
This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Mike McAllister <Mike.McAliister@lsi.co.nz>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/18/96 6:45pm
[Fwd: Internationallnterexchange Telecommunications via the Internet]

RECEIVED

NOV 19 1996
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--------------45F3441521 CD
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

re-sent after downlink

-------------45F3441521 CD
Content-Type: message/rfc822
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Content-Disposition: inline

Message-ID: <328F82E3.2BA3@lsLco.nz>
Date: Mon, 18 Nov 199609:25:55 +1200
From: Mike McAllister <Mike.McAllister@lsLco.nz>
Reply-To: Mike.McAliister@lsi.co.nz
Organization: Logistics Systems Installation.
X-Mailer: Mozilla 3.0 (Win95; I)
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: rm8775@fcc.gov
Subject: Internationallnterexchange Telecommunications via the Internet
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I would like to object to the proposal of phone companies to charge ISP's by the minute for Internet access.
If the US goverment allows its regulatory mechanisms to be abused for commercial gain in this way, it will push back
the current commercial advantage the US is likely to wield in this field.

--------------45F3441521 CD--

No. of Copies rec'd
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

James Valente <cvalente@lynx.dac.neu.edu>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/19/96 11 :26pm
Taxation of the Internet

RECEIVED

NOV 19 1996

FCCc2! GOrjnf1Ji,ic:th:",>mmission
Office of Se(;r~r8iY

I received a message regarding U.S. telephone companies pressuring the FCC to charge Internet Service Providers
for every minute a consumer is on-line.
Naturally, these costs will be passed to the consumer.

I WILL NOT support any person or agency that approves of these meassures.
The internet has always been a free and unordered entity, and I disapprove of any measures which attempt to tax
that privelage.

--JV

I
No. of Copies rec'd!.-- _
ListABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Sedon Doug <Doug@brsc.od.nih.gov>
govUcc <rm8775@fcc.gov>
11/19/96 2:16pm
'Intemationallnterexchange Telecommunications VIA the Internet'

RECEIVED

NOV 19 1996

From: Doug Sedon
To: FCC
Subject: 'Intemationallnterexchange Telecommunications VIA the Internet'

Based on the info supplied to me VIA e-mail, I strongly oppose Rulemaking 8775.

I don't appreciate the double billing especially since I already pay a monthly phone bill for the use of my telephone.

I also think it is unconcionable to be charged by the minute for a local charge.

If the phone companies cannot compete in the Internet provider service arena then they should stick to what they
know, providing basic telephone service.
Telephone companies should remember what happened to ATT and most recently the cable companies. Once you

limit competition, other natural forces start to take place. The telephone companies should realize this better than
anybody else, especially since they were one of the major backers to the most recent major telecommunications bill.
They did not seem to care about the cable and long distance companies lock on the market.

rs, dns

No. of Copies rec'd.__J__
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To Whom It May Concern...

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

TroyPrimeaux <troyp@popalex1.1inknet.net>
A16.A16(rm8775) .
11/19/96 1:21 pm
Internet Fee's

NOV 19 1996

Let it be noted that I think it is unfair for local phone companies to charge extra for internet users. A lot of local
telephone companies have asked FCC to charge online time on people connecting to the Internet. This is over the
amount you are paying your provider. Internet is education, so why hinder it for corporate prosperity.

Thank You,

Ronald Troy Primeaux
200 Lodge Dr. #510
Lafayette, LA 70506

No. of Copies rec'd,--I _
ListABCDE



RECEIVED

NOV 19 1996

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO i>, CG::::f:'-:;:i'.''1
FCCMAIL.SMTP("justice@exis.net") Vf7ic:e ct Secrr:trry
11/19/9611:37am
QUERY: recent news of proposed common carrier ISP connect fees -Reply

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

>>> Joe <justice@exis.net> 11/18/96 10:01 pm >>>
To whom it may concern,

I am concerned about an issue I have just recently heard dealing with a movement by common carrier
telephone companies (such as my own, Bell
Atlantic) that deals with their desire to charge a connect fee each time a customer of an Internet Service Provider
connects to the internet. I could not directly locate such material on the web site, and would like to become better
informed on this matter, so I may comment. I would greatly appreciate a nudge in the right direction.

Thank you,

Joe Justice Jr. justice@exis.net

cc: rm8775

/
No. of Copies rec'd, -
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("walrus@i1.net")
11/19/96 11 :42am
internet -Reply

RECEIVED

NOV 19 1996

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

»> Dave <walrus@i1.net> 11/19/9601 :02am »>
Please do not allow the telephone companys to raise rates for internet users online time.

Dave Buttig

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'dl...--£...../__
list ABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("superior@teleweb.net")
11/19/96 11 :46am
telephone rates -Reply

Rp.=C~IVE-Dill- ik_ -

NOV 19 1995

Qffii)S d Sc.crllt:l~J

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM 8775) Please direct
future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

»> John Hood <superior@teleweb.net> 11/19/96 10:40am »>
i would not like to see our rates go up for data lines in the state of michigan i do not think the phone co. needs to
charge more for data lines thank you

John Hood

cc: rm8775

No. of Copiesrec'd~
ListABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("sloth@harold.eastky.com")
11119/9611:54am
Internet cost -Reply

RECEiVED

NOV 19 1995

Thank you for your comment. Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone
Petition (RM No. 8775) Please direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

»> Sloth <sloth@harold.eastky.com> 11/19/96 05:49pm >>>
Dear Sirs;

I don't know if this will even get to you or someone who can do something about this topic, but this is my try
at expressing my opinion on a subject I found most disturbing. Hopefully the right person will read this and perhaps
I can make a diffrence.

I am nobody. I feel it is important for me to explain who I am for this letter to come across the right way. I
work 48 hrs. a week, make minimum wage at a job that will go nowhere for me, and have no healthcare as a result.

But the one thing I have is a computer (as outdated as it might be) and a internet connection. I pay $20 a
month for my connection in addition to my basic phone cost. I make NO long distance calls, because I cannot afford
them. Like I said, I'm nobody.

But this nobody has a family, 200 miles away. With my discovery of the internet I can now .e-mail.my
family as much as I want, or occasionally talk to them on the 'webphone' (which, actually sounds more like a
walkie-talkie or two cans on a string), but you get the idea. It costs me little to do this.

Now, the phone companies, who, keep in mind charges monthly rates that in my book are pretty high for a
guy who makes a handful of calls a month, wants to now do two things - 1)Force Americans to pay per minute costs
to access the internet 2)Stop the use of 'webphones'.

I could not afford to pay ANY more than what I do now. None. Why do they want to stop this? I have some
ideas, but they all have to do with profit margins, cash in pocket for the companies, and basically, money. Isn't
millions enough?

The 'webphone' barely counts as a phone. Try it for yourself and you will see that a regular phone is far
superior, so why would they try to stop it? Money, plain and simple.

Phone lines are 'supposed' to be secure. What Americans do on the phone is their buisness, be it talk to
parents or surf the internet. Next people will be charging per minute rates for talking to grandmothers, parents,
girlfriends, husbands, etc. Money, plain and simple.

The companies claim 1 out of 6 calls doesn't get through because of people surfing the internet. I ask you 
if more people were making more calls to grandparents, family, buisness, etc., wouldn't the same thing happen?
Aren't they trying to limit certain things on the phone by asking for this legislation? Isn't this wrong? If it isn't, why
isn't it? It should be.

I pay my bills. I pay my taxes. And I pay for my internet access.
Without it my life would be a lot more isolated and lonely. I just hope this letter makes a voice heard. I doubt it will,
but I can try. Why?

Because I'm nobody.
Jason C. Crum
sloth@harold.eastky.com

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'd-L
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("wxyzabc@exis.net")
11/19/969:32am
Access Fees for Internet Local Service -Reply

RECEIVED

rxov t 9 1990

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No.8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

>>> <wxyzabc@exis.net> 11/18/96 12:52pm >>>
It is my understanding that local telephone service providers have petitioned the FCC to allow them to charge line
fees to internet service providers (which will obviously be passed on to users) for local calls placed for internet
access.

I ask that the FCC deny this request for the following reasons:

a. The Baby Bells are in direct competition with the providers, who have vast capital invested. in their
equipment. To require their services to be suddenly much more expensive is unfair to customers and to the ISPs.
Many of the ISPs offer long term contracts that reduce costs and prices, and a change in phone line rates of this
nature will cause a significant hardship on some ISPs and perhaps put them out of business.

b. The market for ISPs is a consumer's market right now. Local providers are springing up all over. Access
is affordable for anyone who can afford a capable computer, and will soon be available using internet capable TVs
and other devices. In ten years, many predict that internet access will be cabled to as many homes as cable TV is in
now, being brought in by cable, phone line, by satellite or other microwave connection. Service by local providers is
currently just that, service, and much better service than the regional or national providers. Keep these businesses
in business. No one else can do what they do as well as they do it.

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'd I
List ABCDE '----



Re: Phone companies asking to charge online users

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

jx <abc@less_e-junk.com>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/19/969:19am
Increase in Online Phone Charges for Internet Users

NOV 19 19%

The phone companies are bandits. A large percentage of the poor can no longer afford a phone. Now they want to
take the Internet away from all but the rich.

If you allow this, the majority of the people on the Internet will no longer be able to afford it.

mailto:jpt@interaccess.com

John Saul
13849 Lincoln Ave.
Dolton, IL 60419

No. of Copies rec·d.__'_·__
LlstABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("twinmaples@atlsysnet.com")
11/19/9612:37pm
Phone Coo's Petition -Reply

RECEiVED

NOV 19 1996

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

>>> The Weymouth's <twinmaples@atlsysnet.com> 11/19/96 07:29am >>>
It has come to my attention that telephone company's are petitioning the FCC to charge Internet users a fee to use
their telephone lines for on-line time.

Please, do not grant this request.

The increased costs would limit accesability to this valuable resourse. Schools and libraries are struggling with
budget cuts. Not only would this additional cost be detrimental to those institutions, but to private usel}l as well.
Many Internet users, our family included, are able to enhance their child's education through this informational tool.
To add more costs would prevent this.

The FCC has, in the past, shown sound jUdgement in championing what is right and fair. Please continue this
tradition when reviewing the petitions from the telephone company's, and allow the Internet to be accessable to all.

Sincerely,
Carol VW Weymouth
Stetson, ME

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'd~__
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("kephart@exis.netn

)

11119/9611:23am
Teleam -Reply

RECEIVED

NOV 19 19%

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

»> Marcia Kephart <kephart@exis.net> 06/20/96 11 :58am >>>
I feel this act will adversly affect the Small Internet Service Provder and ultimitly the end user, the fees they want to
implimet will give the large copanies the ability to form larg monopolies and make the Internet unatainable by
people like me I am very unhappy with this legislation so please don't pass it!

Marcia Kephart
3325 Waterman road
Virginia Beach, VA

23452

kephart@exis.net

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec·d.__I__
listABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP(ltllull@garcon.qtm.netlt

)

11/19/9611 :25am
Phone companies petitioning FCC -Reply

NOV 19 19%

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

>>> Lee Lull <lIull@garcon.qtm.net> 11/18/96 05:04pm >>>
Dear Senator Levin, Senator Abraham & Congressman Upton,

On a news broadcast the other evening they said that the major phone companies are petitioning the FCC to charge
Internet users a fee, much like long distance, to use their telephone lines for all their on-line time.

Would you please vote and lobby to STOP the phone companies from trying to get their way with Internet users on
this issue. All the telephone companies are already greedy and already charge way too much for their services. I
thank you in advance for your help in this matter.

Sincerely,

Lee Lull

Return Address:
236 Helmar Court
Benton Harbor, MI 49022

P.S. I am also asking some of my e-mail friends to send an e-mail to their senators, congressman and FCC also.
Thank you!

:)

I

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'd
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From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP("wilkins@exis.net")
11/19/96 11 :26am
"Squeezing" the LocallSP's -Reply

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

»> David E. Wilkins <wilkins@exis.net> 11/18/96 05:39pm »>
The latest flap over the telephone companies, Bell-Atlantic in my case, putting the squeeze on the local Internet
Service Providers by wanting to charge them per access and time charges is ridiculous, not to mention pretty
arrogant. They want to capture the biggest part of the ISP pie by either providing "crappy" service to the ISP's - in •
which case the ISP customers leave - or charging the ISP's outrageous rates and then the ISP must pass this on to
their customers - again the customer must bow out. I thought there were laws against this kind of unfair practice.
There is clearly a conflict of interest here. My entire family enjoys "surfing" the Internet for about $15 a month, but
we will not be able to afford it if the telco's get what they want. These folks should stick to what they koow best 
providing a clean utility and leave the ISP's alone to do what they know best and that's providing Internet access at
an affordable price.

Thanks
D.E. Wilkins

cc: FCCMAIL.SMTP("cwilkins@greenville.infi.net", "greg...

/
No. of Copies rec'd~ _
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

FCCINFO
FCCMAIL.SMTP(ldiane@kuchem.kyoto-u.ac.jp")
11/19/96 11 :35am
connect charge to ISP's -Reply

NOV 19 1S~6

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) please
direct future comments to rm8775@fcc.gov

>>> diane <diane@kuchem.kyoto-u.ac.jp> 11/18/96 08:58pm »>

Dear FCC:

I understand that that the major phone companies are petitioning the FCC to charge all persons for their
connections to an ISP.

Why?

If the connection if a local call, then it is none of the phone companies' business to whom or to what the
connection is going.

Besides, the FCC has no right to determine if a ISP company offers their services at a bulk rate or on a
piece (minute or connection) charge.

In my research of natural products, their occurance in nature and their use to human kind, I rely heavily on
network connections for information. f am a US citizen doing such research in Japan on a grant from the National
Science Foundation. I use data bases established by the National Institute of Health and the Brookhaven National
Laboratories.. to name a few. I also read Scientific Journals via the network, some of which would arrive here in
Japan a month later if I didn't read them on the network. My case is unusual in that the distance is far, but I worked
in the US many years before coming here temporarily and in the US, I used the same National facilites via ISP
connections that I use here. It's not uncommon. These costs would limit the progress of research facilites.
In the past, when electronic data bases first became available, there were per minute or per journal charges for
information. Such data bases as Chemical Abstracts Online operated in this manor. This limited the information
available and soon became obsolete. Many data bases that I and other US researchers use are paid for by US tax
dollars and to levy a per minute charge for access to the ISP to connect to those data bases would mean that
researchers like me would have to charge our grants to cover the cost of connection to a data base that is already
paid for by our taxes. It would mean charging US taxpayers 2x for access to data for scientific research. ie: I would
charge my National Science Foundation or Nationallnstutute of Health grant for the priviledge of accessing a data
base _at_ the NIH or NSF which is already paid for by the same taxes that supports medical research for US
citizens.

Clearly, the major phone companies' request for the FCC to require ISP companies to levy a per
connection or per minute charge for connection to ISP's is out of line.

There is no precidence for major phone companies to affect
ISP companies' charges.

thank you for your time and attention
diane h peapus, phd

cc: rm8775

No. of Cooies rec'd:...--_/__
ListABCDE



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Krause Greg <GREGK@brsc.od.nih.gov>
FCC <rm8775@fcc.gov> NOV 1 9 lS~6
11/19/96 10:58am
'Internationallnterexchange Tel;ecommunications VIA the Internef[.:;:::-i .~.

Based on the info supplied to me VIA e-mail, I strongly oppose Rulemaking 8775.

I don't appreciate the double billing especially since I already pay a monthly phone bill for the use of my telephone.

If the phone companies cannot compete in the Internet provider service arena then they should stick to what they
know, providing basic telephone service.
Telephone companies should remember what happened to An and most recently the cable companies. Once you

limit competition, other natural forces start to take place. The telephone companies should realize this better than
anybody else, especially since they were one of the major backers to the most recent major telecommunications bill.
They did not seem to care about the cable and long distance companies lock on the market.

Although, all things come to pass. Someday, we probably will not need to send info through wires and everyone
could end up acting as a telecommunications company.

rs, gak
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dear sir or madam:

<Speder@ix.netcom.com>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/19/96 10:28am
A comment and question

NOV 19 is?6

I think it would be totally unfair to charge an extra fee to connect to the internet because the same line is used as
when talking so unless phone companies upgrade and create dedicated internet lines (such as ISDN) then I think it
is unconstitutional to charge more. It is also unfair to us hard-working low income families. Please respond with
any comments. Thank you for your time.

Miguel Alernar

No. of CoPies rec'd~/__
List "BCOE
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

jx <abc@less_e-junk.com>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/19/969:19am
Increase in Online Phone Charges for Internet Users

"/"\'/ 1 9 i!")<!?'J[\U' .

Re: Phone companies asking to charge online users

The phone companies are bandits. A large percentage of the poor can no longer afford a phone. Now they want to
take the internet away from all but the rich.

If you allow this, the majority of the people on the Internet will no longer be able to afford it.

mailto:jpt@interaccess.com

John Saul
13849 Lincoln Ave.
Dolton, IL 60419

No. of Copies recJd~_I__
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Sharon Jenkins
FCCMAIL.SMTP("willidp@hom.net")
11/19/966:45am
Chairman's Column Comments -Reply

RECE!VED

NOV 1 9 H?J

Your comment has been forwarded for association with the ACTA Internet Phone Petition (RM No. 8775) Please
direce future comments to
rm8775@fcc.gov

»> <wiIJidp@hom.net> 11/17/96 11 :24am >>>
David P. illiams (willidp@hom.net) writes:

Regarding the petition submitted by the America's Carriers' Telecommunications Association

Somewhere along way, large corporations seem to have forgotten the first amendment right to

free speech. The internet, provides a means for people to reach other people. experience other cultures,

and bridge the gap between the politics of nations and the reality of individuals talking to individuals. Long distance
carriers have successfully

managed to price most long distance and international calls out of the reach of the masses. If they are allowed to

involve themselves in the internet, then once again, FREE speech will be much more costly for average Americans.

I urge you to resist any attempt by big business to charge for internet telephony.

Sincerely

David Williams

Server protocol: HTIP/1.0
Remote host: dialin1-7.wr.hom.net
Remote IP address: 165.113.166.17

cc: rm8775

No. of Copies rec'd~_I__
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

djsteve <djsteve@pacbell.net>
A16.A16(rm8775)
11/19/965:16am
No To Extra ONline Charge by local telphone Companies!!!!!!!!!

RECEIVED

NOV 1 9 1;95

I think this really unfair!!!!!!No Way Jose!!!!!!No Extra Online Time On
People connecting on the Intenet!!!!!!By Telephone
Companies!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!
Steve

No. of CoPies' recld~_I__
ListABCOE
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