FILED/ACCEPTED
AUG 2 6 2010

Fadersl Communitalions Commizsion
TIM2010 B:68:29 PM - Email Acknowlsdgement sem to hbeoedcoaomn, net. Office of i Secwkary

Docket 07-52
REMEDY E-MAIL 10-RZ7 35058

jrbode@ootarm negl wroke on F0E010 9:56:08 PM -

Firpl harme @ JON

Last, Mame : BODE

Address 1 3740 MEDALLION LANE

Address 2 :

City : FALLON

State - Ny

Zip - 3408

E-Mail . jhbadeficooomm ret

Baytime Phutie

lattar : To: The Federal Communications Comrmission

1 am submitting the [3llowing reply commenl regarding Lha matter of prezerving the apen lnlemet. GN Dochus Mo,
OB-181, W Dockel Mo, 07.52:

| @ an Amearican, deeply concernad abowt conlimued government inlerference in our economy  With the economy
sputtening along, we head govemment pohcies thal, will FEe-up the lime and 1he resours=s of America's
enlrepreneurs  One parlicular anea in which the govwermment cught not inlarfere is the interngl—a highly succesall
and competlive markelplace,

The intemed cannal be Weated Mee a public ulility, Phene, cable, winalsse, sateite and aven power companies an
engaged in ierce compelilion \o win Intemel cuslomers, producing tremendgus advandces in techrology, cuslomar
services, and driving pricee down. Wera Lhe government jo atempt o Zomtro| these busineaaed through
regulangn, as S0ME are propozing here, the Amaricen people would ioge 2 (remendous opparlunity.

When il cormes to the Intemed, compmtitive forcas, investsents and innovation pupgHt to ned only to be pressved,
but promoied and encouraged 0 the last 15 wears, AMENCA Ras gone m wesk, dial-up, dificull-lo-use inlemeat
applications La blingingly fast broadhand speads where zervices am gnly limited by the boundares of their own
creanyity,

In Pheir initial comments, Free Press made a number of claims, wehoul substantating (heae olaims, Before A
serigugly consters reguating, the Commiesion musl place the burden of proof on these amuing for the
ragulalicng, and nat on those amguing for resirainl. I a dloar case cannof be made \het & problem actually exists,
and \ha! ihe proposed mgulalions are necezsary and benahcial k addrese (het exlsting problam, the Commueaion
shouid show reetrainl

Frea Fress offers an inlgresting argument in the karm of & liany of "Dopmzday scenarios” offared by broadband
poviders, caiming Mzl nd SUCh s@Eneios have cocumed 85 & msull ol Ihe Commission's neutrality Guidelines.

“Appendix A Tha Doomsday Predictions Made by Inlernet Service Providers Condeming Net Meulranly wWhich
Have Failad o Matenalige In arder W highlighl the reaity thal many of he dogmsday prediclions ta) wil lkely be
mada by open Intemal oppanents in lRis proceeding ae nolhing more 1han unhundad scate Bckos, WE Nave
compilsd for the Commiseion g sampling of similar such doomaday predickions that failed kb materialize, (p 1557

If Fre Freas considers Doomsday pregiciona (giling to matecalize relevant, surely The Commission should ke
nolice of ihe bact thed none of Eree Press's *Doomsday pradichone’ absenl reguialons have coms e gither,

Fres Press proudly points ool that “public interes groups ., have ben advacaling for net neulraity rules far mora
than a decade.” {(p157) And Free Prezs'ss web site offers |he following waming:

*Tha consequenced g a world withow! Nel Neutrality would b2 devastating. Innsvahen would be atiflaa,
competition lmitad, and access 1o infarnaton resirided Corsumer choice and the fee markat would be saenifced
w0 the interesis el a fow coipoalions.”

[Http e freepress natpalicyAniamelnem_reutralily]
The failure of Free Press's own “dopmsdsy prediclions” 1o matena)Ze gver the entire decede it abd ofter "public

intereal” groups fave been making such predichons would also Seem |o be releval (o tha Commisston. By Free
Preas’s own slandards, Iheir dine predichiens as Lo the “davastaling” consequences of 2 wornd wilhout network
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MalArE|ity Megulaliana shauld be viewed as “nathing mere than unfounded scare tacics.” Broadband Inlemel is not
presently aubject la any nondiscriminalion rule, so il B Frea Prees thal is arguing lor a majar change in palicy and
inat iherafom should have the burden of proving Lhe purported hams in the presently unregulased maket

FRegulatian shauld anly be promulgaled based on a chearly dalinable marks! #eilure or hamm. Free Press has
demansiraed na such marke? failure or harm, and continues 1o posit mere hypotheticals,

W algo offer the millowing camments in response:

1) Netwerk nauirality regulations would henm inveatmenl end advancemeant of inemel Services, and Fres Preas
has olfzred no evidenca (o lhe conlrary.

23 Willing investors and wiling purchasera have lended Lhe information revolution hal has added 10 Armarlcans’
freedom, knowledge, and econamio well-being.

3) The Commission cannd reguiate its way 1o mora and better intemet conmeclions
) Metwork reulrlity regulations cannot ba used fo faved one industry secher over anpther.
5) As an agency of the federal governmant, A% decisions should be based on empincal svidence_ ngt alarmsm.

I Lheir rmigleading calls 10 “preserse” network redtralily, Free Press and clher proponants of Intemel, regutalions
are ogking the Commission W regulae e Internet (or e Brel ume.

My concoma wath that FCC's initial propasal are as follows:

1) Aburden of procl requiring retwork Marsgemeant prachioes & resincuee and unreasanable, || will hamper
the iinplementation of potemtially succesel| bupness Models Cipalsr uncartaimy will undoubiladly creale
increase l2gal liskilties, 28 well &3 reduce the petertial gains mads kem neteork-capacty invwestments. Why
imvesl when you can’l realize any returns on your inveshment?

2y Hampering network manzgememl would seveEnly tnpple the Inlamel, wiich would in lum eed Lo even
grealer governmeni intervenlion. Increasing govermmanl comml waukd paliteirs the 'net an such 2 way 23 W
slymie Lhuse competitive ahd innovative formes 6n whioh || Nas melied for il mpressive grawth. One need anly ook
to the onerous taxation and reguletion of slacinc power QEnEralinn in America l0day 44 & primacy exampke of whal
happens when lhe governmenl interferst—yet his 8 exacly whal lefiat proponents of M@twark Meulraliey
regulations such as Robert McChesney asd Susan Crawiord nawe claimed as thair ulim e gosal

3 Wshould net be the purview of an independant deral agency (o regulals such a bpad and vilal eecor af the
American economy on s own, Congress hag the duly-designaled coneliudional aulhorily Wb meake such decisions,
and az such, oughl |¢ be the inilial body tor such a debale. They make the law, the FCC can only interpret and
enforce il As far a5 | am concerned. this is a dear over-extansion of the FCL's delegated powers.

&) Firglly. | am deeply concamed hal the FCC i laking a slep hare Lhal will reaull in conlenl contral res|nicdions
on the Inlema), Be evidenced by parsgreph 77 of the HPRM that the Commission may utimalely be Lhe arbiter of
which comprting inkerasts should be priorilized. | do nol wanl govemmewt buraaucrals in Washinglon DC 1elling
ma what mfprmation | can and cennot gai, rom he inlemel.

These brying o impkement, *net neulrality” have been atiempting 1o raise |he spacier of 4 crisis for nearly a decade.
Therg 15 no waa. There is no ralionabe far regulating the inemel. We need 1 be putting people to work,
aumulaling the ecanamy. and helping small busines=es and entrepreneuns. Regulaling the Inlamel will do jusl Ihe
cppeste. effling innovalion and creativity, 2nd severely damaging parhaps the mosl successful sector of the
Amencan econainy.

Maither Free Press nor gtier organizations pelilioning for Intermed regulations have offered evidence of a market
failure or 2 patiem of abuses.

Free Press has heen arguing for nearty & decade thel the Internel will face devastaling hams unless Lhe
gaverhment nequlabes il. And for nearty a decade, exaclly tha apposite has unfilded. Free Press's hypothelical
crigig ia rnerely Lhml, and the Commissicn has neither the obligation nor the ability W promuigate ragulaiions aimad
at alleviating a profkem far which it can find ne evidenca,

Free Press and other proponents of Intemnel regulations have offered ideology in the place of evidence, and fzar in
the place of fad\ | ask 1hal the Commission Wb vele against regulating the Internet, and inskead allew it lo grow
untetered.
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