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Nov 15, 2010

FCC (Federal CC3IIIlunications Commission Public CaIlIllents)
445 12th Street sw
Washinqton, DC 20554

Ns Ii ~.r interested in protecting' cClIIPIItition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse request:! for 1eder'a1CommunicalionsCommlsailln
waivers of &7 CPR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Clarter, Verizon, and all . OffIceot1he~-.'
other cable providers. The FCC's inteqration ban, which in effect ..........""J
requires cable companies to inteqrate CablecARDe into their own set-top
boxes, r ...ins good pol.icy today.

Now ten years after the 'l'elecommunieations Act of 1996, cable caopanie.
have draqqed their feet long enouqh on campetitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
cons~s. The integration ban will also help marbtt competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of record~ content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding ruln) in docket no.
97-80, the eaudssion recognized the 1JIportance of allowing con:sumers
to make certain uses of TV content, r$gardless of • particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With caupetition spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedaa to choose the
l ....t restrictive cable-cClll1P4tible device available. The CablecARD
standerd olready prescribes restrictions that hat'll consumers by
limitinq non-infrinqinq use., arJd such restrictions will qet even wore.
if cabl. providers' set~top boxn are unchecked by competition.

Plee_ refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(8) (1).

Sincerely.

Mr. ken linderman
557 Adams Rd
Walland, TN 37886-2151

No. of CO!JiF6 'C'c'd ()
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Nov 2. 2010

FCC (Federal CalaunicatioM Canmission Public COIIlIIIenbl)
445 12th ~treet SW
WashingtQO, DC 20554

As a consumer intereted in protecting cClllpetition, innovation, and
leq1 tiJlate \USe of cable 'tV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 C!'R 76.1204 (ll) (1) by NC'l'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, r-.iM good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable caapanie$
have drag-qed their feet long enouqh on caapetitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top bOJW., thus hamperinq innovation and baraing
cOlUSUllers. the integration ban will also help marJoet COIIp8tition
prevent further restrictioM on cable subscribers' ability to _Ice
leg1tilMte use of rac:ord«i content.

By adopting content protection limita (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Callmi::lsion recognized the importance of allowinq consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder'., wish..,. With caapetition spurred on by
the inte9ratlon ban, conaumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restricti". cable-cClIlIp6tible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm col1SUl'lers by
limiting non-infrinqinq uses, and such r_triction.s will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by c:ompetition.

Please refuse request.s for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (l).

Sincerely.

Mr. Scott Ortell
2519 N Fratney St
Milwaukee, WI 53212-2948
(414) 737-9180

No. of COpif;5 reG::; .0
listABCDE .



OCt 31, 2010

FOC (Federal CCllmaun1cations Camaission P\Iblic ee-ents)
445 12th Street sw
Washington, OC 20554

As a consUlller interested in protecting cOlllp8ti tian, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urqe you to refuse requeats for
waiver" of 47 CFR 76.1204(&) (11 by NCTA, Charter, verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cllble companies to inte;rate CableCARDs into their own set-top
boxe., r ...ins qood policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable canpanies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternatiV88 to
proprietary set-top boxes, thus hulpering innovation and hal1lling
cONIl.DHrs. The inte;ration ban will Also help lllarket cCIIlpetition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to JIlake
legi timate u.. of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encodiD9 rules) in doclcet no.
97-80, the cc.aission recognized the importance of allowing conSUIIler5
to .ake certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cabl.
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With cCillpetition spurred on by
the integration ban, COllSUIIlers would have the freedcn to choose the
leut restrictive cable-caupatible device available. The cablecMD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm COllSUJIIers by
lim!ting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cabJ.e providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Pi.... refuse requests for waivers of 47 erR 7fl.1204(eHl).

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Harper
16 Phelps Cir
HUlpton, VA 23663-1302
(757) 727-9491

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

OffIce of the Secretary

No. of Cople:: fec'd 0
listABCDE



Nov 15, 2010

FCC (Fecieral ee-unications CoIIIIIission Public CCllIIlIC1tS)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As • eonS\Jlller interested in protecting cOlIIPetition, innovation, and
1eq1tilllate use of cable TV content, I urg. 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 cOJIIpaniea to integrate CableCARDs into their own set-top
boxes, J:_ins qood policy today.

Now ten years after the TelecClllllllUnications Aet of 1996, eBbl. companies
have dragged their feet long enough on cOJllP8titive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxe., thus ~rin9' innovation and harming
COl1SUlIUtrlll. The integration ban will a.lso hel.p Ill&rlcet C<*petition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
leg1timet. Wle of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the CClaRtission recognized the importance of allowing conSUlllers
to malee certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cabl.
provider •oS or c:q>yriqht holder's wi:fhes. With c~tition spurred on by
the integration ban, c:onsUlllers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-c:aapatible device available. The CllbleCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that ham consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

Plea.a refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Gr«!90ry Kelly
1465 E Putnam Ave
Apt 222
Old Greenwich, CT 06870-1331

~lq51
jO,c.() 0

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

OffIce of the Secretary

~. of COqi0,3 rec'd 0
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Nov 8, 2010

FCC (Federal CClllUllunications CoaIBli.:l~ion Public CClaent::l)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

AB a CQDS\Der interested in protecting caapetition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(.) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC' 8 integration ban, which in effect
require.s ~l. c:ompani•• to integrate cableCARDs into their own set-top
boxe., r-..in.s qocd policy today.

Now ten years after the TelecClllllllUnicatioM A<;t of 1996, cabl. ccmpanie.
have dragged their feet long enough on cClIlIp8titive alternatives to
proprietary set-top coxe., thwshaDlperinq innovation and harminq
COM\BIeI'S. The integration ban will also help IUU'ket cc:apetition
prevent further restrictions on cal:lle ~ub.cril:lers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By adClpting content protection limita (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the CcmRti:llsion recognized the importance of allowing cons\lllCtrs
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cabl"
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With cCIlpetition spurred on by
the integration ban, conSUIIlBrS would have the freedaa to choose the
least restrictive cable-COIftPatible device available. The CableCARD
standard already prescribes restrlctiOM that ham conlSUlllent by
limting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get: even worse
if ceble providers' set-top boxu are un~1ced by competition.

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

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex ThCllllpson
6786 BurMide Loop Apt 6
Fort Riley, KS 66442-1541

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC - 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

OffIce of !tle Secretary

No. of Cooles rec'd tJ
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Nov 15, 2010

FCC (Federal CCIlBlIunica1:ions camaission Public Call1ment:s)
445 12th Street SW
WaMington, DC 20554

As a conSUlller interested in protectin~ cC!llP8tition, innovation, and
legitimate Wle of c:able TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NC'tA, Charter, Verizon, and all.
other cable providers. 'the FCt::'s inteClration ben, whic:h in effect
requires cable c~iu to integrate CableCARDs into their own set-top
boxes, r ...iNl good policy today.

Now ten ~rs after the TeleeommunieatioM Act of 1996, cable cC/JllPl1Jlies
have dragged their f.et long enough on cCllllpetitive alteJ:natives to
proprietary set-top boxes, thu.s hulpering innovation end harming
COnlSUIIlIIrs. The integration loan will also help marbt COlapetition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legit.iJllate u.s. of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (encoding rulu) in docket no.
97-80, the CaIIlIission recognized the iIlportance of allowing c:on.sumers
to lIake certain ueu of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider'8 or copyright holder's wish••• With campetition spurred on by
the integration loan, consumers would have the freeclaa to c:hoo.se the
least restrictive c:abl_competilole device available. The CllbliICARD
standard already prescribes rutrictionl5 that harm CONlUllers loy
limiting non-infringing WI••, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked loy co.petition.

Pleaae refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(8)(1).

Sineerely,

Mr. Blake Holman
1506 Haven Crest Dr
Powder Springa, GA 30127-4960

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary



1()-C()O~/.p/9SS
Nov 14, 2010

FCC (Federal CCIIIlllunications Commission Public COIIIIlents)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interestlild in protecting cOlllP8tition, innovation, and
legitimate use of eeble TV content, I urqe you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 75.1204(&)(1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and. all
other cable providers. The FCC'II integration ban, which in effect
requirelf cable COlIP&I\ies to integrate cablecARDe into their c.m set-top
boxes, renins good policy today.

Now ten years after the Te1e<:0111111unications Act of 1996, cable companies
have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternativea to
pr~rietary set-top boxes, t:hwI hampering innovation and har1lling
cONIUI1ler:s. The integration ban will abo help market caapetition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to -aJce
legitimate use of recorded content.

By ad~ting content protection limits (encodinq rules) in docket no.
91-80, the CcIIImission recognized the importa~ of allowing consumers
to make certain usea of 'tV content, regardless of a particular eeble
provider's or c~yright holder'.!f wishes. Wittl cOIlIpetition spurred on by
the 1nteqr8t100 ban, COMUDlers would have the freedcxa to ~e the
leut restrictive cabl...c~patibl. device availabJ.e. The cableCARD
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm consUlllera by
limit1ng non-infringinq US4IS, anc:l such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecl<ecl by c:oaapetition.

PlIMSCl refuse roquest. for waivers of 41 en 76.1204(a' (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. john killllllic:h
7302 Dunlawn Ct Apt A
Baltimore, HD 21222-4527
(443) 216-4399

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Oftlce of Itle secretary

No. of Copies rec'd ()
listABCDE



Nov 13, 2010

FCC (Federal camuunications Comlltission Public Camaents)
445 12th Street SW
WuhingtCll'l, DC 20554

As a con8\1l1ler interuted in protecting cClillpetition, innovBtiQll, and
leqitiaate use of cable TV cQIltent, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 erR 76.1204(&) (1) by NC'l'A" Charter, Verizon, aDel all
other c:able providers. The FCC's integration ben, which in effect
requires cable companies to inteqrate cablecARDs into their own set-top
boxe., r ...iNS good policy today.

New tan years after the TellilCOlII1llUIlicatioNS Act of 1996, cable C~.8
have dragged their feet lonq enough on cccapetitive altematives to
proprietary set-tcp bOX••, thus hampering innovation aDel harming
consUlll.8rs. The integration ban will also help market caRpetition
prevent fUrther restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legi tiIIate use of rlilCorded content.

By adopting content protection li.lts (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing conaumere
to make certain uses of 'tV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider'. or copyright holder's wish•. With cOllP8tition spurred on by
the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
leaat restrictive cabl_c:c::I'lII)atible device available. The CablecARD
standard already pruc:ribes rutrictions that harm CONSumers by
li1lliting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get evan worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are uncbeclced by competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of .7 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. David ROIIIpel
7969 Madison Ave
Apt 1104
Citrus Heighta, CA 95610-7829
(916) 536-9434

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

OffIce of the Secretary

No. (If COI)ies rec'd 0
List A.8GDE



Nov 14, 2010

FCC (Fecieral Calmunications Commission Public eam..nts)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a conSUlller interested in protecting caupetition, innovation, aid
legitimate UII8 of cable TV content, I urge you to t1atuee requests for
waivers of 47 en 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
requires cable cQDlPatliu to integrate CablecARDs into their own set-top
boxes, r ....ins good policy today.

NOlif ten years after the TeleeQllllllunications Act of 1996, cable caupenie.
have clragged their fe.t long enough on caupetitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxea, thl.lS hampering innovation and haradng
cons...rs. The integration ban will also help marlcet COIllpetition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to make
legitimate use of recorded content.

By ackJptinq content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
9'7-80, the Cc:lIIImission recognized the importance of allOlifing consumers
to .ake certain USIHS of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With cClllpetition spurred. on by
the integration ban, COMUIIIers would have the freedaa to choose the
least restrictive cable-cCllllP&tible device available. The cablecARD
standerd already prescribes restrictions that harm consUllers by
limitinq non-infringinq uses, and such restrictions will get wen worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are Wlc:hecked by COIIIP8tition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(4)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. David H
4129 Auster Cv
Memphis, TN 38125-3001

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC - 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Offlce of ltle Secretary

No. of Copies rsc'd ()
list ABCDE



New 12;< 2010

FCC (Federal COmmunications C'aIImission PUblic CClIIIlIent.s)
44S 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

M a COI151.11&r interested in protecting caapetition, innovation, anci
legitillUlte use of cable TV content, 1 urge you to refuse requuu for
waiver:! of 47 CFR 76.1204(8) (1) by NCTA, Ql.arter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC'" integration ben, whidl in effect
requiru cable companies to integrate C&bleORDs into their own set-top
boxes, r ...ins good policy today.

Now tlllO yen after the TelecOll\lllun!cations Act of 1996, cable caapanies
have dra.qqed their feet long enouqh on ccnpetitive alternati~ to
proprietary set-top boxe, thus hampering innovation and haraing
ce>nel\llllers. The integration ban w:Lll also help market caapet:ition
prevent further restrictions on cabl. subscribers' ability to make
legiu.&te use of recorded content.

By acloptinq content protection lim!ts (encoding rules I in cloc:lcet no.
97-80, the O::Rmission recognized the importance of allowing con8UIIlers
to malee certain uses of TV contlllOt. regarclless of a particular cable
provicler' s or copyright holder's wishes. With caapetition spurrecl on by
the inteqration ban, consumers would have the freedClm to choose the
lea.st restrictive cable-compatible clevice available. The cableCARD
~tandard already presc:ribes restrictions that harm corlSuaers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if ceble provic:lers' Bet-top boxes are unchec:1ced by competition.

Please refU.e requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. AdD Pate
1148 Forest Lakes way
Sterrett, AL 35147-8180

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC - 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

OffIce of the Secretary

No. of GoPi88 rec'd 0
listABCOE
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Nov 15, 2010

FCC (Federal Communication~ COmmi~~ion Public Comments)
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, 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, 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
boxe~, 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 set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation and harming
co~umers. The integration ban will also help market competition
p~event 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 con~umers

to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
prov id~.t" ':; ur <,:opYL"ight holder's wishes. 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
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competitior...

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

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Free
3501 Apollo Dr
Apt 323C
Metairie, LA 70003-3374

FILEDIACCEPTED

DEC - 1 2010
Federal Communications Commission

Offlce of the 8ecretary

No. of Copies rac'd t2
listABCDE
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Oct 30, 2010

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

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC -1 2010
Federal Communlcalions Qlmmllelon

Offtce of the secretaryAs a consumer interested in protecting competi~ion, ir~ovation, 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, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
require~ cuble compQfiie~ 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 set-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
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's wishes. 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
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even wor~e

if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

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

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Walker
2620 Calliope Way
Apt 102
Raleigh, NC 27616-6028
(215) 453-8680

No. of COpies reo'd
List ABODE -~-



Oct 27, 2010

?CC (Federal Comcr.~ica~ions Corr~s5ion Public Comments)
445 12th Street SW
Wasr.ington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in pro~ecting compeci~ion, innovation, ~~d

legitimate use of cable TV cont~t, : urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 C?R 76.1204(a) (1) by XCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's i~tegration ban, which in effect
requires cable companies to i~tegrate Cablc~\RDs into their own set-top
boxes, remains good policy ~oday.

Now ten years after the Telecorr~~.icatio~~Act of 1996, cable compar~es

have dragged their feet long enough on competitive alternatives to
proprietary set-top boxes, chus r.ampering innovation and harrr~ng

cor~umers. The integration ban will also help market competition
prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability to :make
legitimate use of recorded content. •

~
a_ ting content protection limits (encoding r~les) i~'

..,- C, the Commission recognized the importance of a:'lowi~
t ... e certai:: Lses of TV content, regardless 0= a par~ic-..G.ar cable
provider's or copyright holder's -"ishes. With competition spurred on by
t~e integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose ~~e

least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCPRP
standard already prescribes restrictions that harm co~~~ers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even worse
if cable providers' set-top boxes are u.~checked by compet:'tior:.

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

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Gray
1228 Sandal~~oc ~r

£1 Centro, GA 922~3-3828

(760) 886--5446

FILED/ACCEPTED

DEC - 12010
Federal Communications CommissIon

Office of the Secretary
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