Angela Boston

From: Michael Grubb [mgrubb6@adelphia.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2006 8:08 AM .

To: KJMWEB; Michael Copps; Jonathan Adelstein; dtaylortateweb APR - 3 2006
Subject: Cable ala carte

Fedld Communicatinns Comnedsaton
Offisg of the Bacretary
Dear Sirs and Madam,
Reading recent reports of a la carte, I am disturbed by what I read. And I feel that it
is important that you hear from a consumer, not a cable company and not scme consumer
leobbyist group that are made cof academia types but are not in touch with the real world.

It should be clear that I am opposed to cable & la carte, and I feel that the studies,
both those done by your department and those deone by various cable/channel providers miss
the essence of the problem., Let me address various points that the studies make.

1. Most, though not all, will be able to reduce cable bills with a la carte priging.

I believe your study is hugely flawed in it's assessment of this pcint, I think a more
accurate assessment would be to say that most consumers that are interested in fewer that
a certain number of channels, say 5 for arguments sake, will be able to reduce their bill,
but only by reducing their service. Cost per channel will rise undoubtedly. And in many
cases, such as my family, our interest are diverse enough that T believe we would either
end up paying more, or not getting what we like because of expense. We are a typical
family I believe, I commonly watch, or flip between 7 or 8 channels{TLC,DISCOVERY[1l-
3],DIY Network,ESPN,ESPNZ,and the local channels). My wife, while she has many of the same
likes, doesn't care about ESPN or ESPNZ, or even the local channels(which I watch for
News). She however is much more of a movie buff than I. 8o she will watch AMC,Oxygen, HBO
[1-7]),and a couple of other movie channels that come in the package. Now my daughter
really prefers (and we prefer her toc watch) the Disney channel, toon disney, nickelodeon,
and the kids discovery channel. WNow I have always considered our family average, and many
of our friends with children have similar likes. For us, even if each channel cost a mere
2 dollars each, we would pay $40 dollars Jjust for the channels, not including the service
charges the provider {(curs is Adelphia, scon to be Comcast) would charge just to deliver
this. But all indications are that $2 per channel is unrealistic. ESPN is saying $20. I
don't believe it, but I do believe that we will see something more like what HBO charges,
about $14 dollars extra a mcnth for their channels.

2. BSelection. You study seems to imply that it will be good for smaller companies
because people will be able to spend their dellars on that, instead of things they don't
want .

The cost to start a cable station is staggering. Many don't make any money until a few
years after their release, and it is because to make money, they not only have to be in a
lot of homes to get the subscription fees back from the carriers, but because they have to
achieve a certain amcunt of advertising, which they struggle with until they are in enocugh
households and watched by enough people to bring their numbers up to a peint where people
are willing to advertise on their channel. Without bundling, many new channels would
never even try. The deck would be teo stacked. And even if they did try, most consumers
would never find out abcocut these channels. Sure, there would undoubtedly be some that
would try and make i1it, but not many.

3. Finally, all the emphasis and blame for cost has been leveled at the channel providers
with very little blame leveled at the providers such as Cox, adelphia, att, and Comcast.
The assumption is that cable is expensive because the channel providers such as ESPN
charge outragecus fees.

Ok, the truth is that cable providers are no angels. By offering a la carte, they will be
able to charge whatever they like for channels, and they will make a mint. Service will
also suffer. Honestly, will cable companies even be willing to provide service in a rural
area like the one I live in if most subscribers only subscribe to 2 or 3 channels? The
cost of maintaining a network in a sparsely populated area with low channels per set will
be too expensive. Either the consumer will pay very expensive premiums for little
selection, or will not be able to get service at all.
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Bottom line is that both of your studies are wrong, but in the end, an a la cart system
will hurt, I believe, more consumers than i1t will benefit. Ts thic a perfect world? MNo.

Scme will surely pay more than they should. But I believe that more will pay more for
less service under an a la carte system than the current system.

Please, for cnce really consider the people. I know for government that is z little
weird. And I know that many in government try to say they are listening to the people,

but face i1t, most in government listen to lobbyist and Pac groups that pretend they
represent the people but don't.

Thanks for your time,

Micheael Grubb
5t. Albans, VT
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Anﬂela Boston ' ﬁ E Z m|§i .

From: Michae! Grubb [mgrubb6@adelphia.net]

Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2006 8:08 AM APR - 3 2006

To: KJMWERB; Michael Copps; Jonathan Adelstein; dtaylortateweb "

Subject: Cable ala carte Fetlarmt Communications Commioahan
Cffiva of the Secratery

Dear Sirs and Madam,

Reading recent reports of a la carte, I am disturbed by what I read. And I feel that it
is important that you hear from a consumer, not a cable company and not some consumer
lebbyist group that are made of academia types but are not in touch with the real world.

It should be clear that I am opposed to cable a la carte, and I feel that the studies,
both those done by your department and those done by varicus cable/channel providers miss
the essence of the problem. Let me address various points that the studies make.

1. Most, though not all, will be able to reduce cable bills with a la carte pricing.

I believe your study is hugely flawed in it's assessment c¢f this point. I think a more
accurate assessment would be to say that most consumers that are interested in fewer that
a certain number of channels, say 5 for arguments sake, will be able to reduce their bill,
but only by reducing their service. <Cost per channel will rise undcubtedly. And in many
cases, such as my family, our interest are diverse enough that I believe we would either
end up paying more, or not getting what we like because of expense. We are a typical
family I believe. I commonly watch, or flip between 7 or 8 channels{TLC, DISCOVERY[1-
3],DIY Network,ESPN,ESPNZ,and the local channels). My wife, while she has many of the same
likes, dcesn't care about ESPN or ESPN2, or even the local channels({which I watch for
News}. She however is much more of a movie buff than I. 3o she will watch AMC, Oxygen, HBO
[1-7],and a couple of other movie channels that come in the package. Now my daughter
really prefers (and we prefer her to watch) the Disney channel, tocn disney, nickelodecn,
and the kids discovery channel. Now I have always considered our family average, and many
of our friends with children have similar likes. For us, even 1f each channel cost a mere
2 dollars each, we would pay $40 dollars just for the channels, not including the service
charges the provider (curs is Adelphia, scon to be Comcast) would charge just to deliver
this. But all indications are that $2 per channel i1s unrealistic. ESPN is saying $20. I
den't believe it, but I do believe that we will see scmething more like what HBO charges,
about $14 dollars extra a month for their channels.

2. Selection. You study seems to imply that it will be good for smaller companies
because people will be able to spend their decllars on that, instead of things they don't
want.

The cost to start a cable station is staggering. Many don't make any money until a few
years after their release, and it is because to make money, they not only have to be in a
lot of homes to get the subscription fees back from the carriers, but because they have to
achieve a certain amount of advertising, which they struggle with until they are in enocugh
households and watched by enough people to bring their numbers up to a point where people
are willing to advertise on their channel. Without bundling, many new channels would
never even try. The deck would be too stacked. And even if they did try, mcst consumers
would never find out abeout these channels. Sure, there would undoubtedly be some that
would try and make it, but not many.

3. Finally, all the emphasis and blame for cost has been leveled at the channel providers
with very little blame leveled at the providers such as Cox, adelphia, att, and Comcast.
The assumption is that cable is expensive because the channel providers such as ESPN
charge outragecus fees,.

Ok, the truth is that cable providers are no angels. By cffering a la carte, they will be
able to charge whatever they like for channels, and they will make a mint. Service will
also suffer. Honestly, will cable companies even be willing to provide service in a rural
area like the one I live in if most subscribers only subscribe to 2 or 3 channels? The
cest of maintaining a network in a sparsely populated area with low channels per set will
be tooc expensive. Either the consumer will pay very expensive premiums for little
selection, or will nct be able to get service at all.

17




Bottom line is that both of your studies are wrong, but in the end, an a la cart system

will hurt, T believe, more consumers than it will benefit. Ts this a perfect worldh Yo,
Some will surely pay more than they should. But I believe that more will pay more for
less service under an a la carte system than the current system.

Please, for once really ccnsider the pecople.

I know for government that is a little
weird.

2nd I know that many in government try to say they are listening to the people,

but face it, most in government listen to lobbyist and Pac groups that pretend they
represent the people but don't,

Thanks for vyour time,

Michael Grubb
St. Albans, VT
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Angela Boston O ETONETE

From: Michael Grubb [mgrubb8@adelphia.net] _

Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2006 8:08 AM APR -3 7006

To: KJMWEB; Michael Copps; Jonathan Adelstein; dtaylortateweb

Subject: Cabie ala carte Fud 8 Somnmumingioss Conmeieston

Ui%o9 of ths Bacretary

Dear Sirs and Madam,

Reading recent reports of a la carte, I am disturbed by what I read. 2and I feel that it
is important that ycu hear from a consumer, not a cable company and not scme consumer
lobbyist group that are made of academia types but are not in touch with the real world.

It sheould be clear that I am opposed to cable a la carte, and I feel that the studies,
both those done by your department and those done by various cable/channel providers miss
the essence of the problem. Let me address various points that the studies mzke.

1. Most, though not all, will be able to¢ reduce cable bills with a la carte pricing.

I believe your study is hugely flawed in it's assessment of this point. I think a more
accurate assessment would be to say that most consumers that are interested in fewer that
a certain number of channels, say 5 for arguments sake, will be able to reduce their bill,
but only by reducing their service. Cost per channel will rise undoubtedly. And in many
cases, such as my family, our interest are diverse enocugh that I believe we would either
end up paying more, or not getting what we like because of expense. We are a typical
family I believe. I commonly watch, or flip between 7 or 8 channels {TLC,DISCOVERY[1-
31,DIY Network,ESPN,ESPNZ,and the local channels). My wife, while she has many of the same
likes, doesn't care about ESPN or ESFN2, or even the local channels({which I watch for
News) . She however is much more of a movie buff than I. 8o she will watch AMC, Oxygen, HBO
[1-7],and a couple of other movie channels that come in the package. Now my daughter
really prefers {and we prefer her to watch) the Disney channel, toon disnsy, nickelodeon,
and the kids discovery channel. Now I have always considered our family average, and many
of our friends with children have similar likes. For us, even if each channel cost a mere
2 dollars each, we would pay $40 dollars just for the channels, not including the service
charges the provider (ours is Adelphia, soon to be Comcast) would charge just to deliver
this. But all indications are that $2 per channel is unrealistic. ESPN 1is saying $20. I
don't believe it, but I do believe that we will see something more like what HBOC charges,
about $14 dollars extra a month for their channels.,

Z. Selection. You study seems to imply that it will be good for smaller companies
because people will be able to spend their dollars on that, instead of things they don't
want.

The cost to start a cable station is staggering. Many don't make any money until a few
vears after their release, and it is because to make money, they not only have to be in a
lot of homes tc get the subscription fees back from the carriers, but because they have to
achieve a certain amount of advertising, which they struggle with until they are in enough
househclds and watched by enough people to bring thelr numbers up to a peint where people
are willing to advertise on their channel. Without bundling, many new channels would
never even try. The deck would be tco stacked. And even if they did try, most consumers
would never find out about these channels. Sure, there would undoubtedly be some that
would try and make it, but not many.

3. Finally, all the emphasis and blame for cost has been leveled at the channel providers
with very little blame leveled at the providers such as Cox, adelphia, att, and Cocmcast.
The assumption is that cable is expensive because the channel providers such as ESPN
charge outrageous fees.

Ok, the truth is that cable providers are no angels. By offering a la carte, they will be
able to charge whatever they like for channels, and they will make a mint. Service will
also suffer. Honestly, will cable companies even be willing to provide service in a rural
area like the one I live in if most subscribers only subscribe to 2 or 3 channels? The
cost of maintaining a network in a sparsely populated area with low channels per set will
be too expensive. Either the consumer will pay very expensive premiums for little
selection, or will not be able to get service at all.
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Bottom line is that both of your studies are wreong, but in the end, an a la cart system
will hurt, I believe, mcre consumers than it will benefit. Is this a perfect werld? No.

Some will surely pay more than they should, But I believe thal more will pay more for

less service under an a la carte system than the current system.

Please, for once really consider the people. I know for government that is a little
weird. And I know that many in government try to say they are listening to the people,
but face i1t, most in government listen to lobbyist and Pac groups that pretend they
represent the people but don't.

Thanks for your time,
Michael Grubb

$t. Albans, VT
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Angela Boston

Wy TP 8 ‘T\:J - “;-“ "
From; Nea) [nhazen@netzero.com) Q&@M V&ﬁ
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2008 11:31 PM
To: Michael Copps o1 I
Cc: Jonathan Adelstein; diaylortateweb APR -3 7006
Subject: TV AlLaCarte

Fud ol Comampmninstions Cormlestan
{fice of the Bacretary

| don't care what the cable companies and their surveys say. | want a la carte TV
channel choice. So does everyone I've spoken to. We are willing to pay a higher price
for the freedom to select only those channels that fit our interests. It's the way things
should have been from the beginning. Please support our wishes in this matter.

Neal Hazen
batsondebelfry@yahoo.com
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Angela Boston

':.‘ aﬁr\f’g‘: iy
From: Neal [nhazen@netzero.com] v}!t“d E:“ (% UJ m
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2006 11:31 PM
To: Michael Copps APER - 3 200R
Cc: Jonathan Adelstein; dtaylortateweb
Subject: TV A La Carte

Fud oo Curnmuntications Cormpdeston
Cffios of the Eecrotery

| don't care what the cable companies and their surveys say. | want a la carte TV

channel choice. So does everyone I've spoken to. We are willing to pay a higher price

for the freedom to select only those channels that fit our interests. It's the way things

should have been from the beginning. Please support our wishes in this matter.

Neal Hazen
batsondebelfry@yahoo.com




Angela Boston

From: Neal [nhazen@netzero.com] M

Sent: Wednesday, March 135, 2006 11:31 P

To: Michael Copps APR -3 2006
Cc: : Jonathan Adelstein; diaylortateweb

Subject: TV A La Carte

Eurmt Commumngions Comnigalan

Offisa of the Secretery
| don't care what the cable companies and their surveys say. | want a la carte TV
channel choice. So does everyone |'ve spoken to. We are willing to pay a higher price

for the freedom to select only those channels that fit our interests. It's the way things
should have been from the beginning. Please support our wishes in this matter.

Neal Hazen
batsondebelfry@yahoo.com




Angela Boston

From: Neal [nhazen@netzero.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2006 11:29 PM - .

To: KJMWEB APR - % 2006
Subject: TV Ala Carte

Fedarat Communtivatiny Sommisstan
(ffivs of the Seoretary

{ don't care what the cable companies and their surveys say. | want a la carte TV
channel choice. So does everyone I've spoken to. We are willing to pay a higher price
for the freedom to select only those channels that fit our interests. It's the way things
should have been from the beginning. Please support our wishes in this matter.

Neal Hazen
batsondebelfry@yahoo.com




Angela Boston %E@HVED

From: donald salzer [donsalzer@hotmail.com] APR -3 2008
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2006 8:38 FM
To: KJMWEB

ﬁﬂxﬂﬁmmmmka&ma&mm&mbn

Subject: THANK YOU Ofitce of the Sacratary

Thank you sc¢ much for taking the recent action that you have of fining some
networks some fines with real bite. That was very much needed and there is
more to deo but thank you so much for doing this. I cannot tell you how much
we apprecilate this. Please continue to be firm with Hollywood as you have
done here. Thank you. We recently canceled our cable service altegether and
didn't replace it with anything because what was on tv is so bad, with
things the wvchilp, family friendly tier of channels, rating system, a la
carte and other ideas would not have solved. Our Christian beliefs have been
assaulted and that is not blocked out by these blocking ideas. Thank you
again. Sincerely, Anita Salzer, New Hudson, Michigan




Angela Boston

From: Volker Hookala [steelyvolker@comcast.net] APR — 3 2006
Sent: Saturday, February 25, 2006 3:35 PM <

To: Jonathan Adelstein - o

Subject: Unbundel : Fud sl Comumemin tips Corrmdsfon

Offise of the Sacraiery

Dear Sir, please set us free from bundled television service. Thank You
VE Heokala

No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.375 / Virus Database: 268.1.0/269 - Release Date: 2/24/2006




Angela Boston

From: Andras Bandi [andras.bandi@pobox.com]

Sent: Friday, February 24, 2006 9:59 AM APR - 3 2006

To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Give me mare control over my cable bill Fetlam! Commamicaéons Commishy

Cffing of tho Cagreteny

Feb 24, 2006
FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable cempanies should adopt this ™a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more contrcl over what programs come inte my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes tc the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more cheoice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming tc get aired. This "a la carte"” system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well cver $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 9%8%
of censumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite,
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch,

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream., In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controclling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive tc guit unless peolicymakers step in and get involved.

Please suppoert giving me more control over my cable bill,
Thank you,
Mr, Andras Bandi

9019 Gaylord St Apt 75
Houston, TX 77024-2927




Angela Boston

From: Paul Kirchoff [paulkd @optonline.net] 5‘? u’?&"f%’%j’ Hj
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2006 12:34 AM

To: Jonathan Adelstein .
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill APR -3 2006

Fud ol Communinations Comnmigalon
Ctfiva of the Gacretery
Feb 23, 200¢

FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing ceonsumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come intc my home,

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they cwn. Giving me
more cholce--either to choose a package or select my own channels—--wcould help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte" system would let me save meoney and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out cf my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cakle service has increased
from just over 320 to well over 540 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
cf consumers can choose frem cnly cne cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsc had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming, Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get involved,

Please support giving me more contreol over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Paul Kirchoff

465 Lincoln Ave
Wyckoff, NJ 07481-3022




Angela Boston

From: Michael Chouinard [mike@kvsc.org] F‘QEC’;’:H% f‘j:p
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2008 10:59 PM ’
To: Jonathan Adelstein APR 5
Subject: Give me more control over my cabie bill ‘ - 3 706

Fadarl Commtmicatewa Commilcshon
(ffive of the Savretary
Feb 23, 2006

FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
T want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allcwing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it ccmes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, nct consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hcld cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This ™a la carte" system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded baslic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well cver $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technelogy already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that tc buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to guit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Michael Chouinard

340 30th Ave N
Saint Cloud, MN 56303-3754




Angela Boston

From: Sheila Jones [smj36rn@aol.com] P Y i

Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2006 12:31 PM F‘ e > ﬁftﬁ
To: Jonathan Adeistein

Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill APR -3 2006

Fedarn) Commuonications Commisaton

Feb 23, 2006 Otfive of the Sacretary

FCC Commissicner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Ccmmunications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
fer. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to chocse a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a& la carte"” system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 tc well over $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can chocse from only cone cable company and not everyone can get satellite,
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technolcogy already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsoc had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to gquit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mrs. Sheila Jones

5 Parkwood Dr
Snyder, NY 14226-4053




Angela Boston

E E & ‘t'.‘ 4-1
From: Charles Rogers [crogers37@verizon.net] PR Vt‘ Sj
Sent: Thursday, February 23, 2006 11:16 AM
To: Jonathan Adelstein APR -8 72006
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill '

Fed smt Summmminatins Lotnmifesk
Frsdiar Alt]
Offia ¢ the u&Gﬁ"r'ﬁ.‘ary

Feb 23, 2006
FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
T want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Ceommission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channelis they want to watch
will save ceonsumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs cecme into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
fer. Teday, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on prograrming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte" system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well cver $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Teday, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everycne can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry te lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technoleogy already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers chcoices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsc had to
buy Time Warner-cwned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more mcney by contrclling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control cover my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Charles Rogers

37 Monterey Ln
Cheektowaga, NY 14225-4707




Angeia Boston

grom: gerald felsing [cherim&@yahoo.com]

ent: Thursday, February 23, 2006 9:27 AM - .

To: Jonathan Adelstein API -3 2006
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill

Fusrdd Commminations Commiteaton
mﬁ3m333mmmw

Fek 23, 2006
FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communicaticons Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control cover what programs come intce my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to chocse a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and ccould allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte” system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can cheoose from only cne cable company and nct everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsc had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn’t
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and contrel content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless pelicymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. gerald felsing

2201 Patrick Ln
Waukesha, WI 53188-7302




Angela Boston

From: frank jimenez [frankstocks@aol.com)

Sant: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 7:56 PM APR -3 7( 06
To: Jonathan Adelstein v
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill

Fed izl Commugtinaties Crinmisstan
Cffloe of the Sepnsar y

Feb 22, 2006
FCC Commissicner Jonathon Adelstein
bear FCC Commissicner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes tc the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
te buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more cholce--elther to chocse a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke heold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte"” system would let me save money and allow me
tc decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to leck us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work., While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling ccnsumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by contrelling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive tc guit unless peolicymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr, frank jimenez

49ruthplace
si, NY 10305




Angela Boston

. ‘*.a;‘g::fm_:fg B
From: Robert Aluskewicz [hobeal@optonline.net] Jﬁ:ﬁ WL %_:7 t@
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 7:10 PM

To: Jonathan Adelstein APR - y
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill t =38 006

Fat s Gomame e ione Commitsstan
Ofioe of the Secratery

Feb 22, 2006
FCC Commissioner Jonathon Zdelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
fcr. Today, the cable companies, ncot consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
te buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte" system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lcck us intc
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, glving consumers choices is the way most markets
work, Imagine Time Warner telling ccnsumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Robert Aluskewicz

14 Cove Rd
Southampton, NY 11268-1704




Angela Boston

From: Alanna Louin [anemoneskate@yahoo.com)] Fe Bt S fF
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 5:33 PM E%E&UE"‘/ ‘3
To: Jonathan Adelstein _
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill APR - 8 2006

Fuduryt Communicrtion Cornmisaton

Cffca o the Sacrster,
Feb 22, 2006

FCC Commissiconer Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when 1t comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte"” system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over %540 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists tc make & cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers cheices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control ccntent. They may have no
incentive tc quit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Alanna Louin

1141 Lighthouse Ave Apt 432
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-2338




Angela Boston

From: Karen L. Lew [karenllew@earthiink.net]

Mg Ena™s ;
Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 4:16 PM J'?lﬁn{ﬂﬁ-ﬁjifgj
To: Jonathan Adelstein
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill APR - 8 2006
L
Fedurt Communications Commiisglan
Feb 22, 2006 Offioe of the Sacrstery

FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are ceontinuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when 1t comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages cf channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice--either to chcose a package or select my own channels--wcould help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte" system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep ocut of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Tocday, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack c¢f competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way mest markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsc had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive t¢ guit unless pcolicymakers step in and get involwved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank vyou,
Karen L. Lew

20733 14th P1 W
Lynnwood, WA 98036-7134
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Angela Boston

From: Erik Amos [amos@zhonka.net]

Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 4:13 PM
To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill

Feb 22, 2006
FCC Commissioner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to chcoose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers mcney. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more contrcl over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more choice~-to select my own channels--would help break the choke hold cable companies
have on programming, and ccoculd allow mere independent programming to get aired. This "a
la carte" system would let me save money and allow me to decide what programming I want to
keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $£20 to well cver $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 28%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry te lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I personally have chosen to pay for the absolute barest of packages because I find few
channels of value until you get to the $80/mo tier. Given a more flexible system, I would
likely pay for a few more channels. And I am sure there are other people whc would do the
same.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them sgueeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Erik Amos

317 Milroy St NW
Olympia, WA 98502-4929




Angela Boston

From: Daniel Ryan [onad@yahoo.com]

Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 1:01 PM APR — % 7006
To: Jonathan Adelstein B tT
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill

Fud o Gonrmomie Tims Commitston
CHing of the Bacrlory

Feb 22, 2006
FCC Commissicner Jonathon Adelsteln
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more contrel over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers Lo choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers mconey. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more contrcl over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
to buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
more cholice--either to choose a package or select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte” system would let me save money and allow me
tc decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well over 340 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone c¢an get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
work. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they also had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by controlling hcow consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get involved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Daniel Ryan

3720 Marlin Ct
Raleigh, NC 27604-3320




Angela Boston

From: Mark Woodward [mark@stopwar.us]

Sent: Wednesday, February 22, 2006 12:04 PM AFE -2 7006
To: Jonathan Adelstein )
Subject: Give me more control over my cable bill [

~ETE Gammainaiiogs Commtbn
O¥ice of the Gagratmn Ty

Feb 22, 2006

FCC Commissicner Jonathon Adelstein
Dear FCC Commissioner Adelstein,

I am writing to let you know that I am angry that cable rates are continuing to rise and
I want more control over my cable TV bills. The Federal Communications Commission has said
that allowing consumers to choose and pay for only those cable channels they want to watch
will save consumers money. Cable companies should adopt this "a la carte" system
immediately, and give me more control over what programs come into my home.

Consumers should have more flexibility when it comes to the cable programming that we pay
for. Today, the cable companies, not consumers, decide what packages of channels we have
tc buy. Because of this system, they're able to favor the channels they own. Giving me
mere choice--either tc choose a package cr select my own channels--would help break the
choke hold cable companies have on programming, and could allow more independent
programming to get aired. This "a la carte" system would let me save money and allow me
to decide what programming I want to keep out of my home.

Over the past ten years, the average price of expanded basic cable service has increased
from just over $20 to well cover $40 nearly three times the rate of inflation. Today, 98%
of consumers can choose from only one cable company and not everyone can get satellite.
This lack of competition has hurt consumers and encouraged the industry to lock us into
the large packages of channels we don't watch.

I understand the technology already exists to make a cable a la carte system work. While
the cable industry is fighting this idea, giving consumers choices is the way most markets
werk. Imagine Time Warner telling consumers that to buy Time magazine, they alsc had to
buy Time Warner-owned Field & Stream. In the competitive publishing market they couldn't
get away with that, but in TV, they make more money by contrclling how consumers get cable
programming. Bundling lets them squeeze consumers and control content. They may have no
incentive to quit unless policymakers step in and get invelved.

Please support giving me more control over my cable bill.
Thank you,
Mr. Mark Woodward

104 Spring St
Alexandria, TN 37012-2052




