDL LDl
| 94 2.8 12,744 1,045,703 s,408 23,181 40,247 1 N N N N L IR S L L L DL
a2 123 1,972 951,912 40,945 24,273 36,672 1L L kKL L D %D LBELLDL

95-1 1.7 13,087  L4I8 62,571 25,110 37,861 1Lt £L L D&DD EBLLDL
2 85-7 1.7 134,277 989,991 63,419 25,250 19,165 DLt L L B XDl EpLLapt
gl P01 . 1.7 14,200 HEG, b7 6,859 IZ.544 0 34,210 i L i L L s bl NV TR A | B
| % 1.3 13,30 872,139 56,268 22,395 3,874 DLt KL L bXBB LDLL3DL
| 97-1 HENIANDNE OF OMI0 1124 13,249 875,394 56,391 27,436 33,955 PLL XL L D¥oDoD LoLLoDL
2| _97-2 114 13,200 76,075 36,186 72,766 _ 11,820 B L %t L DXBD LI L LD
os[  98-1 9.3 14,Z1 130,170 20,364 19,722 1,242 I L L L U A I | L L L IFL
o6 98-z 9.3 13,148 743, 6395 20,188 18,974 1,213 |1 L L L D ¥ Db L L L DL
591 9.5 12,811 721,57 15,062 18,405 65 I L ¥ L L DXDD L LLDL
ol 992 17.0 13,395 796,611 19,988 19,299 689 D L YL L B ¥DD o LLDt
s WO-1 TIHE HARHER ERTERT 7.2 14,407 773,368 19,7714 19,10t & I £ AL L inn L I S | I
| 002 . 9.7 13,287 793,03 18,717 11,9 7@ D L Rl DD L LLDlL

01-1 9.0 12,899 724,241 15,838 15,258 400 I [ L L L i D L oLLDlL
ol 01-2 9.0 13,328 733,673 614z 15,510 6% D L XL L DL L Ll
w921 1 B R Y 690,185 15,6/ 19,000 I 3 i L L Al L L LUt
| 02 0.0 13,502 egd8m 15,273 18,720 553 I L ALl ¥3 L L LLBL
031 8.z 13,99 710,740 15316 15,316 D L XLl ¥ D L L tLbpl
w| 032 22 13,316 709,313 15,142 15,142 i L Ll kDL L tirpt
| U= 8.6 11,778 744,677 16,473 19,909 Jo% B E L L D L L L L IoL
| 02 Rl6 12,99 7368 15,235 15,670 564 B L f Ll kD L L LLoDL
o 052
37 U6-1
|02
g7t
| 07-2
o 0E

082

HOPEMELL TWP-SER, JACKSON THP-SAND, LOUDDN THP-SENEC, PERRY THP-UOGR £, SENECA, TIFTIN, HASHINETOR-HANCO
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TOHT 350 BUCKEYE CABLEVIEION INC TOLEDO fefe
<
3 C H ¥ 4 ¥ B § H W W B B U 8 N L I O O L H
4] RECT RATE .. - 5UBS ER0S5 ROVALTY ROy RoY ROy B# BB DBDEEEE T T K KLL HNOPSTTTTBUU U H
5 FI ' S -RECEIPTS BASE 379 SWMDEX E D 6B R I N G H T BEB VY R EHNTITHYHDOY ¥ RPIPF i
; TLU R ¥ 5N E K ECEBE TO0O0ODS SLESTE N IH 1
7 ITEITNHIIEIIINTIIL LHNITIHRNETITETI i
*| &7-1 BUCKIVE CABLEVISIG 11.% 104,933 7,007,275 103,313 80,47 23,062 ! L R L i gL 1D L A
882 11.9 108,807  7,783.616 112,986 90,3597 23,789 X L L3 L L B L L B L H
| @6-1 - 143 108,168 3 o89,785  i6d.044 138,277 23,766 1 L LA 1 L L LB L ]
ol 832 143 108,891 9,674,112 184,793 155,770 29,022 1 L L X L L L LD L H
d5-1 S1e3 110,377 9,811,599 201,636 - 172,141 29,495 1 L H LD L L pti1bd L. R
w892 185 111,561 10,007,238 205,270 175,257 30,022 1 L ] I L L B L LB L H
wal 901 16.9 113,108 11,800,933  1%0,03% 150,099 i] L ] LR L A L1 L R
.| 90-2 16.9 113,999 11,828,334  190.543 190,543 ] L i L3 L L B Lt L 1
Vil 8.7 114,154 12,307,369  198,28% 198,289 il L D LR L L Bt L %
al_91-2 11.9 116,037 2,351,681 137,823 137,823 B L ] L 3 L L Db L L i
e 9Z-1 1.8 117,416 5,859,261 142,783 142,785 ] L ] L3 L L I L1 [ A
| 92-2 1.9 118,242 - 8,841,740 142,330 142,550 B I L& L L D LL 1 H
33-1 1.9 19,249 9,046,83% 143,852 145,032 i N 1 L R t L DL L L b
i 93-2 2T 119911 7,610,893 122,694 172,694 1 i ] L & L L DL L L ]
o 9d-1 9.7 121,582 6,993,834  11Z600 112,600 1] L 1] L i L L I Lt L R
o 34-2 .6 123,899 7,004,173 375,598 112,991 262,636 0 i D B L% L L DL 1 L 3
991 101 125,126 7,469,277 402,289 172,491 280,098 I L ] DL R L L DL 1 L H
@l 952 10.1 127,032 7,623,403 410,744 124,792 283,733 ] L ] L L L B L1 L A
2a| - 96-1 6.3 127,829 8,172,917 437,366 13;,956 304,609 1] L ] oLk L L DL L L X
Lo 962 10,3 127,993 7,952,146 478,430 130,229 298,203 | L 1 1L 4 L L DLl L 3
97-1 - 10.8 128,966 5,313,264 447,900 134,133 311,797 I L ] LR L £ DL L L ]
w912 10.8 128,189 8,300,027 447,783 136,032 311,751 1 L i} 0L 3 E L bl L 3
| 98-1 16.9 128,193 8,419,500 137,998 137,998 I L ] oL R L L L1 L H
bl 982 10.9 128,127 8,367,197 137,242 13?,242 | L I I | t L L L L1 L 3
991 1.6 129,776 6,807,754 144,300 144,500 ] ] L ¥ L L Lt L L L H
i 99-7 11.6 129,863 2,777,003 144,106 149,106 il L 0 3 L ¥ L X L L L L 3
anf  (0-1 .6 129,925 . 8,939,556 147,000 147,002 ] L ] 1 L d L L rr L L H
oo - B0-2 116 129,653 8,792,104 138,101 158,11 ] L D B LK L L Lt L L L A
|01 11.6 128,508 8,779,738 157,790 157,790 H L A DL 4 L L L L L L L |
o012 11,6 129,878 8,669,941 135,167 133,167 i L i D L 3 L L L L L E L i
| DE-1 1.6 134,592 5,49, 77 164,560 164,580 4 L H L L L LL L T L 3
o 922 1.6 134,302 10,403,352 186,072 186,072 H i H b L8 L L L L L L L i
03 1.6 133,763 10,930,047 191,838 191,418 ALL H] b L ¥ L L L L L1 L X
W 03-2 1.6 132,487 12,599,569 210,505 210,505 i L A A R L L L X L L L H
e 04-1 1007 09,600 10,847,279 176,287 176,240 £ » L 3 30 R L L L ¥ X LT L H
. D4-Z 121 147,441 10,486,449 73,393 173,393 H L b X L L L B X L L L A
#5-1 12,1 145,000 10,495,296 173,395 173,399 i L ] ¥ % R L L A L L L H
G Da-2 171 145,331 10,294,335 179,983 179,991 Z 3 L 3 3 # % L L L B X L L L ]
b7 OB-1 1.1 147,980 10,486,449 186,080 146,081 ] A S A S A N A A i 8L r L A A i H
w967 13.1 147,483 11,137,042 206,126 206,126 H Lt ¥ LLDB X ZLLLLL L 8L L L1 LLLL A
1 471 13,6 149,420 91,545.400 293,547 293,547 i T S T A N T S P T N A 4 L RL L L L LLLL A
e 07-2 13.6 198,810 11,621,799 218,618 718,619 0 O LT O O L T L T O L DL L L L L L L L ]
| 081 4.1 351,360 12,080,789 426,233 226,733 H TRty Trrroret PR L L L | N R H
.| 082 : 227,71t
<2|  OTHER COMHURITIES: BERFORE, ERIE TUP, HARROR UIEN, HOLLAND, IDA TWP, LOST PENINSULA, NAUNEE, AIDDLEVON THP, NONCLOYA TUP, NORTHHOOD, OREGON, OTTANR HILLS, PERRYSBUREG, PERRVSBURG THP, RIEA THP, ROSSFORD, SPENCIR THP-

LUCA, SPRINGFIELT THP, SPRIRGFIELH-LUCH, SYLUARIA.
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7 T TTT T RHRFNTI I ITHENTHHNTITI

B N
87-1 COPTIHENTAL CBY OF 11.2 2,478 177,450 1,047 1,047 L LLL 1 B LL DBLL I

8 87-2 it1.7 2,513 178,912 1,035 1,055 L L L Ll 1] 1] LLpdL L
86— 0.5 Z,867 203,554 1,127 1,377 T L L L1 H] i [N TR T O T
pE-7 - 2.5 2,467 40,785 78 7% L L LLL i i LLDDLULEBL
89-1 5 2,869 41,899 2 28 L L L.LtL L L L LL1L L LL1L
B9-2 2.5 2,469 43,745 pai) 78 L L L L L L I A T O A T O
90-1 7.5 7,557 114, 647 78 28 R T T T L L UT U T T LT
90-2 2.5 2,587 45,514 28 7% L Lt Lt L L L Lt Lttt
91-1 2.5 2,631 46, 691 ? L Lt L L L L L Lttt Lt
N-2 8.9 2,607 82,381 74 L L L L L L L L bbb L LL
52-1 29 7,620 148,079 750 A A A L i R T S T T I T
92-2 8.9 2,621 146,929 739 At LLL L L L LLYLLLL
93-1 9.3 7,605 157,606 846 L L L Lt L L 1 L b LtLLtLd
a3-7 13.5 2,680 197,860 1,745 L L L0 L L L Lt it L L1
-1 T35 7.696 718,110 1,451 CTLCCTt £ L IR T T T T T T
94-7 1.0 2,752 186,479 1,135 1 L L L1 L L L L L L L Lt
95-1 11.4 7,685 210,089 1,31 L LLLEL L L L L LLLLLL
%9-7 12.9 7,481 209,356 1,364 L Ly Lt L L L b L L LLLL
G5~ 9.5 7, 846 187,356 1,784 CT T ¢L¢L i L [ A T T T T
562 e 8.5 2,779 185, 429 1,48 L Lttt L L LLLLLLLE
97-1 HEDIAOWE OF DHIO I . 9.9 2,812 -198,357 1,154 : :
97-2 8.9 2,830 191,039 3,180 : e
ug-1 T0.0 i, 057 167,130 G I N N N I i | [
98~2 10.0 Z,879 167,359 244 E L L L L L L L L L LLLEL
29-1 9.8 2,747 170,849 978 tLLLL L L L L L L £ L L
99-7 TINE YARNER CADLE 9.8 2,835 168,970 260 L b b LL 1. L L L L L L L L
001 : . 16.2 7,979 173,176 001 I T T T L E CCE T T
00-2 _ 10.7 7,968 215,749 1,208 b L L L L L L L L L L LLL
-1 TIHE HARNER ENVERT 9.0 2,720 386,91 11,585 11,589 ] L L LDD B L LLD LLBL
g}-g . 10.5 2,700 177,488 278 . £ L L LLL L L L1t L LLL
pz-2
431
03-2
18-
-2
05-1
03-2 ' . :
U617 - -
062

[07—1

2 G7-7
ol 0E-T

0g-2

OTHER CORHUNITIES: ANTRIN THP, CRAME, EDEN THP—H?HKHUT, HARPSTER, HEURDA, PITT TWP
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TOHWAEE TIME WARNER NY CAELE INC WATERVILLE C176
3 C o non oy u g 4 B WO B B U B H U UK U R ¥ U
1l RCET - © RRTE - -5UB5 GROSY ROYALTY hov ROV ROY FE TR gL UHRRTTTTUNY
; FD i Lo RECEIPTS BASE “3.73  SYHDER EGNTEFIRKRTOREEI NNREYGHRBOUVUPOY
R . ' T o S : T T H g Uunu FERDOEBBREDTOSLES HERI
® E 0 - - -
7 TFENHTIOHNTEITTITRIUIENITHNNE YT IT®
Yo87-1 TRIAY ASSOCIATES I 2.3 3,672 161,709 887 387 1 L D B L DB L L DL L L L
ol 872 2.3 4,489 23?,149 1,903 1,502 L L Lb L b L L L Lt L L
| 08-1 “39 . 11,78 778,163 1,232 1,552 L L Lt L LL L L'LL L e
.| 852 2.3 11,582 222,882 1,499 1,¢9? L L L L L L L L L L LL L
a5-1 3.% 8,504 226,722 1.337 1,537 L L L LL 11 L L L L L L L
2 B9-2 3.7 9,232 224,862 1,619 1,&19 L L L L L1 L L L L Lt
w901 2.9 3,66 114,956 413 413 L £ L L Lt L L Lt L
902 2.3 5,74 233,306 1,222 1,823 L L L L LLL L L LL L L
91-1 z2.3 6,32 261,931 1,8% L L L L L L L L LL L L
6 99-2 2.5 9641 297,093 2,0 o L L L LL Lt LLbtL
|  F2-1 2.6 10,086 295,264 43,787 4,759 39,467 )i L DL "X I R I LD
ol 922 2.6 10,200 284,314 2113 ' L L L L LLL L L LEL L L
931 Z.& 10,358 231,116 1,78} L L Lt L L 1L L i1L1L Lt
w972 7.3 10,425 424,463 19,4’9 £,578 22,961 i L D DL =& L BL L L
w|  98-1 635 10,548 3 36, T3y 7,58 28,556 B L I8 L R4 | N N L
| 2 5.5 10,677 459,970 32,293 5,96 25,327 I L DB L K¢ LDLiL L
95~1 7.4 10,99 501,407 15,120 7,330 27,750 B L D 0L H L B Lt L
o 95-7 7.4 10,682 332,536 37,147 7,754 29,393 1] L D 0L H L DL 1 L
oy 56-1 4.4 10,71 620,897 43,297 9,040 34,751 1] L oL A L DLt L
| 7672 . 8.4 10,937 640,473 44,565 9,323 313,240 1 L B oL H E DL L L
Y| 97-1 FRGNTIER YISIGH OP - 8.9 11,24 634,172 44,141 9,216 34,9203 ] L b1 A L oLt L
pa|  97-2 ' _ 9.2 16,889 f4h, £54 43,413 9,413 33,999 B L I B L h L DL i L
os|  FE~3 bz 10,851 65,078 27,68 140,951 12,594 i L 5L B L [ L
- 98-2 9.2 10,300 £75,094 21,210 9,829 11,3481 B a B oL e L L L L
991 5.2 10,12 374,746 18,058 8,168 9,690 B L DL 4 L L L L L L
7| 99-2 9.2 10,349 628,768 21,132 8,703 12,447 i} L B 0L 4 L L L L L L
on| G0~ 9.2 9,674 541,176 15,414 7,879 11,5335 It L 0L i L L1 L L L
o 00-2 2.2 10,795 §13,376 21,939 9,728 12,211 fi L B0 2 ¥ L L L L L L
= - 10.0 11,963 714,213 28,970 12,346 16,624 il L B DM 3 L L L L L L
| 01-2 9.8 12,918 816,264 30,512 12,920 17,392 i} LLnponH ] L L L L L L
- 021 Fﬂﬂﬂlliﬁvlblﬂﬂ {HE 9.z 14,6%0 g3/, 123 37,769 I L LB DB i L L1 | L
" {i2~-2 FRONTIER VISIgH or 11.2 12,849 873,553 44,843 17471 27,374 n L 8§03 D X i L i L L L L
13-4 1.z 12,857 860,532 29,088 13,717 15,371 i LLETD 2 1 L L L L L L
3 03~2 FRONTIERYISION OPE  11.2 17,683 767,504 73,976 12,222 11,354 1] L LyED 2 A L L L L L L
e Od=1 : 9.7 10,5638 odd, tHS Tu, 82 16,061 274 i} L I L & L L L L L
" -2 13.6 10,261 518,370 16,291 10,128 5,263 B L B L 0L L L L 1
51 9.2 16,016 676,133 16,075 §,930 6,144 B L B L 8L L L L L
36 {15-2 . 9.2 2. 737 747,327 12,926 12,342 . 353 i L B L i L L L L L
;| Ub~1 9z 9,938 139,758 13,143 14,739 Ryt | I P A S B L & L i L L
e 06-2 TIHE KARNER RY CAR 9.2 2,705 113,734 12,365 11,998 367 D LLLL b L 3 L L L L L
07-1 9.7 9,535 643,261 11,179 18,847 332 b LLLL b L ] L L L L L
s 07-2 12.9 7,390 398,955 10,376 10,068 308 1] L i L 2 L L L L L
sl gg‘l V.7 9823 oJu,Uv _;g:qgg 10,783 H L T H b L L L L
L . . ;2

=
=)

OTHER COHEUNITIES:

BELTA, EAST PBTHT, FLORIDA, FRIENDLY VIELACE, CRAND RAPIDS, HARBING THP, HASKEHS, HENRY €0, JERUSRLEN TUP, LAKE TWP, LYBERTY CENTER, LUCKEY, NALINTA, HIDDLETON THP, HONCLOUR THP, HAPOLEGH, HORTHND

UL, FERRYSBURE, PROVIDENCE THF, SPERCER TRP=LUT
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OHWIET TIME WARNER NY CAELE INC e —

_ , LW ¥ ¥ HHHHBH HHHH H W H 4Nt
RCEY . RATE . SlHS BIDSS - ROYALTY Ry RO Ry "R 00 F & & I | S A N PFTTTUY
PR : : I RECLIPTS L BRSE 3.73  SYHBEX ENRETFITFHNTH E I N M EH T BDUP
: S Y E O HET EH D 658 B T O0O#& SL G Y
I LT T T I &1 I TL N R ITH I
87-1 TIHES NIRROR CATY i2.4 1,808 132,546 393 993 L DL L L b L L L
81-2 12.4 i,850 118,928 659 639 L DL L L L L L
B8-1 T . 1,873 197,987 i 5a6 L 5L £ U [ T A
#8-7 14.9 1,885 164,133 91 LX) | L L b L L i pPL1L
- B9-1 15.9 1,979 181,478 1,085 1,085 L : i L L L L L L L
§9-2 15.9 1,963 152,354 1,19 1,199 L L L L L Lt L 1L L
901 5.9 1,886 V81,765 1,088 1,088 N T C | I I N
90-2 15.4 2,057 181,151 1,082 1,082 L L L L L LLL
911 15.4 Z,280 187,534 1,145 L L L L L LLL
-2 16.4 2,360 208,918 1,339 L L L L L L L L
9z-1 16.8 - 7,134 FAREA] 1,407 L T b | S T
92-2 21,9 2,350 182,910 1,099 L L L b L L LL
931 12.9 2,357 183,043 1,100 L L L L L L L L
9-2 19.9 2,342 161,336 284 L L L L L L L L
g4=1 195 7,406 Ta6, 548 785 r = £ | I S A
94~z . 10.6 Z.437 143,635 127 L L L L I T A
93-1 COE CADLE INC i6.& Z,492 148,990 7 L L L L L L L L
i 95-2 COY CABLE DEFIRHEE 106 2,348 191,937 123 L L L 2 L £ L L
| F6-T FRONFIER VISIOR 0P 1076 2,973 198,495 75 L £ T E S
9%-7- o : 10.5 2,396 148,298 733 L L L E L L L
97-1 10.6 - 2,376 148,510 739 L Lt L L L L L
97-2 10.8 2,350 146,586 736 L L L L L L ELL
931 106 7,302 146,758 73 (I - £ S
28~2 10.5 2,448 154,098 M L L L L L L L L
99-1 1.8 7,434 170,811 976 Lt L L L L L L L
o 99-2 11.8 7,802 174,948 1,020 [ L L L L L LL
00=1 R 2,352V RE R 032 [ E r I A
00-z 11.8 3222 178,245 an : L L L L L L L L L
0i-1 B 0.0 7.413 477,935 13,131 8,711 6,420 i L L I H L L L L L
012 _ 15.0 7,223 499, 000 13,377 9,167 5,910 B L £ L DL H L L L L1
| 0= T FRORTIERUISIAN DPE 121 7, 300 095,174 15,318 &, 093 5,223 B | A It H r C A
02-2 FROMTIER YISION OP  71.8 6,725 504,123 14,219 7,993 5,223 B L L L DL H L L L L L
031 1.8 6,761 497,084 10,380 6,683 3,70 R T T B L ¢ H L L L L
 031-Z FRDHTIZROISIBY OPF  13.0 6,738 494,698 16,288 £,606 3,682 ¥ L LL B L H L L L L L L
04T _ 1970 7,067 199,585 — 997 NN A R M A I T L ¥ It E1TL
42 13.5 3,897 520,836 54,488 9,815 44,473 BLL .DpDED BB L L I L LL
o1 158 . 5,689 487,304 32,7319 5,173 23,362 bttt DA D b DL L B L L L
05-2 _ 15.0 3,478 306,439 3,746 Lt L E L L L L L L L L LL
061 1570 3,027 510,709 1,758 1T [ I L IR
06-7 TINE HARNER WY CRE  15.0 3,3 430,377 3,485 L L L L L L L L L L L t L L
07-1 1.7 5,278 434,303 3,024 L LL LLL E L L L L L L1
07-2 12.9 5,374 403,126 2,712 L L L L ¢ L L L L L L L L L
08-2 - : 2,673

OTHER COMHUNITIES: CLTKIOH THP, DELTA YILLASE, DOUER THP-FULTON, FULTON €O, NERPOLIS, PETTISUILLE, PIKE TUP, SuAN CREEK TP, SMAN TUP-LUCAS C, SHANTON, HATERVILLE, HHITEWOUSE, YORK THP
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(VTBOZ0 HELICON GROQUP LTD E CITY 37783
| (UTS5001 HELICON GROUF LP ST JOHNSEURY
’ C CH U B W N uuu U duuu
s| ACLT RATE .~ SUBS - GROSS ROVALTY ~ KoY ROY ROV B K1 TEFELERNFEP ST YU
| P .o RECEIPTE BASE - 3.75  SUMDEX  H L8 TFHRETHNIT BBHI
. o . _ T TEXKFUDRERT K SVE
7 I THRETLENNTHE ITHE
°| 87-1 SIAHONS COMM OF UE  10.7 5,643 419,435 8,468 8,468 I I Lt LL L DL
|_87-2 STHHONS CONMUMECAT 10.7 5,653 995,963 11,515 11,513 B T ) L LBl DL
w| B8-1 SIKHONS LOWN OF U 13.9 .~ 45,711 498,834 10,072 10,072 B nLE L L i It
| 88-2 SINNONS CONHUNIGAT 13.9 5,795 509,963 10,296 - 10,296 B I L L Lt DL
1 89-1 SIHKONS COMK OF VE 14.9 5860 559,736 11,3001 11,30 B oLt LL L 0L
2 89-2 ' 19.9 5,841 363,801 11,383 11,383 I T N | Ll L DL
w903 6.0 5,926 594,617 12,000 12,009 i TR A T 0L
902 169 6,148 619,232 12,502 12,502 1 DLt L L L DL
911 16.8 6,083 830,083 13,125 13,125 i I Lt LL L DL
5 91-2 16.8 6,246 662,866 13,373 13,373 D D1 T N1 D_L
w| 91 : 6.8 6,180 76,793 13,897 13,652 0 T LT L I L
| 92-2 MELICON CABLEVISIO 72.9 6,048 471,342 9,517 9,517 I Bl LL L Dt
93-1 2.9 6,178 . 650,113 13,126 13,12 D BoLL Lt L B L
w|93-2 120 6,247 452, 063 9,122 9,127 L B L1 LL L Ik
w| -1 70 6,269 WigeT 6,773 6,773 I N I T 0T
| 992 6.6 6,276 283,243 2,102 L oLt LLL Lot
551 £6 5,292 291,368 z,18 L oLl LLoL L L
w992 7.2 5,912 291,897 2,189 L L L1 U SR SR S S
o 961 R VL 2,783 L A | A N A A
| 962 7.2 K700 - 369,99 L9 7,99 B D L1 T DL
= 971 4.4 6,376 - 610,386 15,776 15,776 P D Lt LL L 10Dt
Bl 912 19.4 6620 808,376 16,111 16,111 g T ) Ld L DB
s 981 T84 6,190 661,863 13,363 14,363 0 TR T T N N
| 982 4 6,216 02,510 12,972 12,972 1 I Lt LL L 1 L
°| 951 1.4 6,143 667,725 13,481 13,481 g TR U I S
o7l 99-2 6.8 7,088 526,939 12,436 12,656 1 VRN O N S SO O L
| 00T - 1486, 575 856, 070 9,59 9,698 i || R U R A A L
| 002 : 4.8 6,872 996,749 . 9,468 9,464 ] BoLLLEL L1 L
01-1 HELICON GROUP LTR  17.0 6777 678,835 10,767 10,767 B pLLLLbLL L L L
o g]z—%? ' 17.0 6,949 695,699 14,309 14,309 B TR O L Nl N L L
kL -
L 022
03]
= 037
k1] {M""!
- 04-2
° 09+
w052
5| 06~
L 062
07-1
W 07-2
o 081
41 98-”2 . o
*2|_ OTHER COMRUNETIES: BARRE, BFRLYH, CHELSER, E BARRE, S BARRE, S ROVALTOM, S ROVALTON, MASHINGTON, MERETERYILLE, WILLIANSTOMM
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OTHER COMHUNITIES: ARLIRETON, RERNINGTON
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IVTBEODO COMCAST OF CT/GA/MA/NHANYANC BENNINGTON 14777
§ e cCpRp b b g d U HHH HOW uu M ug Ny s WY
41 RCET - RATE SUBsS -GROSS ROYALTY ROY w0y ROY T BT U HEWNLEC EET & FNHPEPRSTUH T UERY
N T “ .. . RECEIFTS . .. BASE 373 syWE¥ F H L N R T H RE | HY4YITGBERBNTBGSARTP
. : TTF'{%gﬁXE HKF#H TATHEIBKXHNKYTIAH
i TTTTITHNHRNIWRE I"t'TtL FTRTHNAETH I D A )
! 87-1 BETTER TU IRCOF B 9.9 5,832 343,897 12,19 3,49 3,224 3,681 b | L L B L bt L
5|_B87-2 2.8 6,749 333,944 13,339 6,131 3,329 2,109 1 ] L L B LDt L
| BB-1 - 9.9 6,364 391,789 18,122 5,296 3,673 1,793 1] | L LD [ L
o 882 7.0 6,208 289,878 2,119 2,119 . i I L LD L DL L
89-1 7.0 6,173 278,823 2,058 Z,038 L ! L L. L L Lt L
2 8%-2 7.0 6,183 279,982 2,070 2,070 L i L L L L Lt L
| 90-1 7.0 6,227 209,074 2. 161 181 £ L L L LTt L
| 902 7.9 6,261 294,800 - 1,472 4,708 2,764 i B L L I L Dot L
91-1 7.0 6,313 298,471 7,563 4,763 2,798 I ] L LD LBl L
Bl 91-7 9.9 6,370 207,721 6,310 6,310 L I} L L B L Bl L
6| 921 7y 7,59 502,753 5,070 8,0 T | C | It £
ol 922 9.9 7,912 79,302 - 7,633 7,633 L b L L I Lt L
931 9.9 8,183 471,822 7,933 7,533 L 1 £ LD L bt L
) 93-2 8.9 8,163 481,199 7,683 7,683 ! i L L. 0 L i L
| 941 By g.20 48T, 659 7,559 7,689 A | E D [ L
» 94-7 a4.9 8,102 486,633 1,71 1,71 L 1 L Lo L DL L
951 5.4 5,446 490,930 7,839 7,839 L | L LD L L L
2l 95-2 6.7 8,337 328,755 3,249 3,249 L ] L . B L Bl L
k] 3.5 8,981 39076 3,416 3,416 . L i L | L DL L
| 96-2 6.9 8,474 364,393 9,235 . 5,818 3,416 i} B i L B L Dt i
197 6.4 8,330 370,027 9,377 - 3,908 3,469 1. D L L B L0t L
| 97-2 6.3 6,930 172,619 9,443 5950 . 1,491 i D L L1 LDt L
ol 781 6.4 3,471 378,663 9,453 3,982 3,512 i] ] L LI UL L
i 382 6.9 8,47 337,474 9,718 6,121 3,999 | ] L L D L L L
i 99-1 5.9 8,481 383,261 5,764 5,132 3,612 B B L L D L DL L
a7 99-2 8.4 8,532 381,524 9,679 6,098 3,381 i | L Lo L D1 t
op]  U0-1 | 8,776 380,676 9, 61b &,078 1,568 i )| b (A || I L
o 00-2 8.7 3,401 380, 724 16,793 7,218 3,960 B ] L L 0 L DL % L L
- 011 10.3 13,227 811,107 33,734 14,227 19,507 1] B L a D E R o8& R
o 01-2 15.0 13,449 313,634 33,179 14,268 18, ] i B L A n R R AN iR
a 071 8.7 14,13 477,923 dq &8 T, 1,435 It [ R A A T A | A T A N |
| 0272 1.7 13,922 957,321 49,347 28,918 20,429 R T DL boLt L I DL XX B¥LL KD
§3-1 1.7 13,928 1,001,597 32,3713 20,108 12,267 D 2D ] i n 2R R M iR
s 13-2 12.6 14,064 1,057,961 79,918 13,447 16,472 1 a D A kM LR % 3
| 04-1 ST 3,96 0 1,126,438 74,568 7,087 17,541 ] L L ¥ A4 L
.| 042 8.8 13,83 1,113,252 3,24 6,220 17,014 B A0 hoBod b it a4
1 05-1 13,0 13,780 1,145,302 24,710 6,940 18,269 B 3D Ao i 8 il A8
o 052 13.9 13,723 1,164,707 26,403 7,773 18,632 ] B0 RN H L 38
| 06— .8 15,73 1,106,069 77,983 1,008 20,576 { | B L H LI R
| 06-2 COHCAST OF CT/6R/8 139 10,811 1,188,416 0,219 7,308 22,915 L £ L L 0 # 0N H oL BN
1071 4.2 11,370 1,119,156 23,147 6,702 18,414 A N W | 18 LI H B L ]
B 672 9.2 12,729 1,114,029 23,051 6,582 18,371 L L L L1 %D AR A ¥ L LR
10 gg—l 1.7 12,086 1,080,651 13,969  7,9%8 6,087 (N O T N LA | L H LI R

BONDVILLE, BROMLEY, DORSET, T GRLINGTON, I DORSET, HOOSICK, HOOSICK FALLS, WANCHESTER, KANCHESTER CENTE, N BEWNINCTOH, OLD BENKINGTOM, POMNAL, § DORSET, SHAFTSBURY, SIRATTON

~SOHIERCARN, ¥ AR

CTRETOY, WIREHALL .
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3 £ £ L B 0 H 'RENNEE NN §E B ou

o REET AR 17 3 SUBS "GROSS ROYRLTY -~ ROV Ty RBY BB T B0 ¢ CEFENNPFPPRST Ty

s PD T ' RECEIPTS . CBASE 375 SYNDEY  F H € £ L & FITTFTHNTYITETDRRER HEBO

. ' : TTF Q&x EKFUKT ®ZIDBKS Y I R

7 I"T71 P EH FETTHHY FNTII T T

81 87-1 HDUNYATN CABLE CO 125 19,4335 2,062,920 131,99 594,631 77,399 10t L L L | DL i £ 0

9l g7-7 12.5 19,753 1,847,867 118,231 48,936 69,793 B 0t L Ll D DL B 3 i}

wof 88-1 2.5 70,130 1,973,807 126,285 52,21 74,018 R L L i bt B L i
8g-2 15.5. 22,269 © 2,391,876 193,038 63,143 89,695 0 DL L Lt I ne i L B
£9-1 15.9  21.098 . 7,297,363 217,573 48,046 168,927 not L LI i L n L I
89-27 15.5 21,313 2,348,584 150,270 67,198 88,072 01 DL i L b B i ] L I

951 g9 71,785 1,534,179 98,1597 40,627 57,540 1L £ L i 1L il L I
90~2 %% 22,559 _1,399,1W3 89,532 37,057 52,475 D DL L L b B 0L n L i
91-1 9.9 #2220 1,325,016 84,152 4,34 45,838 I B L L L L L il L I
91-7 5.6 22,808 1,420,235 #9,930 36,671 51,259 BB i L L L DL il L D
G7=1 G5 7,518 1,087,856 . 91,677 31,187 56,795 I L T F 1L 1 L I
92-2 .9 23,187 - 1,441,624 51,283 37,2722 54,061 BB L L L L Dt ] L D
93-1 8.8 23,480 1,374,904 87,060 35,501 59,559 BB L L LoL Dt i i D
93-? £.9 723,383 1,366,077 86,499 35,772 A61,277 LR 3 PL 0t hi] L D
T~ B9 TV, 180,510 87,017 85,603 51, 7EY T ¥ L i i] L i}
gg-7 8.9 74,030 1,399,497 99,300 36,006 52,294 D DL L L L B L 1] L ]
95-1 £.9 75,957 1,551,583 106,396 38,622 47,714 noL L L L B L n L i
45-2 9.1 17,180 1,597,437 109,140 39,549 69,490 1oL L L L B L i] L 0
¥6-1 Y1 76,866 1,618,789 17,13 A0,82 71,350 T 1L r T _ It i T
942 9.1 26,989  1,A27,50F 107,212 41,287 63,923 DL i L L nt n L L0
97-1 91 96,499 1,635,758 56,025 46,298 5,789 I D % L Lt L b D ] Lot
97-7 11.3 . 76,135 1,876,779 64,797 53,079 11,388 I By L LLEL b 0t 1] L L
proas] 1. f6,886 1,960,035 SH,al7 40,441 18,375 0§ I | T 5t L
98-7 9.6 ?6,839 1,774,697 40,226 38,943 1,275 D i i L L L B oL Lt
99-1 16.3 77,000 1,742,449 39,464 38,201 1,763 DD ¥ L L LLL D0l L L
49-¢ 13.0 27,870 1,766,897 39,961 38,720 1,241 0D X L L LLlL D 0L L L
061 102 77,075 - 1,801,562 o, 833 39,507 1,376 % L T T T UL
00-2 10.6  I5,78% 2,367,549 111,257 59,624 52,632 [ ] L L LLL ntL D L L
81-1 15.0 35,832 2,304,723 107,714 57,161 50,613 B0 i L LLLi Dt i L L
81-7 15.0 45,704 2,278,951 199,986 77,300 82,386 D%y L ELLL 0L 1 L L
o1 105 ag786 8,199,757 05,527 196,473 183,045 ¥ L I T It il T

| 02-2 19.8 97,506 10,429,657 509,607 . 246,985 262,771 I L LLL1 DL il Lt

4 03-1 14.8 47,561 10,298,069 366,910 271,492 95,418 D% ¥ L L LLL DL 1 L L

W 03-2 12.0 47,232 10,573,978 375,975 278,947 97,028 D X X L E L Lt D1 i} L L

2| 0H-T 137. , T R R AL E AL N E I I T L L

| 042 15.7 45,849 4,235,148 94,0001 94,001 - T | L L 'L L ¥ DL 1 L
05-1 15.7 44,764 - 9,413,936 {13.452 - 94,980 - 18,368 0% % E L L L ¥ b L L L

a6 D5-2 17.7 44,685 4,538,636 139,815 - 98,31 41,304 D %% L L L L2 Bl L b

o b1 7.7 83,693 4,774,889 143,024 107,927 40,098 T ¥ 3 L CLT LT I ¢

o 06-2 CONCAST OF CT/Ga/M  17.2 42,134 4,846,247 138,617 102,660 5,947 B % ¥ L L L LL L L L
07-1 17.5 42,084 4,573,140 137,386 99,627 37,799 b XY L L L LLL D i E L

w 07-7 17.5 45,336 4,462,714 132,735 97,489 15,29 IR b LL ! LL I L L

40 33-12 T5 - 43,959 8,799,972 89,29 68,247 15,959 || | I I L L
- _ .

47 . -

2|  OTHER COHHUNITIES: BRISTOL, CHRRLOTTE, {OLCHESTER, ESSEX, ESSEX JUNCTION, FERRISDURG, GEORGIA, MINESBURG, NUNTINGTON, JERTCHO, LINCOLN, HIDDLEBURY TOMN, MILTON, HONKTON, N FERRISBURG, NEH HAUEH, RICHNONG, & BURLINET

O, SRELTURHE, SHERLBURRE.
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S e
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k
e s T
CVTHMZ200 COMCART OF CTAGA/MAANHANY NG MONTPELIER 164
3 c e ppyp gy Ul KR HH W Z
4| AEET RATE SUBE GROSS ROVALTY ROY - RO¥ ROY FT v @ ¢ CE¥F L& HHPPF TV R
;| Fi : : : RECEIPTS . - BRSE I75 GYMDER A C T EE R TP HTHIT BRODI
' : o o : T FHAR g 8 K FUREXZ § Y RN
& iR
7 TTT T HHNNETTLURNINR I'N T2
| 87-1 HOUNTAIN ABLE €0 12.5 1,289 324,524 16,893 4,729 12,170 I £ L LL DL I L
8 - i2.3 4,319 307,126 27,939 4,900 23,034 i Ei DL Dt I L0
bE-1 12.3 3,340 309,162 26,12 4,937 £3,187 i L L Lo L | A
88-2 15.5 3,414 62,227 18,898 LA 13,58 1 L L L L L h i3
89-1 13.3 3,417 342,740 17,843 4,990 12,833 i i L L L B LB
89-7 155 3,913 353,176 18,386 5,142 13,744 I L1 LL L BLEB e B
-1 9.9 3,907 239,969 1,830 1,630 L L L L L | N
50-2 5.9 3,456 215,004 1,420 1,420 L Lt Lt L L L i
911 9.9 3,486 204, 601 1,318 L Lt L L L L L L
91-27 9.9 3,928 219,860 1,461 k L L L L L L L1
9Z2-1 9.9 o 334 220,744 1,477 L EL UL L t L L
92-7 9.9 3,597 221,003 1,480 L L L it i L L Lt
931 8.9 3,604 198,358 1,294 L L L L L L L L1
93-2 8.9 3,493 207,536 1,243 L L L LL L Lt 3
951 5.7 3,692 210,878 1.37% L bl CL £ [
94-2 29 3,13 216,989 1,440 i E i L L L L Lt 1L
93~1 4.9 3,892 221,767 1,488 L N R L i L b L L
-7 e.1 4,063 237,734 1,648 L L L L L EL L
96~1 9.1 4,212 24%, 603 1,756 . L t L L L L Lt
96-2 g1 4,33 256,200 1,832 o L Lt L L L L L L
971 2.1 7,180 436,731 18,196 4,99t 13,206 1 L L L ] t DL
47-2 1.8 7,139 486,715 24,509 4,621 . 19,888 I L L ] L i I L
Y6~1 1.2 7,263 313,345 16,291 4,317 3,718 B L2 L D L L
99-2 11.8 7,130 541,799 10,360 f,263 6,09 B Lt ht L L b
95-1 2.2 7,21 47,453 16,317 4,338 3,979 B Lt i L | L
99-2 11.1 7,149 319,944 9,934 4,103 3,83 b L L L *n L L L o
09-1 ' -1 7,29 317,634 9,968 4,075 3,870 B LL L & L L L
fo-2 i1 7,300 533,363 7,036 9,32 1,491 I L L L3 L L L
#3-1 15.0° 7,475 C9it,972 6,313 4,927 1,387 D L b L A L 1 L
012 1.9 9,306 715,471 16,394 7,19 3,199 1 L L LA £ L L
1Z2-1 133 11,450 a8/, 046 19,420 1 A R A L L L
Dz-2 14.8 9,831 841,348 1,240 B, 611 Z,62% B L L LR L L L
03-1 14.8 9,847 830,792 5,134 8,134 X L L LL L L L L
-7 15.8 9,639 863,443 8,253 8,230 L L1 L E L L L
-1 15.8 9,543 904,487 8,647 B,6d7 A [N P N L L L L
i9-z 13.8 9,29% 203, 931 13,419 13,419 L L L L L L L
031 13.8 9,004 926,603 8,858 6,838 R LLtiL L L L
03-2 17.2 8,701 . 943,113 9,91 2,394 H L L L L L L L
056-1 17.2 5,967 3L, 592 T, 00 ¥, 634 S UL L L L £ L
06-2 CONCRST OF CT/ca/M 17.2 8,161 941,634 9,339 9,339 1 L L L L L 3 L
07-1 17.5 8,0% 911,117 5,230 9,230 e b L LLLEL L t I
07-2 HOUKTATH CABLE €0 17.5 8,687 297,743 9,089 2,089 " | T T O L L L
GE=T CONCAST OF CI7GAVH 180 ¢, 070 ¥4, 642 7,04% ¥,027 |3 A N N B M L E L

09-2
OTHER COMHUMITIES: BERLIN, BETHEL, BRRINIREE. CALATS, AUNBURY, [ HARDMICK, HARDMICK, HYDE PARK, JOUHSOM, NIDDLESEX, NORETOMN, HORRISTOHN, H HYDE PARK, RARDOLFH, MATERBURY, HORCESTER
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VIM3E0 LAKE CHAMPLAINM CABLE TV

(ITB6G)) CORCAST OF CT/GA/HASHR/NY/HE

MILTORM

BURL%HSTDH

61166

"ALCT T RRY 5UBS
| ¥ :

GROSS

" RECLIPTS

ROYRLTY ROY
R .BHSE :

ROY
- 3.79

ROY
SYNDBEX

(]

FRedyas
e ol g
2T TRaS

B7-1
§7-2

bl —d WX bl

| naler hanila

== b g g

[aal [aa ey Kar | =3
= b e By '+
o CooR 4 I
= Ped ~f "I 3Z
[t g ==}

=] -~

ey e

|
Lo |
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" BE-1

58-2
B9-1
B2

90-1
0-2
-1
91-2

92-1
92-2
93-1
93-2

%4-1
94-2
%31
9a2-2

9h-

962

971
91-2

51
98-2
99-1 LAKE CHRANPLAIN CAB 7,333

435,386
a3, 973

41,658
70,308

61,638
70,308

[—¢—2—3
—_r——
-

9.6

99-2 9.6 7,438
00~1 . . 0.8 1:496
Do-2 B
0
0-7

420,152

A1.B0%

61,503

-

I zntond mad

oo Lot 1ol

e
e
L Lol ot

o
e Lnad ol
=

0z-1
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031
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0d-1
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05-7

i6-1
06-2
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07-2

Tx
N
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08-2

GTHER COMNUMITIES: COLCHESTER, GEOREGIH
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b
4 ol 'n = P
TVTER00 HELTCON GROUP LP ST JOHNSBURY 621k
3 CCCW B R 0 Wy lWHYHHKHNYN )
+|HECT RATE 5005 GROSG  WOVALT? WOV ROy, R B F H 1T B CC EEFGLONNPSTUU
J P . © - RECEIPTS - CC BRSE 373 SYNDBY R CL 6 I RS HKTFHNETURTEEBUNT
. TFTB XK HKFUYDHRELKSYE
o n .
7 TTITLNRA EEITLCENHNNRIINE
“|87-1 SINHOMS COMMURICAT 10.4 4,984 215,473 1,47 1,42 1 BED DL L pDLL
o 87-7 SIMHONS COAR OF DE 3604 4,222 321,779 9,374 9,374 BB D Bl L D DLEL
of 6-1 SINNONS CONNURICAT 3.9 4,220 493,283 11,45 11,457 T g0 TLL L B oL L
o g2 o 12.9 4,436 814,121 12,339 12,339 ‘BB D BLID L BOLL
89-1 1.9 8,436 473,750 12,860 12,960 b 0 DL L DnLL
| 89-2 14,9  da7e 479,891 13,000 13,000 B0 3L L DB EL
o 901 150 4,648 500,z1§ 13,578 13,574 B0 B LD £ D 0L L
L 962 5.0 4579 81953 14,108 14,103 B0 DL L D oLt
‘| 811 5.8 4,265 19,911 14,656 14,65 I 0 DLD ] D DLt
B_91-2 16.8 4,377 J44, 393 14,783 14,783 it Il B LD L DLt
6| 921 165 5,490  So7,q04 15,10 5,15 N R AR £ Dy L
o| 927 HELICON CABLEVISI0 229 4,531 307,177 %47 9,424 B0 BLD L D DL
53-1 £9 5,163 520,257 14,28 14,23 I 0 BLI L 1 0Lt
B 93-2 9.7 5535 401,988 14,178 14,178 B0 Bt ] L npptii
o 98 17T N7 X B X A i A /R T/
o 92 2.0 L 300,388 4,910 6,910 B DL L 0 polLt
55-1 71 5,843 0457 .00 7,602 B DL bE I DRLL
5 95-2 8.1 6190 I759 8,699 8,609 i DL LE D pBLlL
o 36-1 6.1 kil q07,167 Y, 89 9,23¢ I B L A T O BtL 1l
o %7 84 S5 33,630 7,609 7,629 i L oL LL. 0 DOLlL
¥ 971 14.4 5388 5,131 1,75 11,798 B DL LLLE DOLLI
2 _97-2 9.4 5,438 519,083 14,942 11,942 i DL LL LB DDEL
os| 98] 108 5,786 35,900 5,624 9,624 B T [ A A TR T
| 982 4.4 5178 939,09 9367 9,36 B DL LLLe B tlL
il 19.4 5062 353,73 9,621 9,621 B LD LL 8 B0 LUt
) 9%-2 18,9 7,284 1,733,661 70,986 20,986 o pL L BoM L L% il
| 001 787 7,193 1,465,845 Z4, 71028, 710 TETTTELTTL I T BT
o 00-2 2.2 7,716 1,50%410 20,765 27.76% BB L L gL 8L LR gL
“ 0i-1 HELICON GROUP LTB 17.0 6,918 937,615 17,250 17,290 D BL 1 Ly gl R L KL
o 01-2 7.0 6,726 706,477 15,355 15,853 N R ! LK
5| 041 7.3 14,474 1,901,240 31,608 31,5603 § B L S R I S L L 3
My 7.2 13,210 1,299,426 28,795 28,793 BB L Lol LI LL
03-1 17,3 jz,908 1,282,848 [7,875 27,873 BB L tL B0 DLL LD
W 03-2 HELICOM GROWP LP  17.3 13,127 1,274,508 32,181 29,403 2,776 BB L LL kL BLE Lt
w041 7.6 12,818 1,287,119 3,38 30,374 Z,803 I B L LD s B L L L3
.| 01-2 17,612,599 1,286,855 23370 30,569 2,903 B L LLDE BLL L%
05-1 17,9 13,18 1,297,373 e 30,819 2,825 BB L LLDg oLl L 3
5 03-2 7.9 1L968 1,232,391 33,213 30,529 2,681 1B L LL B L BLL LoL
| P61 79 1,768 1,754,982 .38 1z, 067 £,819 i 1 L N I I L L
| 062 7.9 11,539 1,269,571 34,925 32,663 2,261 1 g L LLBL DLL L ¥
b7-1 ryongm o Loosz a 52,99 1 B L LLD& %L1 L ¥
B 072 17.9 11,273 1,221.07] 3,793 618 2,173 B 1 L L LB & DL LY
o] 08-1 15, ¥ 2403, E i} 35_382 f5ﬂ3 i i L L L &% B Lt N
y| 082 34,729
2| _ OTHER COMBURTTIES: BARNET, BARRE CITY, BATH, BERLIN, BRADFORD, CABOT, CHELSEA, CONCORD, DARVILLE, ¥ BURKE, E RYEGATE, £ ST JOHNSBURY, GRANITEVILLE, GROTON, HAVERHILL, LYNDON, LYNDONUILLE, RARSHFIELD. RCINDO FALLS, M

Hel

ERAILL.
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i LAY i d A
WAAS00 TCI CABLEVISION OF WASHINGTOM ANACORTES 4135
(HABZDH) CORCAST &7 EASHINETOR IV IMC HELLIHGHdﬁ
£ CCCCEKHKEKNEKIHKEK KB KK K W Z
] o " RATE 5UBS EROSS ROYALTY -ROY ROV ROY BEHRHI KBCCHITIH G 85717 U0VHTH
B : - REGETPIS o BASE 379 SYHDEX ¥ A E QU W CPTCHRRYWNRTBOPIRI
: Co : TRKTUBD G S U 0 206 KU S K% 35 H
I 1T IITIITIETHNIHNIIILIII!?
87-1 7CI CABLEWISION OF 15.0 Z,567 264,293 1,932 1,532 L Lt i 3L L L L L L L
B7-2 13.0 3,2 248,188 2 132 2,132 L L L i L L L i L
88-1 15,2 3 633 304,935 6,157 5,157 B L 5L L1 L L L ]
Bg-2 152 479 1,713 6,?94_ 6,294 i L DL I L L £ L I
89-1 17.0 3,377 3820 5,564 3,964 L oL L L L L L B
B3-2 i8.0 3,73 403,799 5,872 5,8?2 L I L L L L L L B .
50-1 1.0 3,362 431,74 3,830 3,835 L bt L1 L L L i
30-2 17.0 3,963 427,724 16,040 16,040 b L L L i L L L i
g1-1 17.8 3,552 452,528 16,970 16,970 L L L L L i L L il
91~-2 17.8 4,010 460, 504 17,273 17,273 £ L L L L L L L 1] .
Yz-1 17.8 4,473 434, 649 18,774 18,174 L L L1 e L L i
92-2 i7.2 4,501 497,589 18,660 18,660 L Lt L1 i L L i
93-1 19.8 4,443 350,143 20,630 20,630 L L L L1 L L L D
93-2 0.1 4,372 494, 698 18,529 18,529 L E L L L i L L 1
bd-1 1014 4,114 313,242 11,dZL T, bzz E EE i L L L D
94~2 6.1 4,427 323,295 12,124 12,124 L L L L L L L L I
931 18.1 4,524 329,700 12,368 12,364 L L L 1L L L L i
99-2 10.1 4,616 242,481 12,943 12,843 £ L L L L L L L il
56~1 1.4 5, 6% 334,768 18,765 13,783 £ [N 'L L L L ]
96-2 11.8 4;744 - 280,879 14,281 14,281 £ | Ll L L L i
97-1 11.8 4,803 368,786 14,379 14,579 t L L 1 L L L L 1
97-2 2.3 4,865 415,537 15,583 15,383 £ L L L L oL i L L i
98- 1273 4,59 4511, 391 q, 027 q,027 £ I'rtT oot L L
98-2 2.0 5,026 456, 246 4,164 4,164 £ LLL L L L L bt L L
99-1 13.8 4,368 41¢, 570 3,086 3,666 t B t L L L LL L it L L
99-2 12.3 4,612 3,614 3,497 3,497 L B L L Lt [ T T A
-1 : . 133 93,017 978,878 8,712 4,773 L B A T T N O O SR A B L1
0p-2 o 13.3 5,248 457,988 4,474 4,474 L B t Lttt L L
g%-% 13.3 3,304 474,228 4,314 4,334 L B L bbbt tttt L L
-1
0z-2
3-1
13-
-1
N4-2
151
05-2
051
06-2
471
07-2
(8-1
0g-2

OTHER COANUNITIES: SHAGIT CO
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é -
§ -:1 Y . M i =TT T R ™™ 11T N hr ==— _____
TWABZ00 COMCAET OF WASHINGTON IV INC EELLINGHAM TEZT
¥_ ) L L L C DO D0 B DD KREKEHKHKEKEKHKEERKEEKHKEH S?Z ~
+| ACEY RATE SRS ERDSS ROYRLTY N - ROY ROY FHT T VR Y1/ BT T oo 5 T VYTl
;| PR _ © RECEIPTS ©  BASE - 375 SYWDFXR U R E U S CIIOGOSCPTICHRYHWHTBEDPEI
. o - THETPTHRHHETBER®SUVUEGEODOSOEG H NS HKRSH
& 9§ 600G M
7 T F PRI T T I N T HT I TTIE IT12
§1 87-1 TCI CABLEVISION OF 11.0 16,620 1,503,331 80,379 24,004 56,379 A N o B L L L B L I
el 87-2 1.4 21,424 1,979,396 84,444 23,219 39,721 L L L DB L L L B L B
ol Ba-1 .7 26,597 1,599,993 oo ey 27T 83,7498 C LT L B D [ L i L il
" 83-2 14.7 21,3110 1,740,632 9%, 067 27,754 63,274 B I | 1] L L L 1] L il
i 831 - 16.3 20,6465 1,969,962 105,329 3,455 73,874 L L L D31 L L L 1] L |
w497 16.% 19,206 2,006,774 107,297 32,043 13,29 | -pn L L L [} L 1
w91 5.9 18,857 2,104,361 10,581 22,167 80,474 I N £ 1 [T L il L il
" 90-z 16.3 19,41 2,113,050 101,083 21,844 79,239 L1t Lt I L L L i L 1}
91-1 16.3 19,155 2,130,537 {01,920 22,024 79,893 t L i D L L L il L B
B 97 16,3 19,43 2,162,637 103,455 22,356 81,099 1 L1 t D L L L i} L B
b 9T 470 TTR WA 269,729 U0, 55 23,498 89,098 T T (| £ L I L i
922 17.2 m,008 2,622,479 123,450 27,109 94,34 B R LD T T il L B
93-1 19.8 73,608 2,694,326 128,899 27,855 101,045 L L L L B L L L i L B
|l §1-7 101 . 24,728 2,394,464 {14,585 24,753 99,797 L L1 L D b4 L ] L B
ol a1 0.1 7150 1,561,511 79,9095 17,76 R 307 I T°T i T I I L b
o 332 101 21,915 1,670,673 66,380 3,730 62,650 L L L B L L L i L i
%51 10.1 21,635 1,677,265 b4, 502 3,745 62,897 L L L B L L L L L n
o 95-2 10.5 72,593 1,756,763 69,201 3,922 63,879 L L L LD L L L L L i
oo 9671 0.6 227407 7,798,408 71499 4,015 67,440 3 E D T £ | I i}
» 96-2 . 10.4 23,84 1,872,135 74,393 4,180 70,213 L L L b L L L L L B
97 i2.2 22,078 1,996,558 77,738 4,368 73,31 L £ 0 L L L L L il
| 972 12.2 22,184 1,994,814 75,29 4,730 71,096 L L L B LLLLL L b if
981 e80T 076,576 18097 18,097 E | e s o e i L I
" 98-2 12.8 722,538 2,078,650 18,562 189,562 £ L LD L L L LL i L
391 12.8 23,738 2,231,230 19,925 19,925 L L LD L i L L L L L L
i 997 13.4 28,655 2,384,028 21,307 71,307 3 L L1 t L L &L L 1L L
oe| 00<1 131,713 3,626,603 37,490 37,490 E 0 Tt A | IR Sl S A B L E
o 00-2 13.5 a1,073 3,394,669 40,027 49,027 L il L Ly LLLLLLL L L
| 011 1%.3 44,703 3,920,618 39,207 39,202 L 1 Lt pL ttb L L L L Lt L L
| 01-2 4.1 46,467 31,478,053 38,728 38,728 L i it it pr it b L LLL L L L
5| Bl 41 46,639 3,829,192 L VYK N T XY L 1 I TR Y P PR N O N M EEE
o 02-2 CONCAST CABLE CorP  14.1 45,967 3,703,578 41,239 41,23 L B L L BLLLLLLL L LL
< 03-1 14.7 47,468 3,743,897 41,71 41,71 L ] t L DL Lt LLilL L L L
s 03-2 COWCAST OF BASHINE  14.7 46,918 4,717,743 32,5932 h2, 532 L i L LDLLLLLLL L L L
| U4 - T AR 4,773,995 45,655 49,658 £ L |t | M R T IS A Wl Mt & I T A
" 04-2 14.7 4g, 404 4,043,299 18,654 38,631 b L L LbLLLLLLL L L L L
*1 091 1.7 49,34% 4,163,582 19,873 39.823 L. L L L L L L t t DLttt L L L L L L L ‘L
s 0a-2 14.7 49,133 4,004,338 40,91 40,91 L L-L L L L L t L 0Lt L L L LL i L1 L
| 06-1 T4 745,500 4,265,576 G213 U313 r | T R It A O | Rt T Y PO A Y T L L
" 06-2 14.7 50,485 4,164,960 2,191 42,192 L tLL L L L LtBLELLLLE L L L L
07-1 13.0 30,610 4,309,152 437,632 43,652 L T T T T T T T T T TR TR R A AR S O A A T M i
a|  {17-2 13.0 91,564 4,287,821 43,0630 43,030 L L L L Lt ELLELBLLLELLLLLLL R o
50 ggg T30 51,85 Y, 233,778 47,888 47,9688 [ T e R Y A AU N WY VN T S AN PO N S PR N C
1 . .
22 OTHER COHBUMITIES: ANACORTES, BLATHE, DEHING, FUERSON, FERNDALE, LAMT SANISH, LUMMI INDIAN RES, LUMHI IHDEAN RSU, LVNDEN, NOOKSACK, HOONSACK, SKAGIT, SUDDEM URLLEY, THEY GLEN, BHATCON OO
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WACO30 WAVE DIVISION HOLDINGS LLCG CAMANO ISLAND 2o5hg 4
L CC e B 3D DN KHKHKEKEKRKEKHEHRKEKE?Z
ALCT RaTE 5UBS EROSS ROVALTY Ry koY ROY FH A HEKKHKECcIITHo0s T U0V TTH
PB : - RECEIPTS TSt 27 svipEr U A EVCEITITBPTHRYENTRHOPEBI
ST RKXKUPTHRHE2SEDSOGHHESSESH
' g s§ 6500
T T ITITERNNRNTERRINIIIIIILIIIL
#7-1 ACHE CORN & ELECTR  35.0 676 2,163 25 28 L L L 1L Lttt Lttt L1 L
B71-2 HGRTHLHHD CRELE i’R 15.0 574 55,32 28 78 E L L L S S SO A N L L L
88~1 BEER 633 67,636 8 8 L Ll L b bl L L L I
BS-2 i5.0 1,503 98,546 199 155 ELL L Lttt L Lt L L ]
#9-1 13.% ian 104, 211 -3 312 E L Lt | FO W S A T L L L
g3-2 i3.3 1,467 141,258 623 633 b L ¢ Lt L B b Ll L L i
90-1 1259 1,389 172,407 293 993 LLLL [N R A N R L L L E
90-2 17.9 1,663 188,178 1,192 1,132 L LLL Lt b b LL L L L L
911 16.4 1,495 209,363 1,366 LL Lt LEtttLit L L L L
91-2 i2.? 1,958 233, 850 1,626 L L & LI S A A N L L L L _
i .z 7,083 252, 604 1,896 | A N R I A N N A [T L L
92-2 133 Z,107 278,182 2,052 LLtL1L Lttt L LL L L L L
g2-1 141 £, £20 204,525 1,33 L L LtttbLtLil L L L
93-2 i1.6 2,281 194,711 1,117 L L N O S S A L L L
94-1 e 7,832 Zab, 110 7,84 L L LT 011 L L 3
-2 1.6 3,742 266,780 1,933 E L L bbb LL L L L
55-1 1.7 1,935 271,433 1,984 L L LLtibtl t L L
35-2 13.3 3,99 296,269 2,174 i L L Lt L Lt L L L
Ye-1 138 4,10 308,893 5,048 £,737 3,278 L B L L B
9£-2 16.0 4,082 366,887 £,82¢6 4,276 3,942 L A R T A A L L I
§7-1 6.0 4,210 376,729 6,633 2,487 4,168 2 L L L Lt L L B
-2 17.0 4,149 401,219 5,8%1 2,710 2,19 i N U A Y L i b
56-1 17.6 4,¢27 403,271 3,6l 3,40 i I O A U A A L
g-2 17.3 4,224 418,699 3,739 3,738 i Lt L ELLLEL L
58-1 17.3 1,324 azd, 260 3 783 3,785 B iLrittttLtbLt L
952 i8.8 2,360 443,676 962 2,962 A L LLE L L L L L
001 1.0 q,31% 443,438 ?Lﬂﬁ 3 78 il U A N O A A A L
00-2 206.0 4,167 484,992 4,635 !1,636 H Lt iLLtittL L L L
01-1 1.0 4,004 487,945 4,665 4,665 ig [ O T A A A H A L L
01-2 21,0 3,806 474,378 4,547 4,347 I L L L tt L L Lt L E
-1 20 3,814 485,089 4,637 4,647 i Frriyvrirrbi bt
02-2 21.0 3,398 477,187 4,362 4,362 1 R T R T N N A T A O N
03-1 HWAUE DIVISION ROLD  Z1.0 3,754 478,836 4,976 4,978 ! bbbl Lt
03-2 21.3 3,733 306,028 4,218 4,838 | Lt ¢ L L1 b L L L
fa-1 7.9y 4 454, {13 4,723 8,773 I I A T A U A LiL
04-2 1.9 1L458 1,558,017 14,84 14,837 I Li b bLLL LLL
03-1 ‘7.9 11,464 1,355,306 14,869 14,869 | LLLittlLlL L1 1L
05-2 2.9 11,643 1,081,489 16,020 15,020 ] L L L L Lt L L L
06-1 ZEY 1,766 1,645,394 16,66/ 16,5667 I [N S R A IR F A R A A L L1
06-2 22.9 12,203 1,703,166 17,2713 11,213 B LeE Lttt LiitrtLtbLt L L L
071 2% 12,503 1,768,926 17,919 17,15 B LLL1LLLLLLLLL Lt
47-2 22.9 i2,B%0  1,818,1%4 185418 18,418 1 R Y PO Y PO SO A N S S A L b L .
98- . . 19,087
052 19,408

OTHER COMHUMITIES: LAKE KETCHUM, SHOHOHISH CO, STANRGOD, SUNDAY LAKE, UTéﬁLﬂDV
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Wig" = Ly =Y . T d M u ' B
WACETOD TCI CABLEVISION OF TWIN CITIEE CENTRALIA 35123
{URSOSH CONCAST OF #ASHIHETON I¥ INC SERATTLE
K K KKK KKHKHKERKKRERKKHRHREKEHREKHKHRIZ
AcctT . -+ RATE -~ - SUBS - EROSS ROVALTY ROY  ROY RoY EABECCCEHIIRDODOOFSTURITIH
P ' - : : -RECEIPTE BASE 175 SWHDEX ¢ T L T K PTHGECHEYINNTITITEHNHDPEBI
' ' o : T UBRB LA QS U609 NOG Y HHESHKESH
I R T T T I TR ITRAETRETTITIIEILI LI
87-1 THIK CITY CRELEYIS 12.0 4,317 713,613 7,574 7,57 L L L & XK L L Pl il i
87-2 12.9 8,920 758,167 7,963 7,963 3 L L % X L L AL L 1
0| Bo-1 g7 11,580 311,30 15097 13,09 ] EL & R E LD YL L )]
88-2 15.9 9,282 869,788 14,033 14,033 b E L BB Lt DL it I
89-1 13.9 9,137 912,873 14,736 14,730 ] L L RA LL B3R L AL ]
89-7 16.9 9,343 949, 034 15,31 15,30 b L L & ¥ L L B X1 i L B
90- 6.1 9,240 T3, 870 13,860 13,891 R T LA L1 %L i T i
90-7 TCI CABLEVISION OF 16.0 9,212 884,121 13,136 13,14 3 L L LK t L DRL L b
91-1 16.8 9,307 924,285 13,73 13,73 ] L L L& Ltn &kt AL D
91-2 16,8 9,382 913,563 13,601 13,40 ] i L bR Lt 0 &L 3L ]
g2-1 7 9,702 954,443 o, 4,7 i I N A LYl 1L i}

. 91 : 17.9 9,738 973, 241 14,438 14,438 LR L L L X L LB X1 AL i
93-1 : 20.1 9,630 994,489 8,714 14,7M % L L L& L LD &L L |
93-2 : 5.9 9,769 1,199,371 16,310 16,319 3 L Lt X L L DR L i L I
4= 7. 9,937 617, 359 4,399 9,393 H I A I A R S B
ge-g 9.4 9,619 622,516 3,743 3,743 ] L L L8 L L L X1 3L B
93-1 9.7 9,644 549,404 3,991 3,991 3 L L L R LLE&RL L I
5-2 9.7 9, 663 457,830 b, 069 6,069 ] L E L 3 L L LR L i L D
96-1 167 7,380 B8Z, 648 5,798 b, 298 3 A A I S N L I
-2 . o103 9,327 688,794 6,354 6,390 A L Lt LR Lt LRL 8L n
97-1 ' 1.0 9,187 723,638 6,616 6,446 H L LL A E L1 L 1L i
37-2 11.0 9,156 776,594 7,132 7:132 . % L L L & L L1 L AL i
56-1 1.2 4,059 796,091 7,109 7,105 R S N L L L C
98-2 11.3 2,104 792,034 7,073 7,073 H E L L3R L L L i Y L
99-1 1.2 9,63 793,0¢ 7,10 7,1 H L L R L i L 4L L
99-2 11.9 9,979 173,313 6,906 £, 906 ] L L L & L L L L L L
bo-1 2.1 9,435 193,71 7,088 7,088 4 Ll & Lt E P L L
80-2 12.3 7,336 773,390 8,80 8,21 B B ELLLKXLLLL Lt Lt L L
0i-1 130 9,178 809, 437 9,243 9,243 b & LB E LR L LLL L ¥LLLilL

'g%—g 1.2 9,309 173,271 8,830 8,830 DXL D L ¢ 8§t L 11 | T L
02-2

03-1
03-2

0d-1
04-2
031

03-2
061

06-2

471

07-2

Dg-1

gg-2

OTHER CORRUMITIES: CHEHALYE, LEMIE CO, YHURGTOH €D
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" 5 — D
WACR40 FALCONM TELECABLE COLVILLE cT7T3820
) g K K KKK KEKGMUEY
1| ACET “RATE  ~ SUBS - GROSS ROYRLTY oy ROY ROV B R EHRITITHET
Y ' ' R RECEIPTS BASE 373 SYNBER f P L KPLHE
' : T u X Hds5 Y 5
I N HITERTI
87-1 TIDEL CDHHUHICATIO 0.3 1,084 124, 007 310 310 L L L L L L L
87-7 FALCON TELECABLE 12.0 1,780 146,850 679 679 L L bl Lt
881 B : VI B Y 146,917 739 73 L L L I
.8a-2 13.9 1.717. 133,998 8140 310 L L L L Lt
-89-1 13.3 1,641 133,636 826 826 L L L L L L
89-7 13.9 1,722 163,337 205 903 L L 1 Lo L L
70-1 199 1,689 167,754 gz 7 L T L £
90-2 16.9 2,39 197,924 1,308 1,308 L L1 L L L
911 2.2 2,327 298,277 4,343 4,343 b L1 L L 1
-7 15.2 2,39 301,092 4,384 q,389 I L1 L i D e - R
g2~ 0 4LITE 35,77 B,67% 1,678 ] Ll N )}
§2-2 201 2,422 328,539 4,667 4,667 1 L1 L L B
93-1 1.9 2,410 344,835 3,021 2,021 L I L L L L I
| 932 23.1 2,498 339,199 43,230 3,230 L D L1 L L 1
o 941 21 £,459 361,780 5,297 3,297 L I [ i I
94-2 14.2 2,947 119,047 460 L L1 L1 L
-1 14.7 2,316 214,826 1,618 L L L L L L L
Hi-2 161 2,940 241,612 1,686 L L L L L L L
561 5 - Y [ A S W £ L L L LL T
36-2 18.7 2,938 278,621 2,06 i L L L L L L
97-1 16.7 2,472 297,825 2,660 2,660 L L Lt L L D
-2 i8.7 2,403 283,514 2,10 L L L | LoL L ,
98-1 18.7 2,367 250,945 Z,179 L L A N N N
-7 18.7 2,400 78,913 Z,039 L L L L L Ll
99-1 19.6 2,31 202,983 z,100 L L ELLLL
597 19.6 2,331 286,535 2,136 L L LL L1 L
00-1  CHARTER CORNUNIERT 214 2,260 331,475 Z,960 2,960 I L Errrre
00-2 2.4 2,326 263,807 1,739 L L LL L1t
-1 214 2,380 273,330 1,786 L Lttt
01-2 1.4 2;379 273,323 1,784 L L £ L L b
-1 P4 2,324 273,317 1,784 L L
02-2 21.4 2,217 277,783 1,928 L LLLL¢L
03-1 1.4 1,924 231,386 1,563 L L L L L L
-2 0.0 1,392 229,930 1,438 L | .
-1 _ 179 1,935 196,742 1,013 B T N A T A R A
14-2 R 3% 1,462 131,076 362 LLLLLLil
031 S 23.4 1,410 126,640 37 LLLLLLLE
a-7 13,9 1,382 123,702 32 [ . T
(e-T  FALCON TECECABLE LR 1,359 128,291 32 A N T PR S MY A
067 10,6 1,312 128,300 32 A O SO P A T A
07-1 14.3 1,297 123,930 92 Lttt bttt
07-2 15.3 1,236 119,819 32 Lt L L L LilL
gg—} _ 15.9 1,188 123,786 gg I TR N M R T H

GTHER COMHUNTTIES: ARDEM, KETTLE FALLS




. CRINDEX. DOPC Cable Data Corporation JUL 12 2009

L

TWADTO0 BROADETRIPE LLC DUVALL 207

3 , CKKKKEKEREEREKKKEKEKEKEI

+ ACCT : - FAIL SUBS TTEROSS . ROVALTY ROY ROY rith FT TR I I W05 71T UvrierTAia

| PO : : RECEIPTS BASE 375 SMMDEY U P T C N R YHWTDBHODPEBI

: : Te¢5UC0Q0GYHUHSSKELSH

&

7 T T T AR TR T TT YT EI I

Bl g7-i SNOBUALWIE UALLEY  11.9 519 44,590 2 28 Lt LttbLlL L1 L L

o) 87-2 1.9 1,08 89,316 28 28 {1 LLLEL LIL & L

w| 881 139 T,¥Z2 48,634 137 T3/ 'L L 1T UL L L L L
88-2 S 139 1,106 94,905 719 219 (L LfLLL Ll 1L L
831 - 152 1,210 58,353 256 756 EL LiLtL Ll L L
89-7 6.9 1,224 115,75 473 473 (L Lt Lf b 1 L )
-1 16.5 1,149% 144,543 He 714 [ L L L1 Lt L L
90-2 7.9 1,822 159,152 862 867 LL LLLL L1l 1L L
91-1 185 1,576 28086 1,590 R T S A N | L
91-2 195 7.067  2ad636 1,716 L L Lt fLL Ll & L
91 ’ . - 155 £,194 271,904 1,967 L L LT L L LL L L
92-2 o 195 2293 91,mE 2,190 LL LLLL Lt L L
934 : W5 7,395 NI 6,5 4,629 1,905 L L ELiLL LL I i
932 2005 7,89 In4pd 6,998 4,95 2029 LL LLLEL Li ®B i
98- .3 7,99 337,019 7,784 T L Z, L L | I R A UL 1] B
94-7 2.2 775 w10 334 3,31 L L LLLL Lt 0
55-4 227 7,88 807,326 3,637 3,637 LL L tLLL Ll D
95-2 2.9 2,09 171,280 3,952 3,892 PLLELL Ll
¥6-1 _ 3.9 3,008 a4, 63{ g, 160 4360 t 1 {t L L1 L1 |
%27 249 4,195 472,866 4,223 4,203 L L LLLt L[¢& D
971 249 3,221 506,390 . 4,522 4,522 LL LLLL Lt ]
97-2 0.9 3,37 515,360 4,402 4,602 Lt LLLL L& ]

5 98-1 £6.9 3,300 a8, 46y 1,943 4,0da Lt | IO U N N N S X L
98-2 2.9 3,512 590,606 5,274 5,274 LL L LLLLLL L
59-1 WILLENNTUA BIGITAL 28.9 3,746 613,785 5,481 5,481 L tiLLLtbl L
99-2 299 3770 655,995 5,898 5,858 BL Lt L LfLLlL
U0-1 . . 1Y b, /ot b6q,808 a, 337 3,347 L L | M T N O N L L
00-2 A9 g0 eaE,2 0 LI 199 BELL LELLLLL L
0i-1 1909 4200 0 94LI3 9,0d 9,0 LLL LtLtrtLiotrt L
01-2 3.9 4,403 1,043,088 9,972 9,972 1Lt LLLLLLLE Lk
1] 169 &, 3% 1,116,547 14,674 1,674 it | W R U T N M N A L L
02-2 1.9 4,598 1,184,265 10,939 10,939 BLL LLLLLLLL LL
03-1 9.9 4,510 1,212,029 11,587 11,587 BLL LLLLLLLL L1L
03-2 4109 4,M1 1,207,665 11,545 11,545 BL L LLLLLULL Lt
08-1 : : 47 4,318 1,260,179 1Z, 087 12,047 1t | S O N P S A A B L
04-2 ) 45.1 4,245 1,257,894 12,025 12,029 pLL LELLLLLLL L1
95-4 453 0,187 1,739,204 11,847 11,847 BLL tiiLLLLLL L1
05-2 45.3 4,127 1,226,513 17,425 12,475 BL L LEbLLELLL LL
Ub-1 43 L 4, 20% 1,234,830 1Z, 300 1,303 L1 I T T ) JO R A L L
05-2 453 4141 1,220,738 12,366 12,366 pL L LiLLLLLE LEL
071 435 4006 1,184,518 17,008 1Z,003 pLLLUELEELLE Lt

w 07-2 19.9 4,650 499,285  1,6M Le Lt Lol LbLLEE bt

_gg:‘}z_ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ’éﬂﬂ?t [REN LA 3,680 476,931 $,4811 | A OO A AU N N MO U PO N H L L

OTHER CONBUNITIES: AHES LAME, ISSANUAH HIGHLRN, TSSRQUAH-COMHEHA, KIHG CO, PROVIDENCE POINT, SAHALEE, SANHANISH, TINBERLINE RIDGE
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WAETOO TCI CABLEVISION MOMNDE G299
{HASOT0) CONCRST OF WASHIHETOH IV IHC SEATTLE
_ E.E E K K B K KK HKEKHKHKERERNE?
8eCT RRTE. . . 5UBS EROSS ROYALTY - - ROY ROY ROY B A FBECCHITHNOODST U R U TH
3} - : o RECEIPTS BASE 3.79 SVUNDER U A ETPITCHRYRHNTEREODPERBI
: ' TH FCosSVyYeGO0oRO0Ss HESESKSESH
I1I ITTEIWNNINIIIIETILIII
§7-1 [EBHONDS CABLE Co 12.9 13,437 1,268,555 33,210 29,612 7,998 B L L L L LL L LB JI]
87-7 17.9 16,109 1,332,051 27,785 19,684 £,099 L i Ly r L L LB 1
88-1 13.9° 16,808 1,952,004 31,895 12,598 9,297 L L L L L L L LB ]
88-2. 13.9 17,607 1,631,402 33,52 23,733 9,712 L L L L L L L L B I
. 894 139 18093 1,778,778 53,219 35,914 17,361 1 L L L L LL L LD I
g3-2 18.9 18,341 1,993,352 89,707 40,250 19,4371 L L L L. L L L LD ]
96-1 19.9 18,54t z,057,7% 41,435 41,4335 i t L L L LL L LB 1]
50-2 16.7 19,036 2,175,397 43,926 41,926 B L L LLLL L L D I
911 6.7 19,40 2,221,106 44,966 44,966 i} L L L L LL L L3 ]
G1-2 18.2 19,488 2,294,104 46,901 46,401 il L L A T N A L L 8 i
92-1 18.2 19,630 2,443,472 49,334 49,334 I L L L. L Lt L LB b
52-2 19.1 19,823 2,480,896 30,088 30,088 B L L LLLL L L 8 i
231 9.1 19,941 2,617,082 32,839 52,819 i I T L L L L E L D 1
93-2 20,5 20,893 2,605,308 3z,601 a2, 601 B L1 L I O A L. L B 1
24-1 20,9 20,463 2,576,783 37,518 17,518 i} L it L L LL £ L ]
99-2 17.0 20,678 2,112,216 30,754 30,754 i L Lt L L L L £t L i
95“1 18.¢ 21,189 2,331,020 33,969 13,969 I L 1L L £ Lt ELL I
9a-7 19.6 21,887 7,457,374 35,707 34,707 L L L L L L L1 L L L )i
-1 197 263 2,600,854 37,868 17,368 I} Lt E L1 I i]
96-2 2t.6 . 71,578 7,746,227 19,985 39,983 i L Ll L L LL L1t L 1
87-1 2.6 01,688 2,866,579 41,737 41,79 I L Lt L LLL L L L L1
97-2 23.7 21,738 3,003,766 41,720 43,719 I L L b L1 L L Lt L L. 1
a8-1 3.7 H,842 0 1,165,139 8, 7% 8,29 I It 'L Lt L LL L
98-2 4.7  Ei,e44 1,702,863 28,607 78,502 i L Lt LLtbLiLirtLi L
99-1 .7 21,686 3,421,501 30,535 30,555 I LLLLLELELLLELL L
99-2 31.9 1,393 3,879,434 34,197 34,197 0 Lt L L Lt L L L L L
0-1 1.0 24,103 2,166,916 19,351 19,3451 CCfirtrecvLt bk L H
g?"g TCT CABLEVESION 12.0 21,707 1,804, 2% 17,248 17,248 i LtttLLLLLLLELLLE
8i-2
0Z-1
(2-2
#3-1
03-2
04~1
04-2
05-1
03-2
05~1
062
07-1
47-2
051
8-

DTHER COMMMMITIES: WING CO, SHOHOHISH CO, WOODURY
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i
s - - I=Tal T e B, . B
IWADOE0 COMCAST OF CA/CO/TX/WA INC OAK HAREOR cTe4]
T Lo B BB 000D KEKEKKREREKKREKEKEEK?Z
IV [ : ORRYETTSES CROSS  ROVALTY . KOV fV RY FH NN E R R E S C e T T o0 e s T Ui a
PO " - RECEIPTS BASE  3.05 SYNBEX U R E L CI IO0BSEPTCHRYNRTEEDDREPI
- ' THKPTNRHNHKTRE®S UGS ORQOGHEKSSKEIH
9 5 600G H -
TTTT NN R I I T T T TR RT AT T T TTIE I
87-1 TELE-UUE SYSTENS T 15.0 5,724 507,042 10,237 10,23 DD DL LL LoL L
87-7 15.0 6,224 566,099 11,430 11,430 DI DL L. L L L
851 16.5 6,436 662,607 13,378 13,318 1D 0 T A N L
85-7 165 7,476 - 687,007 13,871 187 D1 B L Ll L L L
£9-1 7.5 7,035 755162 15,3 15,327 1 PL LL L L L
89-7 : 17.5 7,178 799,413 16,039 16,039 D3 - Y N N N | L
901 19,7 4,198 882,499 12,849 12,849 11 R R W T L
90-2 197 7,78 876,98 12,768 12,768 B D LL LL L[ L L
91-1 192 7,873 9e,026 13,774 13,774 B D CL L L[ L L
91-7 19,2 4,149 980,740 14,279 _ 14,2719 3D LLLL L L L
g7 TN S.401 1,065,299 15,511 15,900 ] T LT )
977 : S 203 8,376 1,061,273 15,452 15,452 D3 T U | L
31 2.0 B.889 904,603 13,171 13,171 11 LL L[iL b ¢ L
537 - 69 8,715 607,012 8,765 8,765 0 L LL L L L
94T 9.9E, 906 592,281 5,041 8,041 10 R S N N
94-7 91 8,997 494,351 7,198 7,198 DO LL LL L L L
95-1 94 947 516,201 7,516 7,516 0D [L LL L & L
957 9.5 9,738 513,274 7,473 7,473 D B LL L L L L
%61 _ 9.5 5,395 TN, 825 1789 1749 i) O A T T R N
96-7 C 116 9,687 653,401 5215 5,835 11 T T T R R | [
97-1 ' 7.2 9,497 460,119 4,145 4,145 1oL LL LLLL L L
97-2 . 120 9,381 416,032 3,715 L715 i ELoLL b L L
951 AR CH LIS Y7 S VR W 7 i [ T T T A T A N
98-2 74 9,317 431,939 3,857 3,957 i Lt LidLLdtilL L
99-1 7.5 9.4 459, 065 4,009 4,099 I Lt L[LtLLLC L
99-¢ 7.5 9,351 484,907 4,70 4,3 I T A N
001 75085 MR, E 0T, 0 1 [ A T A [
00-7 8.0 9,743 481,197 4,600 4,600 i LL LLLLLL L
-1 8.0 9.346 493,154 4,73 4,734 I L LLCLLLEL [t
01-2 84 9,018 498,872 4,291 . 4,291 ] LL LL Lt L 1L
(pad I B 475,714 T T i R T T A T 1
02-2 CONCAST CABLE CORP .4 6,945 446,107 9,265 4,265 B LT LLiLtbtLlEL L L
03-1 7.8 85,973 420,733 4,718 4,118 D (L LCLLLLE LLL
032 7.8 8,970 468,292 4,477 4,477 D EL LLLLLE tLt
U9-1 COHCAST OF TA/L0/T 7.8 85, 7H T8q, 056 4.676  4.578 ] T T L T T T L
04z ' 7.8 8,791 381,695 3,648 3,649 B LL LLLLLL Lit
05-1 8.9 2,00 449,78 4,300 4,300 0 o LLLLLLELLC LLLtL
05-2 8.9 9,130 446,517 3,746 ' L L L LLLL LLLLLLLLLL LLLE
061 Y3528, 051 5,30y 5,30 N N T O G S OO O At T A Ry Ay I
062 5.9 9,728 578,33 5,352 5,13 L trbLLL LtLbttbtlLLL tLtbuot
07-1 9.8 9,77 553,432 5,606 5,606 L TR T T T O T O N T O T W N M O A A I A A 4
07-2 9.9 9,702 546,353 5,535 5,5 1] S S Y O S S S O O A A
0T _ 0.9 9,915 549,872 5,570 5,570 i N A A sy A T I A O

OTHER COKHUNITIES: TSLAND €6, BHIDBEV TSLAND H
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TWASOER0 COMCAST OF WASHINGTOM IV INCG SEATTLE 99L&
! cC e B D BB B 3B K KEKZKEKEKTZ RHKEKEKHEKHRETHE KK K K K K K " I
4| -ACCY RRTE . 5UBS CROSH RUVALTY ROY noy ROy BH I T T T T O T R R VA - R G A T T ] T vy T H
| fB RECEIPTS BRSE 379 SYHDEX U A £ I1100¢s57TCTHPTHLCNRVYNN T 1 B HobDePp B I
- T # PITHRRAEBTHUBRBLC A &S VR O I O 4 v R K § § K R 5 [
8 Lo s e 00 M e e L D
7 Il THR N R I IRTEIETERITHHINT I'1I I ITEI I A
“| &7-1 TCT OF SEATTLE 15.2 132,958 11,449,717 251,398 18Z,317 58,561 D L L L Lt Ll L L i ]
3|82 19.2 152,665 12,404,628 272,775 198,071 ?4,394 I L Lot LL b L L L i .
o] 88-1 o 15.2 149,737 12, 820,653 341,932 04,717 137,413 1 E L L L L 1L L L i i
o B8-2 TCI CRBLEVISEON OF 13.2 199,136 1’,31@;847 292,271 212,541 ?9,732 i L L L L L Lt L L I ]
85-1 TCI OF SEATTLE 17.3 163,691 15,683,878 343,940 250,113 93,827 1 L L L Lt L L L L ] ]
1| $3-7 701 OF UASHIHBTON  18.6 198,221 19,347,374 41,38 249,252 94,129 1 L Lt E L L1 L £ B 1]
| 90-1 V76 16,2780 I5 83,847 1k, TPE6e, TEE T L 'L | N S L k B i
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BEFORE THE
UNITED STATES COPYRIGHT ROYALTY JUDGES

WASHINGTON, DC
)
In the Matter of ) Docket No. 2008-2 CRB CD 2000-2003
)
Distribution of the 2000-2003 )
Cable Royalty Funds )
)
)

REBUTTAL CASE OF THE

CANADIAN CLAIMANTS GROUP

The Canadian Claimants Group (CCG) heteby subtmits the accompanying written rebuttal
testimony and exhibits in opposition to the ditect case of the Settling Parties, pursuant to 37 C.F.R.

351.11 and the June 30, 2009 scheduling order of the United States Copyright Royalty Judges.

Rebuttal Case Testimony

The Canadian Claimants Group submits the written rebuttal testimony and exhibits of the
following two witnesses:

1) Jonda K. Martin
President
Cable Data Corporation

2) John E. Calfee, Ph.DD.
Resident Scholar,
American Enterprise Institute



Summary of Evidence

The CCG’s rebuttal evidence is directed at the testimony of Marsha Kessler, Linda
McLaughlin and Hal Singer, witnesses for the Settling Parties.

Jonda Martin’s testimony describes the methodologies she used in the production of data
and reports supplied to Canadian Claimants Group for use in this rebuttal case. This testimony
covers three issues: (1) a “Min-Max™ analysis of Base Rate royalties paid for Canadian Distant
Signals, (2} a 3.75% Fund Reallocation Analysis for Systems Carrying Canadian Distant Signals,
and (3) a slightly modified version on the CDINDEX report that was inttoduced in this
proceeding as Exhibit SP-7. Her analyses atre offered by the CCG to rebut the testimony of Linda
McLaughlin and Marsha Kessler that the sliding scale used to determine Base Rate royalties means that
any allocation of royalties to signals or signal types by CDC is arbitrary. Her analyses ate offered by
the CCG to rebut the testimony of these witnesses that because the cable system operators’ designation

of the signal for payment of 3.75% fees may under certain conditions be arbitrary, any allocation based

on these royalties is also arbitrary.

John Calfee’s testimony addresses three main points in the McLaughlin testimony: (1) he
rebuts the contention that the compulsory licensing system for distant signal fees is completely
arbitrary; (2) he shows that thete is a relationship between distant signal cartiage fees and relative
value; and (3) he refutes the contention that there is no value for Canadian distant signals carried
by systems paying the minimum fee. Dr. Calfee’s testimony also addresses Dr. Singer’s
contentions on the role of “changed circumstances” between the copyright royalty proceedings
for years 1990-1992, 1998-1999, and 2000-2003. Dr. Calfee concludes that carriage data actually
reinforces the notion that the fee generation method should be applied to 2000-2003 data rather

than repeating the use of 1998-1999 data.
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Rebuttal Testimony of Jonda K. Martin

Submitted on Behalf of the Canadian Claimants Group
Docket No. 2008-2 CRB CD 2000-2003

My name is Jonda K. Martin. | am president and owner of Cable Data Corporation {CDC), an
information company based in Rockville, Maryland specializing in the collection, reporting and
analysis of Statement of Account data as filed by cable and satellite systems with the Licensing
Division of the U.S. Copyright Office. | have worked at CDC for over 20 years, and during this
time, | have been actively involved in all operations of the business. [ received a Bachelor of
Science/Business Administration degree from American University in Washington, DC, with
concentrations in international business and management information systems. | also received
an MBA from the University of Maryland.

| have previously testified before the Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panel (CARP) regarding

CDC’s data collection and reports prepared for the 1998 and 1999 cable compulsory license
royalties, and recently before the Copyright Royalty Judges (Jludges) in connection with the
current proceeding to distribute the 2000 through 2003 cable royalty funds.

A, Purpose of Testimony.

The purpose of my rebuttal testimony is to describe the methodologies used in the production
of data and reports supplied to Canadian Claimants Group (“CCG") for use in their 2000-2003
rebuttal case. For this proceeding, CCG has asked me to prepare a new version of a report and
conduct two analyses on CDC's fees-generated (fees-gen) data.

This testimony covers three issues: {1) a “Min-Max” analysis of base rate royalties paid for
Canadian distant signals, {2) a 3.75% Fund reallocation analysis for systems carrying Canadian
distant signals, and (3) a slightly modified version of the CDINDEX report that was introduced in
this proceeding as Exhibit SP-7.

B. Min-Max Analysis of Base Rate Royalties Paid for Canadian Distant Signals.

CCG requested an analysis of Canadian base rate fees-gen allocations. This analysis assesses
the minimum and maximum possible fees-gen for Canadian stations and is intended by CCG to

CDN-R-1



rebut the testimony of Linda McLaughlin and Marsha Kessler that the sliding scale used to
determine base rate royalties means that any allocation of royalties to signals or signal types by
CDC s arbitrary.

Cable systems pay royalties based on the total Distant Signal Equivalent (DSE) value of the
stations carried. The royalties are based on a sliding rate scale, shown below in Table 1. They
pay a higher rate for the first DSE, slightly less for the second through fourth DSE and an even
lower rate for any DSEs over 4.0.

Table 1
Base Rate Fee Schedule

. . Base Rate Base Rate Base Rate
Accounting Period
1.000 DSE | 2.000 —4.000 DSE | >4.000 DSE
2000-1 .00893 .00563 002582
2000-2 through 2003-2 .00956 .00630 .002960

One of CDC’s ongoing projects is to provide a means to match these royalties with individual
stations to show, in effect, how much of the royalty fund was attributable to each station. CDC
apportions the total royalty fees paid by an individual cable system among all the distant
broadcast stations the system carries. These apportioned royalties are known as “fees-
generated” or “fees-gen.” CDC allocates fees-gen based on each station’s DSE value, relative to
the total DSE value for the system. CDC does not select which distant station is the first DSE,
second DSE, etc. | explained CDC’s method for allocating royalties to stations in greater detail
in my direct case testimony in this proceeding, sponsored on behalf of Settling Parties.

In conjunction with their rebuttal case, CCG asked me to conduct a study analyzing the effect
on Canadian base rate fees-gen if Canadian stations were considered the first DSE or the last
DSE for each system carrying a distant Canadian station. In other words, for each distant
Canadian station, calculate the maximum and minimum base rate fees-gen that could be
allocated to the distant Canadian station(s) for each system and compare those results with the
actual fees-gen calculated under CDC's current protocols. It is my understanding that CCG had
done similar analyses on its own in each of the prior two litigated distribution proceedings,
though | have not reviewed those analyses.

This study encompassed all form three systems in 2000-1 through 2003-2 that were reporting
and paying base royalty fees for distant Canadian stations.



The maximum fees-gen were derived by calculating fees for the Canadian stations at the first
base rate. If there were two distant Canadian stations, the first would be calculated using the
first base rate and the second signal at the second rate. The sum of these two calculations
would represent the maximum fees possible for Canadian stations for that system.

The process to calculate the smallest possible amount of fees-gen takes into account all distant
stations reported by the system by ordering the non-Canadian stations first and Canadian
stations last. For example, consider a system in 2003-2 that reports two distant independent
stations, one U.S. and one Canadian. The U.S. independent station’s fees would be calculated at
the first base rate of .956% of gross receipts and the Canadian station’s fees would be
calculated at the second base rate of .630%. In cases where the Canadian station’s DSE was
split between base rates, CDC would calculate each portion of the Canadian DSE at the
appropriate rate. For example, if a system carries three distant network stations and one
Canadian station, the three networks - each with a DSE value of .250 - would be calculated at
the first base rate totaling .750 DSEs. The remaining Canadian station at 1.000 DSE would be
split between the first and second base rates. Fees would be calculated using .250 of the
Canadian station at the first base rate, and the remaining .750 of Canadian DSEs muitiplied by
the second base rate. In cases where Canadian stations are the only distant stations, the
minimum, maximum and actual fees-gen amounts are the same.

In completing my analysis, | calculated the minimum, actual, and maximum fees-generated for
each system carrying a Canadian distant station. The results were subtotaled for each system
and then aggregated for the year. The final results show that the actual CDC fees-generated fall
between the maximum and minimum totals. Minimum totals were, on average, about 95% of
actual and maximum totals were about 105% of actual. The results were substantially the same
for each of the four years and are shown in Table 2, below:

Table 2
Min Max Analysis for Canadian Distant Signal Base Rate Royalties

. . Min Base Max Base
Minimum Actual CDC Maximum E F
Year Canadian Base Canadian Canadian ce ees
As % of As % of
Fees Fees Gen Base Fees
Actual Actual
2000 2,649,851 2,760,030 2,899,995 96.01% 105.07%
2001 2,712,491 2,815,634 2,955,502 96,50% 104.75%
2002 3,298,580 3,456,589 3,660,761 95.43% 105.91%
2003 3,622,282 3,800,001 4,015,290 95.32% 105.77%




For each of the years, | identified a few systems where the actual fees paid by the system were
less than the calculated minimum or exceeded the calculated maximum. Rovyalties that
exceeded the minimum and maximum by more than 0.75% were treated as exceptions and the
systems were excluded from the totals above. There were a few systems whose actual fees
were less than the minimum or exceeded the maximum but were not treated as exceptions
because the differences were minor and appeared to be largely due to rounding. For the years
2000 through 2003, there were a total of 3, 3, 5, and 1 systems, respectively, that were treated
as exceptions and excluded from the calculations above. | also calculated the results using
every system - including exceptions - and those results were essentially the same as the results
that excluded the exceptions. The results including the exceptions are shown in Appendix A,
Table 4.

C. Analysis of “Market Quota” 3.75% Fee Reallocation.

CCG requested that CDC conduct an analysis of cases where cable systems pay a 3.75% fee
because they carry Independent stations that exceed the FCC “market quota.” This portion of
my testimony is intended by CCG to rebut the testimony of Linda McLaughlin and Marsha
Kessler that the allocation of the 3.75% royalties by CDC is arbitrary as well as the underlying
implication that a fair allocation method cannot be produced. For reference, Ms, Kessler
attached to her direct case testimony information about the Market Quota rules.

The criteria for inclusion in this analysis were form three systems that paid a 3.75% fee,
reported at least one U.S. Independent station and at least on Canadian station of which one
was "permitted” on a market-quota basis. In these carriage instances, it may be somewhat
arhitrary as to which of the stations the cable system could indicate as “permitted” and which
are not. This analysis attempts to eliminate any arbitrary effect on fees-generated by
reallocating the 3.75% fees and base fees paid for these carriage instances on a proportional
DSE basis. In this case, all stations are independent stations.

To understand this analysis, consider an example: A cable system carries three Independent
stations, A, B and C, and reports on its Statement of Account that two, A and B, are “permitted”
under the FCC market quota rules and the third Independent station, C, is carried subject to the
3.75% fee. The system would pay 2.000 DSEs worth of Base Rate royalties for the two stations
deemed permitted, A and B, and 1.000 DSE worth of royalties for the third station, C, at the
3.75% rate. CDC currently allocates these royalties by allocating equal shares of the Base rate



royalties to each of the two Independent stations, A and B, and allocating all of the 3.75%
royalties to the third signal, C. Conceivably, however, any of the three stations could have been

the 3.75% station. In this reallocation analysis, all of the fees paid for these stations are

distributed evenly to show that all had an equal opportunity to be the 3.75% fee signal or one
of the two base rate signals. In this case, the hase rate fees paid for the 2,000 permitted DSEs
and the 3.75% fee paid for 1.000 non-permitted are divided equally and reallocated to each of
the three independent stations, so that stations A,B, and C, have one-third each of the base

rate royalties and one-third each of the 3.75% royalties.

| applied this reallocation protocol to every qualifying U.S. and Canadian independent station in

the category above. The results are shown for base, 3.75 and total royalties in Table 3:

Table 3

3.75% Fee Reallocation for Systems Carrying Canadian Distant Signals

CDC's Standard Allocation Method

Adjusted Reallocation Method

vor | swionte | tout | e | S| o | e || R
2000 CANADIAN $77,109 59,977 567,132 579,355 49,384 569,971 52,246
2001 CANADIAN $295,792 | 517,613 5278,179 | $210,173 | 544,230 5165,893 (S85,619)
2002 CANADIAN $564,483 | 534,348 $530,135 | $412,164 | 574,366 5337,798 (5152,319)
2003 CANADIAN 5748,630 | $50,063 $698,567 | $579,786 | 592,470 5487,316 {5168,844)
2000 | US-INDEPENDENTS | $127,020 | $10,316 $116,704 | 124,774 | 510,909 $113,865 {92,246)
2001 | US-INDEPENDENTS | $325,687 | §122,356 $203,331 | 5411,306 | 595,689 $315,617 585,519
2002 | US-INDEPENDENTS | $456,322 | $148,467 $307,855 | 5608,641 | $108,449 | $500,192 $152,319
2003 | US-INDEPENDENTS | $616,342 | §177,804 5438,538 | 785,186 | $135,397 5649,789 5168,844

D.

Revised CDINDEX Report including historical carriage of WTBS.

Though | am not sponsoring it as an exhibit, CCG asked me to rerun the CDINDEX report which
was introduced during the Settling Parties’ direct case as Exhibit SP-7. CCG needed a version
that displayed the historic carriage of WTBS which had been inadvertently left off of the reports
produced fast fall. WTBS was not showing up because CDC had updated its callsign database to
reflect that channel 17 in Atlanta, formerly WTBS's channel, is now WPCH. As a result WTBS
was not displaying on the report. | simply had to rerun the signal indexing program to properly




display the station as WTBS. This report accurately reflects the carriage of WTBS by each cable
system as a distant station during the years covered by the report. | am informed that this
document will be spensored as an exhibit to part of the testimony of another rebuttal witness
for CCG.



Appendix A

Table 4
Min Max Analysis with all Exceptions Included

L. ] Min Base Max Base
Minimum Actual CDC Maximum
. . ) Fee Fees
Year Canadian Base Canadian Canadian
As % of As % of
Fees Fees Gen Base Fees
Actual Actual
2000 2,649,851 2,760,030 2,899,995 96.11% 105.40%
2001 2,712,491 2,815,634 2,955,502 96.49% 104.66%
2002 3,298,580 3,456,585 3,660,761 95.36% 105.85%
2003 3,622,282 3,800,001 4,019,290 95.35% 105.79%
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CORRECTED

The maximum fees-gen were derived by calculating fees for the Canadian stations at the first
base rate. If there were two distant Canadian stations, the first would be calculated using the
first base rate and the second signal at the second rate. The sum of these two calculations
would represent the maximum fees possible for Canadian stations for that system.

The process to calculate the smallest possible amount of fees-gen takes into account all distant
stations reported by the system by ordering the non-Canadian stations first and Canadian
stations last. For example, consider a system in 2003-2 that reports two distant independent
stations, one U.S. and one Canadian. The U.S. independent station’s fees would be calculated at
the first base rate of .956% of gross receipis and the Canadian station’s fees would be
calculated at the second base rate of .630%. |n cases where the Canadian station’s DSE was
split between base rates, CDC would calculate each portion of the Canadian DSE at the
appropriate rate. For example, if a system carries three distant network stations and one
Canadian station, the three networks - each with a DSE value of ,.250 - would be calculated at
the first base rate totaling .750 DSEs. The remaining Canadian station at 1.000 DSE would be
split between the first and second base rates. Fees would be calculated using .250 of the
Canadian station at the first base rate, and the remaining .750 of Canadian DSEs multiplied by
the second base rate. In cases where Canadian stations are the only distant stations, the
minimum, maximum and actual fees-gen amounts are the same,

In completing my analysis, | calculated the minimum, actual, and maximum fees-generated for
each system carrying a Canadian distant station. The results were subtotaled for each system
and then aggregated for the year. The final results show that the actual CDC fees-generated fall
between the maximum and minimum totals, Minimum totals were, on average, about 95% of
actual and maximum totals were about 105% of actual. The resulfs were substantially the same
for each of the four years and are shown in Table 2, below:

Table 2
Min Max Analysis for Canadian Distant Signal Base Rate Royalties

Min B Max B
Minimum Actual CDC Maximum in Base ax Base
. . . Fee Fees
Year Canadian Base Canadian Canadian
As % of As % of
Fees Fees Gen Base Fees
Actual Actual
2000 2,648,851 2,760,030 2,899,995 96.01% 105.07%
2001 2,844,414 2,947,551 3,087,415 96.50% 104.75%
2002 3,298,580 3,456,589 3,660,761 95.43% 105.91%
2003 ‘3,622,282 3,800,001 4,019,250 95.32% 105.77%




Appendix A

Table 4

Min Max Analysis with all Exceptions Included

CORRECTED

R . Min Base Max Base
Minimum Actual CDC Maximum
. . . Fee Fees
Year Canadian Base Canadian Canadian
As % of As % of
Fees Fees Gen Base Fees
Actual Actual
2000 2,662,775 2,770,427 2,920,030 096.11% 105.40%
2001 2,885,260 2,950,202 3,128,520 96.49% 104.66%
2002 3,335,267 3,497,691 3,702,296 95.36% 105.85%
2003 3,627,948 3,805,024 4,025,484 95.35% 105.79%
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I, Jonda K. Martin, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United

States of America that the foregoing corrected pages to my previously prepared written
rebuttal testimony prepared for submission by the Canadian Claimants Group to the
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Rebuttal Testimony of John E, Calfee, Ph.D,

Submitted on Behalf of the Canadian Claimants Group
Docket No. 2008-2 CRB CD 2000-2003

My name is John E. Calfee. I am submitting this testimony in the Rebuttal
Phase of the Copyright Royalty Judges’ proceedings in the matter of the Distribution of the 2000,
2001, 2002, and 2003 Cable Royalty Funds, 1 offer this testimony on behalf of the Canadian
Claimants Group {CCG) and not as an employee of the American Enterprise Institute, which
does not take institutional positions on specific legislation, litigation, or regulatory proceedings.
I have been asked to address the written and oral direct testimonies of Linda M. McLaughlin and

Harold Singer, with reference to other testimony when necessary,

1. Qualifications

[ received my Ph.D. in economics in 1980 from the University of California at Berkeley.
My dissertation was on potential demand for electric vehicles. The goal of that research was to
estimate consumer demand for products that were not in the marketplace. To deal with the fact
that the market could not provide prices and thus could not permit consumers to reveal their
valuation of competing products, I used a combination of survey research and econometric
methods developed by my thesis supervisor, Daniel McFadden. My first job after receiving my
Ph.D. was at the Bureau of Economics at the Federal Trade Commission, where I was a staff
economist and later a Deputy Assistant Director and Special Assistant to the Director of the
Bureau of Economics. At the FTC, I became familiar with interactions between government and
industry and observed the ways in which government regulators took account of the preferences
and interests of various parties affected by their regulations, including the role of public
comments in regulatory rulemaking. When at the FTC and since then, most of my research and
publications have focused on the operation of regulated markets. Among the specific topics I

have written on are: the measurement of consumer demand in the absence of actual market

CDN-R-2



prices (as in my research with Clifford Winston on the value of avoiding congestion when
commuting), the influence of regulation on health information in food advertising and on the
content of pharmaceutical advertising, the impact of price regulation on research and
development, and the interactions between the pharmaceutical industry and the Food and Drug
Administration, I have also testified in hearings before the U.S. House of Representatives and
the U.S. Senate, and before the Food and Drug Administration.

Finally, I provided written rebuttal testimony for the Canadian Claimants Group in the
1990-1992 and 1998-1999 Cable Royalty Distribution Proceedings. I was not called to provide
oral testimony in either hearing, however.

A copy of my CV is attached as Appendix A.
2. McLaughlin Testimony

I address three main points in the McLaunghlin testimony: (1) Whether the compulsory
licensing system for distant signal fees is completely arbitrary; (2) The relationship between
distant signal carriage fees and relative value; and (3) The value of Canadian distant signals

carried by systems paying the minimum fee.

A. Is the compulsory licensing system for distant signal copyright royalties
completely arbitrary?

In her testimony, McLaughlin states that that “The payment rules [for distant signal fees]
are arbitrary; they were established by legislative compromise, not relative market value.”
(McLaughlin Written Direct at 3.) In support, she cites (Id. at 3, n. 4) the November 19, 1982
findings of the Copyright Royalty Tribunal: “The rates were established as a [egislative
compromise, they are arbitrary, and they were intended to require only a minimum payment on
the part of cable operators [footnote in original omitted].” (Copyright Royalty Tribunal
Adjustment of the Royalty Rate for Cable Systems, Docket No. CRT 81-2, Nov. 19, 1982, 47 FR
52146 at 54.) In general, her testimony suggests that the compulsory licensing plan generating
the fees at issue in these hearings is arbitrary and therefore the fees cannot be related to relative

value. The purpose of this compulsory licensing plan, however, is to avoid the huge transaction




costs that would be required for direct negotiations among a large number of buyers and sellers
of programming content, The task is greatly complicated by the fact the systems must import
entire signals (i.e., everything that is broadcast by a specific Canadian, Mexican or American
distant station), rather than selecting specific programs for distant carriage. A recent report from
the U.S. Copyright Office describes the plan’s origins:

“At the time, it was not realistic for hundreds of relatively small cable operators to

negotiate individual licenses with dozens of copyright owners, so a practical

mechanism for clearing rights was needed, As a result, Congress created the

Section 111 statutory license. Section 111 permits cable systems to carry distant

broadcast signals, while compensating copyright owners for the public

performance of their works, without the transaction costs associated with

marketplace negotiations for the carriage of copyrighted programs.” (Satellite

Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act Section 109: a Report of the

Register of Copyrights, U.S. Copyright Office, June 2008, at 3.)

Any such compulsory licensing system is bound to introduce anomalies (as explained in
more detail below), including seemingly arbitrary fees. But the parties with the greatest interest
in the compulsory licensing system at issue — including cable system owners and the diverse
groups of owners of programming copyrights — were involved in creating these arrangements.
(See House Report No. 94-1476, 17 USC §111, at. 8, below.) These and other interested parties
have been free to suggest modifications during the many years in which the system has been in
force. As a result, it is most unlikely that the licensing fee arrangements being enforced by
Copyright Royalty Judges are completely arbitrary and bear no relationship to the underlying
economic forces or to the preferences of copyright owners and cable system operators. Indeed, it
is clear from various sources that the compulsory licensing system is a creature of legislation
informed by continued industry input (from both buyers and seilers of distant programming), and
that the industry has adapted its practices to these rules. For example, the June 2008 report of
the Register of Copyrights, “Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reautherization Act Section
109 Report,” notes that “Congress enacted Section 111 after years of industry input . . .” (at. i),
and that “Any changes to the Section 111 statutory structure will disrupt settled expectations™ (at.
ix). The National Association of Broadcasters, in its July 2, 2007 comments to the U.S.
Copyright Office (“Comments of the National Association of Broadcasters,” In re Section 109
Report to Congress, Docket No. 2007-1, at. 24-25), emphasized that historic FCC carriage rules,

including carriage rates, “reflected market realities that continue to exist today, and have
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produced longstanding carriage patterns upon which stations, cable operators, and cable
subscribers have come to rely” (p. 25).

In fact, there are numerous ways in which essential features of the fee system reflect
economic and institutional realities. An example is the assignment of DSE values to various
classes of distant signals, something the McLaughlin testimony criticizes in some detail.
(McLaughlin Written Direct at 6-7). On the whole, these assignments appear to reflect the nature
of the programming carried by these classes when DSE values were assigned. Thus distant
network-affiliated stations mainly carried programs that were also available locally, although not
necessarily in the same time slots. Similarly, to varying degrees, the same would be true of
public television stations to the extent they broadcast programming obtained through the Public
Broadcasting Service. The Canadian stations, on the other hand, carried large amounts of unique
programming that was not otherwise available to American systems. All this is consistent with
the relative magnitude of DSE values.

Much of this reasoning is illustrated in the House of Representatives report on 17 U.S.C.
§ 111, the governing statute. That report states:

By contrast, their retransmission of distant non-network programing by cable
systems causes damage to the copyright owner by distributing the program in an
area beyond which it has been licensed. Such retransmission adversely affects the
ability of the copyright owner to exploit the work in the distant market. It is also
of direct benefit to the cable system by enhancing its ability to attract subscribers
and increase revenues. For these reasons, the Committee has concluded that the
copyright liability of cable television systems under the compulsory license should
be limited to the retransmission of distant non-network programing.

In implementing this conclusion, the Committee generally followed a proposal
submitted by the cable and motion picture industries, the two industries most
directly affected by the establishment of copyright royalties for cable television
systems. Under the proposal, the royalty fee is determined by a two step
computation. First, a value called a “distant signal equivalent” is assigned to all
“distant” signals. Distant signals are defined as signals retransmitted by a cable
system, in whole or in part, outside the local service area of the primary
transmitter, Different values are assigned to independent, network, and
educational stations because of the different amounts of viewing of non-network
programing carried by such stations. For example, the viewing of non-network
programs on network stations is considered to approximate 25 percent. These
values are then combined and a scale of percentages is applied to the cumulative
total. (House Report No. 94-1476, 17 U.S.C. §111, p. 8.)



B. The relationship between distant signal carriage fees and relative value.

The fee generation system at issue in these proceedings can be broken into two
components; (1) the determination of distant signal royalty fees to be paid by cable systems; and
(2) the allocation of aggregate paid-in fees to various signal types. Iaddress the pay-in structure
first, and then turn to allocation. In both cases, the last Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panel
(CARP) has emphasized that the goal is not to ascertain the actual market value of various
programming, but only the relative value of programming. (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution
of 1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 10 ff.).

McLaughlin states that royalty fees for distant signals bear no relationship to relative
value. Her first argument in support of this proposition is that fees are generated by a
compulsory licensing system that was “established by legislative compromise, not relative
market value.” (McLaughlin Written Direct at 3; Transcript of McLaughlin Oral Testimony at
628.) From this, she infers that fees must be unrelated to relative value. This conclusion is not
warranted. The simple fact that fees arise from compulsory licensing law does not imply that
fees are unrelated to relative value. As I described above, the compulsory licensing mechanism
used for distant signal carriage fees was not constructed in a completely arbitrary fashion, but
rather was the result of compromises among interested parties including those paying and those
receiving royalties, all with the goal of eliminating unreasonably costly transactions in favor of a
simple fee structure that is designed only to provide a reasonable relationship, on average, among
the various interests.

McLaughlin also describes how the compulsory licensing system can create anomalous
outcomes. For example, a higher-valued signal might generate a lower fee than a less-valued
signal. (McLaughlin Written Direct at 3-4.) In her numerical example, she shows that if two
signals provide different relative value ($25 and $75), but generate the same fees ($20 each),
there will either be a disparity between relative values and fee allocation, or a disparity between
relative value and what is actually paid for the signals. But this anomaly is simply a result of
setting equal fees for two signals in the same class., This kind of thing is unavoidable in a
compulsory licensing mechanism, simply because fees are not separately negotiated for each

distant signal.



To address McLaughlin’s claim that fees and relative values are essentially unrelated,
one has to examine how the fee system works in practice. Much of McLaughlin’s testimony
focuses on specific aspects of fee calculation for systems that subscribe to more than one distant
signal. An examination of these aspects of compulsory licensing system reveals strong
relationships between fees and the relative value of distant signals,

i Carriage fees and service tiers: One aspect of the fee system addressed by
McLaughlin is that royalties are calculated as a percentage of cable system revenues for the
relevant service tiers. Because systems can exercise considerable discretion in arranging tiers,
the effect is to alter royalties fees paid in even when distant signal carriage is unchanged. In
particular, systems probably reduce carriage fees by placing distant signals in relatively low-
priced tiers, which reduces copyright royalties because they are calculated as a percentage of tier
revenues. This applies to all distant signals, however, and appears to have no bearing on the
extent to which fees for various distant signals are correlated with relative value.

ii. The designation of 3.75% signals: McLaughlin also describes the arbitrariness
of the designation of 3.75% signals. Under certain circumstances, when a system imports two or
more distant signals, one or more of those signals must be paid for at the 3.75% rate, in which
case the signal generates a fee of 3.75%, nearly four times the 0.956% for the first signal. When
the cable operator can select which signal to treat as the 3.75% signal or signals by designating
one or more signals as “permitted”, the designation made by the cable system may be seen as
arbitrary. The McLaughlin testimony emphasizes that this anomaly is “not minor” (McLaughlin
Written Direct at 6). The testimony simply describes the 3.75% system, however, It does not
provide any reason to think that the anomaly’s practical effects would be significant, however,
nor does it suggest how to deal with the anomaly. Suppose a system initially carries one distant
signal and pays the minimum fee of 0.956%. Suppose it adds a second signal that triggers a
3.75% designation. That increases the fee from 0.956% to 4.706% (3.75% + 0.956%). But the
system could simply drop the first signal and replace it with the second one, keeping the fee at
0.956%. By choosing to keep both signals, the system reveals that each one is worth at least the
difference between the minimum fee and the new fee, i.e., 3.75%. For example, suppose a
system is considering the carriage of two distant signals, one with a value to the system of 3.5%

and the other, 2.5%. Either signal would be worth carrying while paying the minimum fee of



0.960%, but the first signal would provide more value (3.5%), yielding a net value after fees of
2.54% (3.50% minus 0.96%). If the system adds the second signal, total value would increase to
6.0%, but total fees would increase by 3.75%, from 0.96% to 4.706%, so that net value would
decrease from 2.54% to 1.294% (6.0% minus 4.706%). The system would stick with just the
first signal even though the two signals together would be worth substantially more than the total
fee including the 3.75%. This reflects the fact that the first signal is a relative bargain, costing
only the minimum fee, compared to the second signal, which costs 3.75%. If the system carries
both signals, each must be worth at least 3.75%. If both signals were worth 3.5%, for example,
carriage of just one would yield net value of 3.5% - 0.96% = 2.54%, while carriage of both would
yield net value of 7.0% - 4.706% = 2.29%, which is less than the 2.54% yield from carrying only
one signal.

This logic carries through regardless of which signal is designated as the 3.75% signal. A
reasonable way to deal with this situation is to split the royalties equally among the originators of
the signals. Ihave been informed that in order to reflect these conditions, Cable Data
Corporation (CDC) has examined the cable systems that carried a distant Canadian station and
paid 3.75% royalties and reallocated the royalties so that both distant signals receive an equal
allocation of the combined base and 3.75% royalty payments.

ii. The impact of the declining fee scale for multiple distant signals: A third
aspect of the fee schedule for distant signals discussed by McLaughlin is the declining or
“sliding™ fee scale: 0.956% of the system’s gross receipts for the first DSE, 0.630% for the
second through fourth, and 0.296% for the rest (these rates were slightly lower during period
2000-1). This sliding scale is the outcome of the legislative process discussed above as involving
the parties with the greatest interest in constructing a reasonably efficient mechanism to eliminate
the costs of multitudes of separate negotiations and transactions. The fee schedules in effect in
2000 through 2003, i.e., the actual royalty rates and the revenues required to be a Form 3 system,
were the result of settlement of the inflation rate adjustment proceeding between cable operators
and copyright owners. (See Library of Congress, Adjustment of Cable Statutory License Royalty
Rates. 65 Fed Reg. 64622 (Oct 30, 2000).) The fee schedule is also a reasonable way to deal
with the economic reality that not all distant signals are of equal value, so that systems tend to

select the most valuable signals first when deciding which and how many signals to import. The




designation of which of two or more signal generates the initial, largest fee, is often arbitrary,
however. McLaughlin argues that this is a significant flaw in the compulsory licensing system.
But as she points out in her written testimony, “As a practical matter, during 2000-03 only a very
small amount of importation occurred above one DSE. The average subscriber in Form 3
systems with distant signals received 1.2 DSEs.” (McLaughlin Written Direct at 8.)

The declining fee schedule appears to be an example of how seemingly striking
anomalies in compulsory licensing can turn out to be of little practical importance. This is
illustrated in a series of calculations of fee data. The rebuttal testimony of David Bennett in the
prior distribution proceedings over the 1998 and 1999 royalty pool testimony included the results
of a “min/max” exercise in which Canadian base rate royalties were calculated twice, once with
the Canadian distant signal designated to generate the highest possible fee (0.893% at the time,
rather than 0.956% for the present proceedings), and again with a Canadian signal designated to
generate the lowest possible fee (usually the 0.563% rate then used for 2™ through 4™ signals),
depending on the number of signals actually carried by each cable system carrying a Canadian
distant signal, The results, based on the Bennett testimony, are reproduced in Table 1. (See
Exhibit CDN-5, Tab C, at 4-5.) The difference was quite small. For period 1999-2, for example,
the maximum amount of $1,428,206 is only about 10% greater than the minimum amount of

$1,263,624.

Table 1:
Base Royalty Fee Min/Max Calculation,
1991-2, 1992-2, 1998-2, and 1999-2

Minimum | Actual CDC | Maximum . .
. . . \ Min Base Min Base
Accounting | Canadian Allocation Canadian
. Fee As % of | Fee As % of
Period Base Rate | of Base Rate | Base Rate Actual Actual
Royalties Royalties Royalties ua ctua
1991-2 $1,010,951 $1,262,459 $1,573,058 80.08% 124.60%
1992-2 $1,072,095 $1,337,176 $1,654,633 80.18% 123.74%
1968-2 $1,050,862 $1,097,286 $1,183,725 05.77% 107.88%
1999-2 $1,293,624 $1,317,249 $1.428,206 08.21% 108.42%
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In the present hearings, rebuttal testimony from Jonda Martin, President of the Cable Data
Corporation, will provide a new min/max analysis for the years 2000 through 2003. The resulis
of Ms. Martin’s analysis are presented in Table 2. Just as in the prior proceeding, the differences
are quite small. For the year 2003, for example, the maximum amount of $4,109,290 is about

11% greater than the minimum amount of $3,622,282.

Table 2:
Base Royalty Fee Min/ Max Calculation, 2000-2003

Minimum Actual CDC Maximum Min Base | Max Base
Year Canadian Allocation of Canadian Fee Fees

Base Rate Base Rate Base Rate As % of As %% of

Royalties Royalties Royalties Actual Actual
2000 $2,649.851 $2,760,030 $2,899,995 96.01% 105.07%
2001 $2,712,491 $2,815,634 $2,955,502 96.50% 104.75%
2002 $3,298,580 $3,456,589 $3,660,761 095.43% 105.91%
2003 $3,622,282 $3,800,001 $4,019,290 95.32% 105.77%

As can be seen, the CDC fee allocation is roughly the mid-point, within about 5% in either
direction, of the highest and lowest possible royalty allocation for Canadian signals. It is clear
that during 2000-2003, as in 1998-1999, fee generation as reported by CDC is quite robust with
respect to the assignment of the order of signals and their sliding fees.

iv. The assignment of DSE values to classes of distant signals: Finally, a fourth
aspect of the distant signal fee schedule discussed by McLaughlin pertains to the assignment of
0.25 versus 1.0 DSE to various classes of distant signals. Her testimony argues that Canadian
signals are 1.0 DSE even though they carry significant programming that is duplicative of local
programming, as do network stations, which are only 0.25 DSE signals. The testimony does not
indicate the extent of duplicative programming, however, and evidence produced in the CCG’s
direct case indicates that the bulk of Canadian distant signal programming is Canadian in origin.
(See Testimony of Janice de Freitas, Exhibit CDN-1 at 6-8, and Tab CDN-1-Q.} In any event,
this is essentially just a criticism of the legislative findings that led to the structure of the

compulsory licensing system. In my earlier discussion of how the compulsory licensing was



created through legislation, it was clear that the determination of DSE weights was informed by
discussion among the interested parties of such central issues as the extent of duplicative

programming among distant and local signals.

C. The value of Canadian distant signals carried by systems paying the
minimum carriage fee.

Cable systems that carry 1.0 DSE or less are required to pay as the minimum fee, the base
rate fee for 1.0 DSE, equal to 0.956% of combined revenues from the highest tier including a
distant signal plus lower tiers (i.e., gross receipts), McLaughlin states that when cable systems
pay the minimum fee, there is no reason to think that the distant signals carried by those systems
provide significant value to those systems (McLaughlin Written Direct at 7-8). In particular,
McLaughlin argues that distant Canadian signals can be assumed to be of negligible value to
systems that carry no other distant signal and therefore pay the minimum fee. The implication is
that to extent that the pool of paid-in fees consists of minimum fees from systems that subscribe
to one or more distant signals, there is no reasonable way to assign relative value to these distant
signals.

There are several reasons why we can assume that even for minimum-fee systems, all or
nearly all distant Canadian signals are of substantial value, often comparable to or exceeding the
minimum fee. The switch of WTBS from a broadcast signal to a cable network in 1998 provides
a useful natural experiment for assessing the value of Canadian distant signals. In my rebuttal
testimony in the 1998-1999 proceedings, I briefly noted that many Canadian signals were carried
by systems paying the minimum fee, but that many or most of the those systems had previously
carried Canadian signals in addition to a 1.0 DSE signal. In that analysis, I relied partly upon
data from the CDC. For the current proceedings, I requested more comprehensive data from
CDC. One item I also initially reviewed was Settling Parties’ Exhibit SP-7, which was a report
titled CDINDEX, containing a printout of detailed data by cable system. However, the report
was incomplete for several years leading up to the WTBS switch in 1998; in particular, Exhibit
SP-7 lacked information on WTBS carriage in the relevant years. I have since been provided
with an updated version of this report containing complete data sets including TBS carriage. The

replacement CDINDEX list of detailed cable system data is provided as Exhibit CDN-R-2-A to
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my testimony. CDC also provided me with the data for Table 3, below.

The CDC data show that in the period 1997-2, just before the WTBS switch, 95.2% of
cable systems carried WTBS, which was a 1.0 DSE signal. Systems that also carried a Canadian
distant signal had to pay at least the base fee of 0.956% plus 0.630% (the fee for a second DSE)
of gross receipts. This indicates that for a typical system, the first Canadian distant signal was
worth at least 0.630%. Canadian signals that were valued at less than 0.630% (which was also
charged for the 3 and 4™ distant signal) would not have been carried.

Let us suppose, as the McLaughlin testimony suggests, that many of the Canadian signals
carried after the WTBS switch were worth relatively little — say, 0.5% or less of gross receipts. If
so, most of those signals would not have been carried before the WTBS switch because they
would have incurred a fee of 0.63% after paying the basic fee for WTBS itself. McLaughlin’s
argument therefore predicts that we should observe a disparity between Canadian signal carriage
before and after the WTBS switch, with substantially fewer signals being carried before the
switch. This can be tested with data. Table 3 presents data for periods 1990-1 (the first half of
1990) through 2003-2 (the second half of 2003) on Form 3 systems (which account for almost all
royalties). The table displays the number of Form 3 systems, the number and percentage of Form
3 systems with zero DSEs, the number with 1 or more Canadian distant signals, the number with
exactly one Canadian distant signal, the number with two or more, and the number of Form 3
systems for which a Canadian distant signal is the only distant signal carried. It can be seen that
during 1990-1 through 1997-2, periods in which WTBS was classified as a distant signal, very
few systems carried only a Canadian signal and no other distant signal (2 systems at the most) —
reflecting the fact that nearly all systems already carried WTBS at 1.0 DSE. This means that
practically all systems importing a Canadian distant signal incurred a fee of 0.630%. Between 61
and 68 systems carried one or more Canadian distant signal, along with one or more other distant
signals. Of those, between 47 and 51 (48 in 1997-1, 51 in 1997-2) carried exactly one Canadian
distant signal.

Additional information about the value of Canadian signals can be inferred from the facts
that virtually no systems carried only a single Canadian signal and no other distant signal, and
that many systems carried more than one Canadian signal (again, see Table 3). The value of

individual Canadian signals is bound to vary greatly among the various cable systems, as
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reflected in the frequent decision to carry more than one signal. It is most unlikely that each
system importing a single signal happened to value it at exactly 0.63% or slightly more. Far
more likely is that valuations, while all being at least 0.63%, ranged well beyond that. Similar
reasoning, albeit with less force given the fewer number of signals involved, applies to the 2" or
3" or 4" signals in systems that imported more than one Canadian distant signal. The June 2008
report of the Register of Copyrights, “Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act
Section 109 Report,” emphasized that “Section 111 has proven to be an efficient mechanism to
clear copyrighted works at below-market rates” (at. vii). Also, in its July 2, 2007 comments to the
U.S. Copyright Office (*Comments of the National Association of Broadcasters,” In re Section
109 Report to Congress, Docket No. 2007-1) The National Association of Broadcasters pointed
out that even the most expensive signals, 3.75% signals, provide copyrighted programming at
“below marlket” rates (at 22). There seems to be no reason why Canadian signals would be an
exception to this general observation.

In 1998-1, immediately after the switch, 51 systems carried a single Canadian signal.
During 2000-2 through 2003-2, between 47 and 53 systems carried a single Canadian signal.
Clearly, the WTBS switch had virtually no impact on cable operator’s decision to carry Canadian
distant signals— neither on the number of systems importing a single Canadian signal nor on the
number importing more than one Canadian signal. These numbers strongly indicate that even in
systems paying the minimum carriage fee, Canadian signals provided significant value equal to
or exceeding the 0.63% fee. Moreover, recalling why most of these signals were probably worth
substantially more than 0.63% before the switch, there are sound economic reasons to think the
signals imported for minimum fee system were probably worth at Ieast 0.63% and in most cases,
substantially more. An alternative scenario, of course, is that Canadian signals simply declined
substantially in value after the WTBS switch but happened to be picked at the same rate because
of other, unknown factors. That scenario does not seem plausible. Certainly, the McLaughlin

testimony provides no support for such a scenario.



Accounting  Num. of

Period

1990-1
1990-2
1951-1
1991-2
1992-1
1992-2
1993-1
1993-2
1994-1
1994-2
1995-1
1995-2
1996-1
1996-2
1997-1
1997-2
1958-1
1998-2
1999-1
1999.2
2000-1
2000-2
2001-1
2001-2
2002-1
2002-2
2003-1
2003-2

Source; CDC,

Form 3
Systems

2,105
2,124
2,200
2,202
2,250
2,271
2,347
2,287
2,241
2,213
2,242
2,301
2,343
2,383
2,334
2,346
2,344
2,363
2,312
2,296
2,307
1,898
1,853
1,818
1,759
1,723
1,687
1,648

Canadian Distant Signal Carriage, 1990-2003

Form 3
Systems
with O
DSEs

16
12
13
12
14
16
14
15
10
14
12
12
15
26
36
40

459

437

382

378

380

311

325

312

306

308

300

272

Table 3:

0 DSE
Systems
as % of

Tofal

0.760%
0.565%
0.6%
0.5%
0.6%
0.7%
0.6%
0.7%
0.4%
0.6%
0.5%
0.5%
0.6%
1.1%
1.5%
1.7%
19.6%
18.5%
16.5%
16.5%
16.5%
16.4%
17.5%
17.2%
17.4%
17.5%
17.8%
16.5%

Systems
with 1 or
more
Canadian
Distant
Signals
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68
67
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63
65
66
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68
66
63
64
63
61
61
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65
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62
63
58
60
65
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65
63
62

Systems
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Canadian
Distant
Signals

50
48
48
46
47
28
47
49
49
49
50
49
a7
48
48
51
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51
45
48
48
47
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53
50
43
50
49

Systems
with 2 or
more
Canadian
Distant
Signals
18

19
20
17
18
18
19
19
17
14
14
14
14
13
14
14
15
14
14
14
15
11
11
12
12
17
13
13

Systems

with only

Canadian
Distant
Signals
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3. Singer Testimony

Singer’s testimony focuses on the role of “changed circumstances” between the copyright
royalty proceedings for years 1990-1992, 1998-1999, and 2000-2003. When the CARP used the
fee generation method to award an increased share of copyright royalties to the Canadian
Claimants Group in the 1998-1999 distribution proceedings, compared to its share in the 1990-
1992 proceedings, the CARP and the Canadian Claimants Group cited several changed
circumstances — most of them triggered by the WTBS switch at the end of 1997 — to explain why
the Canadian Claimants Group share should be larger and why the fee generation method
calculated a larger share for the Canadian Claimants Group. Singer’s argument is that if similar
changed circumstances did not occur between the 1998-1999 and 2000-2003 periods, there is no
reason to apply the fee generation method to data from 2000-2003. Rather, awards should be
identical to the results of applying the fee generation to the 1998-1999 data.

I believe this reasoning is unsupportable for three reasons. The first is that there is no
reason to expect large, identifiable factors (particularly recurring factors) to be the prime causes
of significant changes in relative values. The cumulative effects of relatively small changes can
also be substantial, even if no large change can be identified. That is typical of markets
generally.

The second problem with Singer’s exclusive focus on large, identifiable factors is that
relative values may be influenced by factors that cannot be identified at all, or if identified, are
impossible to measure. For example, CBC programming has received numerous awards in
recent years. Whether these awards reflected increased relative values, or even influenced those
values, is probably impossible to determine. One can imagine many other potential factors —
demographic changes in cable system communities, for example, or unexpected impact from
DVD usage or even the altered fortunes of sports teams — which could exert substantial influence
on cable system operators’ choice of distant signals and the pricing of service tiers, without our
being able to estimate the influence of those factors on relative values.

Third, there seems to be no reason why the fee generation results based on 1998-1999
data would be preferred over results using data for the years in which the royalties in question

were actually collected. A chief virtue of the foe generation method is that despite its limitations,
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it automatically takes account of whatever forces were at work during the relevant periods. This
is clear from the CARP report of the distribution of 1998-1999 fees. After first discussing at
length the impact of the WTBS switch, and then addressing the use of the fee generation method
for the CCG award, the report noted, “Other than a substantial increase in relative shares of
actual fees generated of both the Basic Fund and 3.75% Fund, the Panel does not discern any
changed circumstances that would significantly affect the Canadians award.” (CARP, In the
Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 74). And later,
“An assessment of changed circumstance, based upon an approximate doubling of relative fees,
implicates a substantial increase from the last award . . .* (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of
1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21,2003, at 74).

The function served by the fee generation method is similar to that of the successive
Bortz surveys used in cable royalty distribution proceeding, which provided useful evidence on
relative value without identifying any particular factors in the marketplace that might have
affected those relative values. However, a new Bortz survey was required for each period for
which the allocation of fees was at issue; previous survey results were bound to be less useful
than those from a new survey conducted at the appropriate time. Thus, the CARP report of the
distribution of 1998-1999 fees noted (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999
Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 31):

“We note here that JSC adduced substantial evidence of changed circumstances
for the purpose of supporting an increase in JSC’s 1990-92 award [n. 14 omitted].
See generally ISC PFFCL 174-83. The Panel need not address this evidence. The
Bortz survey, which subsumes all conceivable relevant changes, provides a much
more reliable and objective measure of relative value.”

Thus, rather than use the 1998-1999 date for the fee generation method, it makes far more
sense to use 2000-2003 data, These data reflect, albeit imperfectly, the course of events since
1998-1999, including the impact of changes in the number and variety of signals available for
carriage, changes in perceived attractiveness of programming, and other factors too numerous or
too little understood to be listed here. The virtues of using recent data are borne out by much of
the data provided by Singer. His Figure 4 presents data on the number of subscribers to U.S. and
Canadian distant signals for 1998-1999 and 2000-2003. Subscribers to United States signals
increased by 2.7% (from 65,552,925 to 67,336,460) while subscribers to Canadian signals
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increased by 16.7% (from 2,436,998 to 2,843,673). His Appendix 4 makes this case as well
showing steady growth for subscribers to Canadian signals while subscribers to US signals
decrease or remain constant. All else equal, this would suggest an increase in the CCG’s royalty
share. Singer’s Table 2 provides data on the average number of U.S. and Canadian distant
stations carried per cable system for 1998-1999 and 2000-2003. The average number of U.S.
distant stations increased by 12.3% (from 1.78 to 2.00), while the average for Canadian distant
stations increased by 25% (from 0.04 to 0.05). Again, this factor alone suggests an increase in
the CCG’s royalty share. Finally, the Singer notes between 1998-1999 and 2000-2003, the share
of fees penerated by distant Canadian signals increased from 3.48% to 4.34%. (Singer Written
Direct at 17.) This means that demand for Canadian signals grew more rapidly than demand for
U.S. signals: Again, this alone would suggest an increase in the CCG share of copyright
royalties.

Taken together, these data reinforce the notion that the fee generation method should be
applied to 2000-2003 data rather than repeating the use of 1998-1999 data. The CARP faced a
similar issue in its consideration of the cable operator survey evidence, covering the years 1996
through 1999, presented by Dr. Ringold in its distribution of 1998-1999 royalties. The Panel
concluded, *“[T]he Panel is unpersuaded by Dr. Ringold’s advocacy of a four-year survey
average. Perhaps the Panel reposes more confidence in her survey than Dr. Ringold herself. But
we see no reason #of to focus exclusively on the survey responses for 1998 and 1999 — the years
for which we are distributing royalties.” (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999
Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21,2003, at 73.) Similar reasoning would apply to the fee generation

method.

4. Conclusions

I have examined the testimony of Linda McLaughlin and Harold Singer on whether to
apply the fee generation method to 2000-2003 fees in order to allocate copyright royalties for
Canadian distant signals carried by U.S. cable systems. McLaughlin argues that the compulsory
licensing system that establishes the distant signal fee structure is arbitrary, causing fees to bear

little or no coherent relationship with the relative value of distant signals. Singer notes that in
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previous litigation over the 1998-1999 fees, CARP was satisfied that the fee generation method
would take reasonable account of obvious changes in certain marketplace measures since the
1990-1992 fees were allocated. Singer states that those same measures changed much less
between 1998-1999 and 2000-2003, so much less, in fact, that he concluded they did not amount
to a material change in circumstances. He argues that rather than allocate 2000-2003 according
to the results of the fee generation method for those years, fee should again be allocated
according to the results of applying the fee generation method to 1998-1999 data.

I believe that both these broad arguments are mistaken. Fees arising from
compulsory licensing inevitably appear arbitrary and generate numerous anomalies. But the
compulsory licensing mechanism itself is a reasonable result of legislation closely watched and
informed by the most interested buyers and sellers of programming provided through distant
signals, and those same parties. The fee schedule largely coheres with basic economic principles
despite its oddities, and there are compelling reasons to believe that fees paid bear a reasonable
relationship with the relative value of the distant signals and the programming they contain. This
applies specifically to Canadian fees paid by cable systems that pay minimum fees because they
carry 1.0 DSE or less of distant signals. The natural experiment offered by the 1998 switch in the
status of WTBS makes clear that rather than providing negligible value, Canadian signals carried
by minimum-fee systems generally provide substantial value to those systems, probably
exceeding the minimum fee itself, Moreover, repeated use of the fee generation method
automatically talkes account of the cumulative effect of large and small changes in market
circumstances, including the data provided by Singer that suggest a continuing shift toward
Canada programming. For all the reasons discussed above, my opinion is that the fee generation
method reasonably measures relative value and that application of that method to the pool of year
2000-2003 fees makes far more economic sense than using the results of the fee generation

method applied to year 1998-1999 fees.
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Foods,” Journal of Public Policy and Marketing, vol. 10/1 (Spring), pp. 33-54.

Ringold, Debra Jones, and John E. Calfee (1990) *What Can We Leamn From the Infor-
mational Content of Cigarette Advertising? Further Analysis and a Reply,” Journal of
Public Policy and Marketing, vol. 9, pp. 30-41.

John E. Calfee and Debra Ringold (1990) “What Would Happen If Cigarette Advertising
and Promotion Were Banned?” Advances in Consumer Research, vol. 17, pp. 474-479.

Ringold, Debra Jones, and John E. Calfee (1989) “The Informational Content of Cigarette
Advertising: 1926-86," Journal of Public Policy and Marketing, vol. 8, pp. 1-23.

John E. Calfee (1988) “Review of Kenney's Biotechnology,” Journal of Economic Liter-
ature, vol. 26, pp. 721-722 (June).
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John E. Calfee and Debra Ringold (1988) “Consumer Skepticism of Advertising: What
Do the Polls Show?,” Advances in Consumer Research, vol. 15, pp. 244-248.

John E. Calfee and Gary Ford (1988) “Economics, Information, and Consumer Behavior,”
Advances in Consumer Research, vol. 15, pp. 234-238.

John E. Calfee (1987) “Cigarette Advertising Regulation Today: Unintended Consequen-
ces and Missed Opportunities,” ddvances in Consumer Research, vol, 14, pp. 264-
268.

Gary Ford and John E. Calfee (1987) “Market Forces, Information and Reduced Flam-
mability Cigarettes,” Advances in Consumer Research, vol. 14, pp. 274-278,

John E. Calfee (1986) “The Ghost of Cigarette Advertising Past,” Regulation, vol, 10, no.
2, November-December, pp. 35-45; reprinted in Regulation, vol. 20, no. 3, Summer
1997, p. 41-45.

Gary Ford and John E. Calfee (1986) “Recent Developments in FTC Policy on Decep-
tion,” Journal of Marketing, vol. 50, pp. 82-103 (July.)

Richard Craswell and John E. Calfee (1986) “Deterrence and Uncertain Legal Standards,”
Journal of Law, Economics and Organization, vol. 2, pp. 279-303 (Fall.)

John E. Calfee (1985) “Estimating the Demand for Electric Automobiles Using Fully Dis-

aggregated Probabilistic Choice Models,” Transportation Research, vol. 19B, pp, 287-
301.

John E. Calfee and Richard Craswell (1984) “Some Effects of Uncertainty on Compliance
with Legal Standards,” Virginia Law Review, vol. 70, pp. 965-1003, June.

John E. Calfee, Gary Ford, and Tom Maronick (1983) “Consumer Research Issues at the
Federal Trade Commission,” Advances in Consumer Research, vol, 10, 1983,

Butters, Gerard, John E. Calfee and Pauline Ippolito (1581) “Reply to Steven Kelman,”
5/2 Regulation 41-42 (March/April).

John E. Calfee (1979) “Probabilistic Choice: An Introduction to the Issues,” Economic
Forum, vol. 10, Summer.
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LEGISLATIVE AND ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY TESTIMONY:

Invited testimony in hearings on FDA preemption of state fort liability lawsuits before the
House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform, May 14, 2008,

Invited testimony in hearings on drug safety and the FDA, House Committee on
Appropriations, Subcommittee on Agriculture and FDA, Feb. 27, 2008.

Testimony in public hearings before the FDA's Peripheral and Central Nervous System
Drugs Advisory Committee on whether to permit the drug Tysabri to re-enter the
market, March 7, 2006.

Invited testimony in hearings on “Medicaid Prescription Drugs: Examining Options for
Payment Reform, House Committee on Energy and Commerce, Subcommittee on
Health, June 22, 2005.

Invited testimony in hearings on “The Roles of FDA and Pharmaceutical Companies in
Ensuring the Safety of Approved Drugs, Like Vioxx,” House Government Reform
Committee, May 5, 2005.

Invited testimony in hearings on “International Drug Prices,” before the United States
Senate Committee on Finance, Joint Committee on International Trade and Health,
April 27 2004.

Invited testimony before the Department of Health and Human Services Task Force in
Drug Importation, held at the Food and Drug Administration on April 27 2004,

Invited testimony on pharmaceutical price controls before the House Committee on
Industrial Relations for the State of Georgia, Feb. 11, 2004,

Invited testimony on direct-to-consumer advertising of prescription drugs in hearings
before the Federal Trade Commission, Sept. 10, 2003.

Invited testimony on the role of pharmaceutical benefit managers in hearings before the
Federal Trade Commission, June 26, 2003.

Invited testimony before the U.S. Senate Committee on Health, Education, Labor, and
Pensions, in public hearings on “the National Immunization Program: Is It Prepared
for the Public Health Challenges of the 21st Century?,” Tuesday, Nov. 27, 2001.

Invited testimony in hearings on “Direct-to-consumer Advertising of Prescription Drugs,”

Before the U.S. Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation,
Subcommittee on Consumer Affairs, Tuesday, July 24, 2001,
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Invited testimony in hearing on “Seniors’ Access to Prescription Drug Benefits,” before
the Subcommittee on Health, Committee on Ways and Means, U.S. House of
Representatives, February 15, 2000.

Expert testimony on alcoholic beverage advertising, before the Cleveland City Council,
July 1997.

Expert testimony on alcoholic beverage advertising, before the New Zealand Advertising
Standards Authority, April 1998.

Testimony on alcoholic beverage advertising, before the Baltimore City Council,
December 9, 1993,

Invited testimeny on the regulation of marketing and advertising; testimony and prepared
statement printed in "Oversight of FTC's Shared Responsibilities," Hearing before the
Subcommittee on Transportation and Hazardous Materials of the Committee on
Energy and Commerce, House of Representatives, 102nd Congress, 1st Session,
November 21, 1991. GPO: Serial No. 102-92, p. 165-178.

GOVERNMENT REPORTS, PRIVATE REPORTS, AND COMMENTS TO GOVERNMENT AGENCIES:

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Comments to the Food and Drug Administration on First
Amendment Issues (Docket No, 02N-0209), Sept. 13.

Calfee, John E. (2000) “Comments to the World Health Organization on the Proposed
Framework Convention on Tobacco Control,” American Enterprise Institute, March
2000.

Calfee, John E. (1996) “The Economics of Georgine: Finding Virtue in a Class Action
Settlement,” American Enterprise Institute, September 1596,

Calfee, John E. (1996) “An Economic Analysis of Relocating [the FDA’s] CDRH and
Implementing Third-Party Review of Medical Devices,” American Enterprise Institute,
March 1996,

Calfee, John E, (1995) “Comments to the Food and Drug Administration on
‘Pharmaceutical Marketing and Information Exchange in Managed Care Environ-
ments’,” (Docket 95N-0228), December 1995,

Calfee, John E. (1995) “Direct-to-Consumer Advertising of Prescription Drugs: What Are

the Risks?” presented at a Food and Drug Administration public hearing on
Direct-to-Consumer Promotion of Pharmaceuticals, October 18, 1995,
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Calfee, John E. (1992) “Comments to the Food and Drug Administration on 21 CFR Part
101, et al., ‘Proposed Regulations on Food Labeling’,” February 1992,

John E. Calfee and Janis K. Pappalardo (1989) How Should Health Claims for Foods Be
Regulated? An Economic Perspective, Bureau of Economics, Federal Trade Commis-
sion, September 1989.

Calfee, John E. (1985) "Cigarette Advertising, Health Information and Regulation Before
1970," Bureau of Economics, Federal Trade Commission, Working Paper #134 (Dec-
ember).

Boox CHAPTERS:

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Some Comments Inspired by Viscusi’s ‘Tobacco Regulation by

Litigation®,” in W. Kip Viscusi, ed., Regulation through Litigation, Brookings
Institution, p. 52-66.

John E, Calfee {(2000) “Insights from Consumer Research on the Effects of Deceptive
Advertising Regulation,” in Paul N. Bloom and Gregory T. Gundlach, editors, The
Handbook of Marketing and Society, Sage Publications, p. 421-435.

Calfee, John E. (1996) "The Leverage Principle in FDA Regulation of Information" in
Robert Helms, ed., Competitive Strategies in the Pharmaceutical Industry, American
Enterprise Institute, Washington, D.C., p. 306-321.

Calfee, John E. (1992) "Free Speech, FDA Regulation, and Market Effects on the Phar-
maceutical Industry,” in Richard Kaplar, ed., Bad Prescription for the First Amend-
ment: FDA Censorship of Drug Advertising and Promotion, Media Institute, Wash-
ington, D.C., p. 63-86.

John E. Calfee (1990) "Comments on ‘The FTC in 1988: Phoenix or Finis?'," by FTC
Commissioner Andrew Strenio," in Patrick Murphy and William Wilkie, eds, Mar-
keting and Advertising Regulation: The Federal Trade Commission in the 1990s,
Notre Dame, IN: U, of Notre Dame Press, pp. 164-168.

Calfee, John E., and Cliff Winston (1988) "Economic Aspects of Liability Rules and
Liability Insurance," in Litan and Winston, editors, Liability: Perspectives and Policy,
Washington, D. C.: Brookings Institution, pp. 16-41.

Gary Ford, John Prather Brown and John E, Calfee (1987) "The Costs and Benefits to

Smokers of Reduced Flammability Cigarettes," in Economic Sector Data for Modeling
the Impact of Less Ignition-Prone Cigareites, GPQ: Technical Study Group for the
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Cigarette Safety Act of 1984, pp. 117-148. [Report prepared for the Consumer
Product Safety Commission. ]

John E. Calfee and Gary Ford (1985) "The FTC's Product Defects Program and Consumer
Perception of Product Quality”, in Jacoby and Olson, ed's, Perceived Quality: How
Consumers View Stores and Merchandise. Lexington Books.

William Garrison and John E. Calfee (1982) "Non-Incremental Antomobile-Highway Sys-
tem Changes: Small Vehicle Systems for Personal Transportation," Technical Report,
Institute for Transportation Studies, U. of California, Berkeley.

John E. Calfee, William Garrison and Janet Hopson (1981} "Electric Vehicle Potential in
Hawaii, 1980-2005," chapter 12 of Volume II of the Hawaii Integrated Energy Assess-
ment, Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory, Berkeley, CA.

PuBLISHED CONFERENCE PROCEEDINGS:

Janis K. Pappalardo and John E. Calfee (1991) "What's Good in Theory is Good in
Practice: Using an Expected Value Rule to Regulate Health Claims," in Robert N.
Mayer, ed., Enhancing Consumer Choice: Proceedings of the Second International
Conference on Research in the Consumer Interest, p. 79-95,

Gary Ford and John E. Calfee (1984) "Consumer Psychology Research Needs at the FTC,"

proceedings of the 1983 annual meetings of the Consumer Psychology section of the
American Psychological Association.

OP-EDS AND OPINION ARTICLES:

Calfee, John E. (2009) “The Dangers of Fannie Mae Health Care,” Wall Street Journal,
June 26, 2009, p. 15.

Calfee, John E. (2009) “I Guess They’re Just Not Dangerous Enough, . . .” American.com
blog. Available at hitp:/blog.american.con/7p=1444. [On “e-cigareties,”]

Calfee, John E. (2009) *Decoding the Use of Gene Patents,” Thedmerican.com, May 15,
2009 (available at

http://www.american.com/archive/2009/may-2009/decoding-the-use-of-gene-patenis).

Calfee, John E. (2009) “Let Us Now Praise Good Business Journalism,” American.com
blog. Available at http://blog.american.com/?p=1335.
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Calfee, John E. (2009) “Tough Challenges at the FDA,” Thedmerican.com, January 15,
2009 (available at http://www.american.conv/archive/2009/tough-challenges-at-the-
fda).

Calfee, John E. (2008) “Seeding Science and Sales,” Thedmerican.com, Monday, August
25, 2008 (available at hitp://www.american,com/archive/2008/august-08-08/seeding-
sales-and-science).

Calfee, John E., and Paul H, Rubin {2008) “Drugs Kennedy Needs,” New York Sun, June
4, 2008.

Barfield, Claude, and John E, Calfee (2008) “Patents Q&A,” The American, Jan.-Feb., p.
70-74.

Barfield, Claude, and John E. Calfee (2007) “Congress’s Patent Mistakes,” Wall Street
Jowrnal, October 29, 2007, p. A18.

Calfee, John E. (2007) “Patent Challenges Have Wide Impact On Big Pharma: Interview
with John E. Calfee,” Investor s Business Daily, Aug. 31, 2007.

Calfee, John E. (2007) “FDA Steps Backward,” New York Sun, April 24, 2007. [on FDA
advisory committee vote not to approve a drug because it was not superior to existing
drugs]

Calfee, John E. (2007) “Lessons of the Heart,” TheAmerican.com, Friday, April 2, 2007.

Calfee, John E. (2007) “Pushing Too Far,” New Yorfk Sun, March 28, 2007. [on FDA rules
for advisory committee conflicts of interest]

Calfee, John E. (2007) “The Truth about the Drug Ads,” The American, Friday, Feb. 2.

Calfee, John E. (2007) “The Real Dangers of Medicare,” New York Sun, January 12, 2007.
[on proposals to repeal the non-negotiation clause in the Medicare Part D drug benefit]

Calfee, John E. (2006) “FDA Advisory Committees and Conflicts of Interest:
Understanding the Coinage of the Realm,” Medical Progress Today
{(www.medicalprogresstoday.com).

Calfee, John E. (2006) “Drug Dilemma,” a review of Richard Epstein’s Overdose: How

Excessive Government Regulation Stifles Pharmaceutical Innovation, in the New York
Post, October 8, 2006.
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Calfee, John E. (2006) “Patient Power: The FDA Doesn’t Have to Decide Everything,”
The Weekly Standard, May 8, 2006, v. 11, n. 32, p. 22,

Calfee, John E. (2006) “Who’s Aided by Impasse over Vote for FDA Chief?.”
Philadelphia Inquirer, April 19, 2006.

Calfee, John E, (2006) “Rein in the Monster,” New York Sun, April 12, 2006.
Calfee, John E. (2006) “Striking a Balance,” New York Sun, January 30, 2006.

Calfee, John E, (2006) “Creating a Thriving Biodefense Marketplace,” Defense News,
Jamuary 23, 2006.

Calfee, John E. (2005) “First, Do No Harm,” New York Sun, October 18, 2005.

Calfee, John E, (2005) “What the Texas Jury Did to Patients.” TechCentralStation,
September 8, 2005.

Caifee, John E. (2005) “Junk Science Reigns,” New York Sun, August 22, 2005.

Calfee, John E. (2005) “To Really Stop Smoking,” TechCentralStation, July 6, 2005.

Calfee, John E. (2005) “Why We Should Preserve the American Pharmaceutical Research
and Development System,” in “Addressing the Costs and Benefits of Prescription
Drugs,” National Association of Attorneys General.

Calfee, John E. (2005) “On My Mind: Where There’s Smoke,” Forbes, April 18, 2005.

Calfee, John E. (2005) “Is the FDA Broken?”, TechCentralStation, March 30, 2005,

“The Cost of Medicine,” California Connected (KQED-PBS-NPR, San Francisco), August
26, 2004, email debate between Jack Calfee and Merrill Goozner [available at

californiaconnected.org/salons/040826-medicine. html].

Calfee, John E. (2003) “The High Price of Cheap Drugs: The House is tempted by a
terrible idea,” The Weekly Standard, Tuly 21, 2003, Vol. 8, Issue 43, p. 20-21.

Calfee, John E. (2003) “An LP. Regime Change,” Tech Central Station, Jan. 24, 2003;
Washington Times, Jan. 28, 2003, *Patently Wrong.”

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Why Drugs from Canada Won’t Cut Prices,” Consumer Research,
November, p. 10-12.
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Calfee, John E. (2002) “Direct-to-Consumer Drug Ads Benefit Patients,” Pfizer Forum
advertorial, published in various outlets.

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Re-importing drugs a pipe dream,” Providence Journal, Sep. 22,
2002. [Also printed in St. Paul Pioneer-Press, Sep. 22; Watertown (NY) Daily Times,
Sep. 24; and Newark Star-Ledger, Sep. 24).

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Drug Reimportation from Canada: Not So Fast,” posted August 7,
2002 on BCBSHealthlssues.com {Blue Cross Blue Shield).

Calfee, John E. (2002) “Contra: Food Safety and Market Forces” [on genetically modified
food labeling), CESifo Forumn, Munich, Germany, Spring 2002, p. 42-43.

Calfee, John E. (2002) Los Angeles Daily News, March 18, “Champions of Ignorance;”
also Charlotte Observer, Sunday, Mar. 17, 2002, “Dug Ads Should Be Left Alone;”
Roanoke Sunday Times, March 24, “Advertising works as preventative tool,” Lewiston
(Me) Sunday Sun Journal, March 24, “Congress should keep its hands off direct-to-
consumer ads for drugs.”

Calfee, John E. (2001) “Pharmaceutical Patents and Public Safety,” Consumer Research
magazine, v. 84, no. 11, November 2001, p. 14-17.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “What Role Will Germany Have In the Revolution in Medicine?
Remarks at the Residence of the American Ambassador to Germany, Berlin, Germany,
October 11, 2001.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “What the FDA Survey Showed About Direct-to-consumer
Prescription Drug Advertising,” Economic Realities in Health Care Policy,v. 2,n. 1,
p. 10-15.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “Drug Ads Close the Information Gap,” A4RP Bulletin, Sept.
2001, p. 29.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “Good Spillovers from Rx Advertising,” Consumer Research
magazine, v. 84, no. 8, August 2001, p. 18-19, excerpted from July 24, 2001 Senate

Testimony.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “The effects of pharmaceutical price controls,” posted c. July 18,
2001 on Docrates.com, a website for physicians.

Calfee, John E. (2001) “It Is Time for Canada to Rethink its Ban on Direct-to-Consumer
Advertising of Prescription Drugs,” Fraser Forum, February 2001, p. 4-5.
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Calfee, John E. (2000) “Drugs, Drug Prices and Your Health,” Consumer Research
magazine, v. 83, no. 5, May 2000, p. 10-135, excerpted from Prices, Markets, and the
Pharmaceutical Revolution. Reprinted in Charles F. Levinthal, ed. (2002)
Point/Counterpoint: Opposing Perspectives in Drugs, Behavior, and Modern Society
(Allyn and Bacon), p. 187-153.

Calfee, John E., “Be Wary of Drug-price Controls,” Sacramento Bee, July 6, 2000;
Raleigh News and Observer, Tuly 11, 2000; Akron Beacon Journal, July 12, 2000;
Dubuque (I4) Telegraph-Herald, July 6, 2000.

Calfee, John E. (2000) *“The Unintended Consequences of Price Controls,” Pfizer Forum
advertorial, printed in Economist, March 18, 2000; Financial Times, March 23, 2000,
National Review; Foreign Affairs, July-August 2000; Washington Post, and others.

“Price Controls are a Prescription for Disaster,” Wall Street Journal, July 22, 1999,

“A Legal Nightmare for Asbestos’ Real Victims,” Los Angeles Times, August 2, 1998;
also printed in Albany Times-Union, August 7, 1998, Baltimore Sun, August 13, 1998,
Bangor News, and Spokane Spokesman-Review.

“The Litigation Logjam We Can Clear,” Legal Times, July 20, 1998, p. 23; also printed in
New Jersey Law Journal and other legal newspapers.

“Why the War on Smoking Will Fail,” Weelly Standard, July 20, 1998, p. 23-26; abridged
version published in £/ Nacional, Caracas, Venezuela, August 31, 1998, under the
title, “El fracaso de la guerra contra el cigarrillo;” and in £/ Mercurio, Santiago, Chile,
September 23, 1998,

“How Advertising Informs to Our Benefit,” Consumer Research magazine, v. 81, no. 4,
April 1998, p. 13-18, excerpted from Fear of Persuasion.

“Efficiency Begets Fairness: the Supreme Court Takes On ‘Class Action Settlements,’”
Legal Times, February 10, 1997, p. S40; also printed in Connecticut Law Tribune,
Feburary 17, 1997, p. 35.

“Solving the Asbestos Litigation Morass,” Washington Times, November 25, 1956.

“Discussion on the Economics of the Georgine Settlement: Finding Virtue in an Asbestos
Class Settlement,” Legal Intelligencer, October 16, 1996, p. 11-12.

“FDA: The Illusions Fade: letter to the editor,” Walil Street Journal, October 1, 1996, p.
A23.
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“Smoking Alternatives: letter to the editor,” Advertising Age, September 16, 1996, p. 24.

"Worried About Your Health? FDA Isn't," Wail Street Jowrnal, September 12, 1994, p.
Al6

"How Clinton Lost vs. Harry & Louise," Advertising Age, August 29, 1994, p. 20.

"FTC's Hidden Weight-Loss Ad Agenda," ddvertising Age, Oct. 25, 1993, p. 29.

"Proponents of Mandated Alcohol Ad Warnings Ignore Constitutional Value of Com-
mercial Speech," 3/12 Legal Opinion Letter, Washington Legal Foundation, May 14,
1993.

“Here We Go Again; Ads Under Fire,” Advertising Age, March 15, 1993, p. 24.

"BATF Censorship is Hazardous to Health of Alcohol Market and Free Speech," 2/21
Legal Opinion Letter, Washington Legal Foundation, Sept. 11, 1992.

"Let Market Forces, Not the FDA, Regulate Food and Drugs," Roll Call Newspaper,
Washington, D.C., May 21, 1992, p. 18.

"FDA's Ugly Package," Advertising Age, March 16, 1992, p. 25.
"FDA vs the First Amendment," Wall Street Journal, February 13, 1992, p. A18.
"Targeting' the Problem," Advertising Age, July 22, 1991, p. 18.
"FDA Underestimates Food Shoppers," Wall Street Journal, May 29, 1991, p. A10.
"When Cigarette Ads Harmed the Industry's Health," Wall Sireet Journal, Iuly 6, 1988, p.
24.
REPRINTED ARTICLES, ETC.:

Calfee, John E, (2009) “The Dangers of Fannie Mae Health Care,” Wall Street Journal,
Tune 26, 2009, p. 15. Partially reprinted in Readers Digest, September 2009.

“Drugs, Drug Prices and Your Health,” Consumer Research magazine, v. 83, no. 5, May
2000, p. 10-15, excerpted from Prices, Markets, and the Pharmaceutical Revolution.
To be reprinted in Charles F. Levinthal, ed. (2002) Point/Counterpoint: Opposing
Perspectives in Drugs, Behavior, and Modern Society (Allyn and Bacon).
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“Why the War on Smoking Will Fail,” Weekly Standard, July 20, 1998, p. 23-26:
Abridged version published in £ Nacional, Caracas, Venezuela, August 31, 1998,
under the title, “El fracaso de la guerra contra el cigarrillo;” in El Mercurio,
Santiago, Chile, September 23, 1998; and El Economista, Mexico City, Mexico,
September 24, 1998.
Also reprinted in Teen Smoking and Current Issues by Greenhaven Press.

“How Advertising Informs to Qur Benefit,” Consumer Research magazine, v. 81, no. 4,
April 1998, p. 13-18 (excerpted from Fear of Persuasion):

reprinted in Span, English-language magazine distributed in India by the United
States Information Agency

reprinted in Alison Alexander and Jarice Hanson, ed. (1998) Taking Sides:
Clashing Views on Controversial Issues in Mass Media and Society, McGraw-
Hill

reprinted (abridged) in Byron L. Stay, ed., Mass Media, Greenhaven Press, 1999

reprinted in Sonia Maasik and Jack Solomon, Signs of Life, 4th ed., Bedford/St.
Martin's, November 2002,

reprinted in Michae! Petracca and Madeleine Sorapure, Comimon Culture: Reading
and Writing about American Popular Culture, Prentice Hall, July 2003; and
Feb, 2009.

John E. Calfee (1986) "The Ghost of Cigarette Advertising Past," Regulation, vol. 10, no.
2, November-December, pp. 35-45; reprinted in Regulation, vol. 20, no. 3, Summer
1997, p. 41-45.

John E. Calfee and Carl Scheraga (1994) "The Influence of Advertising on Alcohol
Consumption: Review of the Evidence and An Econometric Analysis of Four Europ-
ean Nations" International Journal of Advertising, reprinted in J.C. Luik and M.J.
Waterson (1996) Advertising and Markets: A Collection of Seminal Papers, UK.
NTC Publications, p. 203-228,

Calfee and Ringold (1994) "The Seventy Percent Majority: Enduring Consumer Beliefs
About Advertising," Jowrnal of Public Policy and Marketing, reprinted in 18/1
Advertising Law Anthology, 1995, ed. Allison P. Zabriskie, Law Book Publishers, p.
515-528.

Rubin and Calfee (1992) "Consequences of Damage Awards for Hedonic and Other Non-
pecuniary Losses," Journal of Forensic Economies, reprinted in John E. Ward, ed., 4
Hedonics Primer for Economists and Attorneys, Lawyers and Judges Publishing Co.,
p. 169-181.

Calfee (1991) "FDA Underestimates Food Shoppers,” Wall Street Journal, May 29, 1991,
reprinted in Consumer Research magazine, August 1991, pp. 28-30.
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Calfee and Craswell (1984) "Some Effects of Uncertainty on Compliance with Legal Stan-
dards," Virginia Law Review:

Reprinted in Tom D. Campbell (Australian National Univ.), ed., The International
Library of Essays in Law and Legal Theory, Dartmouth Publishing Co. Lid,
England, 1991.

Reprinted in Jules Coleman & Jeffrey Lange, eds., Law and Econoniics, vol 1.
New York; New York University Press, 1992,

Reprinted in abridged form in Saul Levmore, ed., Foundations of Tort Law,
Oxford U. Pr., 1993,

Butters, Calfee and Ippolito (1981) "Reply to Steven Kelman," Regulation, reprinted in
Glickman, Theodore 8., and Michael Gough, eds (1990) Readings in Risk, Wash-
ington, D.C.: Resources for the Future, p. 136-137; Douglas Birsch and John H.
Fielder, ed. (1994) The Ford Pinto case; a Study in Applied Ethics, Business, and
Technology, State University of New York Press; Robert Stavins, ed., Economics of
the Environment, 4th ed., 2000, New York: W.W. Norton & Co; and Richard Zerbe,
ed. (2008) Benefit-Cost Analysis, part of The International Library of Critical Writings
in Economics, edited by Mark Blaug. Edward Elgar Publishing Ltd, UK.

AWARDS:

Best article published in Journal of Public Policy and Marketing during 1991-1993:
Calfee and Pappalardo (1991) “Public Policy Issues in Health Claims for Foods.”

Nominated for best article published in Journal of Public Policy and Marketing during
1990-1992: Debra Jones Ringold and John E. Calfee (1989) “The Informational
Content of Cigarette Advertising: 1926-86.”

Nominated for best article published in Journal of Public Policy and Marketing during

1995-1997 and again for 1996-1998: Carl Scheraga and John E. Calfee (1996) “The
Industry Effects of Information and Regulation In the Cigarette Market: 1950-1965.”
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LITIGATION DEPOSITIONS AND TESTIMONY:

Calfee, John E., Emnst R, Berndt, Robert W, Hahn, Tomas J. Philipson, Paul H. Rubin, and
W. Kip Viscusi (2008) “Supreme Court Amicus Brief Regarding Wyeth v. Levine.”
Available at http://www.reg-markets.org/publications/abstract.php7pid=1277.
Accessed June 4, 2008.

Calfee, John E., Daniel B. Klein, Sam Peltzman, Alex Tabarrok, and Benjamin Zycher
(2007) “Regulating Access to Developmental Drugs for Terminally Ill Patients:
Abigail Alliance v FDA,” Appeals Court Amicus Brief, Jan 2007. Available at
http://www.aei.brookings.org/publications/abstract. php?pid=1148. Accessed April 12,
2007.

Expert statement, “An Economic Evaluation of Proposed Methods for Assessing the
Market Value of Programming on Canadian Distant Signals,” submitted to the
Copyright Royalty Tribunal, on behalf of Canadian Broadcasting Corp., in connection
with the 1998-1999 Cable Copyright Royalty Distribution Proceeding, July 2003,

Expert witness on the effects of advertising for ephedra weight-loss products
manufactured by the Cytodyne Corp., in Jason 4. Park vs Cytodyne Technologies,
Inc., Superiar Court of the state of California for the County of San Diego, Central
Division, case no. 768364, April 15-17, 2003.

Expert witness on alcoholic beverage advertising, in Federation of Advertising Industry v.
City of Chicago {Case No. 97 C 7619, United States District Court for the Northern
District of Iilinois, Eastern Division). Deposed June 10, 1998; complaint dismissed
before trial; matter still under appeal.

Expert witness on consumer survey design, consumer attitudes towards price advertising,
and the regulation of price advertising, represented by Mayer, Brown and Platt: 5.
Sanfield v. Finlay Fine Jewelers, Case No. 93 C 20149, U.S. District Court for the
Northern District of 1llinois, Western Division, Northem District of Illinois, January
1998.

Expert statement, “An Economic Evaluation of the Bortz Study in Assessing the Market
Value of Programming on Canadian Distant Signals,” submitted to the Copyright
Royalty Tribunal, on behaif of Canadian Broadcasting Corp., in connection with the
1991-1992 Cable Copyright Royalty Distribution Proceeding, February 1996.

Expert statement on the economic aspects of “Backdoor Rulemaking” at the Federal Trade

Commission, on behalf of the Jenny Craig Corp., in connection with FTC litigation in
the weight-loss industry, July 1994.
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Designated as an expert witness for Exxon on the economic effects of punitive damages,
in the Exxon Valdez litigation; deposed December 1993, but did not testify.

Expert testimony on price advertising, for May Department Stores, Colorado v. the May
Department Stores d/b/a May D&F (1990), District Court, City and County of Denver,
Case No. 89 CV 9274

REFEREEING ACTIVITIES: Addison-Wesley Publishing Co, (consumer behavior textbook);
Advances in Consumer Research; Advances in Marketing and Public Policy; American
Marketing Association Proceedings; American Marketing Association dissertation com-
petition; Economic Inquiry; Health Affairs; Institute of Medicine,; /nternational Journal of
Pharmaceutical Medicine; International Review of Law and Economics; Journal of
Advertising; Journal of Business Ethics; Journal of Business Research; Journal of
Consumer Research; Journal of Health Politics, Policy and Law, Journal of Industrial
FEconomics; Journal of Public Policy and Marketing (editorial review board, 1992-1999),
Journal of Law, Economics, and Organization; Managerial and Decision Economics;
Nature Reviews Drug Discovery; Personalized Medicine; Pharmacoeconomics; Quarterly
Review of Economics and Business; Regulation; Smith Richardson Foundation.
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Rebuttal Testimony of John E. Calfee, Ph.D.
CORRECTED AUGUST 31, 2009

Submitted on Behalf of the Canadian Claimants Group
Docket No. 2008-2 CRB CD 2000-2003

My name is John E. Calfee. | am submitting this testimony in the Rebuttal
Phase of the Copyright Royalty Judges’ proceedings in the matter of the Distribution of the 2000,
2001, 2002, and 2003 Cable Royalty Funds. | offer this testimony on behalf of the Canadian
Claimants Group (CCG) and not as an employee of the American Enterprise Institute, which
does not take institutional positions on specific legislation, litigation, or regulatory proceedings.
| have been asked to address the written and oral direct testimonies of Linda M. McLaughlin and

Harold Singer, with reference to other testimony when necessary.

1. Qualifications

| received my Ph.D. in economics in 1980 from the University of California at Berkeley.
My dissertation was on potential demand for electric vehicles. The goal of that research was to
estimate consumer demand for products that were not in the marketplace. To deal with the fact
that the market could not provide prices and thus could not permit consumers to reveal their
valuation of competing products, | used a combination of survey research and econometric
methods developed by my thesis supervisor, Daniel McFadden. My first job after receiving my
Ph.D. was at the Bureau of Economics at the Federal Trade Commission, where | was a staff
economist and later a Deputy Assistant Director and Special Assistant to the Director of the
Bureau of Economics. At the FTC, | became familiar with interactions between government and
industry and observed the ways in which government regulators took account of the preferences
and interests of various parties affected by their regulations, including the role of public
comments in regulatory rulemaking. When at the FTC and since then, most of my research and
publications have focused on the operation of regulated markets. Among the specific topics |

have written on are: the measurement of consumer demand in the absence of actual market
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prices (as in my research with Clifford Winston on the value of avoiding congestion when
commuting), the influence of regulation on health information in food advertising and on the
content of pharmaceutical advertising, the impact of price regulation on research and
development, and the interactions between the pharmaceutical industry and the Food and Drug
Administration. | have also testified in hearings before the U.S. House of Representatives and
the U.S. Senate, and before the Food and Drug Administration.

Finally, I provided written rebuttal testimony for the Canadian Claimants Group in the
1990-1992 and 1998-1999 Cable Royalty Distribution Proceedings. | was not called to provide
oral testimony in either hearing, however.

A copy of my CV is attached as Appendix A.

2. McLaughlin Testimony

| address three main points in the McLaughlin testimony: (1) Whether the compulsory
licensing system for distant signal fees is completely arbitrary; (2) The relationship between
distant signal carriage fees and relative value; and (3) The value of Canadian distant signals

carried by systems paying the minimum fee.

A. Is the compulsory licensing system for distant signal copyright royalties
completely arbitrary?

In her testimony, McLaughlin states that that “The payment rules [for distant signal fees]
are arbitrary; they were established by legislative compromise, not relative market value.”
(McLaughlin Written Direct at 3.) In support, she cites (Id. at 3, n. 4) the November 19, 1982
findings of the Copyright Royalty Tribunal: “The rates were established as a legislative
compromise, they are arbitrary, and they were intended to require only a minimum payment on
the part of cable operators [footnote in original omitted].” (Copyright Royalty Tribunal
Adjustment of the Royalty Rate for Cable Systems, Docket No. CRT 81-2, Nov. 19, 1982, 47 FR
52146 at 54.) In general, her testimony suggests that the compulsory licensing plan generating
the fees at issue in these hearings is arbitrary and therefore the fees cannot be related to relative

value. The purpose of this compulsory licensing plan, however, is to avoid the huge transaction



costs that would be required for direct negotiations among a large number of buyers and sellers
of programming content. The task is greatly complicated by the fact the systems must import
entire signals (i.e., everything that is broadcast by a specific Canadian, Mexican or American
distant station), rather than selecting specific programs for distant carriage. A recent report from
the U.S. Copyright Office describes the plan’s origins:

“At the time, it was not realistic for hundreds of relatively small cable operators to

negotiate individual licenses with dozens of copyright owners, so a practical

mechanism for clearing rights was needed. As a result, Congress created the

Section 111 statutory license. Section 111 permits cable systems to carry distant

broadcast signals, while compensating copyright owners for the public

performance of their works, without the transaction costs associated with

marketplace negotiations for the carriage of copyrighted programs.” (Satellite

Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act Section 109: a Report of the

Register of Copyrights, U.S. Copyright Office, June 2008, at 3.)

Any such compulsory licensing system is bound to introduce anomalies (as explained in
more detail below), including seemingly arbitrary fees. But the parties with the greatest interest
in the compulsory licensing system at issue — including cable system owners and the diverse
groups of owners of programming copyrights — were involved in creating these arrangements.
(See House Report No. 94-1476, 17 USC 8111, at. 8, below.) These and other interested parties
have been free to suggest modifications during the many years in which the system has been in
force. As aresult, it is most unlikely that the licensing fee arrangements being enforced by
Copyright Royalty Judges are completely arbitrary and bear no relationship to the underlying
economic forces or to the preferences of copyright owners and cable system operators. Indeed, it
is clear from various sources that the compulsory licensing system is a creature of legislation
informed by continued industry input (from both buyers and sellers of distant programming), and
that the industry has adapted its practices to these rules. For example, the June 2008 report of
the Register of Copyrights, “Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act Section
109 Report,” notes that “Congress enacted Section 111 after years of industry input . . .” (at. i),
and that “Any changes to the Section 111 statutory structure will disrupt settled expectations” (at.
iX). The National Association of Broadcasters, in its July 2, 2007 comments to the U.S.
Copyright Office (“Comments of the National Association of Broadcasters,” In re Section 109
Report to Congress, Docket No. 2007-1, at. 24-25), emphasized that historic FCC carriage rules,

including carriage rates, “reflected market realities that continue to exist today, and have
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produced longstanding carriage patterns upon which stations, cable operators, and cable
subscribers have come to rely” (p. 25).

In fact, there are numerous ways in which essential features of the fee system reflect
economic and institutional realities. An example is the assignment of DSE values to various
classes of distant signals, something the McLaughlin testimony criticizes in some detail.
(McLaughlin Written Direct at 6-7). On the whole, these assignments appear to reflect the nature
of the programming carried by these classes when DSE values were assigned. Thus distant
network-affiliated stations mainly carried programs that were also available locally, although not
necessarily in the same time slots. Similarly, to varying degrees, the same would be true of
public television stations to the extent they broadcast programming obtained through the Public
Broadcasting Service. The Canadian stations, on the other hand, carried large amounts of unique
programming that was not otherwise available to American systems. All this is consistent with
the relative magnitude of DSE values.

Much of this reasoning is illustrated in the House of Representatives report on 17 U.S.C.
8§ 111, the governing statute. That report states:

By contrast, their retransmission of distant non-network programing by cable
systems causes damage to the copyright owner by distributing the program in an
area beyond which it has been licensed. Such retransmission adversely affects the
ability of the copyright owner to exploit the work in the distant market. It is also
of direct benefit to the cable system by enhancing its ability to attract subscribers
and increase revenues. For these reasons, the Committee has concluded that the
copyright liability of cable television systems under the compulsory license should
be limited to the retransmission of distant non-network programing.

In implementing this conclusion, the Committee generally followed a proposal
submitted by the cable and motion picture industries, the two industries most
directly affected by the establishment of copyright royalties for cable television
systems. Under the proposal, the royalty fee is determined by a two step
computation. First, a value called a “distant signal equivalent” is assigned to all
“distant” signals. Distant signals are defined as signals retransmitted by a cable
system, in whole or in part, outside the local service area of the primary
transmitter. Different values are assigned to independent, network, and
educational stations because of the different amounts of viewing of non-network
programing carried by such stations. For example, the viewing of non-network
programs on network stations is considered to approximate 25 percent. These
values are then combined and a scale of percentages is applied to the cumulative
total. (House Report No. 94-1476, 17 U.S.C. §111, p. 8.)



B. The relationship between distant signal carriage fees and relative value.

The fee generation system at issue in these proceedings can be broken into two
components: (1) the determination of distant signal royalty fees to be paid by cable systems; and
(2) the allocation of aggregate paid-in fees to various signal types. | address the pay-in structure
first, and then turn to allocation. In both cases, the last Copyright Arbitration Royalty Panel
(CARP) has emphasized that the goal is not to ascertain the actual market value of various
programming, but only the relative value of programming. (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution
of 1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 10 ff.).

McLaughlin states that royalty fees for distant signals bear no relationship to relative
value. Her first argument in support of this proposition is that fees are generated by a
compulsory licensing system that was “established by legislative compromise, not relative
market value.” (McLaughlin Written Direct at 3; Transcript of McLaughlin Oral Testimony at
628.) From this, she infers that fees must be unrelated to relative value. This conclusion is not
warranted. The simple fact that fees arise from compulsory licensing law does not imply that
fees are unrelated to relative value. As I described above, the compulsory licensing mechanism
used for distant signal carriage fees was not constructed in a completely arbitrary fashion, but
rather was the result of compromises among interested parties including those paying and those
receiving royalties, all with the goal of eliminating unreasonably costly transactions in favor of a
simple fee structure that is designed only to provide a reasonable relationship, on average, among
the various interests.

McLaughlin also describes how the compulsory licensing system can create anomalous
outcomes. For example, a higher-valued signal might generate a lower fee than a less-valued
signal. (McLaughlin Written Direct at 3-4.) In her numerical example, she shows that if two
signals provide different relative value ($25 and $75), but generate the same fees ($20 each),
there will either be a disparity between relative values and fee allocation, or a disparity between
relative value and what is actually paid for the signals. But this anomaly is simply a result of
setting equal fees for two signals in the same class. This kind of thing is unavoidable in a
compulsory licensing mechanism, simply because fees are not separately negotiated for each

distant signal.



To address McLaughlin’s claim that fees and relative values are essentially unrelated,
one has to examine how the fee system works in practice. Much of McLaughlin’s testimony
focuses on specific aspects of fee calculation for systems that subscribe to more than one distant
signal. An examination of these aspects of compulsory licensing system reveals strong
relationships between fees and the relative value of distant signals.

i Carriage fees and service tiers: One aspect of the fee system addressed by
McLaughlin is that royalties are calculated as a percentage of cable system revenues for the
relevant service tiers. Because systems can exercise considerable discretion in arranging tiers,
the effect is to alter royalties fees paid in even when distant signal carriage is unchanged. In
particular, systems probably reduce carriage fees by placing distant signals in relatively low-
priced tiers, which reduces copyright royalties because they are calculated as a percentage of tier
revenues. This applies to all distant signals, however, and appears to have no bearing on the
extent to which fees for various distant signals are correlated with relative value.

ii. The designation of 3.75% signals: McLaughlin also describes the arbitrariness
of the designation of 3.75% signals. Under certain circumstances, when a system imports two or
more distant signals, one or more of those signals must be paid for at the 3.75% rate, in which
case the signal generates a fee of 3.75%, nearly four times the 0.956% for the first signal. When
the cable operator can select which signal to treat as the 3.75% signal or signals by designating
one or more signals as “permitted”, the designation made by the cable system may be seen as
arbitrary. The McLaughlin testimony emphasizes that this anomaly is “not minor” (McLaughlin
Written Direct at 6). The testimony simply describes the 3.75% system, however. It does not
provide any reason to think that the anomaly’s practical effects would be significant, however,
nor does it suggest how to deal with the anomaly. Suppose a system initially carries one distant
signal and pays the minimum fee of 0.956%. Suppose it adds a second signal that triggers a
3.75% designation. That increases the fee from 0.956% to 4.706% (3.75% + 0.956%). But the
system could simply drop the first signal and replace it with the second one, keeping the fee at
0.956%. By choosing to keep both signals, the system reveals that each one is worth at least the
difference between the minimum fee and the new fee, i.e., 3.75%. For example, suppose a
system is considering the carriage of two distant signals, one with a value to the system of 3.5%

and the other, 2.5%. Either signal would be worth carrying while paying the minimum fee of



0.960%, but the first signal would provide more value (3.5%), yielding a net value after fees of
2.54% (3.50% minus 0.96%). If the system adds the second signal, total value would increase to
6.0%, but total fees would increase by 3.75%, from 0.96% to 4.706%, so that net value would
decrease from 2.54% to 1.294% (6.0% minus 4.706%). The system would stick with just the
first signal even though the two signals together would be worth substantially more than the total
fee including the 3.75%. This reflects the fact that the first signal is a relative bargain, costing
only the minimum fee, compared to the second signal, which costs 3.75%. If the system carries
both signals, each must be worth at least 3.75%. If both signals were worth 3.5%, for example,
carriage of just one would yield net value of 3.5% - 0.96% = 2.54%, while carriage of both would
yield net value of 7.0% - 4.706% = 2.29%, which is less than the 2.54% yield from carrying only
one signal.

This logic carries through regardless of which signal is designated as the 3.75% signal. A
reasonable way to deal with this situation is to split the royalties equally among the originators of
the signals. | have been informed that in order to reflect these conditions, Cable Data
Corporation (CDC) has examined the cable systems that carried a distant Canadian station and
paid 3.75% royalties and reallocated the royalties so that both distant signals receive an equal
allocation of the combined base and 3.75% royalty payments.

iii. The impact of the declining fee scale for multiple distant signals: A third
aspect of the fee schedule for distant signals discussed by McLaughlin is the declining or
“sliding” fee scale: 0.956% of the system’s gross receipts for the first DSE, 0.630% for the
second through fourth, and 0.296% for the rest (these rates were slightly lower during period
2000-1). This sliding scale is the outcome of the legislative process discussed above as involving
the parties with the greatest interest in constructing a reasonably efficient mechanism to eliminate
the costs of multitudes of separate negotiations and transactions. The fee schedules in effect in
2000 through 2003, i.e., the actual royalty rates and the revenues required to be a Form 3 system,
were the result of settlement of the inflation rate adjustment proceeding between cable operators
and copyright owners. (See Library of Congress, Adjustment of Cable Statutory License Royalty
Rates. 65 Fed Reg. 64622 (Oct 30, 2000).) The fee schedule is also a reasonable way to deal
with the economic reality that not all distant signals are of equal value, so that systems tend to

select the most valuable signals first when deciding which and how many signals to import. The



designation of which of two or more signal generates the initial, largest fee, is often arbitrary,
however. McLaughlin argues that this is a significant flaw in the compulsory licensing system.
But as she points out in her written testimony, “As a practical matter, during 2000-03 only a very
small amount of importation occurred above one DSE. The average subscriber in Form 3
systems with distant signals received 1.2 DSEs.” (McLaughlin Written Direct at 8.)

The declining fee schedule appears to be an example of how seemingly striking
anomalies in compulsory licensing can turn out to be of little practical importance. This is
illustrated in a series of calculations of fee data. The rebuttal testimony of David Bennett in the
prior distribution proceedings over the 1998 and 1999 royalty pool testimony included the results
of a “min/max” exercise in which Canadian base rate royalties were calculated twice, once with
the Canadian distant signal designated to generate the highest possible fee (0.893% at the time,
rather than 0.956% for the present proceedings), and again with a Canadian signal designated to
generate the lowest possible fee (usually the 0.563% rate then used for 2" through 4™ signals),
depending on the number of signals actually carried by each cable system carrying a Canadian
distant signal. The results, based on the Bennett testimony, are reproduced in Table 1. (See
Exhibit CDN-5, Tab C, at 4-5.) The difference was quite small. For period 1999-2, for example,
the maximum amount of $1,428,206 is only about 10% greater than the minimum amount of
$1,293,624.

Table 1:
Base Royalty Fee Min/Max Calculation,
1991-2, 1992-2, 1998-2, and 1999-2

Minimum | Actual CDC | Maximum Min Base Min Base
Accounting | Canadian Allocation Canadian
) Fee As % of | Fee As % of
Period Base Rate | of Base Rate | Base Rate
. . . Actual Actual
Royalties Royalties Royalties
1991-2 $1,010,951 | $1,262,459 | $1,573,058 80.08% 124.60%
1992-2 $1,072,095 | $1,337,176 | $1,654,633 80.18% 123.74%
1998-2 $1,050,862 | $1,097,286 | $1,183,725 95.77% 107.88%
1999-2 $1,293,624 | $1,317,249 | $1,428,206 98.21% 108.42%
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CORRECTED

In the present hearings, rebuttal testimony from Jonda Martin, President of the Cable Data
Corporation, will provide a new min/max analysis for the years 2000 through 2003. The results
of Ms. Martin’s analysis are presented in Table 2. Just as in the prior proceeding, the differences
are quite small. For the year 2003, for example, the maximum amount of $4,019,290 is about

11% greater than the minimum amount of $3,622,282.

Table 2:
Base Royalty Fee Min/ Max Calculation, 2000-2003

Minimum Actual CDC Maximum Min Base | Max Base
Year Canadian Allocation of Canadian Fee Fees

Base Rate Base Rate Base Rate As % of As % of

Royalties Royalties Royalties Actual Actual
2000 $2,649,851 $2,760,030 $2,899,995 96.01% 105.07%
2001 $2,844,414 $2,947,551 $3,087,415 96.50% 104.75%
2002 $3,298,580 $3,456,589 $3,660,761 95.43% 105.91%
2003 $3,622,282 $3,800,001 $4,019,290 95.32% 105.77%

As can be seen, the CDC fee allocation is roughly the mid-point, within about 5% in either
direction, of the highest and lowest possible royalty allocation for Canadian signals. It is clear
that during 2000-2003, as in 1998-1999, fee generation as reported by CDC is quite robust with
respect to the assignment of the order of signals and their sliding fees.

v, The assignment of DSE values to classes of distant signals: Finally, a fourth
aspect of the distant signal fee schedule discussed by McLaughlin pertains to the assignment of
0.25 versus 1.0 DSE to various classes of distant signals. Her testimony argues that Canadian
signals are 1.0 DSE even though they carry significant programming that is duplicative of local
programming, as do network stations, which are only 0.25 DSE signals. The testimony does not
indicate the extent of duplicative programming, however, and evidence produced in the CCG’s
direct case indicates that the bulk of Canadian distant signal programming is Canadian in origin.
(See Testimony of Janice de Freitas, Exhibit CDN-1 at 6-8, and Tab CDN-1-Q.) In any event,
this is essentially just a criticism of the legislative findings that led to the structure of the

compulsory licensing system. In my earlier discussion of how the compulsory licensing was



created through legislation, it was clear that the determination of DSE weights was informed by
discussion among the interested parties of such central issues as the extent of duplicative

programming among distant and local signals.

C. The value of Canadian distant signals carried by systems paying the
minimum carriage fee.

Cable systems that carry 1.0 DSE or less are required to pay as the minimum fee, the base
rate fee for 1.0 DSE, equal to 0.956% of combined revenues from the highest tier including a
distant signal plus lower tiers (i.e., gross receipts). McLaughlin states that when cable systems
pay the minimum fee, there is no reason to think that the distant signals carried by those systems
provide significant value to those systems (McLaughlin Written Direct at 7-8). In particular,
McLaughlin argues that distant Canadian signals can be assumed to be of negligible value to
systems that carry no other distant signal and therefore pay the minimum fee. The implication is
that to extent that the pool of paid-in fees consists of minimum fees from systems that subscribe
to one or more distant signals, there is no reasonable way to assign relative value to these distant
signals.

There are several reasons why we can assume that even for minimum-fee systems, all or
nearly all distant Canadian signals are of substantial value, often comparable to or exceeding the
minimum fee. The switch of WTBS from a broadcast signal to a cable network in 1998 provides
a useful natural experiment for assessing the value of Canadian distant signals. In my rebuttal
testimony in the 1998-1999 proceedings, | briefly noted that many Canadian signals were carried
by systems paying the minimum fee, but that many or most of the those systems had previously
carried Canadian signals in addition to a 1.0 DSE signal. In that analysis, | relied partly upon
data from the CDC. For the current proceedings, | requested more comprehensive data from
CDC. One item I also initially reviewed was Settling Parties’ Exhibit SP-7, which was a report
titled CDINDEX, containing a printout of detailed data by cable system. However, the report
was incomplete for several years leading up to the WTBS switch in 1998; in particular, Exhibit
SP-7 lacked information on WTBS carriage in the relevant years. | have since been provided
with an updated version of this report containing complete data sets including TBS carriage. The
replacement CDINDEX list of detailed cable system data is provided as Exhibit CDN-R-2-A to
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my testimony. CDC also provided me with the data for Table 3, below.

The CDC data show that in the period 1997-2, just before the WTBS switch, 95.2% of
cable systems carried WTBS, which was a 1.0 DSE signal. Systems that also carried a Canadian
distant signal had to pay at least the base fee of 0.956% plus 0.630% (the fee for a second DSE)
of gross receipts. This indicates that for a typical system, the first Canadian distant signal was
worth at least 0.630%. Canadian signals that were valued at less than 0.630% (which was also
charged for the 3 and 4™ distant signal) would not have been carried.

Let us suppose, as the McLaughlin testimony suggests, that many of the Canadian signals
carried after the WTBS switch were worth relatively little — say, 0.5% or less of gross receipts. If
so, most of those signals would not have been carried before the WTBS switch because they
would have incurred a fee of 0.63% after paying the basic fee for WTBS itself. McLaughlin’s
argument therefore predicts that we should observe a disparity between Canadian signal carriage
before and after the WTBS switch, with substantially fewer signals being carried before the
switch. This can be tested with data. Table 3 presents data for periods 1990-1 (the first half of
1990) through 2003-2 (the second half of 2003) on Form 3 systems (which account for almost all
royalties). The table displays the number of Form 3 systems, the number and percentage of Form
3 systems with zero DSEs, the number with 1 or more Canadian distant signals, the number with
exactly one Canadian distant signal, the number with two or more, and the number of Form 3
systems for which a Canadian distant signal is the only distant signal carried. It can be seen that
during 1990-1 through 1997-2, periods in which WTBS was classified as a distant signal, very
few systems carried only a Canadian signal and no other distant signal (2 systems at the most) —
reflecting the fact that nearly all systems already carried WTBS at 1.0 DSE. This means that
practically all systems importing a Canadian distant signal incurred a fee of 0.630%. Between 61
and 68 systems carried one or more Canadian distant signal, along with one or more other distant
signals. Of those, between 47 and 51 (48 in 1997-1, 51 in 1997-2) carried exactly one Canadian
distant signal.

Additional information about the value of Canadian signals can be inferred from the facts
that virtually no systems carried only a single Canadian signal and no other distant signal, and
that many systems carried more than one Canadian signal (again, see Table 3). The value of

individual Canadian signals is bound to vary greatly among the various cable systems, as
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reflected in the frequent decision to carry more than one signal. It is most unlikely that each
system importing a single signal happened to value it at exactly 0.63% or slightly more. Far
more likely is that valuations, while all being at least 0.63%, ranged well beyond that. Similar
reasoning, albeit with less force given the fewer number of signals involved, applies to the 2™ or
3 or 4™ signals in systems that imported more than one Canadian distant signal. The June 2008
report of the Register of Copyrights, “Satellite Home Viewer Extension and Reauthorization Act
Section 109 Report,” emphasized that “Section 111 has proven to be an efficient mechanism to
clear copyrighted works at below-market rates” (at. vii). Also, in its July 2, 2007 comments to the
U.S. Copyright Office (“Comments of the National Association of Broadcasters,” In re Section
109 Report to Congress, Docket No. 2007-1) The National Association of Broadcasters pointed
out that even the most expensive signals, 3.75% signals, provide copyrighted programming at
“below market” rates (at 22). There seems to be no reason why Canadian signals would be an
exception to this general observation.

In 1998-1, immediately after the switch, 51 systems carried a single Canadian signal.
During 2000-2 through 2003-2, between 47 and 53 systems carried a single Canadian signal.
Clearly, the WTBS switch had virtually no impact on cable operator’s decision to carry Canadian
distant signals— neither on the number of systems importing a single Canadian signal nor on the
number importing more than one Canadian signal. These numbers strongly indicate that even in
systems paying the minimum carriage fee, Canadian signals provided significant value equal to
or exceeding the 0.63% fee. Moreover, recalling why most of these signals were probably worth
substantially more than 0.63% before the switch, there are sound economic reasons to think the
signals imported for minimum fee system were probably worth at least 0.63% and in most cases,
substantially more. An alternative scenario, of course, is that Canadian signals simply declined
substantially in value after the WTBS switch but happened to be picked at the same rate because
of other, unknown factors. That scenario does not seem plausible. Certainly, the McLaughlin

testimony provides no support for such a scenario.
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Accounting
Period

1990-1
1990-2
1991-1
1991-2
1992-1
1992-2
1993-1
1993-2
1994-1
1994-2
1995-1
1995-2
1996-1
1996-2
1997-1
1997-2
1998-1
1998-2
1999-1
1999-2
2000-1
2000-2
2001-1
2001-2
2002-1
2002-2
2003-1
2003-2

Source: CDC.

Num. of
Form 3
Systems

2,105
2,124
2,200
2,202
2,250
2,271
2,347
2,287
2,241
2,213
2,242
2,301
2,343
2,383
2,334
2,346
2,344
2,363
2,312
2,296
2,307
1,898
1,853
1,818
1,759
1,723
1,687
1,648

Canadian Distant Signal Carriage, 1990-2003

Form 3
Systems
with 0
DSEs

16
12
13
12
14
16
14
15
10
14
12
12
15
26
36
40
459
437
382
378
380
311
325
312
306
308
300
272

Table 3:

0 DSE
Systems
as % of

Total

0.760%
0.565%
0.6%
0.5%
0.6%
0.7%
0.6%
0.7%
0.4%
0.6%
0.5%
0.5%
0.6%
1.1%
1.5%
1.7%
19.6%
18.5%
16.5%
16.5%
16.5%
16.4%
17.5%
17.2%
17.4%
17.9%
17.8%
16.5%

Systems
with 1 or
more
Canadian
Distant
Signals
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68
67
68
63
65
66
66
68
66
63
64
63
61
61
62
65
66
65
59
62
63
58
60
65
62
65
63
62

Systems
with 1
Canadian
Distant
Signals

50
48
48
46
47
48
47
49
49
49
50
49
47
48
48
51
51
51
45
48
48
47
49
53
50
48
50
49

Systems
with 2 or
more
Canadian
Distant
Signals
18

19
20
17
18
18
19
19
17
14
14
14
14
13
14
14
15
14
14
14
15
11
11
12
12
17
13
13

Systems
with only

Canadian
Distant

Signals
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3. Singer Testimony

Singer’s testimony focuses on the role of “changed circumstances” between the copyright
royalty proceedings for years 1990-1992, 1998-1999, and 2000-2003. When the CARP used the
fee generation method to award an increased share of copyright royalties to the Canadian
Claimants Group in the 1998-1999 distribution proceedings, compared to its share in the 1990-
1992 proceedings, the CARP and the Canadian Claimants Group cited several changed
circumstances — most of them triggered by the WTBS switch at the end of 1997 — to explain why
the Canadian Claimants Group share should be larger and why the fee generation method
calculated a larger share for the Canadian Claimants Group. Singer’s argument is that if similar
changed circumstances did not occur between the 1998-1999 and 2000-2003 periods, there is no
reason to apply the fee generation method to data from 2000-2003. Rather, awards should be
identical to the results of applying the fee generation to the 1998-1999 data.

| believe this reasoning is unsupportable for three reasons. The first is that there is no
reason to expect large, identifiable factors (particularly recurring factors) to be the prime causes
of significant changes in relative values. The cumulative effects of relatively small changes can
also be substantial, even if no large change can be identified. That is typical of markets
generally.

The second problem with Singer’s exclusive focus on large, identifiable factors is that
relative values may be influenced by factors that cannot be identified at all, or if identified, are
impossible to measure. For example, CBC programming has received numerous awards in
recent years. Whether these awards reflected increased relative values, or even influenced those
values, is probably impossible to determine. One can imagine many other potential factors —
demographic changes in cable system communities, for example, or unexpected impact from
DVD usage or even the altered fortunes of sports teams — which could exert substantial influence
on cable system operators’ choice of distant signals and the pricing of service tiers, without our
being able to estimate the influence of those factors on relative values.

Third, there seems to be no reason why the fee generation results based on 1998-1999
data would be preferred over results using data for the years in which the royalties in question

were actually collected. A chief virtue of the fee generation method is that despite its limitations,
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it automatically takes account of whatever forces were at work during the relevant periods. This
is clear from the CARP report of the distribution of 1998-1999 fees. After first discussing at
length the impact of the WTBS switch, and then addressing the use of the fee generation method
for the CCG award, the report noted, “Other than a substantial increase in relative shares of
actual fees generated of both the Basic Fund and 3.75% Fund, the Panel does not discern any
changed circumstances that would significantly affect the Canadians award.” (CARP, In the
Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 74). And later,
“An assessment of changed circumstance, based upon an approximate doubling of relative fees,
implicates a substantial increase from the last award . . .” (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of
1998 and 1999 Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 74).

The function served by the fee generation method is similar to that of the successive
Bortz surveys used in cable royalty distribution proceeding, which provided useful evidence on
relative value without identifying any particular factors in the marketplace that might have
affected those relative values. However, a new Bortz survey was required for each period for
which the allocation of fees was at issue; previous survey results were bound to be less useful
than those from a new survey conducted at the appropriate time. Thus, the CARP report of the
distribution of 1998-1999 fees noted (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999
Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 31):

“We note here that JSC adduced substantial evidence of changed circumstances
for the purpose of supporting an increase in JSC’s 1990-92 award [n. 14 omitted].
See generally JSC PFFCL 174-83. The Panel need not address this evidence. The
Bortz survey, which subsumes all conceivable relevant changes, provides a much
more reliable and objective measure of relative value.”

Thus, rather than use the 1998-1999 date for the fee generation method, it makes far more
sense to use 2000-2003 data. These data reflect, albeit imperfectly, the course of events since
1998-1999, including the impact of changes in the number and variety of signals available for
carriage, changes in perceived attractiveness of programming, and other factors too numerous or
too little understood to be listed here. The virtues of using recent data are borne out by much of
the data provided by Singer. His Figure 4 presents data on the number of subscribers to U.S. and
Canadian distant signals for 1998-1999 and 2000-2003. Subscribers to United States signals
increased by 2.7% (from 65,552,925 to 67,336,460) while subscribers to Canadian signals
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increased by 16.7% (from 2,436,998 to 2,843,673). His Appendix 4 makes this case as well
showing steady growth for subscribers to Canadian signals while subscribers to US signals
decrease or remain constant. All else equal, this would suggest an increase in the CCG’s royalty
share. Singer’s Table 2 provides data on the average number of U.S. and Canadian distant
stations carried per cable system for 1998-1999 and 2000-2003. The average number of U.S.
distant stations increased by 12.3% (from 1.78 to 2.00), while the average for Canadian distant
stations increased by 25% (from 0.04 to 0.05). Again, this factor alone suggests an increase in
the CCG’s royalty share. Finally, the Singer notes between 1998-1999 and 2000-2003, the share
of fees generated by distant Canadian signals increased from 3.48% to 4.34%. (Singer Written
Direct at 17.) This means that demand for Canadian signals grew more rapidly than demand for
U.S. signals: Again, this alone would suggest an increase in the CCG share of copyright
royalties.

Taken together, these data reinforce the notion that the fee generation method should be
applied to 2000-2003 data rather than repeating the use of 1998-1999 data. The CARP faced a
similar issue in its consideration of the cable operator survey evidence, covering the years 1996
through 1999, presented by Dr. Ringold in its distribution of 1998-1999 royalties. The Panel
concluded, “[T]he Panel is unpersuaded by Dr. Ringold’s advocacy of a four-year survey
average. Perhaps the Panel reposes more confidence in her survey than Dr. Ringold herself. But
we see no reason not to focus exclusively on the survey responses for 1998 and 1999 — the years
for which we are distributing royalties.” (CARP, In the Matter of Distribution of 1998 and 1999
Cable Royalty Funds, Oct. 21, 2003, at 73.) Similar reasoning would apply to the fee generation

method.

4. Conclusions

| have examined the testimony of Linda McLaughlin and Harold Singer on whether to
apply the fee generation method to 2000-2003 fees in order to allocate copyright royalties for
Canadian distant signals carried by U.S. cable systems. McLaughlin argues that the compulsory
licensing system that establishes the distant signal fee structure is arbitrary, causing fees to bear

little or no coherent relationship with the relative value of distant signals. Singer notes that in
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previous litigation over the 1998-1999 fees, CARP was satisfied that the fee generation method
would take reasonable account of obvious changes in certain marketplace measures since the
1990-1992 fees were allocated. Singer states that those same measures changed much less
between 1998-1999 and 2000-2003, so much less, in fact, that he concluded they did not amount
to a material change in circumstances. He argues that rather than allocate 2000-2003 according
to the results of the fee generation method for those years, fee should again be allocated
according to the results of applying the fee generation method to 1998-1999 data.

| believe that both these broad arguments are mistaken. Fees arising from
compulsory licensing inevitably appear arbitrary and generate numerous anomalies. But the
compulsory licensing mechanism itself is a reasonable result of legislation closely watched and
informed by the most interested buyers and sellers of programming provided through distant
signals, and those same parties. The fee schedule largely coheres with basic economic principles
despite its oddities, and there are compelling reasons to believe that fees paid bear a reasonable
relationship with the relative value of the distant signals and the programming they contain. This
applies specifically to Canadian fees paid by cable systems that pay minimum fees because they
carry 1.0 DSE or less of distant signals. The natural experiment offered by the 1998 switch in the
status of WTBS makes clear that rather than providing negligible value, Canadian signals carried
by minimum-fee systems generally provide substantial value to those systems, probably
exceeding the minimum fee itself. Moreover, repeated use of the fee generation method
automatically takes account of the cumulative effect of large and small changes in market
circumstances, including the data provided by Singer that suggest a continuing shift toward
Canada programming. For all the reasons discussed above, my opinion is that the fee generation
method reasonably measures relative value and that application of that method to the pool of year
2000-2003 fees makes far more economic sense than using the results of the fee generation

method applied to year 1998-1999 fees.
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