Jun 1, 2010 F’LED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communications CTommission Fublic Comments) JL”. 2 1 20'0

445 12Lh Street SW

Washincton, DC 20554 Federa Communicationg Commigsign
. Office of the Secretary

As a consumer interested 1n protecting competizion, innovation, and

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requasts for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){1) by NCTA, Charter, vVerizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in 2ffact
requires cabls companies to inteqrate CabklieCARDs Into thel:r own set-top
boxres, remcins good palicy today.

Newr fen years aftar —ha Telecommuniecatrions Act of 1956, cable companies
have dragged their feet long encugh on competizive alternatives Lo
proprietary sst-top box=s, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The intagration ban will also hely market compctition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' abllity to make
legitimate use of recorded conkant.

By adopting content proteczion limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commlssion recognized the lmportance of ailowing consumers
to make certaln uses of TV content, regardless cf a partioular ceable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With comzetition spurred on by
the inragration kan, consumers would have the fresdom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticnz that harm consumers oy
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restriclicns will get sven worss
if cakl=s providers' set-top boxes are unchecxed by competition.

Please rafuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1.
Sincerely,
Ms. Caden Howel_

907 S Brooks St Apt 5
Madiscn, WI 53715-19G8




FILED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comuants)
445 12th Street 3W

JUL 21 2010

Federal Communic fagi
Washington, DC 2055 Ommunicalions Commission

As a consumer interested in protecting competiztion, innovation, and
legitimate use of cabls TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requests rfor
walvers of 47 CFR 76..204{a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
ather cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effact
requires cable companiss to integrate TableCARDs into their own set-top
bcres, remains good policy taday.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1998, cable companies
have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitlivs alternatives to
proprietary set-top bor=s, thus hampering innovatlion and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help market compotition
prevent: further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of rscorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to maka certain uses of TV conient, ragardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holdser's wishes. With competition spurred on by
~he integration ban, copnsumers would have the freedom to chosse the
least restrictive cabls-coupetible device available. The CableCAPD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting neon-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cakle providers' set-top boies are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for wailvers of 47 CFR 7&.1Z040a){1).
Sincerely,
Mr. Steve Wagner

L84 Leng Hill 5t
East Hartford, CT 08108-1320

Ne. of Copies v O

Office of the Secretary
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a1, 2000 FILED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communicaticons Commission Public Comments) |”H~ 2 1 20]0

445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554 Federal Communications Commission
Dffice of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 7¢..204(a){l} 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 sst-top
boxes, remains good policy today.

Now fen years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their [est long encugh on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top bor=s, thus haupering innovati-on and harming
consunmers. The integraticn ban will also help market cecmpetition
prevent further -estrictions on cable subscrikers’ ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adcpting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allovwing consumers
tn 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 bkan, consumers would have the freedom to chwoose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device avallabla. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm censum=rs by

1l miting non-infringing uses, and such restricticons will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).
Sincerely,

Dr. John Gilster

16 Garden Ln

Kirkwcod, MO ©3122-2626
(573 701-4824
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Jun 1, 2010

FCC {Federal Communications Commission Public Commants)
445 121.h Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As & consumer Interested in protecting competition, innovazion, and
legitimate use of ~able TV <ontent, 1 urge you to r=fuse requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76..204ia) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cakle providers. The FCC's inteqration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies te intsgrate CableCARDs into thelr own set-top
boxez, remalins good pelicy today.

Now ten yesvs after the Tel=communications Act of 1956, cable companies
have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive alternatives o
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consuners. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of reccrded content.

By adcpting content protection limits (enceding rules) in dockst no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the impeortance of allowing consumsrs
to make certain uses of TV content, recardless <f a particular cable
provider's or <opyright holder's wishes. With competition spur-ed on by
*he in-egration ban, consumers would nave the freedom to chooze the
least restrictive cable-compatible dsvice available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infiinging uses, and such restrictinns will g2t even worse
1f cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecksd by competition.

Please refuse requasts for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){l1.
Sincerely,
Mr. Daniel Steele

606 Bth Ave SW Apt 209
Roseau, MN S€751-200%
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FILED/ACCEPTED

Jun 1, 20139

FCOC (Federal Communications Commission Public Cocmments) JL”‘ 2 1 2010
445 12th Street SW

Federal icati .
Washington, LC £05%4 Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary
As = consumer interested in protecting competitiscn, innovation, and

legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for

walvers of 47 CEFR /&.1204{a){l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all

other cable preoviders. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect

requires cable companies to integrate TableCARDs into their own set-top

bores, remains good policy todav.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 1%9€, cable companies
have dragged thelr feest long encugh on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovaticn and harming
~consumers. The integretion ban will alsc helo marke: competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
leqitimate ugse of reccrded content.

By adopting content pretection Iimits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the ‘mportance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses cof TV content, regardless cf a particular cable
provider 's cr copyright holder's wishes. With ccmpetition spurred on by
the integration karn, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CablaCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restriczions 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,

Dr. Richard Sacks-Wilner

23571 Greentree Dr

Fort Eragg, CA 9Z437-848%
{707y 9261-6008




FILED/ACCEPTED

Jun 2, 2010

FCC (Federal Communications Tommission Public Comments) JUL_ 2 1 20]0

445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554 Faderal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to relfuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR /6.12041(a) {1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCUIU's integration ban, which In sffect
requires cakle companies to integrate CablelARDs into their owm set-top
Loxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their fee:t long enough on competitive alternatives to
prowrietary set--Zop boxes, thus hampering innovatisn and harming
consumers. The lnteqgration ban will also help marxket competiticon
prevent further restricticns on cable subscribers’ sbility to maks
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encodiny rules) in docket no.
97-67, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
the infegration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cabla-compatible device availabl=s. The CakleCARD
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by

limit ing neon-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers’™ set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Flease refuse regquests for waivers of 47 CFR 76é.1204(a){l).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Cross

500 Angell St Apt 207
Providence, 2T 02%06-4486

No. of Cepiasracd (D
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FILED/ACCERTED

Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Ceocmmunications Commission Fublic Comments)
445 12th Strest Sw
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting compstition, inncvation, and
legitimate use of cakle TV content, I urge you to refuss requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76¢.1204({a! {1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cakble providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate Cabl=CARDs intc their own set-top
boxes, remains good policy today.

Ncw ten years after the Telecommurnications Act ~f 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 alsc help marker competition
prevent furthar restrictions on cable subscribvers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits {encoding ruless) in docket nec.
97-80, the Commission recocnized the importance of allowing consumsrs
<o make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright heolder's wishes, With competiticn spurred on by
the integration ban, =—onsumers would have the freed-m to choose the
least restrictive cabla-compatible device avallable. The CableCEED
standard already prescribes restricticns that harm consumers by
limiting nen-infringing usez, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers® set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

_2ase refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)il).
Sincerely,
Mr. Rohert Crlando
4705 State Highway 28

Cooperstown, NY 12226-5204
{607y 547-5303

JUL 212010

Federal Communicationg Commissign

Office of the Secretary

faC. OF Copds ravd 0
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Jun 1, 2010 F”-ED/ACCEPTED

FCC f(Federal Communications Tommission Public Comments)

445 12th Street SW JUL 212010

Washington, DC 20554
] ) ) o } . Federal Communications Commission
AS ? §on5umer 1ntereEFed in protecting competitlon, inncovation, and OﬂEBDIMeSememw
legitimate usc of cable TV content, I urgs yvou to refuse reguassts for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){l} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cakle providers. The FCT's inteqgration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own set-top
boxes, remains good policy teday.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 1996, cable companies
have dragged thelr feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary sset-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers’™ akility to maks
legitimate use of reccorded content.

By adepting content protection limits (enceding rules) in decket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to malte certain us=s of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on oy
the integration ban, consumers would havs the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatibls device available. The CapleTARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restricticns will get even worss
if cable providers' seot-top koxes are unchecxked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 TFR 76.1204¢a) (1.
Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Watson

2305 Tiberty Church R4

Hickory, NC 2B8601-7150
(B2B8) »61-03218




Jun 1, 2010 F,LED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments) i
445 12th Street SW JLL‘ 2 1 2010
wWashingt DC 20554

ashington, Federal Communications Commission
A= a consumer interested in protecting competiz-on, innovation, and OmCEMHmSeummy
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuss requests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cakle providers. The FCC's integration pan, which in effect
raquires cable companies to inteqrate CabieCARDs inte thelr own s2i-1op
bexes, remains good policy today.

Now ten y=ars affer the Telecomnunications Act <f 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long znough on compelitive alternatives Lo
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also hslp market competition
prevent further restricticns on cakle subscribers’™ ability to make
legitimate use of roeorded content.

By adopting content protecticn limits (enceoding rules) in decket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to maks certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a particular czble
provider's or copyricht holder's wishes. With ccmpetition spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-ccmpatible devios available. The CakleCARD
standard already prescribes restricticons that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, end such restrictions will get even warse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1.
Sincerely,
Mr. Jeffrey Kawski

5805 Rocky Trace Ct KW
Concord, MNC 28027-£4608

NG, of Sopies iacd 2
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Jun 1, 2010 F]LED/ACCEPTED
FCT (Federal Cormunications Commizsion Public Commen~s)
445 12th Street Sw JUL 2112010
Wazhinaoton, DC 20554

Federal Communications Commission
As a consumer lnterssted in protecting competicion, lnnovaztion, and OﬁmeofmeSeaemw
legitimatc use of cablce TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFP 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTAR, Charter, Verizon, and all
cther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effecz
requires cable companiss to integrate Cabi=eCARDs intc their own set-top
bcxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years afzer the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long encugh on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top baxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' akility to make
legitimats 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, r=gardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
~he integratlion ban, ccnsunsers would have the fresdom to choose the
least restrictive cable-competible device available. The CalbleCAPD
atandard already prescribes rest-ictions that harm conaumsrs by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if <akle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

i
=

Please refuse requests for wailvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l}.
Sincerely,

Mr. MITCHELL MEYEER

705A Shepard St

San Pedro, CA S0731-713:8
(310) 548-92463

No. of Copias rec'd 7
ListABCDE




Jun 2, 2010

FCC (Federal Communicatlions Commission Public Comnents)
445 12th Street Sw
Washington, 2C 20554

As a consuwner interested i1n protecsting conpetition, innovation, and
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
other cable providers. The F(UC's integration ban, which in zffect
requires cable companies to intecrate CableCARDs into their own sat-top
boxes, remains good pclicy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet lung enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovatison and harming
consuners. The integraticn ban will alsc help market competition
prevent fusrther restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

Bv adcpting content protection limits (enceding rules) in dockst no.
97-80, the Commizsion reccgnized the importance of alleowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competiticn spurred on by
th2s integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choos2 the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictisons that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such testrictions will get even worse
if cakle providers' set-top boxes ars unchecked by conpeti-cion.

Flease refuse requests for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,
Mr. ken przvbylski

2.7 S Poplar Ave
Elmhurst, IL ©0.26-3533

FlLED/ACCEPTED
JUL 21 2010

Federat Co_mmunr‘catinns Cominission
(ifice o1 the Secretary
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Jun 1, 2010 FILED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comment:s)

445 12th Street SW JL”— 2 1 2010
Washington, DC 20554

Federal Communications Commission
As a consumer interested in protesting competition, inncvation, and Office of the Secretary
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 FCZ's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own set-top
hexes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 19%¢, cable companiss
heve dragged their feet long snough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-tcp bores, thus hampering inncovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further -estrictions on cable subscrikers’ abllity to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

Py adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
@7-80, the Commission recognized the importance of &llowing consumers
to maks certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With cowmpetition spurred on oy
the integration ban, consumers would have <he freesdom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
l:miting nen-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
it cable providers' set-top bores ares unchecked by conmpetition.

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

Mr. David Zabriskie

4701 Mannix Rd

Durham, NC Z7704-4023
(91%) B12-197%

No. of Ot recd 0

ListABCDE




fum 1, 2010 FILED/ACCEPTED

FCZ (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)

445 12th Strest s5SW JUL 21 2['1[]

Washington, DC 20554 )
7 . Federal Communications Comsnissign

As a consumsr interested in protecting competition, innovatzion, and Office of the Secretary

legitimate use of cabkle TV conteont, I urge you to refuss requests for

walvers of 47 CFR 76.2.204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all

other cable providers. The FCC's inteqration pan, which in =ffect

requires cable compani=s to integrate CableCAPDs into their own set-top

bores, remains geood policy today.

Now fen years after the Telecommunications Act of 1998, cable companiss
have dragged thelr feet lonyg encugh on cowmpetitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top bexes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help marxet competition
pr=vent further restricticons on cable subscribsrs' ability to makes
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
tc make certain uses of TV content, recardless of a particular cable
provider's or copvright holder'™= wishes. With competiticon spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would havs the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARLD
standard already prescribesz restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting ron-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get aven wWorse
if cakle providers' set-top boxes are unchecksd by competition.

Please refuse regques-s for walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (l).
Sincerely,
Mr. Michael Forster

456 MW Skyline Blwvd
Portland, OR 97229-6800

o, of Soipes rav d_ 0
LstABCDE




T 2, 200 FILED/ACCEPTED

FIC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Street SW JUL 212010
Washincton, DC 20554

Federal Communications Comimission
As a consumer interested 1n protecting comp=tition, inncvation, and Office of the Secretary
logitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCZ's inteqration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own sei-top
boxes, remains good pclicy todav.

Now t=n years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companiss
hawve dragged their feet lony encugh on competiiive alternatives ‘o
proorietary set--op boxes, thus hanpering innovaticn and harming
~cnsumers. The integration ban will also help market competition
preven* further restrictions on cable subscribers’ abilitv to make
lzgitimate use of reccrded content.

By adcpting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commissicon recognized the importance of allowlng consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular caocle
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
+he integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choosa the
least restrictive cable-compatible device availakle. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions wlll ¢get even worse
if cable preoviders' set-top boxes are unchecked by competi=ion,

Plezse refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Tilghman Lesher
577 Michele Dr
Antioch, TN 37013-4108
(615) B32-1080

NO. of Copias rac'd g
ListABCDE




Sun 1, 2010 F,LED/ACCEPTED

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12Lh Street SW JUL 212010
Washington, DT 20554

Federal Communications Commissian
As a consumer interested in protecting compstition, innowvation, and 0m59WQWSBUdaW
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urgo you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integraticn ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableTARDs into their own set-top
boxes, remains good palicy today.

Now ten years affrer the Telecommunications Act <f 198€, cable companies
have draggsd their feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-tcp boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The inteqration ban will also help market competiticn
prevent further restrictiens on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By ad-pting content protection limits {encoding rules} in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
tn make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
providsr’'s cor copyright holder’s wishes. With competiticn spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers wvwwuld have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatikble device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricticons that harm consuners by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cakles providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competizion.

Flease refuse requesis faor waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l).
Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Przybylski
?17 S Poplar Ave
Elmhurst, IL G0126-3533
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Jun 1, 2010

FILED/ACCEPTED

FCT {(Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)

445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554 dUL 2 1 ZUIU

As a consumer interested in protecting compstition, innovation, and ’%dwmcmﬂmumcmwnsCommESMn
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requeszts for OﬁmEOfMESeHemW

valvers of 47 CFR 7¢.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cabls companies to integrate CableCARDs inte their own sez-top
bcres, remains good peolicy today.

Mew ten years afier the Telecommunicaticns Act of 18%G, cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitlve alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxzes, thus hanmering innovation and harming
consumers, The integration kan will also help wmar<et competition
prevent further restrictions cn cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of reccorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encedins rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commissicn recognized the importance of allowing consumers
Z0 make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurrad on by
the integration ban, consuners would have the freedom to choonse the
least restrictive cable-compstible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringine uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cakle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competizion.

Please re=fuse requests for weivers of 47 CFR 76.1204{a) ({l).
Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Adlersflusgel

€210 Chippewa St

Saint Louis, MO 63109-211%
(314) 457-1666

B Af o e o
Mo of Copastond O
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FILED/ACCEPTED

Jun 2, 2010

FCC {Federal Communications Commission Puklic Comments) J[”_ 2 1 2010

445 17th Street SW

Washipgteon, DT 20554 Federal Commumications Gommission
Office of the Sacretary

As & consumer interested in protecting competiticn, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
walvers of 47 CFR 7¢.2204(a){l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CabieCARDs inteo theilr own sec-top
beres, remains good policy today.

Now ten years af-er the Telecommunicatlons Act of 199¢, cable companies
have dragged their fzet long encugh on competitive altsrnatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will alszc 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
tc make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With ccmpetition spur-ed on by
“he integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restriorions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restriczions will get even worse
if cakle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competirion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFP 76.1204(a)(l).

Sincerely,

Mr. G W
5

200 Marion St
Carbondale, IL 62901-3286
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FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12rh Strest SW Federat Communications Commission
Washingtor, DC 20554 Office of the Secretary

Jun 1, 2010

A5 a consumer interested in protecting competizion, innovasion, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refusse requests for
waivars or 47 CFR 7e.1z04({z) (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
becxes, remains good policy today.

Ncw ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1998, cable commanies
have dragged thelr fee. long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also heln market competition
prevent further restrictions on cakle subscribers' akllitv to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (enceding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission rescocnized the importance of allowing consumers
~o make certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a particular cable
provider's or copyricht holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-canpatikle device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restricricns that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictionz will geb 2ven worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 TFR 76.1204(a) (1.
Sincerely,
Mr. Jay Greene

12251 8 State St Apt F201
Sandy, UT 84070-5137
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Jun 1, 2010

FCCU (Federal Communications Commission Public Commen*s) Jl”‘ 2 1 2010

445 1l2th Street SW

Washington, DT 20554 Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

As a consumer in=zerested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimats use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse reguests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1} by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
ather cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to lntearats CableCARDS into their own set-top
bores, remains geood policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 158&, cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on campetilive alternatives to
propriztary set-top berss, thus hampering lnnovation and harming
consumers. The ilntegration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cakle subscribers' abllity to make
legitimate use of r=corded content.

By adcpting content preoteszion limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
87-80, the Commission recognized the importancze of allowing consum:zrs
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright heolder's wishes. With competlticn spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom tc chaoze the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CazlesCARD
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 uncheckad by competition.

F.2ase refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a){l].
Sirnicerely,
Mr. Farl Larsen

7202 5 8lst St
Lavista, NE 68128-2123
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JUL 211 2010

Jun 2, 2010

FrrC (Federal Communica<ions Commission Public Comnents) Federal o
445 12th Street SW ederal Communications Commissien
Washington, DC 20554 GﬁmeﬂfmeSeuﬂaw

AS a consumer lnterssted in protecting compatizion, innovaticon, and
logitimate uss of cable TV content, I urg2 vou to refuse requests for
wailvers of 47 CFP 76.1204(a}{1l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effeect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thelr own set-top
boxes, remains grood policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged thelr feet long encugh on competitlive slternazives o
proprietary set-tep boxes, thus hampering innovaticon and harming
consumers. The intsgration kan will also help market competiticon
prevent further restrictions on cable subscriners' ability to make
legitimate uss of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission reccgnized the Imoortance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyrigh:t holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
the integration ban, consumsrs would have the freedom to chaoose the
l=ast restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
=standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, znd such restrictions will get even worse
if ceble providers' set-top boxes are uncheclked by competition.

Please rafuse regquests for wailwvers of 47 CrR 76.1204(a)(1).
Sincerely,

Mr. Rwnald Carl

2€ wWilliam St

Carme., NY 20512-4715
(245) 225-1725
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