To: The Honorable FCC Commission
Regarding: Proceeding 02-278 
I Support NCLC and the 50 other consumer agencies in protecting people from unwanted Robo Calls from Corporations working for the government “what do these corporations not understand about “no do not call me”. Why does it matter who these many for profit corporations get their paycheck from this should not matter. I know in the July 5th  2016 decision the FCC ruled that corporations working for government are exempt from the TCPA because they are not “people” in regards to the TCPA . But that still doest define the meaning of “entity” in the TCPA and whether corporations working for the government are an “entity”. Because the TCPA says Under TCPA (5) PRIVATE RIGHT OF ACTION.—A person who has received more than one telephone call within any 12-month period by or on behalf of the same “entity” in violation of the regulations prescribed under this subsection may, if otherwise permitted by the laws or rules of court of a State bring in an appropriate court of that State
The TCPA also has “entity in it again, and “entity” is well defined in reference to 47CFR 64.1200. TCPA also defines the term “established business relationship” in(a) DEFINITIONS (2) , for purposes only of subsection (b)(1)(C)(i), shall have the meaning given the term in section 64.1200 of title 47, Code of Federal Regulations see “information for meaning below”, as in effect on January 1, 2003, except that— (A) such term shall include a relationship between a “person” or “entity” and a “business subscriber” subject to the same terms applicable under such section to a relationship between a “person” or “entity” and a “residential subscriber”
Then Information for Meaning 47 CFR 64.1200 - Delivery restrictions for the TCPA.
(a) No person or “entity” may:
(1) Except as provided in paragraph (a)(2) of this section, initiate any telephone call (other than a call made for emergency purposes or is made with the “prior express consent” of the called party) using an automatic telephone dialing system or an artificial or prerecorded voice
(iii) To any telephone number assigned to a paging service, cellular telephone service, specialized mobile radio service, or other radio common carrier service, or any service for which the called party is charged for the call.
I would also like to express the many times that “corporations” and at least one time the “government” is considered a “person” in US Statute and even Campbell Ewald v. Gomez states Government contractors should “not” have immunity and this must be considered in you reversing the FCC decision from July 5th  2016 exemptions in regards to the TCPA
1). 47 U.S.C. § 153(39) is said and defined that a person is as said (A “person” includes an individual, partnership, association, joint-stock company, trust, or corporation).
2).Title VI of the Communications Act in 1984, it specifically defined  “person” within that title to include any “governmental entity”—an elaboration that would not have been necessary if the term “person” were ordinarily presumed to include the government.
3). Also in Campbell-Ewald Co. v. Gomez which the FCC basis its decision on, the Court asked, “Do federal contractors share the Government’s unqualified immunity from liability and litigation?” It then answered, “We hold they do not”.
4). 42 U.S.C. § 9601(21) (2006) The term "person" means (an individual, firm, corporation, association, partnership, consortium, joint venture, commercial entity, United States Government, State, municipality, commission, political subdivision of a State, or any interstate body
5).  U.S.C. § 6010 the term United States “person” means any United States citizen or alien admitted for permanent residence in the United States, and any “corporation”, partnership, or “other organization” organized under the laws of the United States.
Then there is many other SCOTUS Rulings defining a “person” Please FCC have compassion for the consumer and not let big business and their teams of lawyers blur the meaning of a “person” to give corporations a “on and off button” or “loophole”
Scotus Decisions making corporations a “person” with the rights of a “person” 
Burwell v. Hobby Lobby Stores, Inc.
On June 30, 2014, Associate Justice Samuel Alito delivered the judgment of the court. Four justices (Roberts, Scalia, Kennedy, and Thomas) joined him to strike down the HHS mandate, as applied to closely held corporations with religious objections, and to prevent the plaintiffs from being compelled to provide contraception under their healthcare plans. The court found that for-profit corporations could be considered “persons” under the RFRA. It noted that the HHS treats nonprofit corporations as “persons” within the meaning of RFRA. The court stated, "No conceivable definition of the term includes natural “persons” and nonprofit corporations, but not for-profit corporations. 
Citizens United v. FEC
“People's” campaign donations are a protected form of speech (see Buckley v. Valeo) and “corporations” and “people” enjoy the same legal rights.
1906 Hale v. Henkel
Having blocked unlawful seizures of corporate property, the court went on to shield companies from other kinds of intrusion. Writing for the majority, Justice Henry Billings Brown found that corporations, like “people”, are protected from unreasonable searches and seizures under the Fourth Amendment
1853 (Marshall v. Baltimore and Ohio Railroad):
 The Supreme Court later upheld the notion that corporations were citizens, but only for the purposes of court jurisdiction.

Cases involving being sovereign: 
US Supreme Court in Julliard v. Greenman, 110 US 421 "There is no such thing as a power of inherent sovereignty in the government of the United States .... In this country sovereignty resides in the people, and Congress can exercise no power which they have not, by their Constitution entrusted to it: All else is withheld."
Perry v. U.S. (294 US 330) the Supreme Court found that "In United States, sovereignty resides in people ... the Congress cannot invoke the sovereign power of the People to override their will as thus declared."
Also if a defendant can demonstrate that the government's action was done in “bad faith”, they can receive damages “despite sovereign immunity”. Typically if a defendant can demonstrate that the government intentionally acted wrongly with the sole purpose of causing damages or harm,
All of this says and decides that corporations are “person” and “people” whether they work for the government or not, so in conclusion the FCC must reverse its decision on giving immunity to corporations acting as agents of the government and side in favor of protecting consumers in regards to the TCPA.

Sincerely,
Timothy K Smith
8679 County Rd U
Danbury WI 54830 
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