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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) ~l~L)~
445 12th Street SW ,',.qCc.
Washington, DC 20554 tI-4;V , ~})l'()

. d . . ... . "'-. I A DAs a consume~ lntereste In protectlng competltlon, lnnovatlon, arr~e~1 ~ Cl'
legi timate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for OCOllll1lu. .. UU9
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all !fticeo/"ca(~07
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect !l}eSe~'8COl17.ll'

7e!c?ty' ~.sSiOI}

CableCARDs into their own set-top

Now ten years after the Teleconununications Act of 1996. cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary :3et-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. ~he integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legi timate u~,e 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
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provider' s Ol~ copyright holder's wishes. With competi tion spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard aln~ady prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by

limi ting non--infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refUSEl requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Colin Hatchard
11 71st St
Newburyport, MA 01950-4338
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FILED!ACCEPTED

JAN 14 {GOg
As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, ailetJeraJCom '
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for Off! mUmC<1tlDnSCom;n;ss'
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all ICe of the Secretary IOn
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12th StH;~et SW
Washington, DC 20554

requires cab~e companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own set-top
boxes, remains good policy today.
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Now ten year~J 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. ~he 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' swishes. 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

limi ting non-·infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.
Please refusEl requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Bowman
6881 Clydeway Ct
Worthington, OH 43085-2912

No. of Copies rec'd, =O'--__
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumel: interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legi timate u~;e 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 year~; after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary '::let-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will al.~o help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable sl.'bscribers· ability to make
legi timate U~le 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' swishes. 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

limi ting 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).

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrei HElrshel
1067 Market St Apt 3005
San Francisco, CA 94103-1644

No. 0\ Copies rec'd
UstASCDE
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Oct 23, 2008

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Str,=et SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consume:::- interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 4'7 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 companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary :3et-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
legi timate U:3e 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 r swishes. With competi tion 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

limi ting 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).

Sincerely,

Mr. Shane Bo....mtan
6881 Clydeway Ct
Worthington, OH 43085-2912
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