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intention to extract monopoly rents once it has acquired its only source of GSM competition.

The Commission clearly cannot sanction that, consistent with its public-interest mandate.
Thus, if the Applications are not denied, Alarm.com’s pricing condition is reasonably tailored to
prevent immediately foreseeable, merger-specific and merger-caused competitive harms. The
condition is also consistent with AT&T’s own commitment for T-Mobile’s customers’, and
holds Applicants to their representations that prices are trending down, not up. Keeping prices
from rising until Alarm.com and other similarly situated parties can grow around a GSM
monopoly is a perfectly reasonable, legitimate condition.

Finally, the condition is consistent with significant Commission precedent in which the
Commission has accepted or required similar conditions to approve other proposed transactions
that likewise presented unacceptable monopoly conditions. See, e.g., In re Applications Filed by
Owest Commc 'ns Int'l Inc. & CenturyTel, Inc. d/b/a CenturyLink for Consent to Transfer
Control, WC Docket No. 10-110, FCC 11-47, Mem. Op. & Order, , 26 FCC Red. 4194917 &
Appendix C (Conditions) (2011) (precluding applicants from raising rates for seven years of any
services provided to existing or new customers in certain locations whose only source of
provider competition was being extinguished by the transaction); In re AT&T Inc. & BellSouth
Corp., WC Docket No. 06-74, FCC 06-189, Mem. Op. & Order, 22 FCC Rcd. 5662, 5807-14,
Appendix F (Conditions) (2007) (precluding AT&T/BellSouth from, inter alia, raising special
access rates for four years or raising tandem transit rates for forty-two months following that
merger closing, and requiring the merged entity to offer ADSL service to at a rate no higher than
$19.95 per month); In re Verizon Comme 'ns & MCI, Inc., WC Docket No. 05-75, FCC 05-184,
Mem. Op. & Order, 20 FCC Rcd. 18433, 18559-61, Appendix G (Conditions) (2005)

(precluding MCI/Verizon from raising rates for various special access services for a period of 30
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