
Oct 21, 2007 

FCC Public Comments 
445 12th Street SW 
Xashington, DC 20554 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
cther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes, remains good policy today. 

I urge y o u  to refuse requests for 

I\Iow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 

hy the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1). 

S i ncer ely , 

Mr. mark quinn 
23 Easthampton Rd Apt M1 
H o l y o k e ,  MA 01040-6849 



N o v  6, 2007 

Frt ' Public Comments 
4-7 12th Street SW 
Wzzhinqton, DC 20554 'W 2 \, '71 iii,7 -a* L ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ : ~ ~ , ~ ~  

AS a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
C' IC? c>i :.e<,k!ary 

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waLvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
otrier cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
s e y - t o p  boxes, remains good policy today. 

N ~ W  ten yea=s after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
cc'npanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
ank] karming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 

conpe:ition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit: 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

B l V  adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no. 
g7-80, the Comrission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
t- make certain uses of TU content, regardless of a particular cable 
p ~ ~ , v i d e r ' s  or copyright holder's wishes. With competition Spurred on 

blr the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose thc 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
llmiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
w ~ r s e  if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1). 

Sincerely, 

MI. Jclhn ( G c l i n i  
14233 Old Zapanese Rd 
Lz- Zatos,  CA 95033-8531 



NOV 1 5 20137 

The Docket involved is # 97-80. 

infonnation@eff.org wrote on 8/17/2007 I .38:56 PM : 

Aug 17,2007 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

Dear Commissioner Adelstein, 

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and 
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for 
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all 
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect 
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
set-top boxes. remains good policy today. 

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
coinpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive 
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation 
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market 

competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability 
to make legitimate use of recorded content. 

By adopting content protection limits (encoding d e s )  in docket no. 
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumern 
lo make certain uses of TV content. regardless of a particular cable 
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on 

by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the 
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76. I204(a)( 1 ). 

Sincerely. 

Mr. jason stanek 
278 Loma Entrada 
Santa Fe. NM 87501-1270 



PJ,:,i.: ter. yec.rs af tei- the T s l e c . o r n m u i n i c a t i o n s  Act of 1996, cable 
coxpani es have dr-ayged their feet long enough. on competitive 
al: e ina t ives  to proprietary set-top boxes,  thus hampering innovation 
a:.,< !-13rmi:ig consumers. ?he  lntegration ban will also help market 
c.:.nicetiti.on prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit: 
E:' x a k e  l e q i - z i m a t e  use of recorded content. 

F\yr akdoptinq conter: pro tec t i c r l  l i r - i t s  (encoding rules) in docket no. 
i'l - - C t ? ,  the [l3ornrni::aicn r ecogr . i zed  t h e  importance of allowing consumers 
t:. r i L d K e  c e r t a i n   sed sf T'J zi -rnt, regardless of a particular cable 
p r t . v k I e r  I: copyright n~ller's wishes. With competition spurred on 
e-,. + -1-e i c z e j r a t i c n  ban, corls;-imers i rou ld  have the freedom to choose thf 

st re.5:rictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
s- r .n .3ai-d already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
li::;itirq non-infringing u s e c ,  and such restrictions will get even 

se if cable pr-nviders'  set-to^ Eoxes are unchecked by competition. 



o t h e i  cable pr3viders. The FC'C's  integration ban, which in effect 
r r ; , lui res  cable compasies to integrate CableCARDs into their own 
C L  - -- -.-.p <I b?xes, remains {good r o l i c y  today. 

ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable 
& 3 1- ed tr!hci i- feet lcnr; e n o u g h  on competitive 

a. 1 elrnatl;les to proprieta ce:-:;p boxes, thus hampering innovation 
:-min; c o n c c m e r s .  Tk.e i:-:Zegration ban will also h e l p  market ~~ ._ 

. .  
. f  

__cia:-. ?revent f u r t h e r  restrictions on cable subscribers' abilit! 
t,, make l eg i t i : . . a te  use ~f recorded content. 

E;. aciopt iny con*-snt Frotecticn limits [encoding rules) in docket no. 
'37-8?, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers 
t:, m a k e  certain uses of TV ccntecz, regardless of a particular cable 

vider's or zopyright kslder's wishes. With competition spurred on 
b;' tne lntegration ban, consumers w o u l d  have the freedom to choose t h c  
13;is: restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD 
S t  .::ni?ard a l r e a d y  prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by 
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even 
wr) : - se  if cable p r o v i d e r s '  set-top boxes are unchecked by competition. 

M i  . Charles Courant 
5; Cedar St 
EE! fasz, ME 04 315-6304 


