December 7, 2017

Hon. Ajit Pai

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, Southwest
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Pai:

We are more than 30 advocates for press freedom, journalism, free expression and open
government, united in our opposition to your planned repeal of the Federal Communications
Commission’s successful open-internet rules.

We understand that you plan to vote on this repeal on Dec. 14. We urge you to reconsider your
plans and cancel that vote. You must not abandon Net Neutrality, nor abandon in the process the
agency’s congressional mandate to prevent unreasonable discrimination by the broadband
providers that carry the internet traffic of everyone in this country.

In 2014, groups and organizations like ours wrote to your predecessors at the agency. We called on
them to protect online free-speech rights by grounding open-internet rules in the FCC’s clear
authority under Title II of the Communications Act. The FCC did just that in February 2015,
preserving the open character of this essential communications infrastructure. The federal courts
have upheld those rules twice since then.

This was a tremendous victory for free speech and freedom of the press. The open internet is today
our main conduit for expression and information. It is our library, our printing press, our delivery
truck and our town square. Journalists, academics, governments and local communities depend on
it to connect, communicate and collaborate every day. And as old models for news and information
evolve or decline, the internet presents opportunities for new and independent media outlets to
emerge.

Your plans could change all of that. Letting broadband providers block, throttle or discriminate
against online content, services and applications gives them tremendous power. Allowing them to
relegate disfavored speakers and content to slow lanes while prioritizing the viewpoints of those
who are willing or able to pay more would change the open character of the networks we rely on to
communicate, cover the news and tell our stories.

Your proposal would give entrenched media, cable and telecom companies like AT&T, Comcast, and
Verizon life-and-death control over the voices and businesses of independent news gatherers. It

would give them unfettered power over our viewers and readers, potentially blocking not just what
people can see on any single website or powerful online platform, but what they can find anywhere



online. This would have a chilling effect on our rights and our ability to access, report and share
information free of gatekeeper control by those large broadband providers.

Contrary to the arguments you have presented, the current rules pose no threat to innovation and
investment. Research citing broadband providers’ own financial disclosures makes it clear that
these companies are still investing in better and faster networks, undeterred by either the rules or
the legal framework you intend to discard.

You have suggested that broadband-provider transparency and promises alone will fill this vacuum.
But we can’t rely on or expect private entities to behave. These companies want to privilege certain
speakers over others to increase the return to their shareholders. They have no interest in serving
the public.

From the beginning of our nation, U.S. laws and leaders have protected the right to free expression
and dissemination of information over public and private networks alike. They have acknowledged
the fundamental need for our speech to be delivered without discrimination. Freedom of the press
was not simply the freedom to print, but also the freedom to distribute speech across the country
through the postal service. Our ability to use that network (and its successors) is central to our
ability to self-govern.

To preserve the open internet as a vibrant space for press freedom and freedom of information, the
FCC must continue to follow the law set out in Title II of the Communications Act. [t must continue
to treat broadband internet access services as telecommunications services, subject to longstanding
prohibitions against discrimination and blocking. And it must not move ahead with its dangerous
plan to remove any semblance of the open-internet rules grounded in that law.
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