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I object to the AT&T/Directv merger based on the following grounds:
#1  AT&T has had years to improve local DSL service and still won?t provide 4/1 or 
above in rural markets.  Small regional tier 3 providers have been using fiber to 
the node for years to get higher speeds to customers, while AT&T has sat on their 
hands and did nothing but collect checks.
#2 The Government Accountability Office research implies that data caps on home 
internet service are for making money rather than managing congestion.  If AT&T?s 
supposed offer to rollout 50M then dropped to 15Mbps wireless internet service is to
be believed, the offer is very light on substance.  What are the costs to 
subscribers?  What are the caps on usage? Is it 5G a month?  How many Netflix movies
can you watch with limits like that?  I have two Roku boxes in my house and three 
tablets in use, plus smartphones using wifi, what will be my overage charges per 
month?  Why have they waited till now?  AT&T is one of the causes of the digital 
divide creating the digital haves and the have not?s.   Small rural carriers have 
overcome this problem, why can?t AT&T?  Only on the pretext of absorbing Directv 
have they finally offered to address the rural areas they serve.  Do they actually 
intend to do it a timely manner or is this a 10 or 20 year buildout?  Lip service 
but no details, makes me wary of the merger.
#3 As an existing Directv household for many years, the continuing annual increase 
in costs has become ridiculous.  The perception among the public is that AT&T will 
only increase pricing further.  It is time to force the offering of a la carte 
services, that way people can select only the channels they need instead of having 
to block all the garbage channels they are forcing on us. 
 My view of the merger is that will this become another nightmare for the consumers 
in America.  You stopped the T-Mobile merger, please stop this nonsense.

Sincerely,

Carl Akin
PO Box 16046
Oklahoma City, OK 73114
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