
January 22,2003 

Michael J .  Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

445 12” St., sw 

I am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

If’ 
I 
, Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 

local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers ~ key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I t  

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re -monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

W Tommy King 
6430 Marshall Foch St. 
New Orleans, LA 701 24-3920 



Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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January 22,2003 

Jonathan S. Adelsl in, Commi sioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12'h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Adelstein: 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive loca 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

8 ? 205: 
D~hmonc"7F 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

1 understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in  
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

6 g O  bkidfall Foch St. 
New Orleans, LA 70124-3920 
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January 22,2003 

Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Abernathy: 

I am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive camers like Ac cess provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re -monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. L-eh To 64$0 Marshall Foch St. 

New Orleans, LA 70124-3920 





January 22,2003 

Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12" St., sw 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitiv e carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re -monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

New Orleans, LA 70124-3920 



Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 



January 22,2003 

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

I am an employee ofAccess Integrated Networks, Tnc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and 1 would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers ~ key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. : 
I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Toni Fabrizio 
715 Confederate Dr. 
Macon, GA 31 220-2836 



Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington. DC 20554 
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January 22,2003 

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12'h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and 1 would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Toni Fabrizio 
7 15 Confederate Dr. 
Macon, G A  3 1220-2836 



Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
la 445 12th St., sw 
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January 22,2003 

Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12‘h St., sw 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers -key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Toni Fabrizio 
7 15 Confederate Dr. 
Macon, GA 3 1220-2836 
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January 22,2003 
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FEE3 2 5 2002 
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commissio pmbutlan Gmtg 

445 12‘h st., sw 
Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Adelstein: 

I am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and 1 would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Toni Fabrizio 
7 I 5 Confederate Dr. 
Macon, GA 3 1220-2836 



Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 



January 22,2003 

Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner A bemathy : 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, lnc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and 1 would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Toni Fabrizio 
7 15 Confederate Dr. 
Macon. GA 3 1220-2836 
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Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 



January 22,2003 

'%,rrt lC,, 

Washington, DC 20554 cent,, 

FQl 6 20& 
Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 0. 
445 12th St., sw '*b(,tjo 

Dear Commissioner Abemathy : 

I am an employee ofAccess Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial i n  fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers -key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Linda Drewery 
21 1 Antebellum Circle 
Warner Robins. GA 3 1093-9046 





Michael K.  Powell 
Chairmaii 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, D.C. 20554 
445 12th Si., S.W. 

I write to you today to share my coiiceins about the abo\,e refci-cnccd i i ia l tcr 

In m y  state of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' use of lhc  
U N E -P  structure while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. I have 
concerns that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors 
lirolii leasing the UNE-P network. 

1 strongly urge yo~i to keep the UNE-P open to conipetitioii and contiiiuc to allow the 
state regulatory commissions lo set rates for leasing portions o f  thc LINE-P, a provisioii 01' 
rhe 1096 Federal 'Telecominuiiicatioiis Act. 

It goes without saying that when state regulators havc sct fair U N E  rates, consuniers 
and siiiall businesses benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could savc $0.2 
billion annually if local telephone competition was allowed to flourish i n  all 50 srates. 

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (1BEW)Just this ueck 
announced its opposition to the Baby Bells' proposed rule changes. They said: "The 
current UNE-P policy is responsible for creating tens of billions o f  dollars in  ncw 
investnients.. .which, in  turn is crcating new jobs for our nieiiibcrs. . .As tlic U.S. Sup[-erne 
Court noted in Verizwi v. FCC, thc W E - P  oricing (ormula has hccn fair, based on actual 
cost and reasonable profit." 

Accordingly, allow state regulators to continue to set the UNE-P. 

Thank you for your time, and thank you i n  advance for putling constimers before 
corporate giants. 

Sincerely, 

O.& 



David W. Lawler. Esq 
900 N. Stuart Street 
#1602 
Arlington, VA 22203 

Michael K. Powell 
Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
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Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissioner 

D A V I D  W .  L A W L E R ,  E S Q .  
9 0 0  N .  S T U A R T  S T R E E T  

# 1 6 0 2  
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Febniary I 1, 2003 
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Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Adelstein: 

Re: Unbundled Network Elements- Platform (UNE P) 

I writc to you today to share my concerns about the above referenced matter 

111 my state of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' use of the 
UNE-P structurc while gaining solid positions in  the long distance market. I have 
concerns that (he FCC [nay allow this to continue by disallowing Vcri7oii compctitors 
koin lensing the U N E - P  network. 

1 strongly urge you to keep the U N E - P  open lo compelition and continue to allow the 
state regulatory commissions to set rates for leasing portions o f  the UNE-P, a provision of 
the 1996 Federal Tclcconinmunicalions Act. 

I t  goes without saying that whcn state regulators have set fair U N E  rates, consumcrs 
and small businesses benefit. According to sonie estimates, constinicrs could save $9.2 
billion annual ly  Xlocal telephone competition was allowed lo flourish i n  all 50 states. 

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) just this week 
announced its opposition to the Baby Bells' proposed rule changes. They said: "Thc 
currcnt UNE-P policy is responsible [or creating tens of billions of dollars in ncw 
inveslmenls.. . which, in t u r n  is creating new jobs for our members.. .As thc U.S. Suprcnie 
Court noted in L&zo/z v, P C C ,  thc U N t - t '  pricing tonnula has been tau, based on actual 
cost and reasonable protit." 

Accordingly, allow statc rcgulators lo  continue to set the UNE-P 

Thank you for your time, and thank you in  advancc for pulling consiimers brtlbre 
corporatc giants. 

David L 



900 N. Stuart Street 
#I602 
Arlington. VA 22203 

Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Commissloner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Slrcet, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
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Michael J .  Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 ,, r. . , , I 

Dear Comniissioiier Copps. 

Re: Unbundled Network Elcmcnts ~ Platform (UNE ~ P) 

1 writc to you today to share my concerns abour the above rcfcrenced matter. 

In m y  state of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their conipetilors' use of t t ic  
UNE-P structiire while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. I havc 
conccrns that the FC'C may allow this to continue by disallow in^ Vcrizon conipetitoi~s 
from Icasing thc U N E - P  network. 

I strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open to competition and continue to allow lhe 
state regulatory corumissions lo  set rates for leasing portions of the LINE-P, a provision o f  
the I096 Federal Telecominunicalions ACI. 

It goes without saying that when state regulators have set fair U N E  ratcs, cons~imc~-s 
and small busincsscs benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could save $9.2 
billion annually i f  local telephone competition was allowed to flourish in all 50 states. 

The lnlemational Brotherhood or Electrical Workers (IBEW) j u s t  this wcck 
announccd its opposition to the Baby Bells' proposed rule changes. They said "The 
current UNE-P policy is responsible for creating tens of billions of dollars in  new 
investments.. .which, in t u r n  is creating new jobs for our members.. .As  the U.S. Suurcnic 
Court noted in Verizoti I! FCC, the W E - P  pricing formula has hecn fair, based on actual 
cost and reasonable prolit." 

Accordingly, al low stale regulators to continue to set the UNE-P. 

Thank yoti for your tinie, and thank you i n  advaiicc tor ptirtiiig constimers hcforc 
corporalc giants. 

Sincerely4 

David dawler 
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David W Lawler. Esq. 900 N. Stuart Street 
#1602 
Arlington, VA 22203 

Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner 
Federal Cornmunicat~ons Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
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February 11, 2003 h a L b \ i . y y  
\/--* Keviii J .  Martin 

Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S. W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

Re: Unbundled Network Elements ~ Platfomi (UNE ~ P) 

1 write to you today to share my concerns about the above referenced matter 

111 my statc of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' use of the 
UNE-P structure while gaining solid positions in thc long distance market. I have 
concerns that thc FCC may allow this to continue by disallo\ving Verizon competitors 
lironi leasing thc UNE-P network. 

I strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open to competition and continue to allow the 
state regulatory commissions to set rates for leasing portions ofthc UNE-P, a provision o r  
the I996 Federal Telecommunications Act. 

It gocs wirliout saying that when statc rcgulators have set fair U N E  rates. cons tin^^^ 

and small businesses benetit. According to some estimatcs, constiniers could savc 8 0 . 2 -  
billion annually i f  local telcphone competition was allowed to flourish i n  all 50 stales. 

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) just this week 
announced its opposition to the Baby Bells' proposcd rule changes. They said: "The 
current UNE-Ppolicy is responsible Tor creating tens ofbillions ofdollars in new 
investnicnrs.. .which, in turn is creating newiobs for our members.. . A s  the U.S. Siiprcmc 
Court noted in Virizon v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has been fair, based on actual 
cost and reasonable profit." 

Accordingly, allow statc regulators to continuc to set the UNF-P. 

Thank you foi- your time, and thank you in advance Tor putling consumers before 
corporate giants. 



David W. Lawler, Esq 
900 N. Stuart Streel 
#I602 

Kcvin J. Martin 
Coinmissioner 
Federal CommunIcations Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D,C. 20554 
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February 11, 2003 

Kathleen Q. Ahernathy 
Cornmissior~er 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

.~ 
I ,  I .  

I write to you today to share my concerns about the above refcrcriccd iiiiiltci. 

In my state o f  Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their conipetitors' usc ot'thc 
UNE-P structure while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. I havc 
conceiiis that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verirori competitors 
lrom leasing the U N E - P  network. 

1 strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open to competition and continue to a l lo~c  the 
state regulatory commissions to set rates for leasing portions or  the UNE-P, a provision of 
the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act. 

I t  goes without saying that when state regtilators have sct fair (.!NE rates, consuniers 
and small businesses benefit. According Lo some estimates, consuniers could save $0.2 
billion annually iflocal telcphone competition was allowed to flourish in all 5 0  slates. 

The International Brotherhood o f  Electrical Workers (IBEW) just this week 
announced its opposition to the Baby Bells' proposed rule changes. They said: "Thc 
current UNE-P policy is responsible for creating tens of billions ofdollars in ncn 
investments . . .  which, in turn is creating new jobs for our members. . . A s  thc U.S. Supreme 
Court noted in Verton 1). FCC', the UNE-P pricing formula has becn fair, based on actual 
cost and reasonabie profit." 

Accordingly, allow state regulators to continue lo  set the UNE-P. 

Thank you for your time, and thank you i n  advance for putting consumers bcfore 
corporate giants. 

Sincerely. 

David @lcr 
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January 22,2003 

Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12'h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Abemathy: 

1 am an employee ofAccess Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Brian Baker 
2525 Jakin Way 
Suwanee, GA 30024-2989 
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Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th St., SW 
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January 22,2003 

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12'h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

I am an employee ofAccess Integrzted Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competition in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers -key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service provider. .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

@ - = f % L  

Brian Baker 
2525 Jakin Way 
Suwanee, GA 30024-2989 



Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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February 4,2003 

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Copps: 

I am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated Networks, lnc., a 
competitive local telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my 
strong support for the continued growth of competition in the locplghone * I  service 
marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the *bent c a k  for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to h w p g  
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

FEB 2 5 

I 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my livelihood as a sales agent. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Scott Kugelman 
11295 Findley Chase Court 
Duluth, GA 30097-1475 



Scott Kugelman 
11295 Findley Chase Court 
DulUth. GA 30097-1475 
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~'~+ed&ral Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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February 4,2003 

Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Abemathy: 

I am an independent sales representative for Ac&$PfH&$ated Networks, Inc., a 
competitive local telecommunications provider, p@ $yoyM like to express my 
strong support for the continued growth of competition in th6 local phone service 
marketplace. Distribuuon Gsntet 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my livelihood as a sales agent. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Scott Kugelman 
11295 Findley Chase Court 
Duluth, GA 30097-1475 



~~ 

~ ~~~~~ ~~ 

~~ 

,_~ 

Scott Kugelman 
11295 Findley Chase Court 
Duluth, GA 30097-1475 

Kathleen Q. Abernaty, Cornrnissione 
Federal Communications 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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February 4,2003 

Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 I T h  St., sw 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a 
competitive local telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my 
strong support for the continued growth of competition in the local phone service 
marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the idc@nbw#aarrier for 

several options for local phone service has been proven bene 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential -~W&?S 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

local telephone service at very competitive prices. The abili 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my livelihood as a sales agent. 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Scott Kugelman 
11295 Findley Chase Court 
Duluth, GA 30097-1475 
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Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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January 22,2003 

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local 
telecommunications provider, and I would like to express my strong support for the 
continued growth of competi tion in the local phone service marketplace. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incumbent camer for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effectively 
removing consumers’ ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my company and its employees like myself. 

Please consider the benefits competitive camers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re -monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. , ’  1 

T o m m w g  
6430 Marshall Foch St. 
New Orleans, LA 70124-3920 





Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 

Dear Commissioner Martin: 

445 12" St., sw 

Total I y Wireless 
w 4 w 4 4 s 4 -  

2544.5 A M .  i4WY 24 Ste #3 
Trinity, Alabama 35~373 

350-550-5346 voice 
1:5-?5l~-534i tax 

tora~lywimlersal@direcway.com 

I am an indzpeadtnt sal,=.; PeFresentnlive for Accas  Iritegiaed Networks, Inc., a 
competitivc local tekmmmunicaeims provider, and I would like to express my 
strong s!i;-port ti,r t?le continued growth of competition in tlae local phone service 
markct?laie. 

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to thz incumbent carrier for 
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among 
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostering 
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business 
customers -key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge of chaqging the 'rules' - effectively 
remo-iing nonsumer-,' ability to choose their local phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my livelihood as a sales agent. 

Please comider the benefits cnmpetitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do nnt eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone 
service market. 

Thank you. 

Shelley hl. Graham d/b/a 
23445 Ala.,Hwy:24 Ste #3 , .  

Trinity, Alabama 35673 , .. 
. . . , . . . . -  
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TOTALLY WIRELESS 
23445 AL HWY 24 STE #3 

~ - .  

TRINITY, AL 35673 

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th St., S W  
Washington, DC 20554 
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February 4,2003 

Michael K. Powell, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., SW 

I 

tally Wireless 
w?i+$ud& 3-Lp.4 ~ 

23445 ALA. HWY 24 Ste #3 
Trinity, Alabama 35673 

256-350-5346 voice 
256-350-5347 fax 

totallywirelessalOdirecway.com 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated 
competitive l x a l  te!ecoimxunicatims providm, md I would 

Access and similar companies provide an altzmative to the incwdxnt carrier for 
local telephone service at very competkive prices. The ability to choose among 
sevoril option; for :or:.d phone s tn ice  h s  beeil proveri beneficial in fostering 
cotllpetition ard reducing local phone bills for resideida! and small business 
customers - key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. 

I understand that the FCC is on the verge iJf changing the 'rule;' - effeclively 
removing consumers' ability to choose their local pnone servicr provider. .and 
possibly causing hann to my livelihood as a sales agent. 

Please consider.the benefits. competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and smal! business customers and do r : : - j  not ~ , i  eliminate the ~~, availability , , I of choice in 
fa.vor of a return to higherprices'and a rc-monopolization . .  , ,. of th; local pjtone, 
service market: 
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TOTALLY WIRELESS 
23445 AL HWY 24 STE #3 
TRINITY, AL 35673 

Michael K. Powel, Chairman 
Federal Communications Commissio 
445 12th St.,SW 
Wzshington, DC 20554 
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Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 121h St., sw 

Dear Commissioner Coppx 

Totally Wireless 
W 4 F 4 4 W "  

23445 A m .  HWY 24 Ste #3 
Trinity, Alabama 35673 

256-350-5346 voice 
256-350-5347 fax 

totaliy~.lrjrelessalOdi recway.com 

I am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a 
competitive local telecomrnunications provider, and I would like to express my 
strong support for the continued growth of competition in the local phone service 
marketplace. 

Access and sirnils~ colqanies providt sn alterliL:.ive to the incumbent carrier for 
local teleghoiic: servic;: a~ ve;y ci~mpetitive prices. The iib;lity to choose among 
several optiolis for local p,horLe sew ice has beeii proven beneficial ir? fostering 
competition arid reducing local phone bills for residmtial a i d  smali business 
customers - key goals ufthc Tele,lomrnilrliiaiions Act of 1996. 

I understand that the F'ZC is t7ii tni: verge of changing .. the 'rules' - effectively 
removing consumers' abilitv to choose their laiai phone service provider. . .and 
possibly causing harm to my livelihood as a sales agent.' 

Please consider the benefits competitive carriers like Access provide to residential 
and small business customers and do not eliminate the availability of choice in 
favor of a return to higher pfi?ces and a re-monopolization bf fhe local phone 
service market. 
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Shelley M. Gr&& dlbia Totally Wirbless 
23445 Ala. Hwy 24 Ste #3 
Trinity, Alabama 35673 
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TOTALLY WIRELESS 
23445 AL HWY 24 STE #3 
TRINITY, AL 35673 

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner 
Federal Communications Commissions 
445 12th St., SW 
Washington, DC 20554 
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