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NETWORK COMMUNICATIONS INTERNATIONAL CORP.	*
(“NCIC”)								*	WC Docket No. 12-375
									*	
In Re:	WC Docket No. 12-375 – Written Ex Parte		*
Presentation Andrew D. Lipman			*
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 
REPLY COMMENTS ON WRITTEN EX PARTE PRESENTATION ANDREW D. LIPMAN

Network Communications International Corp. (“NCIC”) hereby submits its comments in response to the October 7, 2015 ex parte filing by Andrew D. Lipman [footnoteRef:1].  One must recognize that Mr. Lipman’s pleadings mirror the sentiment of the Joint Provider Proposal submitted by Global Tel Link, Securus and Telmate, in that it reiterates capping cost-recovery (commission) payments to jails and it reminds the FCC that they do not have jurisdiction to regulate the ancillary funding fees which are the largest source of profit for some ICS providers and are required by the ICS providers to establish accounts in order to make phone calls.   [1:  	See Written Ex Parte Presentation from Andrew D. Lipman, Independent Counsel, to Marlene Dortch, Secretary, Federal Communications Commission (October 7, 2015).
] 

To clarify for the layman, it appears that Mr. Lipman represents an inmate telephone provider and not any inmates’ rights groups.   The fact that Mr. Lipman has not indicated who he represents has led to confusion to the law enforcement industry, as is his client’s intention, and this document is meant to point that out.
Further, Mr. Lipman is correct that the gaming may possibly continue, not due to the FCC deciding not to cap commission payments, but rather by the FCC not closing all the loopholes in their upcoming vote on this docket.  
The best example of gaming would be the State of New Mexico, which capped inmate phone rates at $.10 per minute in 2012 and banned commission payments, yet today, providers are still charging Single-Payment products of $9.99 for a single call as short as 1 minute (see Attachment).   Obviously, regulating commissions has not worked in lowering rates in New Mexico, mainly because the state is not enforcing their own ruling and did not close loopholes created by non-tariffed (pirate) providers.   In the final ruling, the FCC needs to address how to combat these pirate providers and provide an easy way for the public to report these abuses.
Finally, since these pirate providers are able to bill calls at rates above the mandated rates, then we can only expect them to get into the “Third-party financial transaction fee” business after the FCC ruling, so the FCC will need to close this upcoming loophole and clarify the reference in their Fact Sheet to Third-party Financial Transaction Fees to only include Western Union and MoneyGram transactions.  
Respectfully submitted,
______/s/William L. Pope________   
William L. Pope, President
Network Communications International Corp.
606 East Magrill 
Longview, Texas 75601
Telephone: (903) 757-4455
bpope@ncic.com


Attachment:  Third Party Charges and Adjustments Detail
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