The lack of Network Neutrality today is a symptom in the broadband market not
the bigger problem. The bigger problem is a lack of actual competition in the
broadband marketplace between wire-line providers (whether they run fiber
cables, copper DSL, traditional cables) service providers like Comcast, Time
Warner Cable which is seeking to merge with Comcast, AT&T which owns U-
Verse fiber service and is seeking to decommission or sell off its DSL services,

Verizon Communications etc don’t face much competition. Within the cable

industry the problem is cable companies have agreed to not compete by carving
up territories. Comcast and Cox Communications will not compete in the same
local market, nor will Comcast compete with Time Warner Cable nor will Time
Warner Cable compete with Cox or Charter for that matter. Since the U.S.
Supreme Court said a decade ago it was legal for states to prohibit municipal
broadband networks some have proceeded to do so to further restrain
competition. State representatives and State Senators at the bebest of cable and
telco lobbyists are acting against the best interests of their constituents. Even in
the wireless market there is less competition today than a decade ago and recent
efforts by Sprint to reduce competition further by merging with T-Mobile (a deal
they fortunately backed away from) would have made things in the wireless
market much worse.

Therefore as | remain skeptical of the Chairman’s proposed Net Neutrality fixes
using Section 706 of the Telecommunications Act (while failing to reclassify
broadband under Title II) | welcome the Chairman’s proposal to preempt state

bans on municipal broadband to help protect and expand competition in the
broadband marketplace to the giants like AT&T, Verizon, CenturyLink, Comcast
etc. | urge the Chairman to move forward with the proposal.



