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ELAN FELDMAN 
1050 Northwest 21 Street 

Miami, Florida 33127 
EMAIL: Feldmanelan@yahoo.com 

March 4, 2015 
Marlene H. Dortch, Esq. 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
November 25, 2014 

EX PARTE PRESENTATION - VIA ELECTRONIC FILING 
Re: Applications of Comcast Corp., Time Warner Cable Inc., Charter 
Communications, Inc., and SpinCo for Consent to Assign or Transfer 

Control of License and Authorizations, MB Docket No. 14-57 

 

INTRODUCTION 

On Monday March 2, 2015 I spoke with Jessica Campbell and Jake Riehm 

1. We discussed that Comcast’s REPLY TO RESPONSES December 23, 2015, Comcast replied 
to my petition, placing it in an untimely confidential filing. That I had responded in a 
Responsive Comments1. Dated February 14 2015. 
 

2. I had Jessica and Jake read the Responsive Comment as they had not. I explained that 
my petition now with the adjudication proven true, shows Comcast violated 2 violations 
of the act violations of the Communications Act 47 U.S.C, Requirements of a franchise. 2  
proving Comcast without permission  went on my private property, used it, profited 
from it3 was responsible for the damage, knew that they were not supposed be there 
and didn’t care. But more, that the government entities I trusted to protect me, the City, 
the County the State and the FCC all disclaiming the ability to help  4 .   

                                                           
1 Shown in my petition and my Responsive Comment Exhibit A pages 5-15 
 
2 541(a)2(A) that the safety, functioning, and appearance of the property and the convenience and safety of other 
persons not be adversely affected by the installation or construction of facilities necessary for a cable system; and 
47 U.S.C. 541(a)2(C) that the owner of the property be justly compensated by the cable operator for any damages 
caused by the installation, construction, operation, or removal of such facilities by the cable operator. 
 
3 For years Comcast claimed their subcontractor installed the cable. Discovery shows Comcast did. 
 
4 Exhibits C pages 17-18 &D pg 19 show no jurisdiction and Exhibit C 8AA28.1 almost mirroring the section 621 
rules shown unable to inforce. 8aa-2(k) Easement dedicated for compatible use means all easements that a 
cable operator is authorized by State, federal, or local law to use in operating its cable system. 
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3. Jessica in our discussion asks what I believe the Commission should do in this merger 
proceeding in regard to Comcast. I was caught off-guard on that question, but I can 
answer it.  It’s time the FCC do the do the job they are supposed to do. Question 
Comcast. Question me.  Then make decisions. Don’t pass this merger ignoring wrongs. 
In this proceeding the Commission does have the jurisdiction to question Comcast. I 
admitted my frustration with the system which is ignoring guaranteed rights. 
 

4. This adjudicated lawsuit ,the jury found Comcast Intentionally trespassed on my 
property, that the negligence of Comcast was the legal cause to plaintiff’s damage, 
and after Comcast introduced the adjudication in their Reply to Comments dated  
December 23, 2014, was picking and choosing what they were telling the Commission, 
hiding and downplaying their willful unlawful actions in this merger proceeding.  
Comcast, required to report adverse finding under 47CFR1.65 within 30 days did not   
 

5. Comcast is abusing powers congress gave them to speed up innovation. When my 
attorneys go in front of a judge Comcast can say these laws don’t pertain to us. 
Insurance laws5, the franchise (county ordinances) laws, the trespass laws. I do not 
stand alone in Comcast harms. They harmed friends and neighbors and others as my 
filings show.  
 
 

The Playing Field 
6. It is proven to me after almost a decade , that in the FCC playing field,  that Comcast has 

the best odds of winning as the laws Creates barriers to Constitutional protected 
property rights ,to redress grievances as shown in my Petition, in my Responsive 
Comments ,and in exhibits A, B,C,&D  sent  in advance to Jessica and Jake.  That the 
courts admit the barriers to the jurisdiction of the County,6 (the Franchise Authority). 
That the FCC cannot protect me because they don’t have jurisdiction. 7 And that even 
the laws that say the licensees and cable providers are responsible to make sure that 
the provider maintain the property is ignored8. I am proof, Comcast can use your 
property, refuse to leave, damage it, the public is unprotected and Comcast is protected 
to unlawfully remain.  Comcast’s willingness to harm and outspend us, in my case 
spending unknown millions9 for almost a decade, shows that the cost of liberty and 
justice for all, on bright-line laws and rights is out of the reach of most the American 
Public.  
 

                                                           
5 Comcast did not have the required insurance required by Ordinance that would have transferred liability.  
6 Exhibit D pg 19  
7 Exhibit B pg 16 
8 I requested Comcast repair the damages they admit to being responsible. Comcast refused 
9  Comcast themselves placed the offer to settle and their legal fees in the public record. 
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Questions 
7. Who is supposed to protect us? Can Comcast be trusted if they deliberately harm, 

violate laws, rights and conceal it? 
 

Authority problems 
8. The rights for the public and me in bright-light words contained in SEC. 621. [47 U.S.C. 

541] are the strongest words in the “ ACT” listed under “GENERAL FRANCHISE 
REQUIREMENTS” containing the words, shall (a demand) insure(a Guarantee) and not 
listed as discretionary,  ground rules that are simple.  The FCC rules “for the purpose of 
promoting safety of life and property” make what Comcast called non-FCC violation, 47 
U.S.C. 541 and Constitutional oath protected property rights required to be adjudicated 
under FCC rules. Now proven, the public in an FCC issue, is required to pay to redress 
grievances as shown in my Responsive Comments for violations of the “Act”10.  
 

9. I also asked to CC the Commissioners in this proceeding. 
 

Closing 
10. I have petitioned for redress in the most humble terms.11 If the Commission ignores  

demanded regulatory bright-line rules placed by Congress having the words, 
Requirement, shall, and insure, having no discretionary words associated with that 
wording, ignoring my petition without questioning Comcast, a see no evil, hear no evil 
and pick my evil, Prosecutorial Discretion leaves me standing behind the wisdom of our 
president.   
 

“If the people cannot trust their government to do the job for which it 
exists - to protect them and to promote their common welfare - all else is 
lost.”             BARACK OBAMA, speech, Aug. 28, 2006 

  

Respectfully, 

/s/ Elan Feldman 

Elan Feldman 

 

 
                                                           
10 Exhibit A pages 5-15 
11 Declaration of independence 
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Cc BY ELECTRONIC MAIL 

Chairman Tom Wheeler: Tom.Wheeler@fcc.gov     

Commissioner Mignon Clyburn: Mignon.Clyburn@fcc.gov 

Commissioner Jessica Rosenworcel: Jessica.Rosenworcel@fcc.gov 

Commissioner Ajit Pai: Ajit.Pai@fcc.gov 

Commissioner Michael O’Rielly:  Mike.O'Rielly@fcc.gov 

Jessica Campbell Jessica.Campbell@FCC.gov 

Jake Riehm  Jake.Riehm@FCC.gov 

Hillary DeNigro   Hillary.DeNigro@fcc.gov 

Marcia Glauberman   marcia.glauberman@fcc.gov 

Matthew W. Brill, Esq matthew.brill@lw.com  

Francis M. Buono, Esq. fbuono@willkie.com 

TransactionTeam@fcc.gov 
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Sign In Sign Up

§ 8AA-28.1. Unlawful to interfere with licensee's access 
to easements

Latest version. 

LegalZone  | eLaws  | eRegulations  | eCases  | State of Florida  | Florida Statutes  | Florida Administrative Code  | 

 Miami - Dade County

 Code of Ordinances

 Part III. Code Of Ordinances

 Chapter 8AA. Cable And Communications Services Providers

 Article I. Cable Television Regulations

(a) Conduct prohibited.

(1) No property owner shall deny any owner, occupant, tenant, or lessee their right to have 
cable service provided by a licensee.

(2) No property owner shall forbid, prevent, or interfere with the licensee when the licensee is 
attempting to enter onto property at reasonable times and in reasonable circumstances for the 
purpose of the construction, installation, maintenance, or operation of a cable system or 
facilities on easements dedicated for compatible use.

(3) Except as provided for in subsection (b) of this provision, no property owner shall demand or 
accept payment in any form as a condition of permitting access to any easements dedicated for 
compatible use or as a condition of allowing the licensee to construct, install, maintain, or 
operate its cable system on an easement dedicated for compatible use.

(4) No property owner shall discriminate in rental charges or otherwise discriminate against any 
owner, occupant, tenant, or lessee on account of the purchase of cable services from a licensee 
by that owner, occupant, tenant, or lessee.

(b) In installing, maintaining, operating, or removing its facilities in, upon, on or from any 
easements dedicated for compatible uses, the licensee shall ensure:

(1) That the safety, functioning, and appearance of the premises and the convenience and 

facilities necessary for a cable system;

Latest Version Updated Versions 
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(2) That the cost of the installation, construction, operation, or removal of such facilities be 
borne by the licensee or subscriber, or a combination of both; and

(3) That the owner be justly compensated by the licensee for any damages caused by the 
installation, construction, operation, or removal of such facilities by the licensee.

(c) Nothing herein shall be construed to prohibit or prevent any property owner from constructing, 
installing, or continuing to maintain and operate an independent television receiving system 
subject to the other provisions of this chapter; provided, however, that the construction, installation, 
maintenance, and operation of such receiving system shall not prevent the licensee from 
constructing, installing, maintaining, and operating its cable service through its cable system.

(d) This chapter is not intended to, and nothing herein shall be construed to, preclude appropriate 
payments, arrangements, or agreements for the use by cable operators of other utilities' facilities 
and equipment, including pole attachment agreements.

(e) Any person who willfully violates this section shall be subject to a five hundred dollar ($500.00) 
fine and thirty (30) days in jail for each violation.

(f) The licensee shall have a private right of action for damages and injunctive relief in any court of 
competent jurisdiction to enforce its rights pursuant to this section.

(Ord. No. 90-73, § 1, 7-24-90; Ord. No. 01-44, § 1, 3-20-01)
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