
To Whom This May Concern At The Federal Communications Commission,

 

I am writing again to express my opposition to the Comcast NBC Universal merger which could pose

a threat to online video on demand (digital delivery and distribution systems) -- companies that

provide us services like Internet access, TV etc should not be able to own content. All companies

should be split between service providers (pipes only) and application/content providers. Also one

service provider should not be able to merge with 2 or 3 other major providers like AT&T did with SBC

Communications and Bell South (two Baby Bells) to re-establish the Ma Bell system (AT&T's Ma Bell

monopoly was once protected by government until government realized protecting and promoting

competition was the right thing to do and forced AT&T to breakup from the Baby Bells to create new

competition in the land-line wire-line phone market) today collusion exists in wire-line broadband -- an

anti competitive duopoly of big cable and phone companies thanks to cowboy Texan U.S. President

George W. Bush's deregulatory push anti competitive and anti consumer mega mergers were

approved.

 

Comcast like AT&T is an opponent of Network Neutrality nondiscrimination rules to preserve Internet

openness and freedom (we the people insist on preserving the free and open Internet -- keep it free

of corporate gate-keepers and an open democratic medium that is participatory and people powered)

and is one of the worst giant cable companies out there providing subpar service.

 

Allowing Comcast to get bigger benefits no one but Comcast, their executives, lobbyists and

shareholders as well as a few executives at NBCU. Comcast has argued that conditions could be

placed on it if merger is approved using common carriage laws but then their lobbyists argue its

unconstitutional and unfair to require they comply with such rules, as its against Comcast's interests

to be regulated as such and to follow the law. When they don't like laws they lobby to change them for

their own benefit.

 

Similar merger conditions were put on AT&T when they were allowed to re-merge with SBC

Communications and Bell South -- that ended up bad -- as once the time period in which they had to

comply with the conditions was up -- they are no longer required to meet those conditions after a 2 or

3 year period. Lets say Comcast is allowed to merge on the condition they try not to mess with Net

Neutrality for 2 years -- what happens after those 2 years they are allowed to mess with it and

continue to try to misinform the public, Congress, and the FCC against rules to keep the Internet

open.

 

We the people do not want an unequal two tiered Internet -- we reject pay for play schemes for paid

prioritization. We reject the idea of a slow lane (public Internet) that is free or relatively inexpensive

and a fast private lane that is more costly -- noncommercial entities and small business owners

unable to pay the toll for faster access would suffer under this approach. Right now all web traffic is



treated equal and ISPs cannot discriminate against packets regardless of their source, destination,

etc - they may not degrade, slow, or block Internet traffic -- favor some websites over others etc but

that's what they want to do and we cannot allow them to get away with it. We must preserve Network

Neutrality for fixed wire-line broadband ISPs and extend it to mobile broadband (wireless phone

carriers offering mobile broadband should also be made to comply with rules) as it should not matter

how we access the Internet. Every ISP should become a dumb pipe taking us to the same Open

Internet and provide us equal nondiscriminatory access.

 

To that end we need to re-regulate broadband as a Title II telecommunications service and

broadband providers should be regulated as common carriers. This way we can preserve the

openness and freedom of the Open Internet -- we can keep the Internet an open platform for

commerce, education, free flow of telecommunication and information. The Internet is a global

telecommunications service that must remain open.

 

Once AT&T's conditions expired they lobbied against Net Neutrality calling it falsely a solution in

search of a problem as did the other big telecoms and cable companies. Recently, AT&T is moving

away from that excuse but coming up with a newer one (problem what problem?) suggesting Internet

freedom, and Net Neutrality is not a problem for AT&T but clearly  AT&T is a problem for Net

Neutrality and the Open Internet.

 

We cannot approve the Comcast NBC Universal merger even with conditions. I say reject this merger

for anti competitive harms now.

 


