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Qctober 20, 2006

Federal Communications Commission
Kevin Martin, Chairman

Room 8-B201

445 12th St. SW

Washington, DC 20557

Dear Chairman Martin:

Enclosed please find correspondence regarding cable television programing I received
from a constituent in upstate New York. 1have informed him that such issues are handled on the
federal level and that I would forward his concerns to the appropriate place. Thank you for your
attention to his concerns.
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<saunders@bwwoniine.com> To "Senator Jim Wiight' <wright@senate.stete oy us>
10/04/2006 10:23 AM cc
bee

Subject WWW Email Submittal

RECEIVE
Alan W. Saunders OCT 05 2006

25 East Albany Street
Oswego, NY 13126-3118

saunders@bwwonline.com Sen. erght - Waterto

Alan W. Saunders
25 East Albany Street
Oswego, NY 13126-3118

October 4, 2006
The Honorable James W. Wright

New York Senate, Room 811
Albany, NY 12247

Dear Senator Wright:

I am disqusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her o ——————
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after-the-surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing thdt 'she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying-that her nlpple*was actualiy'torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on televisioh - period.: Nlp/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the-cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.
The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the. deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?
Give us cable choice. Offering'parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution.. Why should I be forced to pay for programmlng that
insults my intelligence and assaults'my-®alues just:'to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family, The cable industry has
been-tarried on tlhe backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortlon £O - edd e s ‘

Sincerely,

Alan W. Saunders
315 342-4145
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From: Catherine Hammerstrom {cmhammersirorn@hotmail cormy
Sent: Monday, November 06, 2006 8:34 PM
To: KJMWEB

Subject: America demands Cable Choice F”-ED/ ACCEPTED
Catherine Hammerstrom DEC = 72006

10090 Greenleaf Drive
Manassas, VA 20110-6632

November 6, 2006

Kevin Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Kevin Martin:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription.

In the episode that aired on September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a
female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to break up
a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable
before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns after the
surgery and confrents her in the doctor's office, revealing that she used
peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was actually
torn off when she was having sex with the dog.

It is outragecus that this kind of material is airing on television -
period. Nip/Tuck is nect my choice, and I don't want it coming into my
home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry to force me to pay for
this content with my meonthly cable subscription.

The solutiecn is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice.

Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or viclent programming to
fund their own raunch.

It is the only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for
programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to
gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my family.

The cable industry has been carried on the backs of American consumers
long encugh. It is time for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Catherine Hammerstrom
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Lue Rollins [havudgotn@gmail.com]
Sent: Saturday, November 04, 2006 11:43 AM
To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice FILED/ACCEPTED
Lue Rollins DEC _-72006

231 Sunvalley Road Federal Comimunications Compiss;
Springville, TN 38256-5204 UWWDHMSmmmgm&Mm

November 4, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washingteon, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a degfight. She is
desperate tc have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - pericd. Nip/Tuck is not my cheocice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The soluticn is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Cffering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for these channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long encugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Lue Rollins
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From: Barbara Melody [Montana2560@aol.com] Fl
Sent: Wednesday, November 01, 2006 12:37 AM LED/ ACCEPTED

To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Help protect my family DEC - 7 2006

Federal Communications Commissign
Barbara Melody Office of the Secretary
109 Marlin Rd.

Manahawkin, NJ 08050-1739

November 1, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn cff when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraqg. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her deg and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cabkle industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The scluticon is sc simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - ¢of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels T can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long encugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Barbara Melody
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From: SLSpiege2@aol.com

Sent: Thursday, October 26, 2006 8:46 PM Federal Gommunications Commission

To: KJMWEB@fc.gov; Michael Copps; Jonathan AdelstHif Gisereaweb@fcc.gov; Robert
McDowell

Subject: Ala Carte Selection for Cable

| fully support an Ala Carte Selection for Cable T.V. |am a subscriber of Time Warner Cable and, for the most part, have
been satisfied with their service....until now.

Time Warner has recently done some changes to their service, which | understand is necessary for them to remain
competitive, however the changes that they have made has removed several of the channels that | and my family watch
from my basic cable service and left many channels that we do not. For me to get the channels that | want to watch - i.e.
TCM - | have to get a digital cable box for each T.V. that | want to watch it on. If the boxes were at no charge that would
be fine, but | will be charged for them and I'm not to thrilled with having to pay added charges to my $129.00 a month cable
bill simply to get TCM while all the Spanish Language Stations, Asian Language Stations, all the MTV stations that we
don't watch will remain free.

{ don't mind paying for channels and services that | and my family use, but | do resent having to pay more money for those
channels which were included in my basic cable before Time Warner made their changes and only being left with things |
and my family don't watch.

Hopefully the Ala Carte Selection service is going forward.

Sincerely,

Susan Spiegelman

17697 Bay Circle

Fountain Valley, CA 92708
714 962-7622

S Spiege2@aol.com
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From: Darlene Svetz [svetzfam@sbcglobal.net} F”‘ED/ ACCEPTED

Sent: Tuesday, November 07, 2006 12:31 PM
To: KJMWEB BEC - 7 -ZDDB
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice

Federa) Commun!catr‘ons Commission

Office of the Secretary
Darlene Svetz

9400 Ogden Trail Drive
Sparks, NV 89441-7227

November 7, 2006

Kevin Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Kevin Martin:

Fer quite some time, I have been entirely disgusted by the filth that is
so easlily available on cable/satellite channels. In essence, I am being
forced to help pay for perversion! Scenes describing bestiality and other
depraved behavior were recently on the FX network's Nip/Tuck. There are
other undesireable shows and channels, as well.

It is entirely unwise and unfair that we as consumers must pay for such
revoltiing shows. I would certainly never pay to attend a show like those
that are often aired on TV, yet, I am forced to support the depravity
simply because we have no "ala-carte"™ channel options. WRONG! WRONG!
WRONG!

In the Nip/Tuck episode that aired on September 26, a plastic surgeon
treats a female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to
break up a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired and
undetectable before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns
after the surgery and confronts her in the doctor's office, revealing that
she used peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was
actually torn off when she was having sex with the dog. SICK! It is alsoc
animal cruelty and as such, eveyone involved in episodes like this should
be arrested, charged and sentenced appropriately.

It is CUTRAGEQUS that this kind of material is airing on televisicn -
period. Nip/Tuck {and many cther shows) are not my choice, and I don't
want them coming into my home. It is inexcusable for the cable industry to
force me to pay for this content with my monthly satellite subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the desp-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Cffering people the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or viclent programming to
fund their own raunch. My family and I can cancel our satellite
subscription and the support of filth is over for us, but why should all
shows be penalized because of the perversion cf scme? There are a few
worthwhile, educational or uplifting shows that should be available to the
public.

Allowing us to choose the channels we pay for is the only fair solution.
37
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Why should I be forced to pay for programming that insults my intelligence

and agsaults my values and is corrosive to society, just to gain access to
a handful cf channels that have programs worth watching?

The cable industry has been carried on the backs of American consumers
long encugh. It is time for this extortion to end. Please, do everything
in your power to stcp this corruption from streaming intc homes across

Imerica. This filth is seriously damaging our way of life. Do we not

care enough about our children, cur grandchildren and even our own futures
to put the brakes on damaging shows?

- Sincerely,

Darlene Svetz
2136298255
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From: james welch [jrw452003@yahoo.com]

Sent: Friday, November 47, 2006 10:38 AM HLED/ ACCEPTED

To: KJMVWEB

Subject: Comments to the Chairman DEC -7 2006
Federal CﬂmmUn'J.t‘ o

james welch (jrwd452003@yahoo.com) writes: WMEM$E;:gg$m$mm

please consider ala carte pregraming for cable. Why should I have to support programing I

don't like in order to get a station I want? Why should my money be given tc support
pregraming I don"t want or object to?

Server protocol: HTTP/1.1
Remote host: 152.163.100.9
Remote TP address: 152.163.100.9
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From: Kathleen Swanberg [kaswanberg@aol.com] F 'LED/ ACCEPTED

Sent: Thursday, November 16, 2006 11:13 PM
To: Jonathan Adelstein DEC - 7 20
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice 06

Federal Communications Commission

Otfice of the §,
Kathleen Swanberg ecretary

3403 NE 32nd Place
portland, COR 97212-2638

November 16, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I'm sick to know that I am being forced to help pay for scenes describing
bestiality and cother depraved behavior on the FX network's Nip/Tuck with
my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on September 26, a
plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her nipple was torn off
when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury
repaired and undetectable before her husband returns from Iraq. The
husband returns after the surgery and confronts her in the doctor's
office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce her dog and
implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was having sex
with the dog. Tt 1s ocutrageous that this kind of material is airing on
television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my chcice, and I don't want it
coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry to
force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?
Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts pcwer back in

the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund thelr own raunch. It is the
only fair sclution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Kathleen Swanberg
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From: Robert Shwajiyk [march25@citlink.net]

Sel:'lt: Wednesday, November 15, 2006 5:09 PM F,LED/ACCEPTED

To: Deborah Tate _ N
Subject: Please protect America's families
DEC -~ 7 2006
ober wa Federal Communica ions Commiss;
§4? Pio:gec%lgienue mé%m"mg%éﬁw o

Gloversville, NY 12078-3439

November 15, 2006

Deborah Tate

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgecn treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraq. The huskand returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the deg. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want i1t coming inte my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable cheice. Cffering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and fcrces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just tc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Rokbert W Shwajlvyk
518-773-5482
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From: Alice Arigo [arigo2000@yahoo.com)

Sent: Wednesday, November 15, 2006 2:29 PM F".ED
To: Jonathan Adelstein /AGCEPTED
Subject: Please protect America's families DE
C -7 2006
. . Federal Commynic.
al A HiMunmications ¢ iSsi
325 15570 et ey

fresh meadows, NY 11366-1854

November 15, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 5W

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and cther depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable besfore her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my meonthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable chcice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or vioclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced tc pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access fo a
handful ¢f channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long sncugh. It is time
for this extortien to end.

Sincerely,

Alice Arigo
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From: John Griffiths [johnjayg3@hotmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2006 9:42 PM

To: Jonathan Adelstein
Subject: Help protect my family HLED} ACCEPTED

| DEC - 7 2006
John Griffiths

3222 N Shiloh Rd Federal Communications Commissign
Garland, TX 75044-8016 Office of the Secretary

November 14, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, 8W

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
alring on television - pericd. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and T don't
want it coming intec my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable cheice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just tc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs ¢of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

John & Elizabeth Griffiths
214-597-2562
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From: Michael Brown [mitb_2000@yahoo.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2006 8:47 PM .

To: Michael Copps FILED/ACCEPTED
Subject: Please support Cable Choice

DEC - 7 2008

Federal Commurica
Office of the

Michael Brown
100 Stillwell Terrace
East Syracuse, NY 13037-2716

tions Commission
Secretary

November 14, 2006

Michael Copps

Federal Communicaticons Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps:

I am disgusted tc learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired cn
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a degfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my cheoice, and I don't
want it coming intc my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this ceontent with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It 1s the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my wvalues just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of BEmerican consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion tec end.

Sincerely,

Michael L. Brown
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From: Christian [Chase@www.fcc.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2006 12:48 PM F’LED/ACCEPTED

To: KJMWEB
Subject: Comments to the Chairman DFe - 7 2006

Federaf Cqmmunr‘cat;‘ons Commigsi

Christian (Chase) writes: ﬁmﬁmﬂmS%mmq ission

Dear Chairman Martin,

I have sent this suggestion to your predecessor, and now I'm making the same suggestion to
you. The time 1s way over due for the FCC to step in and provide some oversight to the
cable industry. There was a time when people truly had options between broadcast
televisicen and cable, but everyone knows this is no longer the case. If you do not have
cable you do not have much of the vital information available to subscribers. The
Information Super Highway 1s a cable venue, and being such an important a part of
America’s infrastructure, the FCC should have some form of regulatory authority over the
industry.

With goocd reasoning brought forth for the FCC to step in and regulate the cable industry;
the historical ground work may be laid cut to redress one of the greatest consumer rip-
offs in American history. Currently, cable providers offer hundreds of channels to their
customers, but the truth of it is the consumer is forced to purchase bundles of channels -
many of which are nect wanted! From my day working in the industry it is a known fact the
technolegy 1s present for providers to offer consumers a price per channel line-up as
opposed to bundles. The providers currently do offer "“On Demand” but this is only in
conjunction with bundles. However, Cn Demand technology could easily be expanded to allow
all channels tc be offered individually on a price per channel basis. The new two-way
digital cable boxes provide the technolegy, and again, with this technclegy in place; the
consumer should not be forced to purchase bundles c¢f channels. In the name of the public
good; consumers should be allowed to pick their own channel lineups in a price-per-channel
scheme.

This would be a huge victory for the free market. Consumers would be free of having to
support cable networks they detest in order to get one channel they love. For instance: if
you only want FCX news and the History Channel, you are currently forced to subsidize 80
other channels to get those two. The peint is not that providers shouldn't be allowed to
offer bundles; they simply shouldn't be allowed to force them on the consumer. Another
huge advantage of this is the consumer would be empowered to regulate channels perceived
as offensive. Simply put:; unpopular channels would be punished by market forces - while
channels with pcpular programming would be rewarded., Concerning “Must Carries” the
industry would still offer the “Must Carry” channels, but the pubklic wouldn’'t be forced to
subsidize them.

If this suggestion is implemented, it will bhe a huge win for everyone except the providers
and cable networks. The industry will not be damaged, but they will be forced to better
serve thelr customers. Eventual they will extrapolate what is popular with the public and
what isn’t. The free ride will simply be over, and they will be forced to truly serve
their customers. The greatest winner will be the official who presides over this change,
and they will be become a hero with the public and forever have a standard to bear in that
regard Please end the cable companies’ monopoly on television and breakup their bundled-
channel~-extortion of the American public Mr. Martin. The American public will not forget.

Christian Chase
Petaluma, CA

Server protocol: HTTR/1.1
Remote host: 71.6.48,226
Remote IP address: 71.6.48.226
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Sandralzn Bailez

From: Henry Dolive, Jr [hdolive@bellsouth.net]
Sent: Tuesday, November 14, 2006 11:05 AM
To: Deborah Tate

Subject: Please support Cable Choice

Henry Dolive, Jr
125 Saddle Creek Drive
Roswell, GA 30076-1061

November 14, 2006
Deborah Tate
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

FILED/ACCEPTED
DEC - 7 2008

Federal Communieas,
MmMunications Commissi
QOffice of the Secretary on

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgecn treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter tc seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cabkle subscripticn.
The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?
Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the

channels they want, and tc pay only for those channels,

puts power back in

the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of

indecent or violent programming te fund their own raunch.

It is the

cnly fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to galn access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long encugh. It is time

for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Henry Delive, Jr.
T70-640-9289
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From: Valerie O'Rear [orearbv@comcast.net]

Sent: Monday, November 13, 2006 10:12 PM FILED/ACCEPTED

To: Deborah Tate

Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice UEC ?
Valerie (O'Rear %mm%#mmm@mmsmmmHMM
15604 Sabine Hall pl ice of tite Secretary

woodbridge, VA 22193-3162

November 13, 2006

Deborah Tate

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription.

In the episcde that aired on September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a
female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to break up
a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable
before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns after the
surgery and confronts her in the doctor's office, revealing that she used
peanut butter to seduce her dog and implving that her nipple was actually
torn off when she was having sex with the dog.

It is outrageous that this kind cf material is airing on television -
period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't want it coming into my
home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry to force me to pay for
this content with my monthly cable subscripticn.

The solution is sc simple - but so far Congress has deone nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice.

Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
only for those channels, puts power back in the hands cof the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or viclent programming to
fund their own raunch.

It is the only fair solutiocn. Why should I be forced to pay for
programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to

gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my family.

The cable industry has been carried on the backs of American censumers
leng enough. It is time for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Valerie O'Rear
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Sandralyn Bailey M ’M

From: Sherry Hawk [vze27bps@verizon.net} HLED / ACCEPTED

Sent: Monday, November 13, 2000 8:19 PM
To: Jonathan Adelstein
Subject: America demands Cable Choice DEC -7 2006

Federa Cu_mmumcatians Commission
Sherry Hawk Offce of e Secrotary
144 Pleasant View Dr.

Strasburg, PA 17579-1302

November 13, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraqg. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn coff when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outragecus that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. WNip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cakle industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cabkle subscription.

The solution is so simple - but sco far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and te pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or wviolent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for pregramming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cakle industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Sherry Hawk
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From: Ana Wenzel [esw55@swbell.net)

Sent: Saturday, Novernber 11, 2006 3:12 PM FILED/ACCEPTED
To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Please protect America's families DEC -~ 7 2[][]5

Federal Communina tions Commission

Ana Wenzel Office of the SECl'Etal'y

5324 Camp Robinson Rd.
North Little Rock, AR 72118-3644

November 11, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being feorced te help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and cother depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscripticn.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values Jjust to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long encugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Ana Wenzel
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Rudolph Barich Sr. [barichsr@peoplepc.com]
?:.:n: gz;tt;g(rj:g,_rt\al‘?gember 11, 2006 1:01 PM F”-ED /AC CEPTED
Subject: Please support Cable Choice

DEC - 7 200
o8 Toraan Road O o e Conmis

Sparta, TN 38583-8667

November 11, 2006

Deborah Tate

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is noct my choice, and I den't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice, Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the prcducers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
cnly fair soluticn. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers Jlong encugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Rudolph Barich Sr.
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From: Randy Kohler frandykohler@mac.com) H\.EDJ QECEPTED
Sent: Thursday, November 09, 2006 4:07 PM

To: dtaylortateweb

Subject: Weywant cable choice! DEC - 7 2006

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary
Dear Commissioner,

As a Wisconsin cable consumer | am asking for your help.

It is time to confront the cable monopoly head on and fight for lower
rates. Nationally, cable prices have jumped an astounding 86 percent
over the last decade and much of Wisconsin has seen similar increases.
If Wisconsin had laws that encouraged competitive alternatives, my cable
bill would go down and | would have the opportunity to get better

service. There has to be a better way. Other states are creating cable
competition and Wisconsin should too.

Randy Kohler
randykohiler@mac.com

32




From: Darell Fuchs [frecklesx20@yahoo.com] FILED/AC: CEPTED

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2006 10:50 PM
To: Jonathan Adelstein
Subject: Help protect my family DEC -7 ZUUG

Federal Commnications Commissign

Otfice
Darell Fuchs OHMS%mmw

731 Morning Glory Lane
Beloit, WI 53511-1634

November 8, 2006

Jenathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon tTreats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn cff when she tried to break up a dogfight. 3She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraq. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the dector's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her deg and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
alring on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my menthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Cffering parents the ability tc choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands ¢f the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers cof
indecent cor vieclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced tec pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just toc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion tec end.

Sincerely,

Darell Fuchs
6083646233
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From: Kathleen Schneider [jjs7811@sbcglobal. net] F ”.ED/A CCEPTED

Sent: Wednesday, November 08, 2006 9:21 AM
To: Jonathan Adelstein “ .
Subject: Help protect my family DEC / 2006

Federal Corinurizations Commission

Office o iiie Secretary
Kathleen Schneider

7811 Hidden Hollow Dr
Mentor, OH 44060-7316

November 8, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her hushand
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's cffice, revealing that she usad peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It i1s cutrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - pericd. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The scolution is s¢ simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands ¢f the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming tce fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair sclution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Kathleen J Schneider
440-974-1965
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From: Jack H. Willenbrock {ihw3@psu.edu) HLED{ AGCEPTED

Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 9:01 PM
To: Jonathan Adelstein DEC - 7
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice 2006

Federa Co_mrr.-unm:ions Commission
Office of the Secretary
Jack H. Willenbrock

1601 Elizabeth Road
State College, PA 16801-6934

November 29, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted tc learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually teorn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outragecus that this kind of material is
airing on television ~ period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands cof the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for preogramming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels T can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long encugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Willenbrock
814 238 7253




Sandralyn Bailey @'Jﬁ@%

Erom: Jack H. Willenbrock [inw3@psu.edu] FILED/ACCEPTED

Sent: Wednesday, November 29, 2006 9:01 PM
To: KIMWEB
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice OEC - 7 2008

Federal Commiyyoatgng Commiss
Jack H. Willenbrock Offce of tie Secrotary
1601 Elizabeth Road
State College, PA 16801-6934

November 2%, 2006

Kevin Martin

Federal Communlcations Commissicn
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Kevin Martin:

I am disgusted te learn that I am keing forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavicr on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her deg and implying that her nipple was actually torn coff when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outragecus that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. ©Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The sclution is sc simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and te pay oniy for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers cf
indecent or viclent programming to fund their cwn raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Jack H. Willenbrock
814 238 7253




Sandralyn Bailey

o 4

Erom: Michael Hannan {mphannan@comcast.net\ﬂLED { AGCEPTED

Sent; Tuesday, November 28, 2006 5:49 PM
To: Deborah Tate _ 7 sana
Szbject: | would like to have Cable Choice DEC -7 2006

Faderal Commuricntions Commission
Office of the Secretary
Michael Hannan
1642 E. 7080 S.
Cottonwood Heights, UT 84121-3629

November 28, 2006

Deborah Tate

Federal Communicaticns Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

I am disheartened to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscripticn. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confrents her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - pericd. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The sclution 1s so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice, Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay cnly for those channels, puts power back 1n
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. it is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just tc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of Bmerican consumers long enocugh. It is time
for this extorticn to end.

Sincerely,

Michael & Pamela Hannan
801 943 6453




Sandralyn Bailey

From: Linda Kitch Jlindakitch@rtcol.com

Sent: Monday, No{fember 27,@2006 12:2}6 PM F”‘ED/ACCEP TED
To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: America demands Cable Choice DEC ~ 7 7006

Federal Commusicstions Commissign
Linda Kitch Office of the Secretary
6746 E 250 S
Akron, IN 463%10-9465

November 27, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behaviocr on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraqg. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. Tt is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - periocd. Nip/Tuck is not my cheice, and I don't
want it coming intec my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Ccngress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What abeut consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to chcose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Linda Kitch
574-223-8141




From: Katie Green [survey@mpgreen.com] FILED/ACCEP TED

Sent: Sunday, November 26, 2006 3:03 AM
To: Jonathan Adeistein OEC -
Subject: America demands Cable Choice C - 72006

Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary
Katie Green

430 West 1950 Nerth
Centerville, UT 84014-2638

November 26, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually tcrn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outragecus that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it i1s inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this centent with my monthly cable subkscripticon.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nething but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to chocse the
channels they want, and to pay cnly for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the preoducers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced toc pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just tc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs c¢f American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Katie Green
8012949523




Sandralyn Baile

-

JACCEPTED

From: Shane Banning [shanew898@gmail com

Sent: Friday, November 24, 2006 11:13 PM

To: Jonathan Adelstein DEC - / 2006
Subject: Help protect my family - from the PTC

Federal Comninicztions Commissin
Office of the Secretary
Shane Banning
88 Baynes Ave.
Gloucester City, NJ 0B030-1828

November 24, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

"I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscripticn. " - PTC

Actually, I am not. Tt was my choice to buy it and my choice to watch it.
I want to be able to flip through the channels and watch scmething that is
good. I don't get to choice what sections of my newspaper I want to pay
for, do I? They send me everything, and so does my cable provider. The
reascn I pay for cable is because I want all those channels. I find it
hard to believe that my cable bill will go down if I have tc buy each
channel separately. So, please, don't listen to the PTC. If they do not
want to watch it they can either get a different provider/package that
does not have it or not watch that channel using V-Chip or channel
klocking that almost all cable providers offer. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Shane Banning




_§andralyn Bailey

From; Brian Withrow jwvbulidog@yahoo.com) FILEDY ACCEPTER

Sent: Friday, November 24, 2006 10:30 PM

To: Jonathan Adelstein C 77 il
DEC — 7 vy
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choic%deral Cor
BE i o
Ombeannesﬁigg;mmﬁm'

Brian Withrow
1319 Blake Ridge
Whiteman Air Force Base, MC 65305-1310

Neovember 24, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that T am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She isg
desperate te have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husbkband
returns from Iraqg. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - peried. Nip/Tuck is not my cheoice, and I den't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable checice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent cor violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just toc gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Brian Withrow




E_alr_ldralyn Bailey

From: Robert Hoge [reiets@micsksnet]  HILED/ACCEPTER

Sent: Friday, November 24, 2006 11:55 AM
To: Deborah Tate DEC -
Subject: Help protect my family EC -7 2006
Federal Co ioati -
O s

Robert Hodge
19615 K-68 Highway
Paola, KS 66071-533¢

November 24, 2006

Deborah Tate

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Deborah Tate:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX netwerk's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription.

In the episode that alired on September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a
female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to break up
a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable
before her husband returns from Iragq. The husband returns after the
surgery and cenfronts her in the doctor's office, revealing that she used
peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was actually
torn off when she was having sex with the dog.

Tt is outrageous that this kind of material is airing on television -
period. Nip/Tuck is not my checice, and I don't want it coming into my
home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry to force me toc pay for
this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but sc¢ far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice.

Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and tec pay
only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or viclent programming teo
fund their own raunch.

It is the only fair solution. Why should T be forced to pay for
programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to

gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my family.

The cakle industry has been carried con the backs of American consumers
long encugh. It is time for this extortien tc end.

Sincerely,

Rebert Hodge




From: David and Traci Haltom [cim@carofina.rr.comTILED/A CCEPTED

Sent: Thursday, November 23, 2006 5:27 AM
To: Michael Copps -
Subject: Help protect my family DEC - 7 2008

Fedaral Comnmunications Commission

Office of the Secratary
David and Traci Haltom

Post Office Box 3349
Concord, NC 28025-0005

November 23, 2006

Michael Copps

Federal Communications Commission
44% 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps:

We are disgusted to learn that families across America are being "forced”
to help pay for scenes describing bestiality and other depraved behavior
on the FX network's Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the
episcde that aired on September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female
patlient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a
dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable
before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns after the
surgery and confronts her in the doctor's office, revealing that she used
peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was actually
torn off when she was having sex with the dog. It is outragecus that
this kind of material is airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is not
our family's cheoice, and we don't want it coming into our hcome. But it is

inexcusable for the cable industry to force us - and millions of families
across this great land of ours - te pay for this putrid content with our
menthly cable subscription. The solution is so simple - but so far

Congress has done NOTHING but appease the deep-pocketed cable industry.
What about consumers' rights? What about family values and simple

decency? Our family demands that Congress give us cakle choice.
Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or violent programming to
fund their own raunch. It is the only fair solution. Why should we be
forced to pay for programming that insults our intelligence and assaults
our values just to gain access to a handful of channels we can safely
watch with our family. The cable industry has been carried on the backs
of American consumers long encugh. It is time for this extortion to end.
Please Act Now!

Sincerely,

Rev. David and Traci Haltom
000-000-0000




Sandralyn Bailey

From: Mary Jane Lockemy [mlockemy@nventure. COE}L ED

Sent: Wednesday, N ber 22, 2006 6:38 PM

Sor ey i /ACCEPTED
Subject: America demands Cable Choice

DEC - 7 2008

Federal Compryynin-v
MiTinin~tig o
Office i o Seqpqpon ™S5

Mary Jane Lockemy i
Secretary

1002 WNorth Park Drive
Tacoma, WA 98403-2925

November 22, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, BC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

Please alert yourself to the obscenity promoted on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a degfight. She wants 1t
treated before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns after
the surgery and confronts her in the doctor's cffice, revealing that she
used peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was

actually torn off when she was having sex with the dog. It is outrageous
that this kind of material is airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is
not my choice, and I don't want it coming into my home. So why shcould I
pay for this coentent with my monthly cable subscription. The sclution
is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing. Give usg cable
choice. It is the only fair sclution. Why should T be forced to pay

for programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my values Just
to gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my family.

Sincerely,

Mary Jane Lockemy
253-383-3406
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" FILED/AGCEPTED A,
Sandralyn Bailey . DEC 72006 w QM

From: Andrea Shettie [ashettie@patriot.rRetral Communications Commission

Sent: \Nednesday, November 22, 2006 6:58 Ateotte Secretary

To: Kevin Martin

Ce: Jonathan Adelstein; Deborah Tate; Monica Desai; crawford@nad.org; Robert McDowelf;
Michael Copps

Subject: Protect Our Heaith; Caption Medical Programs!

[ am filing my objections to petitions for television programming to be
shown without closed captions. I am writing to object to the following
petitions that were filed with the Federal Communications Commission:

Medical - AR - Jonesboro - St. Bernards Medical Center (CGB-CC-0345)
Medical - AZ - Tucson - Tucson Osteopathic Medical Foundation / "The
Healing Touch"(CGB-CC-0582)

Medical - CA - Newport Beach - Dr. Kaveh Niknia D.D.S. (CGB-CC-
0618)

Medical - CA - Palm Desert - The Wellness Hour (CGB-CC-0075)
Medical - NJ - Cedar Brook - Engle Broadcasting (CGB-CC-0049)
Medical - NV - Sun Valley - Tom Lavin "New Skills for Living" (CGB-
CC-0145)

Medical - OH - St. Clairsville - DRD Consulting LLC (CGB-CC-0428)
Medical - TN - Knoxville - Think Drug Free America Inc. / "Too Blessed
2 Be Stressed TV Show"(CGB-CC-0608)

Medical - TX - San Antonio - The Justice Foundation(CGB-CC-0572)

People who are deaf or hard of hearing want access to televised
information and entertainment, just like everyone else.

I am angered that these programs have filed petitions asking to be waived
from their moral obligation to provide closed captions. Don't they think
deaf and hard of hearing people get sick too?! Don't we, too, deserve
access to valuable information that we can use to protect our health and
the health of the people we love? Deaf and hard of hearing people already
have more than our usual share of barriers in obtaining information
concerning our health. For example, many of us are left out of casual

11
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family conversations in which family members might have passed on
important health-related information. Or, we also are inherently blocked

from obtaining health information via the radio. The barriers we face in
other avenues make it all the more vital that EVERY HEALTH-

RELATED TELEVISION PROGRAM be aired WITH CLOSED
CAPTIONS.

Closed captioning is an essential part of any televised program.
Captioning is not too difficult or too expensive.

I cannot watch television programs that are not captioned.
Thank you for your time and assistance,

Andrea Shettle, MSW
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Sandralyn Bailey _

04-30)

From: Gary & Audrey Forbush [ajforbush@xmission.com]

Sent: Tuesday, November 21, 2006 7:05 PWM

To: Michael Copps

Subject: America demands Cable Chaice F’LED/ACCEPTED
Gary & Dudrey Forbush DEC “‘72098
2682 38t Marys Way Fed e

salt Lake City, UT 84108-2074 e G ons o

& Secretary
November 21, 2006

Michael Copps

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavicr on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn coff when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Iraq. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor’'s office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind cof material is
airing on television - period. WNip/Tuck is not my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or viclent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for pregramming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values Jjust to gain access to a
handful of channels T <an watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Gary & ARudrey Forbush
801-583-0741
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Joseph Comeau [TOJOE@aol.com] Fi

Sent: Tuesday, November 21, 2006 4:33 PM LED/, ACCEPTED
To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Please protect America's families OtC - [ 2008

Federal Cqmmunications Commission
Joseph Comeau mmo”WSWqu
2795 Jason Court

Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-4679

November 21, 2006

Jonathan Adelsteln

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:
Give us cable cholce.

Offering parents and consumers the ability to chcoose the channels they
want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of
the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers other programming to
fund their own networks. In the realm of free enterprise those channeis
which acquire a large audience of paying consumers will prosper and those
that den't will fail. We should not be asked to subsidize channels and
networks that are not acceptable to us as individuals. It is the only
fair sclution. Why should T be forced to pay for channels in languages
that I don't understand and is not the traditicnal language of the United
States government and its citizens? The cable industry has been carried cn

the backs of American consumers long enough. It is time for this extortion
to end.

Sincerely,

Joseph Comeau
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Emily Moore [EAllynM@aol.com]
Sent: Tuesday, November 21, 2006 12:01 PM
To: Michael Copps

Subject: Please support Cable Choice FILED/ ACCEPTED
Fmily Moore DEC - 7 ZUUS

8225 Beech Knls Federal Communication issi
Indianapolis, IN 46256-2144 UfﬁGEOflhESec?eCtg;;m'ssm

November 21, 2006

Michael Copps

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps:

I am disgusted to learn, wvia the Parents Television Council, that I am
being forced to help pay for scenes describing bestiality and other
depraved behavior on the FX network's Nip/Tuck with my cable

subscription. In the episode that aired on September 26, a plastic
surgeon treats a female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she
tried teo break up a dogfight. She is desperate to have the injury repaired
and undetectable before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns
after the surgery and confronts her in the docter's office, revealing that
she used peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was
actually torn off when she was having sex with the dog. It is outrageous
that this kind of material is airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is
not my choice, and T don't want it coming into my home. But it is
inexcusable for the cable industry te force me to pay for this content
with my monthly cable subscription. The soluticn 1s so simple - but so
far Congress has done nothing but appease the deep-pocketed cable
industry. What about consumers' rights? Give us cable choice!
Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
enly for those channels, puts power back in the hands c¢f the consumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or violent programming to
fund their own raunch. It is the only fair solution. Why should I be
forced to pay for programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my
values just to gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my
family. The cable industry has been carried on the kacks ¢f Rmerican
consumers long enough. It is time for this extortion to end.

Alsc, without subsidies, there may not be encugh money to support such
programming. I am concerned that such programming may inspire criminal
behavior in persons with depraved minds. B&As I recall, Ted Bundy went from
viewing pornography to rape and murder.

Sincerely,

Emily Moore
317-842-6258
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Dana McElroy [mcelroy@westok.net]

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 7:00 PM

To: Michael Copps HLED/ ACCEPTED
Subject: Nip/Tuck proves the need for Cable Choice

DEC - 7 2006

Federal Conmminicat I
I U0ns Commiss;
Oifice of the Secretary o

Dana McElroy
P.O. Box 302
Snyder, OK 73566-0302

November 20, 2006

Michael Copps

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Michael Copps:

Act now to curtail the program Nip/Tuck. It is revelting, and its story
lines are ridiculous. We must take the responsibility to protect our
children from the longterm effects of viewing this GARBAGE. Nothing good
can come from their exposure to these wvulgar, bizarre, and sadistic story
lines. What kind of people sponsor and write this trash? What kind of
people allow it to continue?

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and cther depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episcde that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgecon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The huskband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her dog and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is nect my choice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
tec force me to pay for this content with my monthly cable subscription.

The solution is so simple -~ but sc far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Cffering parents the ability to choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers cof
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
only fair solution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just to gain access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The cable industry has
been carried on the backs of American consumers long enough. It 1s time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Dana McElroy
580-569-2755
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Maribel Padua [lebiram@gate.net}
Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 12:25 PM

To: KJMWEB FILED/ACCEPTED
Subject: Cable Choice
OEC -7 2008

Maribel Padua Federal Communicas

i AIGAT0NS i
200 N. Pickett St mMemﬂwaéggmmmn
alexandria, VA 22304-2120

November 20, 2006

Kevin Martin

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Kevin Martin:

1 am disgusted with the cable industry. The cable companies section the
residential areas or counties in your state. They monopolize the market in
the area and eliminating the price compatition. This practice does not
give the customer the advantage o¢f chosing the cable company that will
give them the best service at best competitive price. I am tired of the
Cable companies service packages indicating that for such and such amount
a month you get a number of channels when in reality as an example out of
the 155 channels received: 10 are the local free broadcasting channels,
ancther 15 channels are the channels I watched and the rest 130 channels
are junk. So I have to paid for junk in crder for me toc be able to watch
the few news, educaticnal and good entretaiment channels.

Why I can not have the choice of other Cable Companies to service my home?
Why do I have to toclerate the outrageous pricing for multiple channels
that I do not watch? Why I can nct have the choice of the channels of my
choice? Why do I have to paid for the free broadcasted local channels

within my monthly subscription of cable? The solution is sc simple -
but so far Congress has done nothing but appease the deep-pocketed cable
industry. What about consumers' rights? Give us cable choice.

Offering cconsumers the ability to choose the channels they want, and to
pay only for those channels, puts power back in the hands of the consumer
- parents - and forces the producers of indecent or vioclent preogramming to
fund their own raunch. It is the only fair sclution. Why should I be
forced to pay for programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my
values Just to gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my
family. The cable industry has been carried on the backs of American
consumers long enough. It is time for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Maribel Padua
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Fonda Eaton [eatonco@pscii.com]

Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 12:13 PM

To: Jonathan Adelstein

Subject: Please protect America's families F ,LED/ACCEPTED

Fonda Eaton UEC -'7 7008

P, ©. Box 175 ﬁmmmmwwmmm% .
Harrisburg, AR 72432-0175 OmwaMmSmm£$M$mn

November 20, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communicatlions Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am being forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. In the episode that aired on
September 26, a plastic surgeon treats a female patient who says her
nipple was torn off when she tried to break up a dogfight. She is
desperate to have the injury repaired and undetectable before her husband
returns from Irag. The husband returns after the surgery and confronts her
in the doctor's office, revealing that she used peanut butter to seduce
her deg and implying that her nipple was actually torn off when she was
having sex with the dog. It is outrageous that this kind of material is
airing on television - pericd. Nip/Tuck is not my cheoice, and I don't
want it coming into my home. But it is inexcusable for the cable industry
to force me tec pay for this content with my meonthly cabkle subscription.

The solution is so simple - but so far Congress has done nothing but
appease the deep-pocketed cable industry. What about consumers' rights?

Give us cable choice. Offering parents the ability te¢ choose the
channels they want, and to pay only for those channels, puts power back in
the hands of the consumer - of parents - and forces the producers of
indecent or violent programming to fund their own raunch. It is the
enly fair soclution. Why should I be forced to pay for programming that
insults my intelligence and assaults my values just tc galn access to a
handful of channels I can watch with my family. The c¢able industry has
been carried on the backs of American ccnsumers long enocugh. It is time
for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Fonda A. Eaton
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Sandralyn Bailey

From: Glenn Stahly [glennstahly@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Saturday, November 18, 2006 1:08 PM F ’LED/ACCEPTED

To: Jonathan Adelstein
Subject: Please support Cable Choice

DEC - 7 2008

Federat Communs'r:aﬁons Commi

Glenn Stahly Omwoﬂmswmmw

4879 Bay Grove Court
Groveport, OH 43125-9257

November 18, 2006

Jonathan Adelstein

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Jonathan Adelstein:

I am disgusted to learn that I am keing forced to help pay for scenes
describing bestiality and other depraved behavior on the FX network's
Nip/Tuck with my cable subscription. Nip/Tuck is the most egregiocus
example, but there are too many other shows that are nearly as bad. In
the episode of Nip/Tuck that aired on September 26, a plastic surgeon
treats a female patient who says her nipple was torn off when she tried to
break up a dogfight. She 1s desperate to have the injury repaired and
undetectable before her husband returns from Irag. The husband returns
after the surgery and confronts her in the deocter's office, revealing that
she used peanut butter to seduce her dog and implying that her nipple was

actually torn cff when she was having sex with the dog. It is ocutrageous
that this kind of material is airing on television - period. Nip/Tuck is
not my choice, and I don't want it coming into my home. But it is
inexcusable for the cakle industry to force me to pay for this content
with my monthly cable subscription. The solution is so simple - but so
far Congress has done nothing but appease the deep-pocketed cable
industry. What about consumers'’ rights? Give us cable choice.

Offering parents the ability to choose the channels they want, and to pay
cnly for those channels, puts power back in the hands ¢f the ccnsumer - of
parents - and forces the producers of indecent or viclent programming to
fund their own raunch. It is the only fair solution. Why should I be
forced to pay for programming that insults my intelligence and assaults my
values just to gain access to a handful of channels I can watch with my
family. The cable industry has been carried on the backs of American
consumers long enough. It is time for this extortion to end.

Sincerely,

Glenn Stahly
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