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JUL 2 1ZOIO
Federal Communications Comm,' ,

00· SSlon
Ice of the Secretary

Jun 1, 2010

fCC (Federa':" Corrununico.--::ions C:(~mmission E='ublic Commen"':s)
445 12Lh S~reet SW
Washin~ton, DC 20554

As a consumer in"terested in protecting conpeti --::.:'.-OfJ, inn0va-::i'.Jn, and
lcgit.:'.-mate use of cab~e TV content, I urge you to refU5e requests for
waiver5 of 47 CFR 76.~204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, \/e::.:'.-zon, and all
other cable provid'2rs. The FCC' s integrat~on ban, which ifJ 2ffec::
require.s c~ble cGmp::m':"es to integrate CableCARD::; into thei::- O"Jr'. set-top
bo}:e:::;, rs-ITlcins 'J"('\--] p"l i ry today.

N0W ten )'>20.1"5 a.fter -:he Telecommlln-i rnt-ions Act of 1996, cable compnnj >2::;
have d[Ol.g~~ed their feet long enough 0[1 conpeti-=.:'.-ve alterna--:::ives :'-0

propr~etary 5iOO"t-t(~P bOX2.3, thus hampering innovation and harminq
consumers. The integr~tion ban will also hel~ nerke-=- competition
prevent f1..11-ther re.3t:-.:>:tions on cable .3ubscriber"s' ability to make
legi timate use of recorde:::i cc,nt,-:nt.

By adoptirlg c:=Jntent protec-=-':"on limits (enc0dinq rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Co:nm':"ssion recognized the impc,rtance of allowing- consumers
to may.€ certain uses of TV content, regardless cf a partioulur cable
prr~vid€r's cr copyright holdel-' s ,..'ishe::;. l..Ji th com:=,eti ti8n spur::ed on by
the i nt"e?gn~ti:=Jn ban, consumers ",rould have the::> fr~>2d0m to choose the
le0.5t c?strictive cab::"e-compatible device avail6l",le. The CableCARI:
standac:i alre5.dy prescribes rest~ll-ti.0n.s th'Ol.t harT! conS'ffilers ·c,y
limilill~ Hon-infringing- use::" and ::;u'..::h Le~lLlcLlun~ 1,.,.i11 get €'len H0':'-S"2
if carlo? prcviders' set-top boxes are unchec.:-ced by compe:..:'.-tion.

f'1eEl5€ l--.?fuse reques':s for waive':"3 of 47 CFR 76.1204(0.) (1:,.

Ms. Caden Hcwel::"
gO? S Brooks St Apt 5
Madison, WI 53715-1968



C"un 1, 2010

FCC (Federal COffifllunications C:)mmission Public CCITLll,,::mts)
445 12lh Street SW
vJashington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of 1!le Secretary

As a conswner" interested in protecting competi-:~on, innO'.ra-:ion, and
legitimate use of cab:e TV content, 1 urge you to refuse roquests for
\,.,aivers of 47 CFR 76.~204(aql) bjrNCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integrat~on ban, ~hich in effec-:'
requires cable companies to integrate Cab':"eCARDs into thei~ ovm set-L)p
bexes, remains goori ~Glicy torlay.

No~ ten years after the Telecommunic0tions Act C)f 1996, cable comt=::>anies
have d.::::agged their feet lOIlg enough un competiti'.'8 alternatives to
proprietary set-tc,p bOJ'.es, thus hampering inn':" ....·ation and harminq
consumers. The integration ban will also help market compotition
prevent further rest~ictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in d~cket no.
97-80, the Commission ~ecognized the irnpor-:ance of allowing conSQ-ners
to m0ke certain uses of TV con~ent, ~egardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's ~ishes. With competition spur~ed on by
-:-:he integration ban, consurners would have tho::, freedom t:) choose the
least restrictive cable-compc.tibl'? device available. The CableCAPD
standard already prescribes rest~jctions that harm c0nsume~s by
limi ting non-infringing uses, and such restric-:ions \oo·~ll get even worse
if c0.ble p~ovide:':'s' set-top boxes are '-l.nc:hecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for ...;aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(0.) (l!.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Wagner
284 Lcn] Hill St
East Hartford, CT 06108-1320



L:un 1, 2010

FCC (Fsderal Communica::'ion.'3 Commission Public C)mmen;::s)
415 12ttl Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protectinq coopeti::'~on, innovd::'ion, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 70.:204(a) (li by NCTA, Charter, Ve~izon, dnd all
other cable providers. The, FCC' s integrat~on ban, which in effect
requires cable cO:r.lpanies to:' integrate CableCARDs into their own set-t,.Jp
boxe~, remains good policy today.

NOH ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long en'Jugh on competiti\/2 alternalives t'J

proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovati,~rl and harming
consuners. The integratie,n bc..m will also help market ce,mpstition
prevent fu::ther ::.-estriction,'3 on cable subscribers' ability to make
1egi tima te use of recorded Cwrltent.

By adwpting content pr0tsction limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Co;nmis.sion recognized t~he imp0rtance of a110\.1'ing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's 0r c,~pyright holder's '....rishes. With competi tion sI=,ulTed on by
the integra tl on ban, consumer B Hould have the freedom to chCJose the
least r<:>strictive cable-compatible device availab1-'? The CableCARD
5tanda>d already p~e5cribe5 restrictions that harm C0nswn2rs by
l~mit.irjg non-infringing uses, and .such reslrictions Hill get even H0:::se
if cable providers' set-twp boxes are unchecked by competi~ion.

Pl~ase refus,:, reques~5 for Haivers of 47 CfR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerelj..',

Dr. John Gilst-,?r
16 Garden Ln
Kirh.c'.Jd, NO 63':22-2636
(573) 701-4824

FILED/ACCEPTED

,1r:L 2 1 2010
Federal CommunicatIons Commission

Office 01 lf1e Secretary



c7un 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public COl1U1Ien;:s)
115 lZI_h Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As :0. consumsr interested in protectin\l cornpeti-::-=-on, innova-:i'Jn, and
legi timate use of r:::l.b~G TV·::ontent, I urge you to r-efuse r''''quests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.~204\a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Ve~izon, and all
Clther cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in e-ffect
require.::: cable conpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their o'~m set-top
boxes, remains good policy t0nay.

Now ten year's aftsr the Tel ,,,:,communication.s F<.ct of 1996, ".able companies
have d.r:agged lheir feet long enough un compeLi-':ive alterna-_ives ':0
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harmin'J
conSUTIers. The integration ban vfill also help market competition
preven": further re~,trictions ~n cable :3ubscriber.5' ability to make
legi tirna te l-.lse of re-cct-ded corl:.erlt.

By adopting c::>ntent protec::~on lirni t3 (encoding rules) in docket nc'.
97-80, the Commi.'3sion rec,:,gTlized the imi='0rtance of allClwing con5u,,'U02r.s
to :nake c-2.::'tain uses of TV content, ~egardle5s 0f a particular ca.ble
provider's or c:opyright holder'."3 l,Jishes. liJith com;Jetiti::>rl sp'-.lr:::-ed on by
"':.he -i.n-:::egrati,~m ban, c:orlsu,,'Ueco; would have the freedom to choose the
lea5t restriotive cab:e-comp~tible d~vice available. ~he CableCARD
standard Already :t=:rescribes rest::-ictions thnt harm corl.'31.Jffie::~~ by
limiting flon-inflingina: U.'3es, and such re,'~trictiClns will g;?t even worse
if ~able p~ovide=-s' se':-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

P=-ea.se refuse request.s for waiv>2rs of 47 CFR 76.1204(aj (1:1.

Sinc:erely,

Mr. Daniel Steele
606 8th Ave SW Apt 209
Roseau, r~~ 56751-2005

FILED/ACCEPTED

JUt 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

0fliC9 01 lIle Secretary
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Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Communications C::lmr:lissi,:>n Public CCITL"nent.'31
415 l:Z':h Street Sill
Washinqton, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED
,JUl 2 1 2010

Federal Communications Commission
Office of Ill. Secretary

A.s "'- conSlUner in--=:erested in protecting ,=:ompetiticm, innovation, arJd
1cgit-=-mate l--lse of cable TV content, I urgo you to refuse re::::Iuest.s for
waivers of 4', eFR "l6.120:2(a) (1) by tJCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, ·....Ihich in effect
requires cable cor.rp,:mies to integrate CableCARDs into their oym se-:-top
boxes, remains good policy Today.

Now ten years after the Telec':Jrnmunications Act cf 1996, cable companiF's
have dragged theiL feet long enough on competitive alternatives Lo
proprietary set-top boxes, thu.'3 hampering innovation and harming
r:onsurner5. The integration ban will alsc' help narke':: c:<=:Jrnpetition
pL-event further ::.-est.:::-i.ctions on cable ,'3ubscri8ers' ability to make
le'Ji t':"mate use of recorded content.

By adopting content prot~ction :imits (encoding rules) in dock~t no.
97-80, th-2 Commission .::ecognL::ed the ':"mpor--=:ance of dllowing consumers
to make ,:::ertain uses cf TV con-::ent, r-egardless cf a piJ.rtir:ular cable
provider's cr copyrilj'ht holder':3 ·....Iishes. lihth ccmpetiti:::'n spur:::.-ed on by
-che integration ban, consurner.5 vlould hav'2 the freedom to ch,-,,-,se the
least restrictive c~b:e-cornpatible device available. ~he C",b12CARD
.5tanddl-d alre3.dy prescribes restrictions thi'lt harm consume::-s by
limi ting non-infringing uses, and such re.stric.:.ion::; wi-II get even 1;O/OC3e
if cable p: oviders' .5e::- top boxes are unchecked by c0rLtpetition.

Please refuse requests for waivers c,f 47 CFR 76.120<:1 (6) (l).

Sin~erely,

Dr. Richard Sacks-Wilner
23571 Greentree Dr
Fort Bragg, CA 9~437-8489

170') 961-6008

Us'A -. CD· ~l lj . ~



FILED/ACCEPTED

JUl 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

commission Public Comments)

.Jun

FCC (Federa2. Corrnnuni,::a:ions
445 12th S~r~et SW
Washington, ~c 20554

As a cc'nswner in-:.eres"ted in protecting comp'o<tition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers ot 47 CFR /6.12041,a) (1) by;"rC':'A, Charter, Verize,n, and all
0ther cable pr·=,viders. The Fe::;' s integra tion ban, which in effect
~equires cable companies to integrate Cable::':ARDs into thei~ o~m set-top
b0xe~, remains good policy today.

No"~ ten ye6rs after -:.he Telecommunications Act of 19~6, cable companies
have dragged th'?ir fee:: l,~ng eIlouJh on competitive a1 terIlati\f'2s l0
protJr~etary set->::op boxes, thU:3 hampering innO':a~ion and harming
con.'3u.''tlers. The inb2~'ration ban will also help ma.r:<et competition
prever,t fur ther restr i,::t ions on cable subscr ibers' c.bili ty to make
legitimate use of rec0rded content.

By adopting content protection li:nits (encodin2 .':'ulesl in dock'2t no.
97-80, the Commission ~ecognized the impor~anc~ of allowing con5~~ers

to illake certain uses of TV con~ent, ~egardless cf a particular cGble
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on by
the in~egration ban, cons\mers would have the freedom to choose ~he

le-:..st restri<::tiv2 cab>e-compatible devic:.o, 2.vail<3bl-e. ':'he CableCARD
st6ndard already pre:5cribes re:3tricticn:':3 that- haI-m consumer.5 by
limit_Il? nc'n-inf:::"':"ngin,] u.ses, and .such 1"estricti0r13 will get even worse
if ~able p:-'oviders' se-t:-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

P~ease refu.5e l-equests fOl· 1,.;aive~3 ,,)f 4 7 CFF 76.1204 (a) (1) .

Sincl2rely,

Mr. M':"chael Cross
:,00 Angell St Apt 207
Providence, ~I 02906-4486

1"-. of (',-0""8 .'", ,) Q'WIo.l. ~...... ,.. ",,;0 I ~J\. u,__-I._.L _

UstABCDE



Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Corrununication:s CommissiCJn Fublic COITUTI-2nts)
445 12th Street s~

Washington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED
llUL 2 1 2010

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

As d consurnel- interested in protecting comFet~ition, innGvation, and
legitimate use of e""b::""" TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
Haivers of 47 CFR 76.l204(a:' (1) by NCTA, Charter, Ve.:-izon, and 611
other c3ble providers. The FCC's integration ban, HhL:~h in effec::
requires cable companles to integrate Cab~eCARDs into their Ol~ set-top
bOX88, remain~, g00d po] '1 c:y to,.:!3.Y.

Nct,.. ten year.'] af~er the Telecommunications Act Gf 1996, cable cc,mpClnies
hav,~ -j:"agged their feet long enouytJ on competitive altst-natlves t,:)
proprietary .<3et-top bo.xes, thU5 hampering innovation and harminq
consumers. The integration b3.n Hill also help TIarke~ competition
prevent furtheL- rest:-':-ction:3 on cable sub.scrloers· ab=-li ty to make
le';Ji t:'mate use of recorded content.

By adopting cont'",nt prc,tection ~imits (encoding rule.']) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recoqnized ths importance of allo',llnq consumer.'3
~0 make certain use~ of TV ,::ontent, regardl~s3 of a particular cable
prc_,vider's cr c,]pyright holdet-' swishes. With competi tion st-"urrS'd on by
the integrati:=>n ban, con5urner:=; ;,.muld have the freedom to cho".5e -:he
least r'2stricti ve c3.b~e-compatible devie,,:, available. The CableCl'.RD
standard already pre.:~c.::-ibes r<?strictic'ns that harm consumers by
limlling r10n-lnfringing uss'::;, and such res::rlctions Hill get even Horse
if cable providers' set-top b~xes are unchec~sd by compe::~tion.

P~eaS-2 refu5e requests for waive::.-s of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. ~obert Orlando
·'1705 State Highl,.16Y 28
Cooperstown, NY 12226-5204
(G07) 547-53g]

Nc. of Ccp;aa i"f;~;.J__

UstABCDE
6



Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Ccmilltunications '-:'ommission Public Ce,rrments)
445 12th Street S~

Washington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

,IUl 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Of1ice of ttle SecrelaryAs Ct con.5'-mter in-=:ere.'3ted in prote~ting competition, innDvation, and
legitimat'2 usc of cab:e TV contc:nt, I urge j'OU to refuse req'.l,,::'sts for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(0.) (I) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable provid~l'S. The FCC's integration ban, Hhich in effect
requires cable companies to iutegrate CableCARDs into their own se~-top

bo:-:e:::;, remains g,:jod policy today.

NO\~1 ten years after the Telecommunications Act cf 1996, ,.::able companies
ha".re dragged their feet lOflg enough on competitive alterna-<:ives to
pl'oprietary .set-top bo;-;:e.s, thus hampering inn~vaticm ""nd harming
ccmsurners. The integration ban Hill also help market competitiofl
prevent fu::-ther :cestriction.'3 on cable subscribers' ability to make
legit':'mate use of reco::-ded content.

By adopting c0ntent protection limits (encoding rules) in drzket no.
97-80, the Commission reco';nized the importance of allowing consumers
to mal~e certain u.seCJ of TV content, l'egardless of a particular cable
pl-ovicler·.s cr copyright holder'.s Hishes. With competi tion spurred on Dy
the integration ban, consumers would haVe the freedom to choose the
least re5t~~ctive cable-comp~tible device available. The CaDleCARD
standard already prescI'ibes restrictions that h~;::,m consurner~ by
limiting non-infringing uses, afld .such restrlction.s \-.lill get eveII Ho::-se
if c~ble providers' set-top boxes are l.lnchec:<ed b:;' compe-::ition,

PleaS'''' refuse reques"':s fc,r "...raiver's of 47 eFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Watson
2305 Liberty Church Rd
Hickory, NC 28601-7150
(828) ~-'f)1-0218



FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of l'he Secretary

CJmmi.5.5ion public CommeO':.S)

aun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Cor:uuuoication5
445 12th Street S~

Washioqton, DC 20554

As a conswuer interested in protectinq competi~~on, innova~ion, and
legi timate ljSe of cab':'e T\/ content, I urge you to refu5';:, requests for
"'-1aivers c,f 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (l) b'r' NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cablE: providers. The FCC·.'3 integrat':',::"n ban, "'-1hich in cffec':
r~quires cable conpaoies to integrate CableCARDs into their own se':.-top
bcxp:=;, remain:; gc'od poliry tode.y.

Now t~n years nrter the Te1ecoffinuni2ations Act vf 1996, cable companies
have d.::-aggej lheir feet IDng -2nough on compeLitive alternatives lo
prcprietary set-top boxes, thus hamperinq innovation and harming
CC,nSUl"Clers. The integr.s.tion ban \·lill also hel;:> narke:. cc'mpetition
prevent further re5t~~ctions on cable subscriners' ab~lity to make
legi timat:e use of rooorded content.

By adopt ing ,:ontent protectic,n limi ts (encoding ;:'ljles) in do·:::ket: no.
97~80, the Commission recognized the ~mportance cf allO"..-Jing consumer.'3
to make certain USeS of TV ,:on-::ent, .:::-egardless cf a particular cable
provi::ier's or uT--,yright: holder' s l4ishe5. Wi th ccm~etiti;:,n .'3pur.::ed on by
~he ln~egration ban, consumers would h~ve the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible devioe available. ~he CableCARD
standard already prescribes re~trictions that harm consumers by
1 imi tiIlg non- infr. ingi og uses, cnd such restr ictiuns Hi 11 get even ',,",'orse
if cable p.::ovide.:::-s· se:.-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse reque:sts for 'V"Jai vers::of 47 eF'R 76.1204 (a) (11 .

S':"ncerely,

1'vlr. Jeffrey K~[,lSki

5805 Rocky Trace Ct mil"
r:oncord, HC 28027-<;609

Nc. of Gc,pies i"t)\,; U a
UstA5CDE



FILED/ACCEPTED

tlUI. 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of ttle SecretaryAs a COn.5tmeL intere.sted in protecting competi~~on, inn0vd~ion, and
1egi timatc use of cab:-o TV content; I urge '.-'ou to refuse requests for
Haivers of 47 crp 76.:"204(a:1 (1) by NCTA; Charter, Ve::'zon; and all
other C:3ble provideL's. The rcc's ifltegration ban, Hhid1 in effec:.
requires cable companies to integrate Cab~eCARDs into their OVID set-top
bcxe:::;, t-ema~ns good pollcy today.

Jun 1; 2010

FCr:: (Federal ConTI'.unication.s Cornmi2"sion Public Comrnen,::.5)
445 12th Street S~

v,'ashincton, DC 20554

NOvl ten year~, ilf7":er the Te1e:-<;0mmunic.-'J.tions Act c,f 1996; cilb] e c,)mpani~s

ha \/'= d=agged tlJeir feet long enQugh on competi ti ve al terna lives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thu.s hamperinq inn~vation -3.nd harming
COfISUmer'3. The int8Qration ban h'ill also h,~lp me.rket competition
prevent fut-ther re.5trietion.s on cable subset-ibers' ability to mak'?
legi timate use of r,;:,oorded c0ntent.

By adopting content protectiofl li:nits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission .:-ecognized the impor-::ance of allowing COnSl....LllerS
to ~Lake certain US8S of TV con"':.ent, ':->2qardle:J3 of a particular cable
provid>2r's or copyright holder' S Hishe3. vh th competi tiQn spurred on by
"'=.he in:::e'jTation ban; c:cnsumers wou1d have the freedom t8 choose the
lea.5t restrictive cable-compatible device available. The Cab1eCAPD
3tandard already prescribes rest~ictions that harm con3Uffiers by
limi tin;]" non-infrin:,ling uses, and such restr.ic-:ions \.-1il1 get even ''';01"Se
if c.able providers' :set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse requests for ""aivers of ·17 eFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. MITCHELL MEYER
705A Shepind St
San Pedro, CA 90731-7:38
(310) 5·'18-0:)463

No. 01 CGp,(lS iocd 0
UStABCDE



Jun 2, 2010

FCC (Federal COITIIU1-.lnications Commission f'ublic Ccmments)
445 12th Street S~

Wa3hington, ~C 20554

As a consumer in'=erested in prote~ting ::::onpeti -t:.ion, innovation, and
legitimate use of cabl,~ TV content, I urge you to refuse req1lssts for
'"'aivers of 4'/ eFR 76.1204(0.) (1) by NCTA, Chal'ter, 'lerizon, and all
uther cable providers. The FCC' ,s integration ban, "'hich in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own set-top
boxes, rema.ins good pclicy today.

Nnw ten years after the Telec':)fllmunications Act of 1996, r:able campanie.']
ha',;e dLagged tl.lc-ir feet lung enc'llgh on compeli :::ive 0.1 t_E:'rna"'=:i ves :::0
pro~rietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
ccnSilllers. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent fu.::-ther .:::-e3trictions on cable subscriber.s· ability to make
legitimate use of recorded con",=ent.

By adc'Pting content protection limits (encodin; rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Co~m~ssion recognized the importance of ~1:0",ing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a ~articular cable
provider's or copyrigh":", h01 der' s ""7ishes. '~Ji th competi ti on SpllL[-ed on b:"
ths- integrati0n ban, consumer:=: "'auld have --=he freedom to choo:5e the
least rest~ictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standa:--d already prescribes restricticms that har:11, conswners Dy
l-=-mitin~; llon-infrinr;ing uses, and such testrictioIlS Hill (j02t even Hur5e
if carle pl'oviders' set-top boxes are- unchecked by conpeti'::ion.

_Please refuse _1.-equests f,::,r waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(0.) (1).

Sin=erely,

Mr. ken ~rz~Jylski

2~7 S Poplar Ave
Elmh1lrst, 11 60:Z(~-3533

FILED/ACCEPTED
,IUl 2 1 2010

Federal Co~munications Commission
Office 01 the Secretary

Nc. of CGj:~as rocd_~__
ListABCDE



L:un 1, 2010

FCC (Fede·ral Communications Commission Public COrrtrnen'::3)
445 12L:h Street S'VV
Washin'Jton, DC 20554

F/LEDIACCEPTED

JUL 212010
Federal Communications Commission

As a conSUID>?r in-:.erest:ed in prote::::ting cOI:lpeti"tion, innov3.tion, and Officeo11tteSecretary
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
\~aivers of 47 eFR 76.1204(a) II) by ~C:A, Charter, Verizon, and all
other ca.ble provi:iers. The Fe:' s integration ban, whi,:::h in effect
requires cable companies to integrate Cab=--eCARDs into their' own set-top
boxes, rema~n~ good policy todey.

Now ten year::J after the Telec:,mn1.lnicatiorJ:3 Act of 199E, cable companies
have dragge:J theiL feet:: long en,:J'dgh on competitive al b:nnative.':i to
proprieta.ry set--top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
cor...su,mers. The integration ban will also hel~ mark€'-:: cornpeti tion
prevent further ::::estrictions·:m cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content prot ection ::"imit.'3 (enoodinq rules) in docke t no.
97-80, t::he Commission recogniz"?d the imp,)rtance of allowing c,~rl.sumer5

to make 'Jertain use.5 0f TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's 0r copyright holder's 'dishes. With competition spurred on by
the i ntegrat10n ban .. consurllers I.....ould have -::he freedc)m to <::hc)ose t::he
least restr~ctive cable-cQupatible device available. The CableCARC
standord already presr.ribes re5trictions that har~ consumers ny
l':'miting ll')n-infringing uses, and such restricti(X1S I.....ill get '?ven w...'rse
if cable providers' set-top boxes ar>? unchecked by conpeti -:ion.

Please refuse reques"::.s for h'aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(6.; (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. uavid Zabriskie
4701 M2:mnj'{ ?d

Durham, NC ;2'7C14-4023
(91 ~) 81 ?-1928

(. . 0
t~. of i,):'p;er; rQ(;'\J = _
UslA Be DE



FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 21 2010
Federal Communications Cominission

Office of ltle Secretary

Commission t'ubli..: Comments)

1, 2010Cun

FCC (Federal CommLJrJi..:ations
~4S 12th S~reet SW
Washinaton, DC 20554

As a consuITt""r interested irl pr,:)tectinq cOTIpeti"':.:"'on, innova-::ion, and
legitim3.te use of c3.b':"e T\1 content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 7G.~204(a) (l) by NCTA, Charter, \1e~:"'zon, and all
other cable provider3. The FCC'3 integrat~on nan, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate Cab:LeCAP[)s into their C/vffi se::-top
hoxe~, remains good ~oli~y tOday.

N~w ~en years af~er the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable compunies
have dlagged their [ee-c long bll(Jugh on competitive alter'natives to
proprietary set-top bcxes, thus ham;:"::;·rincr innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban will also help mar~et com~etition

prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimat0 use of recorded ..:ontent.

By adopt in,] content protection li:ni ts (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission ~ecognized the importance of allowing cons~~ers

tc :nake ce::tain uses of T\1 content, ,:,'egardless of a partic'.11ar cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. \~.Tith competition spurred on by
ths- integration ban, consumers would have the freedom ta choose the
least ~estrictive cable-c0mpdtible device dvailable. The CableCARC
5tdnda~d alreddy prescribe3 rest~iction5 th3t harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restric:-ions will get even Horse
if cable prcviders' set-top boxes dre unChecked by c")mpetition.

Plea.se refuse requ'2s"::s for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sinc:erely",

Mr. Michael Forster
456 IlW Skyline 811/d
P0rtland, OR 97229~6800

Nc. of CCPlBS r\)~ d __~O"'- _
UstABCDE



As a consumer- interested in prot"?cting comp-,?ti::ion, innova"':.ion, and
lc-gi t':'mate use of cable TV cont.~nt, I urge you to refuse reql.lests for
Hail.'ers of 47 CFR i6.120qa)(l) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, arl,j all
other cable providers. Tho FCC's integration ban, lArhich in effect
~equires cable companies to in~egrate CableCARDs into the~r own set-~op

boxes, remains good pclicy ~oday.

,]un 2, 2010

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Comments)
445 12th Street sw
'ViashinC'ton, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

clUL 21 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of Itw Secretary

N01~r t",n ypars after the Telecomm1lnications Act of 1996, cable cc'mpanies
ha\lt:: dragged their f'3et long enoU'.Jh OIl conpeti"----=-',,-S' 0.1 terna"':.i ve.s -.0

pUj:;-,r':'etary set--:op boxes, thus h::..rnpering innovaticn and harmirlq
ccnsumers. The integration ban Hill also help market competition
pr-even-:: further restrictions on cable sub.scribers· abili-::v to make
legitimate use of reccrded con::ent.

By adcpting content protec-:~on limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the import0.nce of allowing con.3umers
to ~ake ce=t~in uses of TV content, regardless of a particular caDle
pr-ovider'.3 or copyright. holder's wishes. 1iliith competition spun'ed on by
-:;he in"':.egrat_ion nan, c-:onsumer.5 .,.lc'uld hav~ the freedom to cho tx3e the
least ~estrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already pl-e.:Jcribes l'est2:"ict:icJns that harm consum'O',rs by
limi tln~ n'~n-infl inging us\::!s, and such l'estric'_-=-ons H:'11 get even wor5e
if cable prcviders' set-to~ boxes are unchecked by competi~ion.

P1ec.se refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFY. 76.1204(0.) (1).

S:'ncerely,

Hr. Tilghman Lesher
577 H-i chele Dr
Antioch, TN 37013-4108
(615) R3?-10BO

No. of Ccpias F,J,d ()
UslABCDE



FILED/ACCEPTED

,IUL 21 2010
Federal CommunicatIOns Commission

Office of 1tle Secretary

PL~lic COI~len~s)Commission

1, 2010C"un

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, inn0vation, 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, '.Jeriz:>n, and all
other cable provider:=;. The FCC's integration bc.!l, Hhich in effect
requires cabl~ r::vmpanies to integrate Cable::"ARDs into their ot-m set-top
boxes, remains good rc1 i cy today.

FCC (Federal Communications
445 12Lh Street SliJ
\'Ilashington, n:::: 20554

NOI,.,.- ten years aft.E't" the Telecommunications A,-:t cf 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitiv& alteLllatives to
proprietary set-t0p b.Jxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The irltegration ban will also help market compotitie,n
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By ~dcpting content protec~~on limitJ (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Co:nm.::'..ssion recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's cr copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on ny
the integre.tiQn ban, consumers ·"l')uld have the freedom to chonse ~he

least restrictive cab~e-compatible device cvailable. ~he Cab1eCARD
sti'1nrlard already prescribes rest~icti("ms that harm con.'3'_1rl1':'.':"S by
limi tin'j non-infringing- use::;, and such restrictions ',.,.-:'11 get even worse
if cable prc:vider3' set-top boxes are unchecked by c0npeti-:ion.

Please refuse requ83:3 for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(0) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Przybylski
?l7 S Poplar AVe
Elmhurst, IL 60126-3533

No. of Ccpies roc'j 0
UstA8CDE



,Jun 1, 2010

FCr::: iFederal ~or:tmunicati,::m.s Commi55ion Public Comment5)
445 12th S~reet SW
"w;:,.shirJgt,::m, DC 20554

As a conswner in":erested in protectin9 competition, innovation, brJd
legitimate use of ~able TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
Haivers of 47 CFP 76.2.204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, '3.nd all
othor cable providers. The FCC's integrat:'on ban, ~"hich in effect
requires cable cOMpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their own se~-top

boze.'], remains good policy tcd-=..y.

No\.-r ten ye2,rs af~er the Telecommunications Act of 19?6, cable ccmpanies
hcl\'2 dL-:'Igged their fee-:- lUIIg en'-A.lgh on competitlve Gllternatives to
pro~r~etary set-top boxes, thus h;:,mpering innovation and harming
COnSUITi~rs. The integration ban \.-.-ill also help mar:.cet ccmpetition
preverJ':: fLKther restrictiorls cn cable sub,scrib'2rs' ability to make
legitimatE: use of recorded con-:ent.

By adopting content protection limits (encodin~ rules) in docket no.
97-80, the CommissiC'TI recognized the importance of allo"'Ting consumers
-:0 make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyr ight holder's wishes. IN'i th competi tic.JrJ sp'..Irred on by
:::-.he integration b;:,rJ, Cor,Sl.ImerS ..,Tould have the freedom to ch00se the
least restrictive cable-compi::tible devi,----:e available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes rest~ictions that harm COnSl~eYS by
limiting nrJn-in[rlnging uses, and such restric-::ions Hill get: even 140rse
if cacle providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by cornpeti-:ion.

PleaSe refuse reques"':5 for wEive~s of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Adlersflu2gel
6210 ~hippewa St
Sairlt Louls, MO 63109-211S
(.'14) 457-1666

FILED/ACCEPTED

,IUl 2 1 ZOID
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

Nc. of CG~:~;es r~ J, --'O"-- _
UstABCDE

--------_.. -------



c.,'un 2, 2010

FCC (Fecl'?ral ::ornmunicationos Commission Public Comments)
445 lZth S~reet SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consurnel- int~rested in yl'otecting conpeti "':.ic'n, innovation, an<.:i
legitimate U.59 of cab::"'e TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
,...ai\'~rs of 4 0

/ CFR 76. ::"'2U4(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Ve'C.izon, and all
other cable providers. The F'CC's integr3.t~on ban, which in effect
requires sable companies to integrate Cab':'eCARDs into their own se~-top

bcxes, l-ema-'-ns good policy t'Jd0.Y.

Now ten year.5 af"::e!' the Telecc,mrmmications Act of 1996, cable compi'mies
hei'/e d~-agged their feet low,:l enough on (.:'Jmpetitive dlternativeoo t~o

proprietary set-top h:::xes, thu.s hampe:-ing innovation and he..rminq
consumers. The integration ban will ,-11so help market competition
prevent further rest:-ictions on cable subscrihers' ab~lity to make
legitimate use of recorde~ content.

By adoptirlg content protection li:nits (encodirlg :::ules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission :::-ecognized the impor-:Flnce of al10,,;ing consurners
tc ~aks ~e=tain uses of TV content, ~e~ardle5s of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holdel-' swishes. \.'Ji th ccmpeti ticm sp'~r=-ed on by
~he in-::egra.-ti ("In ban, COnSllJnet-.3 ..muld have the freerl.<:@ to choos"'! the
least restrictiv02 cable-compatible device available. The CableCl'.RD
standar~ alrea.dy prescribes rest,i'Jtions that harm consurneY5 by
limiting non--ill.frinJing 1l.5e5, and such .restric~~,=-,n::; w~ll get even Horse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse request~.s fGr ",Taivs-rs of 47 CFP. 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Ml-. G W
300 S Marion St
Carbondals-, IL 62901-3286

FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 2 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office o1lhe Secretary



,Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Feder3.1 ::':.nrnunicati0ns Commission Public Commen":s)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 21 2010
Federal GommullIcaUons Commission

Office of Ille Secretary

As a cons\.uner interested in pr·otecting competi-=:'on, innova":ion, and
legitimate usc of eable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
l,.,raivers ot 4i eFR "76.1204(~.) (1) by:rC':'A, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, Hhich in effect
requires cable conpanies to integrate CableCARDs into their ovm se':-top
bcxes, remains good policy today.

Ncw ten years af-=er the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged lhelr [ee:'" luug E'nuugh on competitive a1 ternatl".res to
proprietary set-top boxes, thu.s hampering innovation and harming
consumers. The integration ban '....Jill also help rlarket competition
prevent further rest~:'ctions on cable subscriner3' ab:'lity to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encodin~, L-ule3! in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recoqnized the importance ':-f allo',·.;inq c:=,n5lliner5
"':0 make certain U,'3es of TV content, regC':lrdle55 cf a particular cable
provider 1 s or copyriqht holder's l,.,ri shes. "'Ji th ccm;-,eti ti on spur:- ed on by
the in-:egration ban, consumers l,.Joulr.l h2ve 1::.he freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatibl~ device availa~le. The CableCARD
,standard already presc~ibes restriction.,:: that hn~m ,--:on.''l.1Iller.''i by
limi t~ng non-inf:::'~nging use.s, and such res~ll'':':I_.i'-)ll:::; h'ill gel even l.-.r(jrse
if cable providers' .se"'.:.-top boxes are unc.hec:ked by ,:::ompet i ti 0n.

Please refuse reqU'25':::s for waive.::-s of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Hr. Jay Greene
1:251 S State St ApT F?Ol
Sandy, DT 84070-5137

No. 01 Ccpias roc d f)
List ABC DE ----'-"--



Jun 1, 2010

FCC (Federal Communications Commission Public Cornmen~3)

445 12th Street S~

W6..5hir"-lt,=:>n, D2 20554

A:s a consumer in":ere:sted in protectin'J competition, ir,novation, and
legit~mat8 use of cable TV content, I urge you to refu.se requests for
waivers of 4/ CFR i6.1204(a) (1) by NC~A, 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 T~lec~mmunicationsAct cf 1096, c~ble companies
Ildve 3.:.-ag'jeJ their feet 10fl9 enuugh on competiLive alternati;/8s to
propri~tary set-top bcx~.s, thus hamI='ering innovation and hal-nting
consumers. The integration ban Hill also help market comr--,etition
prevent further re5t~'ictions on cabl'? subscribers' ab~lity to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adcptin~ c~ntent pr0tec~:on limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Co~m:ssion recognized the im~ortan~e of al~owing consumers
to make cert;;;.in uses of TV content, regardless of a particular c0.ble
provider's 0r copyright holde):'s 'dishes. With c,--,mpetition s~l.lrred on by
the integration ban, conSilluers would have the freedom to cho0~e the
least rest::'~ctive cable-compatible de"vic:e 0.vailable. The Ca;:>leCARD
standard already presc::-ibes restrictic:'ns that ha:::-m con5umers by
limi ting non-iIl[rirlg-in':l uses, and such l"es':.rictioflS will get eJcrl wo~se

if c0.ble providers' set-top b8xes ar€ uncDecked by competition.

P':-ea..S8 refuse request5 fGr waivers of 47 CFR 76.12CI4(0.) \1:,.

Mr. Earl Lal"Sen
7?O? S 81st St
Lavista, NE 68128-2123

FILED/ACCEPTED

JUL 2 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary

No. 01 Copies ,oed d
UstABCDE



Jun 2, 2010

FCC (F-2dera: Communica':ions Commission Public Comments)
445 12th S~reet SW
\,va.'3hinqton, DC 20554

FILED/ACCEPTED
LIUL 2 1 2010

Federal Communications Commission
Office of Itle Secretary

As Ci C0n.sumer interested in plotecting conp9ti --=-=-on, innova"'=:ioD, Cir,d
1cgi timate use Clf cCible TV content, I urg-2> you to refuse request.s for
waiver.s of 47 CFP. ·16.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Chat-ter, Verizon, and all
other cable providors. The FCC's integ~ation han, which in effect
requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into thei~ own set-top
boxe:J, remains g"0d policy today.

Now ten 'leers after the TelecJ::Jmmunications Act. of 1996, cable companies
have d.ca(;j"(;j"ed their feet lOllg enough on competi:....ive al terrla-:ives :"0

propri9tary set-tcp boxes, thus hamperinq innovaticxl and harmin'j
consumers. The integration barl will also help narke:: competition
prevent further rest:::--=-ctions 0n cahle subscri::Jer:3' ability to make
legitimate use of recordod content.

By adopting content protection li:nits (encodinq rule.:J) in docket no.
97-80, the Commi.5si·:m reccgnized the importarlee of allowing consumers
tc make ce~tain uses of TV content, regardless of a purticul~r cable
provider's or copyri'Jh": holder's ',·-Jishe.s. With competi tion 5t=".Jrred on by
the integration hFm, corJ.31_1It1.-'?rs would have the freedom to chcJc1se the
19ast restrictive cable-compatibls device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes re.5tri~tions that harm con.5umers by
lillLi l':'ng n0n-infringing U.'38.'3, and such t-estrictions will get even \--lOL.'3e

if cable p::ovide:::-s' se-::-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Please refuse r8quests for ",raivers of 47 Cr'l·'- 76.L204(a) 1:1).

Sincerely,

Mr. ~onald Carl
2E ",.,ri -. 1iam St
Car~e~, NY :0512-4715
(P45) 225-1725

No. 01 Cc.p;as (l'x'd c>
UstABCDE


