
The Leelanau School

Susan Ness, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commissioner
1919 M Street, NW
Room 832
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Ms. Ness,
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MAY 1 1997,

I am Edson Sheppard, President ofLeelanau School in Glen Arbor, Michigan. Leelanau is
an independent, small (70 students), college preparatory boarding school located in a rural
area in northwestern Michigan. I would like to thank you for your dedication in ensuring
that all schools and libraries have affordable access to the Information Superhighway.

The Telecommunications Act and the Federal-State Joint Board discount plan will
guarantee that even the poorest schools will have the opportunity to connect to the
Internet and provide distance-learning opportunities. The $2.25 billion a year will address
the needs of all our schools and the plan will bring services directly to the classroom
where students learn. Your inclusion ofinternal classroom connections for discounts is
vital, as is your inclusion of Internet Service Provider costs. This plan is essential for
preparing the workforce oftomoITow.

As a boarding school in a rural area, our students do not have access to a major research
library. They need full access to the Internet at reasonable costs. Our students need deep
discounts for telecommunications services this year. I urge the FCC to fully support the
Joint Board's discount plan for universal service for schools and libraries.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

&1 r /1tit ~j, / Itt-v'\! -
Edson P. Sheppard, Jr.'
President
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The Leelanau Center For Education
One Old Homestead Road. Glen Arbor, Michigan 49636 • 616/334-5800 • Fax 616/334-5899
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Ford Motor Company

Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 844
Washington, DC 20054 .

Re: Ex parte contact in CC Docket Nos.~and 96-262

Dear Commissioner Chong:

At a time when American business is trying to compete on a global basis and already faces higher costs
than business in almost all other countries - witness the enormous trade imbalance - the FCC seems
poised to exacerbate the situation by increasing our costs in the face ofevidence that access charges should
be lowered.

R. W. Tucker
Telecommunications Services Manager

Very truly yours,

Moreover, as others have already pointed out, the actions under consideration by the Commission are no
more than new taxes and as such are clearly more the province of the Congress than that of the FCC. My
reading of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 reveals no delegation by the Congress of new taxing
authority to the FCC. Accordingly, I urge you not to adopt the proposed FERC and to finally direct the
Local Exchange Carriers to reduce their access charges - reductions that are long overdue.

It has been brought to my attention that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is contemplating
an increase in the Subscriber Line Charge presently imposed on business lines as well as the imposition of
a new monthly line charge, possibly named FERC, of $4.50 or more. I also understand that the FCC has
decided not to reduce access charges even though there is a substantial body of evidence more than
justifying reductions in those charges by at least $2.9 billion annually.
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Commissioner RachelJe B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919M St NWRoom 844
Washington DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Chong,

",",

MAY 1 1997

In Reference to: Ex Parte contact in CC Docket Nos. 96-45 and 96·262.

It has come to our attention that the FCC is considering a proposal to increase the business line Subscriber
Line Charge and to impose a new charge. reportedly called a FERO. of at least $4.50 per line per month
to support extending new telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and rural health care
facilities. Concurrently, while the FCC is considering imposing these new costs on American businesses
and adjusted costs to residential telephone users, we understand the Commission will not take the long
oveIdue step ofbringing rates closer to the true economic cost of local access services.

We urge you not to adopt the foregoing proposals which would, in effect, impose a new tax on American
businesses, regardless ofwhethcr it is charaetmized as a "rate rebalancing" or "modification of rate
strUCtUreS." With all due respect, we believe that the imposition of such taxeS is the business of the
people's representatives, not appointed offici,~. In addition, nationwide educational and health care
initia.th-es should be considered. on a comprei ;Dsive basis by all interested authorities, not just the
telecommunications matter by the FCC.

It is time for the Commission to reform its rules governing access charges, which amount to more than $3
billion a year higher than they should be. All consumers, businesses as well as residential, deserve
protection from excesm-e monopoly prices. 'The Administration's social policy agenda should be
addressed in other ways and not get in the way of these reforms.

21601 76th Avm"B West
Edmonds. WA 98026
(206) 64()4()()()
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VIA FACSIMILECommissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: Ex parte contact in CC Docket Nos. 96~nd 96~262

Dear Commissioner Chong:

~I.~y 1 1997

TCA, the Information Technology and Telecommunications Association has
recently been informed that the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is
currently considering a proposal that would increase the Subscriber Line Charge for
business lines, and impose a new charge, a Federal Equitable Recovery Charge or
FERC, of approximately $4.50 per month per line on multi~line business customers to
support extending telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and rural health
care facilities. While the FCC is considering imposing these new charges on business.
( which for the 475 member oompanies of TCA would conservatively amount to over
$50 million in additional charges) the Commission has not and is not considering the
long overdue action of moving the cost of local aocess services closer to true cost

While we support, in principle, the initiative to bring telecommunications
faoilities to schools and libraries for increased aooess, we are conoerned that the FCC is
not balancing the cost of this initiative with: 1) the ourrent eoonomic position of the
incumbent Local Exchange Carriers whioh in most instances will be the beneficiary of
both use of this SUbsidy funding to install these services, and will also receive the
income from the use of these services; 2) a number of states either have enacted Of

are in the process of establishing programs to support telecommunications access for
schools, libraries, etc., and 3) there is no evidence that ubiquitous competitive entry
into the local exchange is forthcoming, and the proposed FERC does nothing to drive
rates oloser to true cost, and only entrench the philosophy of socialized rate making
requiring business customers to subsidize other classes of service.

We urge you not adopt the proposed FERC or any other initiative which
Increases already uneconomic rates Without a true rate reform proceeding by the FCC
With the objective of driVing rates oloser to actual OOSt.

Sincerely;

t,,~
A.A. ~Scoop" SAIRAN
Pr~sident- Elect

.911()" ·;J4 I )

415/717·4647
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Commissioner Rochelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex parte contact in CC Docket Nos. 96-~nd 96-262

Dear Chairman;

MAY; '997,

We understand that the FCC is considering a proposal to increase the
business line Subscriber Line Charge and to impose a new charge,
reportedly called FERO, of at least $4.50 per line per month to support
extending new telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and
rural health care facilities. At the same time that it is considering imposing
these new costs on American businesses. we are told that the Commission
will not take the long overdue step of bringing rates closer to the true
economic cost of local access services.

I urge you not to adopt the foregoing proposals which would, in effect,
impose a new tax on American businesses, regardless of whether it is
characterized as a "rate balancing" or "modification of rate structures".
With all due respect, we believe that the imposition of such nationwide
educational and health care initiatives should be considered on a
comprehensive basis by all interested authorities, not just as a
telecommunications matter by the fCC.

The time has come for the Commission to reform its rules governing access
charges, which are more than $3 billion a year higher that they should be.
All consumers, businesses as well as residential, deserve protection from
excessive monopoly prices. The Administration's social policy agenda
should be addressed in other ways and not get in the way of these
reforms.

Joy Gar on
Communications Administrator

P.o. ~ox 9082, VAN NUYS, CALIFORNIA 91409
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Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex parte contact in CC Docket Nos. 96-4~nd 96-262

Dear Commissioner Chong:

1997

We understand that the FCC is considering a proposal to increase the business line Subscriber Line
Charge and to impose a new charge, reportedly call a FERO, of at least $4.50 per line per month to
support extending new telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and rural health care
facilities. At the same time that it is considering imposing these new costs on American businesses, we
are told that the Commission will not take the long overdue step of bringing rates closer to the true
economic cost of local access services.

I urge you not to adopt the foregoing proposals which would, in effect, impose a new tax on American
businesses, regardless of whether it is characterized as a "rate re-balancing" or "modification of rate
structures". With all due respect, we believe that the imposition of such taxes is the business of the
peoples representatives, not appointed officials. Moreover, nationwide educational and health care
initiatives should be considered on a comprehensive basis by all interested authorities, not just as a
telecommunications matter by the FCC.

The time has come for the Commission to reform its rules governing access charges, which are more than
$3 billion a year higher than they should be. All consumers, businesses as well as residential, deserve
protection from excessive monopoly prices. The Administration's social policy agenda should be
addressed in other ways and not get in the way of these reforms.

Sincerely,

U·W~~
Virgil~er
Manager, Computing and Telecommunications
Infrastructure Services

M:\Palmer\Ex parte contact letter.doc
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Ex Parte Communication in CC Docket No. 96-262

NAY 1 1997

To: Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong 4/23/97

From: John R Monis - Director ofTelecommunications/~··

\Vbile I applaud the Commissions proposal to raise ~ey~o bring the net to public schools (k
thru ' 12) and libraries; I must beg you to make higher education exempt from this increase.. As
a state agency with a fixed budget the only way I'm going to be able to absorb this substantial
increase is to forgo our plans to wire the residence halls for the net. It's really a case of robbing
Peter to pay Paul and in this case a lot of the Peters are future teachers that will be teaching the
Pauls how to use the net.

Thank you for your consideration.

CC Brian Moir
Jeri Semer

ADMINISTFlATlVE SERVICES
s.n.buf)'. Maf)'1ancJ 21101oNa7

(410) 154a-a2111. TTY (410) 1543-8083. FAX (410) 543-5221
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Commissioner Rachcllc D. Chong
Fcdcl'll} Communicutions Commission

1919 M Street. NW
Washington, DC 20554

We certainly hope that the commission rejects any such ideas.

Sincerely,

Morris M. Golloway 11'.
Dean of Administrative Services

RE: Ex Parte Communication in CC Docket No. 96-262

The provision of discounted telecommunications services for K-]2 schools, libraries, and
rural health facilities may be a worthWhile l'ubllc policy goal btH If so It.slloutd be funded directly by
Congress, not in this mmmcl'.

Deal' Commissioner Chong:

Presbyterian College is greatly concerncd by J"cl)OrIS ofpossible Increases in the cap on
bllsiness multi-line Subscriber Line Charges (SLC) and pre-subscribed lines (PS!.) surcharges. One
..epon indicated the possibility of an increase of$S.OO per month charge for each business line
including ea.ch Centrex line. Such II cha.rge, depending on how implemented, could cost Presbyterian
College more than $8,000.00 per month: the equivalent of more than five futJ scholar~hips including
tuition, fcc:>, room, und board. Or, looking at it another wuy, this would repr~!ielll an increase of
almost 33% in our local telephone service bill.

MMG:jwc

Presbyterian C(lllege is certainly not alone among institutions of higher education using
Celllrex services. Any proposal that increases fees for businesscs also affects colleges, universities,
and other non profits which must purchusc business tclephone sen/ices.

Thank you for considering our position on this matter. Once again we hope thut discollllted
telecommunication sel"vices 101' K-12 schOOls, libraries, and rural health facjJitj~s would not be
subsidized through increases in business telephone fees that feed thc Universal Service Fund.
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April 29, 1997

Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. StreetNW
Washington, DC 20554

RE: Ex Parte Communication in CC Docket No. 96-262

Dear Commissioner Chong,

MAY 1 1997

Recently Concordia University became aware of a proposal that would significantly increase Subscriber
Line Charges (SLC) for multi-line customers. As an administrator of a private, Liberal Arts university, I
must inform you that our administration is very much opposed to the proposed increases. During an era
in which colleges and universities are being challenged to stop increasing tuition, the proposed SLC
increase would significantly impact an already tight budget.

Although Concordia University is certainly empathic to the need to provide telecommunications for
public K- I2 schools, we request that the revenue for that project be generated in a different venue.

We appreciate your consideration of this request.

Cordially,

f),.iJ.~
Dr. Mary~. -,

Vice President
Dean of University Services
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MAY f 1997

Ms. Rachelle B. Chong, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N W
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte CommlUlications in CC Docket No. 96-262

Dear Ms. Chong,

The purpose of my letter is to register my very strong opposition to the
proposed FCC regulations concerning multi-line users. While your goal of
wiring public schools, libraries and rural health care agencies to the Internet is
noble, the $3 billion cost should not be directed to businesses. Instead local
authorities or school districts should pursue this if they deem it to be
necessary. The proposed regulations are essentially a social program that has
never ever been brought to the voters.

I have written my Senators and Congressman as well to ensure that they are
aware of my strong opposition to these proposed regulations. I sincerely hope
that you will seriously consider abandoning these very costly regulations that
the consumers of goods and services will ultimately have to pay.

Sincerely,

0?~J
Richard F. Giroux
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Joseph P. Co.and Community CoII8;e center

300 South Broadway
St. louis, MO 63102-2810

314/639--5000 • FAX 314/539-5170

Office atS' .. Com.niss/on
Ex Parte Communication in CC Docket No. 96-262 eC'I$U1ry

Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communication8 Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC. 20554

March 29, 1997

St. Louis Community is aware that the Federal Communication8 Commisaion i8 consJ.dering
proposals that would target multi-line busfneee customers with major increases in Subscriber
Line Chargee (SLC). Other charges that you are considering include pre8ubscribed line (PSL)
8urchargee, "universaleervice 80cial agenda obligation'" fees for Cellular, PeS, and Paging
companies, and finally a increase in the SLC cap on second residential lines. This revenue is
planned to subsidize inside wiring and access to-the network {or public K·12 Bchools and
libraries, access to the network for rural health care facilities, and increases in lifeline service.

While the end result of these charges has merit, the FCC must aleo consider the Higher
Educational Institution, especially public funded, when looking at the economic impact of these
plans. The impact of SLC and PSL charges for St. Louis Community College for trunk lines
alone will increase our annual communications expense by nearly $20,000 annually. This
doem't count the pass through costs for paging and cellular services which have not been
calculated at this point. Bottom line, these proposed increases would amount to 54% of our
current annua1line expenditure for access to our Internet provider.

These increases al80 offset decreases in line charges that were ordered by the Mill.ouri Public
Service Commission for educational institutions being serviced by Southwestern Bell
Telephone. The savings which were considerable, were used to fund our access expenses for
Internet eeIVice and to provide dial up seIVice to the Internet.

I would encourage the Commission to review the impact of these proposed changes on Higher
Educational Institutions. It should be remembered that increasing charges on the general
business public eventually finds its way back to the consumer and to the Higher Educational
Institutions in the form of higher charges for goods and service.. Let's look at the current
profit levels of communications providers. Obviously Southwestern Bell had sufficient profit to
provide relief for all Missouri educational institutions in their service area. Why can't others do
the same?

A college education is already a struggle for many. Let's not add more expense to the Higher
Educational public institutions who are providing educational opportunity for the masses.

Sincerely

John P. Canavera

9.£-?Cl-.....-
Manager, Telecommunications 85 Engineering

cc: Brian Moir
Jeri Semer, ACUTA
Dave Goslik, SLCC
Pat Donohue, SLCC
Gary Jones, SLeC
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C\V/
Robert R. Spillane. Superintendent

rAI~PAXC COUNTY
PUBLI SCHOOLS

5urbholder Administrative Center
10700 Paqe Avenue

rairfax. Viriinia 22030

April 29, 1997

The Honorable Susan Ness. Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Commissioner Ness:

MAY 1 1997

As superintendent of the Fairfax County Public Schools, a large school division with
more than 200 schools and 6,000 classrooms, I urge you to support the universal
service provisions of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Providing affordable access
to schools will increase educational opportunities for all students and expand the
capability of school divisions to share resources and develop distance learning
programs.

I am pleased that the Act not only establishes a discount'education rate for
telecommunications services, but also provides discounts on the costs to make the
internal connections to classrooms. While all of our schools have computers, not all
classrooms are connected. Clearly, this a costly undertaking for a division our size.

Educational technology is important in Fairfax County and in Virginia. Last year the
local school board spent more than $6 million on classroom technology. The state has
taken an active role by dedicating more than $99 million to technology in our
elementary and secondary schools over the next two years. Moreover, the Virginia
General Assembly passed a resolution supporting the universal service provisions of
the Telecommunications Act during the 1997 session.

The proposal before you removes significant financial barriers for many schools and, by
providing assistance through discount plans, it maintains local authority to determine
the level and types of services appropriate to the local educational mission. Your
approval of the e-rate will enable many more students to take advantage of the vast
resources available on the information superhighway.

RRS/ms
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Thankyouforyourconsideration,andconeern.

e: Brian Moir
Jer:i Senier

'We ask that the proposed regulations be recOnsidered or changed to eliminate the severe
negative effects for higher education institutions.

A. HOPE WILLIA~$

PAESICENT

1997MAY 1

RE: Ex Parte CotnmWlication in CC Docket No. 96-262

April 30, 1997

Ms. Susan Ness
COmmissioner
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Stteet,Nw
Washington, DC ,20554

Dear Ms. Ness:

Sincerely,

~/}1n~
A. ~ope Williams

It has come, t() lour attention that regulations are being conSidered by the·Federal
I. ,

Commumcations (;ommission pUrsuant to the Telecommunications Act of 1996 requirement of
discountedtelec~unicationserviees for K-12 Schools, libraries~ and rural health facilities
subsidized through the Universal Service Fund. These regulations include raising the cap on
business multi-Ime Subscriber Line Charges (SLC) and imppsitioo. ofa pre subscribed line (PSL)
surcharge. These: changes would have a significant negative impact on the independent colleges
and universities ofNorth Carolina~

,The propos.ed increases in monthly charges, laUdable goals of the legislation IU?twithstanding,
~ill raise telec:~cation costs as much as 25% for independent colleges and universities that
arc aggiessively~ucing ,costs in order tomod.erateannUal inCreases in'their tuition and fees.
Indeed, operating budgets are already set for our institutions through the 1998 fiscal year. The
immediate and 16hger term impact of the proposed fees rna)'· upset the financial equilibriwn ,of
some institutions,
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MAY 1997,

Commissioner Rachellc B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW Room 844
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Ex parte _iacl;n CC DocketNOS~d96-262

Dear Commissioner Chong:

We understand that the FCC is considering a proposal to increase the business line Subscriber Line
Charge and to impose a new charge, reportedly call a FERO, of at least $4.50 per line per month [0

support extending new telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and rural health care
facilities. Al the same time that it is considering imposing these new costs on American businesses, we
are told that the Commission will not take the long overdue step of bringing rates closer to the true
economic cost of local access services.

Turge you nol to adopt the foregoing proposals which would, in effect, impose a new tax on American
businesscs, regardless of whether it is characterized as a "rate re-balancing" or "modification of rate
structures". With all due respect, we believe that the imposition of such taxes is the business of the
peoples representatives, not appointed officials. Moreover, nationwide educational and health care
initiatives should be considered on a comprehensive basis by all interested authorities, nor just as a
telecommunications marter by the FCC.

The time has come for the Commission to reform its rules govcrning access charges. which are more than
$3 billion a year higher than they should be. All consumers, businesses as well as residential, deserve
protection from excessive monopoly prices. The Administration's social policy agenda should be
addressed in other ways and not get in the way of these reforms.

Sincerely,

v?l,~w~~
Manager, Computing and Telecommunications
Infrastructure Services

M:~rlll'tll!~n£xp:me l..:unlACllcncr.l2r'1C

ZOO 'd 1899 90L 019:1j~ 6£:Z1 INOWlL6 ;8Z- '~d\i



Commissioner Susan Ness

Cc: Chairman Reed E. Hundt

Commissioner James H. Quello

MAY t

April 28, 1997

Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW Room 814
Washington, DC 20544 /

Re: Ex parte in CC Docket Nos.~d 96-262

Dear Commissioner Chong:

Post Office Box 85800 • San Diego, California 92186-5800 • (619) 453-4100 • Fax (619) 552-8285

I understand that the FCC is considering a proposal to increase the business line Subscriber Une
Charge and to impose a new charge, reportedly called a FERO, of at least $4.50 per line per month to
support extending new telecommunications capabilities to schools, libraries and rural health care
facilities. At the same time that it is considering imposing these new cost on American businesses, we
are told that the Commission will not take the long overdue step of bringing rates closer to the true
economic cost of local access services.

The Salk Institute for Biological Studies

DOcKErFILE co
PY ORIGINAL.

I urge you not to adopt the foregoing proposals which would, in effect, impose a new tax on American
business, regardless ofwhether it is characterized as a "rate rebalancing" or "modification of rate
structure". With all due respect, we believe that the imposition of such taxes is the business of the people's
representatives, not appointed officials. Moreover, nationwide educational and health care initiatives
should be considered on a comprehensive basis by all interested authorities, not just as a
telecommunications matter by the FCC.

The time has come for the Commission to reform its rules goveming access charges, which are more
than 3 billion a year higher than they should be. All consumers, businesses as well as residential,
deserve protection from excessive monopoly prices. The Administration's social policy agenda should
be addressed in other ways and not get in the way of these reforms.

Sincerely,

UU-tid£ 0.Uf;
Vemell V. Fultz
Telecommunications Administrator
The Salk Institute
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To Reed E. Hundt
James E. Quello
Rachelle B. Chong
Susan Ness

Fr Daniel Schombert
Plant Services Administrator

Moody Bible Institute is very concerned about the potential for any increase in
telecommunications costs. Moody Bible Institute is a not-for-profit corporation that operates on a
strict budget and is dependent upon donations in order to remain viable.

Thank you for every consideration in relation to Subscriber Line Charges; pre-subscribed
line charges and any other telecommunications fee that may be considered by your office.

04-24-97 01:05PM FROM TELECOMMUNICATIONS
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Alliance for Public Technology
901 15th Street, NW • Suite 230 • P.O. Box 28578 • Washington, DC • 20038-8578

(202) 408-1403 (Voice/TTY) • (202) 408-1134 (Fax) • apt@apt.org (E-mail)

April 21, 1997
---.. of Dlrecton

Dr. Barbara O'Connor. C1uzirperson
IDItitute for !be Study of Politics &: Media
California State University, Sacramento·

Richard Jose Bela
Hispuic Association on Corporate
Rapoosibility*

Dr. IenninllS Bryant
Institute for Communication Research
University of Alabama·

Dr. Reni F. alrdenas
Education Policy Comultar. ~

GerakI E. Depo
Town of Bloomsburg·

Chainnan Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Re: CC Docket Nos. 96-4 & 97-262
Ex Parte Communications

Dear Chairman Hundt:

MAY 1 1(1::'·'7·"./"w·
1

Henry Geller
The Markle Foundation"

Dr. Susan G. Hadden
LBJ School of Public Affairs
University of Texas. Austin·

1945-1995

Mary Gardiner Jones
Consumer Interest Research Institute·

Ruth Jordan
The George Washington University
Medical Center"

Mark Lloyd
Dow, Lohnes &: Albertson"

Pierre Pincetl, M.D.
University of Utah Hospital &: Clinics·

Paul Schroeder
American Foundation for the Blind·

Esther K. Shapiro·
Detroit Consumer Affairs Department"

Dr. Arthur D. Sbeekey
Education Policy Analyst

Vincent C. Thomas
New York State Assembly Staff"

Donald Vial
California Foundation on the
Environment &: Economy*

*Organization is for identification
purposes only.

The Alliance for Public Technology (APT), the nation's leading conswner
group devoted to fostering a public broadband infrastructure to every home
in America, is deeply concerned that the Federal Communications
Commission is moving closer towards regulatory policies that will thwart
that goal. As the deadline approaches for the Commission's decision on
Universal Service and Access Reform, the Alliance wants to refterate the
importance of regulatory policies that promote investment in advanced
telecommunications infrastructure and the earliest possible availability of
advanced telecommunications service.

Policies that discourage network investment, such as too abrupt a
withdrawal of access charges and failure to compensate for past investment
costs, threaten APTs vision and the goal of the 1996 Telecommunications
Act - to promote vigorous competition and enable telecommunications to
make a maximum contribution to efficiencies and innovation while creating
incentives for long term investment in advanced telecommunications
infrastructure.

Unfair pricing also creates a significant risk to local loop rates and universal
service, especially in areas where there are no competitors. The Alliance is
concerned that access reform not increase the cost of local service or result
in new surcharges which make affordability of even current services more
difficult for most residential customers.

APT therefore urges the Commission to adopt a policy that embraces a
migratory path toward the ubiquitous availability of switched, broadband
infrastructure.



It should have the capability to accommodate multiple interactive applications, such as job training,
health care and education, regardless of the user's race, color, national origin, income, residence in
rural or urban area, or disability. By promoting investment and upgrade ofthe local network in the
most affordable way possible, you will ensure the benefits of21st century technology for all sectors
ofour society.

Sincerely, Au
1A~tM Gerald E. Depo~~/II!A/
Chair President

cc: Commissioners Rachelle Chong, Susan Ness, James Quello
Secretary William Caton (two copies)

, ...
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Chairman Reed E. Hundt
Commissioner James E. Quello
Commissioner Rachelle B. Chong
Commissioner Susan Ness
Federal CommlJnl~~tlnnA Cnmmissinn
1919 M Street, NW
Washington. DC 20554

April 25. 1997

Universal telecommunications access for evert citizen is an important
national goal, and a Universal Service Fund may be needed to accomplish this
goal. However, we strongly protOGt shifting the burden of building this fund to
private, non-profit aducotionol inGtitutionG.

Dear Chairman and Commissioners;

It has corne to our attention that the Federal Communication Commission
(FCC) may approve larAe increases in Subscriber Line Charges (SLC) and Pre­
Subscribed Une (PSl) surcharges. Universities affected by these increases will
in effect underwrite the FCC costs to implement requirements of the
Telecommuni~ation Act of 1996 for discounted telecommunication service to
K-12 public schools, libraries, and rural health facilities.

nPR-25-'97 FRI 16:22 ID: !.I

Private institutions of higher learning already contribute more than their
foir shore to foster public information aCCQSs. Fir~t, a~ you know, privat@
institutions 8ueh 89 I='loridslnSltitute of Technology deorease the burden on
public educational systems and reduce the overall national costs of educating
our citizens, by offering high ~uality eduoation at significant IOWAr ('.cst then
possible in the pUblic sector. Second, Florida Tech participates as one of six
Florida Area Centers for I::.xceflence In ~dl1cation. developing Improved curricula
and educational delivery systems targeting underachieving public K-12 schools.
The state and federal tundino WA receive by no means covers the full costs of
our contribution. Finally, we allocate large budgets and other resources to the
Government Oeposlt0rt Library System, providing electronic and on-site access
to the entire Central Florida region. We are sure that you an~ fi:Urlililjr witlr the
rigorous standards and cost implications of participating in this program. Our
university library closes doors to non~ uf UUI c.;ulllfIlunity neighbor&. We serve
and share resources with our community. FundinQ for these services comes from
our operating budgets. wilhout public subsidy.

Florida Institute of Technology
lj() We!1 u~;jvcnil, B~~I~:;'d. MellJ-;:'Ui';C. PL n9C1l-6?fl8· (407) 76S &OOO:·exl. 7132' r;<>-; (1107) 984.8461



We urge you to look elsewhere than to private, non-profit institutions of
higher learning to underwrite universal connectivity.

The impact Of the increases in SLC &PSL charges at Florida Tech Is
estimated to be $144.000 annually. We cannot a1Tord to absorb this Increase
wIthout JeopArcfi7ino or eliminating these public services.

1'*118 PEl2TEL ~10:

~ /)j~,--
Celino Alvey, D.P.~~ - - //

Associate Vice President for Information Services

That seems only fair.

00; Jeri A. Serner, Exeeutive Director, ACUTA
Brian Molr, Attorney
The Honor..bl" Dave Weldon
Senator Pat!;y Ann Kurth
SfllnAtor Charlie Bronson

Lynn Edward Weaver, Ph.D., P.E.

~
Andrew W. Revay, Jr., Ph.D.• P.E.
Vice President for Academic Affairs

·nPR-25-' 97 m1 16: 23 1D: 1.1
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RECEIVED

MAY.1. 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554 I

Re: CC Docket Nos. 9.d & 97~262
Ex Parte Communications

Dear Chairman Hundt,

Fedetal Com~un;catjons Commission
OffIce of Secretary

Advocates for people with disabilities have made access to technology a main policy goal for the
1990s. Our focus has been on universal design and public policies that will allow people with dis~

abilities to have ready access to the same technologies as others. The advances in telecommunica­
tions access that will be achieved as a result of Section 255 of the Telecommunications Act of
1996 will depend on all consumers having affordable access to a well~maintained, robust, high~

capacity local network.

We are concerned that the Universal Service and Access Reform proceedings underway at the
FCC could undermine our efforts to make sure that people with disabilities have full access to
modem telecommunications services. The FCC's revision of these basic rules will have a major
impact on the integrity and capacity of the public network. The public network is our link to all
telephone and other communications services.

As we are only too keenly aware, the progress made on disability access in the new law is only a
first step. Real access to telecommunications can only be achieved if network-based services are
made accessible, as required by Section 255 of the Act. Major technology companies recently
announced universal design policies -- a very exciting development for disability and technology
advocates. If properly implemented, these policies will make basic telephone service and new
features such as Caller ill, Internet Services, and Video Services more accessible. However, the
regulations governing Section 255 have yet to be written. Even with meaningful regulations, the
accessibility of these services depend on the deployment of an advanced, high capacity local net­
work available to all telephone customers.

Universal service has been the foundation on which the telecommunications infrastructure was
built in this country. Together we must make sure universal service remains the goal in a competi­
tive market, not a casualty. The universal service rules you are writing only address a small part
of that public policy goal. Drastic reductions in access charges threaten to push up local rates or
to discourage investment in the network. Increases in the subscriber line charge on second phone
lines discourage, and sometimes prevent, people from enjoying the benefits of the information
age. Rules that force rates up and discourage investment will erode universal service, regardless
of much money you put in a fund.



Issues of affordability and accessibility bring together rural America and inner city dwellers, peo­
ple of color, children and families, senior citizens and people with disabilities. We strongly object
to any public policies that will result in higher rates or decreasing investment in the local tele­
phone network. It is unwise and counter-productive to ignore the important relationship between
the goals ofaccess to telecommunications for persons with disabilities and the broader policy
goals ofaffordability and the integrity ofthe local network.

Sincerely,

Steven Tremblay
Alpha One

Frank Bowe
Hofstra University*

Mary Pecha
College for Living

Allen H. Karp
Florida Association ofthe Deaf

Frank Pinter
MCIL Resources for Independent Living

Cheryl A. Heppner
Northern Virginia Resource Center for Deaf and Hard ofHearing Persons

Allen H. Karp
Palm Beach County Association ofthe Deaf

Betsy Bayha
World Institute on Disability

*organization for identification only

cc: House Commerce Committee
Senate Commerce Committee
Commissioners Raachelle Chong, Susan Ness, James Quello
Secretary William Caton (two copies)
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Ap-riI17, 1997

Rochelle 8. Chong, Commissione-r

t=ede-rol Communico1:ions Commission

1919 MSheet, Nw, Room 844

Woshington, D.C. '20554

R[;: CC Docket No. 9 6 -45

Deo-r Commissione-r Chong:

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

T -rustee, South whiHie-r School Dishid

9490 Amsdell Avenue, WhiHie-r CA 90605

phone (::'10) 945-1055 t=ox (::'10) 945-33'24

[;moil: cho-ronI9@moil.idt.net

RECEiVED'

AfAY.1. 1997
Federal Com!"unications Commission

OffICe of Sscretaly

10m w-ri1:ing to you in -rego-rds to the fede-rol "[;-Rote" Telecommunico1:ions Discount p-rog-rom.

I om 0 locolly eleded school boo-rd membe-r f-rom the South WhiHie-r School Dishid, ond I

would like to exp-ress my st-rong support fo-r this p-rog-rom ond the p-roposed -regulo1:ions gove-rning its

implemento1:ion.

The Telecommunico1:ions Ad of 1996 ond the t=edeml-Sto1:e Joint 80o-rd discount pion will

guomn1:ee thot even the poo-rest schools will hove occess -1:0 the In1:e-rnet ond the obility to p-rovide

distonce-Ieo-rning opportuni1:ies. The S'2.'25 billion 0 yeo-r will odd-ress the needs of schools oc-ross the

counhy, ond mo-re importontly, the pion will b-ring telecommunico1:ions se-rvices di-redly to the closs

-rooms, whe-re they con hove the g-re01:est impod on students. It is importont to -remembe-r thot

eoch element of this pion is vitol-1:o the ovemll success of the discount p-rog-rom. The-refo-re, the

inclusion of discounh fo-r inte-rnol closs-room connedions should not be climinoted, no-r should the s'Ze

of the Unive-rsol Se-rvice t=und be -reduced. As I om su-re you o-re owo-re, this p-rog-rom is essen1:iol

fo-r p-repo-ring ou-r students to ente-r the wo-rkfo-rce of tomor'r'Ow.



From: SHARON STYS SHARCOMP Fax: 562-945-3324 Vole.: 562-945·1066 To: Rach.". B. Chong, Commissioner Page 2 0'2 Thursday, April 17, 1997 1:43:56 PM

these discounts fo1' telecommunicUitions se1'Vices this lfeUl1'. I U1'ge lfOU Ulnd the othe1' i=CC
commissioneT's to fuillf support the T'ecommendUitions of the Joint BOUiT'd Ulnd Ulpp1'Ove the pT'oposed

finUlI -regulUltions -regUiT'ding the discount plUln foT' univeT'wl seT'vice foT' schools Ulnd libT'UlT'ies

ThUink lfOU foT' lfOUT' consideT'Ultion of this mUlHeT'.


