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I think it is absurd to charge more for equal access.  The giants, Google, facebook,
twitter, et al, will pay the fees for "fast lane" charge, passed on to the consumer,
via networking/cable access just for the "right" to get information at a reasonable 
speed.  

This will kill upstart companies who will get lost in the shuffle--while a consumer 
may benefit from "Bobsgaragerepair.com" he/she won't bother loading such a page if 
it costs extra to have it run at normal speed.  

Net neutrality MUST remain--the Web is a populist medium, and needs to stay that 
way, meaning if I do a search for "Bob's Garage Repair" it better load up in the 
same list as anything by Lowe's or Home Depot at the same goddam bps rate.  After 
all, Bob may know something about garage repair that maybe Lowe's or Home Depot 
don't--the opportunity should be there for me to find out without frustration and 
extra expense. 

This would also kill those of us making money out here as content writers on sites 
that ARE NOT Wikipedia, for example (which I'm sure some cable dipwad company would 
charge extra to make it run faster while requiring Wiki to get in the "fast lane"). 

Screw that, and screw yet another attempt by cable company's to ream us even more. 
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