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lliZ9 9!:1 rM '9't 5 Beswick Court
Pleasant Hill, CA
August 23, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

I am writing in regard to "~illed Party Preference
CC Docket No. 92-77" which has just been brought to my
attention at today's meeting of Church Women United in our
county. Our Church Women United group works closely with our
Friends Outside organization and also with the County Council
of Churches which coordinates chaplaincy service for inmates
in our adult detention facilities.

It is my understanding that "Billed Party Preference"
would mean that the largest source of funds for our county's
"Inmate Welfare Fund" would no longer available (if and when
people make other choices). That would do incredible harm to
existing and vital programs in our county.

It is through the availability of chaplains in the
facilities and the services that Friends Outside provides to
both the incarcerated and their families that prisoners are
able to maintain emotional stability while serving out their
sentences. These are also the places where the preliminary
steps toward rehabilitation/reentrance into society take
place. Without the funding from the Inmate Welfare Fund,
neither of the agencies would be able to provide the needed
services - - other funding sources are stretched beyond their
means, too.

Please consider the value of programs such as this to
the people in jails, to their families, and to all of us in
the communities to which they will return. Perhaps there is
a better solution to the situation?

Sincerely,

v.~~t
Church Women United
Central Contra Costa Unit

Copies: Honorable James QuelIo
Honorable Andrew Barrett
Honorable Rachelle B. Chong

Honorable Susan Ness
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The Honorable Reewt:. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 29554

August 24, 1994

Re: Billed Party Preference CC Docket No. 92-77

Dear Sir:

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAl

I am against the Billed Party Preference Proposal. The proposal to change the
method by which long distance telephone Companies are selected for calls from jails
would have anextremely detrimental effect on both administrators and inmates. This
proposal would also reduce and/or eliminate inmate telephones, would increase the
cost of inmate calls, and have a negative impact on families.

In addition, the passage ofthis proposal would eliminate a funding source for inmate
programs provided by Friends Outside. A large part of our funding comes from
Inmate Welfare Fund money, and this would be drastically reduced. This funding is
extremely important for the continuation of our beneficial programs -- the loss of
these funds would have a negative impact on families and the communities served by
the Friends Outside endeavors.

Sincerely,

Ann Loar, President Friends Outside Board
Contra Costa County, California

cc:
Honorable James Quello
Honorable Andrew Barrett
Honorable Rachell-B. Chong
Honorable Susan £ 6 611 6 6Z9IIf
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151 Belle Lane
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523
August 24, 1994

nOCKE1 F\l£ COPYOR\G\NA\

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Sir:

Re: Billed Party Preference CC Docket No. 92-77

It has just come to my attention that the FCC is considering
a proposal called the Billed Party Preference which will change the
method by which long distance telephone companies are selected for
operator assisted calls including calls from jails. A change in
the present method could be devastating to the programs in jails
which help inmates and their families. Many of these programs
receive their main source of funding through revenues generated
from the inmates collect calls.

At our county jail in Contra costa, California the library,
schools, Friends outside and others receive their primary funding
from this resource. Billed Party Preference CC Docket 92-77 could
result in the elimination of these programs which are very
important to the emotional well-being and rehabilitation of the
inmates.

It is urgent that this bill not be passed.

Your consideration is most appreciated.

~_incerel~~

1Jt1(. LL6J4,
MaryAnn Van Buren
Oren K. Van Buren, Jr.
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2012 Silver Lake Way
Martinez, CA 94553
August 24, 1994
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Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washingeon, D.C. 20554

Dear Sir:

It has just come to my attention that the FCC is considering
a proposal called the Billed Party Preference which will change the
method by which long distance telephone companies are selected for
operator assisted calls including calls from jails. A change in
the present method could be devastating to the programs in jails
which help inmates and their families. Many of these programs
receive their main source of funding through revenues generated
from the inmates collect calls.

At our county jail in contra costa, California the library,
schools, Friends outside and others receive their primary funding
from this resource. Billed Party Preference CC Docket 92-77 could
result in the elimination of these programs which are very
important to the emotional well-being and rehabilitation of the
inmates.

It is urgent that this bill not be passed.

Your consideration is most appreciated.

Sincerely,

Cavagnaro

NO. of Copies rec'd,-V _
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Reed E. Hundt,~~n
Federal CommunicatilM\!'.Commission
1919 M street, NW ;,,1
Washington, D.C. 28554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed
Party Preference

We are opposed to the application of the Billed Party
Preference (BPP) at inmate facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at
our facility and have found it to be necessary to route
inmate calls from our facility to a single carrier that
is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have
a contractual relationship. We cannot allow inmates to
have open access to the telecommunications network and the
freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP will take
away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a
carrier we know and trust. Instead, inmate calls will be
routed to a number of different carriers, none of whom
will have an obligation to us, and few that will be
trained to handle inmate calls.

Coles County Sheriffs Department
701 7th Street • Charleston, Illinois 61920-034_ 19
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LONNY COOPER
Chief Deputy

ROBERT CAMPBELL
Undersheriff

BRIAN MARVIN
Captain

JAMES A. KIMBALL
Sheriff

Administration
8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mon.-Fri.
Charleston (217) 348-0585
Mattoon (217) 258-0585

Civil Process Seelion
Info Ref Subpoena/Summons
8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mon.-Fri.
Charleston (217) 348-0584
Mattoon (217) 258-0584

Delective Seelion
8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mon.-Fri.
Charleston (217) 348-0588
Mattoon (217) 258-0588

I-Search - McGruff Program
8:00 AM to 4:00 PM Mon.-Fri.
Charleston (217) 348·0585
Mattoon (217) 258-0585

Warranfs Seelion
Charleston (217) 348-0592
Mattoon (217) 258-0592

All Other Calls/Jaillnfo
Charleston (217) 348-7332
Mattoon (217) 258-7332

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment
that is specifically designed for inmate calls. This
equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and other
criminal activity over the telephone network. Given the
constant budgetary constraints what we are under, we
cannot afford to provide this equipment without the help
of inmate phone service providers. BPP would eliminate
the revenue stream that finances our inmate phones. If
BPP is applied to inmate facilities, there will be no way
for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate
phones, the morale of our inmates will be devastated. The

CJNo. of CoPies rec'd~__
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resulting increase in tension will make it more difficult
for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families
pay for calls. We fully appreciate the FCC's concern if
some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for protecting
inmate families from abusive rates. We are very concerned
that the FCC's solution for this lack of responsibility
is BPP. The proper and more effective action would be to
adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let Sheriffs
enforce these rate ceilings through their contacts.
Indeed we believe the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs
are committed to requiring rates that are fair and
reasonable.

In short, BPP would take away our ability to employ
important se'curity and administrative measures that we
have found to be necessary to our facility, ultimately
reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn
decreases the efficiency of our staff. Please, do not
adopt regulations that interfere with our administrative
and security decisions -- decisions that are clearly
within our discretion and which we have a public
responsibility to make.

im Kimball
Coles County Sheriff
Coles County Sheriffs Department
7",1 7th Street
Charleston, IL 6192",



fJIlR£.
TOSAVNO!

26, 1994

BERNIE C. THOMPSON
SHERIFF

.~..... NT ET
KAN , .. '
815 933-3324 • EM ... ...

815 937·8250 - ADMINISTRATION

Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Conmunications COIlIIIission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-77 Opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Chairman Hundt:

w
o
N

;I

•
We are opposed to the application of Billed Party Preference (BPP) at inmate
facilities.

We have analyzed the security and administration needs at our facility and have
found it to be necessary to route inmate calls from our facility to a single
carrier that is equipped to handle inmate calls and with whom we have a
contractual relationship. we cannot allow inmates to have open access to the
teleconmunications network and the freedom to use any carrier they please. BPP
will take away our right to coordinate inmate calls through a carrier we know and
trust. Instead, inmate calls will be routed to a number of different carriers,
none of whom will have any obligation to us, and few that will be trained to
handle inmate calls.

We have also found it necessary to install phone equipment that is specifically
designed for inmate calls. This equipment helps prevent fraud, abusive calls, and
other criminal activity over the telephone network. Given the constant budgetary
constraints that we are under, we cannot afford to provide this equipment without
the help of inmate phone service providers. BPP would eliminate the revenue
stream that finances our inmate phones. If BPP is applied to inmate facilities,
there will be no way for us to finance these phones, nor will there be inmate
phone service providers to assist us. Without inmate phones, the morale of our
inmates will be devastated. The resulting increase in tension will make it more
difficult for our staff to manage inmates.

Furthermore, we are sensitive to the rates inmate families pay for calls. We
fully appreciate the FCC's concern if some Sheriffs do not take responsibility for
protecting inmate families from abusive rates. We are very concerned that the
FCC's solution for this lack of responsibil i ty is BPP. The proper arid - more
effective action would be to adopt rate ceilings on inmate calls and then let
Sheriffs enforce these rate ceilings through their contracts. Indeed we believe
the overwhelming majority of Sheriffs are coamitted to requiring rates oth.at are
fair and reasonable. No. of Copies rec'd~ _
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In short, BPP would take away our ability to enploy important security and
aaninistrative measures that we have found to be necessary at our facility,
ultimately reducing inmate phone availability, which in turn decreases the
efficiency of our staff. Please, do not adopt regulations that interfere with our
administrative and security decisions - decisions that are clearly within our
discretion and which we have a public responsibility to make •

..~;t c. 'IHOftm ,Sheriff
County of Kankakee, Illinois
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215 S. East Stteet
Carlinville, nlinois 62626
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Jim "Zirk" ZirkelbacQa
3 01 " .",Macoupin County Sheriff

~.qg.ust 25, 1994
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Reed E. Hundt, Chairman '"~, \,,/ i_ 11 "I""
"-~, J

Federal COtm1lunications ConnnissioIlfJl1 "
1919 M Street, NW 'IffiB291'"
Washington, D.C. 20554 '_"", ,94

, ~ ft"/~'L
. '.' q FlQCBn Docket No. 92-77

opposition to Billed Party Preference

Dear Cbai.r.an Hundt:

W. are oppo••d to the application of li11.d Party h.f.ranc. (BPl) at 1J:8at.
facUtti•••

W. have aalyz.d the ••cur1ty ad "'1D1.trat~_.liaicnBI9U1tyand have
found it to be n.c....ry to rout. ~t.,c&l1.fr"",~ff~c1ltty to a .inll.
carr1ar that 18 equipped to haucl1e~•• "~~, ,','Ii,.. ~!'I,;/ hava a
contractual r.lat1ouhip. We c&mlOt a\1ow~..n.ac~" to the
tel.ce-m1cation. network and the fr••f-~C)'" < ~"l"'se. IPP
rill take away our riPt to coord1D&t'~t'i~a~J,,/,< .. C;~. we mow
ad trust. Instead, 1Dute calls ~~i,.~I"",tlJd.~t:,,~r~=-t,...~;iNflerent
carriers, none of whoa will have alabffpnOllto_b .•a ' __ iMCW111 be
trained to handle iu.ate calls.

We have also found it aece••aryto ...t:Ulp~~a aCl.~~i1t., that i.ap~1ifieallY
a.1ped for 1nIIat. calla., 'this a4u1J1ili11l1a.t tleJ.,p., pr~,tl~ fr&\f!Cl' abu!.~ve. calls,
ad other cr1~~,;,al ac~~ritY"ov.:thei•• te,\.,_neDe~~',,~ " Gi'V.n the ~natant
bUd.~qary Ci()!1.c't!'if- ..re~t .•.af,.~r, ....• W, .'.~~ '~j; pr~1.~. this
.qui~t d!!tOutii'~u.~.af. 1.j..,.~bo"'ii~~~e~ , '. ...ii 111 would
eUa1"~ ~.....r~••tte•. that ~....~.I,..t.P.~~... If ..•.• BPP is
a1'pl1..4 to~_••• f'4CiUt~.a•.. th.nwut"~~~~qrUf.~,f1nalLC' the••
phon••• oor ~ll.~A.*e,.~ ~~~phQlUI"fficeifM~l,"t'm,,~,f;.t\¥l.Without
1nIIataphoae.". the. __ale. of i~ur. iDtl!It•• ·'01llb.~t..t.l. ...'l'tier.aulting
Utcre... in tens1011vill male it ere d1ftt.c:ult'~ our.taff to manase
a-te••

lurt.rttrDi! ,ve are ••4..tive'otSbe Irat" i12ll4t.t"S.,~~i"pay lor c.a,ls. We
fullyaPlareciate tu rtC'~ c~.r:'U~ Sher1#.do~~~i~~'re.p011,ibility
for pi"t)t.ctUtI1laat. 'a1ID,.i.. fr~......i,,,•••te.. ".'........ ".ry c01lCe11led that
the ret' •.sQlud.OIlF0fl, ~ti!. l"k ot ~"'1bi.1ity ia'!'.T,U pr..r end IIOr.
affec.~v••ctj,Q1wo~.d;"be to acltJpcC4t.c41t1lfsOD tbIdft! .. cal1s andt:hen let
~.r:Lff•. adorcethe.. rct:e cel11np. ~r~h eIl.it' C'OlitTact~. Imt.ed we
~eI1... ~h.O'V'.rwu~,..,jority oflhert'ffs ar.c~ttad to requlr1llg .. rates
that are fair and re..inable.

In short, BP! would take away our abUity to amp1:6.,UIPortant security and
adminiatrat1v. Masur.. that "e have f~d to be necesaary at our facility,
ult11lat.ly reducinl 1Daate phone availatiility, which Ut turn d.erease. the
efficiency of our staff. Pleas., do not adopt regulat10u th4t interfere with
our adll1n1strat1va and .ecurity dec1sions-dtcis:1.ons that are c1aar1y within
our discretion and which w~e a public r.sponsib11ity to make.

~?. ~:J~or.Hes rec'd-l.L Respectf r sub1l1tted
'!-" ~,~oe ~,.

:-..~~;:"""'c J1m' rk" ~ :h, Sher 'ff
Macoupin C unty



DAVlD WALTERS
GOVERNOR
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• \.t-..., AI1A II OKLAHOMA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
'''ij,- F1tJrJGTON ASSESSMENT AND RECEPrION CENTER

Oitf
August 2, 1994

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chairman
Federal Communication Commission
1919 M. Street Northwest
Washington, DC 50554

Dear Chairman Hundt:

RE: Billed Party Preference
C.C. Docket .92-77

Listed below are problems foreseen regarding the Billed Party
Preference (BPP) proposal, which is in response to the memorandum from
Director Larry Fields regarding inmate phones.

1. Equipment:

The system now in place at the Lexington Correctional Complex is
NAI. This company furnished, installed, and maintains the needed
equipment. BPP would not have the intricate system that controls
how inmate calls are routed, which would allow them to call
anyone: harassing members of the legal system, witnesses to
their crimes, victims; call abuse and fraud. This system would
not have the monitoring system, nor be able to block calls which
would prevent the above noted of phone abuse. The customer would
not have daily contact with BPP for servicing needs as is now
available with the system in place.

Under the BPP proposal, the individual agencies will have to buy,
install, and maintain the equipment.

With funding becoming tighter each year, it would be impossible
to set up the system for all agencies in the state under this
proposal.

2. Commission:

The BPP system will eliminate the revenue Sharing, cutting off a
critical source of revenue used to benefit the inmates. This

VNo. of Copies rec'd, _
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, Inmate Phones (LCC Response) Con't
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Page 2

money is placed into the Canteen Welfare and Recreation Fund and
provides programs, activities, and equipment, i.e., equipment
for the housing units such as, televisions, ice machines,
microwaves, washers/dryers, furniture/equipment for handicapped
inmates; equipment for the gym; activities such as ball games and
concerts; visiting room improvements. The Oklahoma tax payer
would have to bear these costs.

3. Carrier:

Under the BPP proposal, the called party can select the carrier.
The carriers will not have the intricate system which is now in
place allowing the facility to monitor or block calls, which will
allow uncontrollable abuse of phones.

4. Monopoly:

Establishing BPP would soon eliminate private canpanies, i.e.,
uncollectible: BPP's loss would be absorbed by the user
(inmate's family), whereas, the private companies would have to
absorb the cost, resulting in the private canpany initiating
systems to curtail fraud and abuse. With the private companies
losing revenue, they would have to close their business, leaving
AT&T with a monopoly on the phone systems and allowing them to
regulate the costs and passing losses on to the customer.

In sunnnary, the loss of revenue, the cost to the correctional systems
to replace a similar system, and cost to users (inmate families) would
be so extensive it would ultimately cause the correctional system to
be unable to provide this system an.d to cut back on the number of and
use of phones to the inmates.

I appreciate the opportunity to comment on this issue.
information is required, please contact me.

Cody

If further

RMC/DB/mbs

cc/Larry A. Fields, Director, Department of Corrections
Mary L• Livers, Regional Director, Department of corrections
Jim West, Information Services, Department of Corrections
Business Manager
File


