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January 22,2003

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission o
445 12” St., SW Distribution Centey
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Copps:

| 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.

| 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.

Tommy King
6480 Marshall Foch St.
New Orleans, LA 70124-3920
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January 22,2003

Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission

445 12" St., SW
Washington, DC 20554 e

Dear Commissioner Adelstein: " &
D'St"b"UOnce _

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive lczca’!iz's’r

telecommunications provider, and | 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.
Tomm
6480 all Foch St.

New Orleans, LA 70124-3920
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Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner Distrityfisy Sente:

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Abernathy:

| am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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.

| Foch St.

New Orleans, LA 70124-3920
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January 22,2003

Michael K. Powell, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission

445 12" St., SW FEB 25 59,
Washington, DC 20554 ? 200

Dear Chairman Powell:

[ am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

[ 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.

farshall Foch St.
New Orleans, LA 70124-3920
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January 22,2003

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Martin:

| am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and 1would 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.

| 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 areturn to higher prices and a re-monopolization of the local phone
service market.

Thank you.

Q&@ﬂ/\; . ) <
% ®

Toni Fabrizio

715 Confederate Dr.
Macon, GA 31220-2836
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January 22,2003

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Copps:

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 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.

| 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.

Jos dabon oo
Toni Fabrizio

715 Confederate Dr.
Macon, GA 31220-2836
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Michael K. Powell, Chairman FEB g 5
Federal Communications Commission Oisty; g
445 12" St., SW butio, Comns
e

Washington, DC 20554
Dear Chairman Powell:

1am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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.

Soos Joozs
Toni Fabrizio

715 Confederate Dr.

Macon, GA 31220-2836
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Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner.., . =
Federal Communications Commissiofistribution Cente
445 12" St., SW
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Adelstein:

| am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and [ 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.

Je S dobiq s

Toni Fabrizio
715 Confederate Dr.
Macon, GA 31220-2836
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January 22,2003

Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner ‘
Federal Communications Commission oty

445 12" St., SW .
Washington, DC 20554 Do 52003
Stribgy
D Conge,

Dear Commissioner Abernathy :

1am 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 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.

Jen M&

Toni Fabrizio
715 Confederate Dr.
Macon. GA 31220-2836



Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th St., SW
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Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner 25

ral 1 1 1eQ] ' . 200'
52961 21h%(%r’ngrwucatlons Commission D'smbuum J
Washington, DC 20554 ceﬂte,

Dear Commissioner Abemathy :

I am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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.

Cﬂbr-.g-gw
Linda Drewery
211 Antebellum Circle

Warner Robins. GA 31093-9046
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DAVID W. LAWLER, ESQ. .

TDE O Jt i
900 N. STUART STREET }RLCHM ,
#1602 I R A AL
ARLINGTON, VA 22203 ' B | f.‘
Ki [‘
v b D{)OM t
February L1, 2003 FCQ;E_“'_}ff:::.'L_.,..M‘
Michael K. Powell
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Si.,S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
FEB 2 5 oq)
Dear Chatrman Powell: ) 2 b 200:
Distributio

Re: Unbundled Nelwork Elements — Platlform (UNE - P) n Ceme;

| write to you today to share my concerns about the above referenced malter

In my state of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' usc of the
UNE-P structure while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. | have
concerns that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors
from leasing the UNE-P network.

1 strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open to competition and continuc to allow the
state regulatory commissions lo set rates for leasing portions o fthe LINE-P, a provision of
rhe 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act.

It zoes without saying that when state regulators havc sct fair UNE rates, consuniers
and small businesses benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could savc $0.2
billion annually if local telephone competition was allowed to flourish in all 50 states.

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) just this weck
announced 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
investnients...which, in turn is crcating new jobs for our members... As the U.S. Supreme
Court noted in Verizen v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has hccen 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 in advance for putling constimers before
corporate giants.

Sincerely,

David fawler



David W. Lawler. Esq
900 N. Stuart Street
#1602

Arlington, VA 22203

Michael K. Powell

é} Chairman

T & Federal Communications Commission
445 12th St., S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554
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DAVID W, LAWLER, ESQ.
900 N. STUART STREET
#1602
ARLINGTON, VA 22203

February |1, 2003 . ‘?‘X\"?‘L}/
Jonathan S. Adelstein w7
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission Forg
445 12th Street, S.W. R
Washington, D.C. 20554 FEG 3 5 200
ST ' ?
Dear Commissioner Adelstein: 'J’stﬂb.uy()nc
&rm,

Re: Unbundled Network Elements— Platform (UNE P)
| writc to you today to share my concerns about the above referenced matter

In 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. | have
concerns that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors
from lensing the UNE-P network.

I strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open lo competition and continue to allow the
state regulatory commissions to set rates for leasing portions of the UNE-P, a provision of
the 1996 Federal Tclecommunications Act.

It goes without saying that when state regulators have set fair UNE rates, consumecrs
and small businesses benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could save $9.2
billion annually if local telephone competition was allowed lo flourish in 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
current UNE-P policy is responsible for creating tens of billions of dollars in ncw
investments. .. which, in turn is creating new jobs for our members...Asthe U.S. Supreme
Court noted in ¥Yerizon v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has been tair, based on actual
cost and reasonable profit.”

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

Thank you for your time, and thank you in advance for putting consumers before
corporate giants.

Sipesrely,
if

.
David Laxyler

|
]



David W. Lawler, Esq s
900 N . Stuart Street

#1602

Arlington.va 22203

Jonathan S. Adelstein

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 121h Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554
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DAVID W. LAWLER, ESQ. e GPEOTED '
900 N. STUART STREET E\"-t—.‘g:,v}'j\}u,r&- 1
i

#1602 : gy Ul
ARLINGTON, VA 22203 Eiey
';‘:. i I M i

February 11, 2003 'k F(_\:L' 2};‘[;’1“’&99—_‘——
Michael J. Copps -
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554
De: issione . FEB

car Commissioner Copps EB 25 2003

Re:  Unbundled Network Elements — Platform (UNE - P) D’smbutmn Coy
~CiMig:
[ writc to you today to share my concerns about the above rcfcrenced matter.

In my state of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors’ usc of the
UNE-P structure while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. | havc
concerns that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors
from leasing the UNE-P network.

| strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P open to competition and continue to allow the
state regulatory commissions lo set rates for leasing portions of the LINE-P, a provision of
the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act.

It goes without saying that when state regulators have set fair UNE rates, consumets
and small businesses benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could save $9.2
billion annually if local telephone competition was allowed to flourish in all 50 states.

The International Brotherhood of Electrical Workers (IBEW) just this weck
announced 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 turn is creating new jobs for our members...As the U.S. Supreme
Court noted in Verizon v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has hecn fair, based on actual
cost and reasonable profit."

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

Thank vyou for your time, and thank you in advance tor putting consumers hcforc
corporate giants.

Sincerelyy

O

David {fawler



David W Lawler. Esa. e

800 N. Stuart Street
#1602
Arlington, VA 22203

Michael J. Copps

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554
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DAVID W. LAWLER, ESQ. SR

—lnil \
900 N. STUART STREET . &0 !
#1602 Rt
ARLINGTON, VA 22203 .r--\-'\.g“L“""“‘
- \.
. s OM ‘;
February 11,2003 MA\\-FS;—/
| €CC T
Kevin J. Martin {
Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554 FEg 5 . ”
LJ
Dear Commissioner Martin: TR
lstnbutlo,qc

Re: Unbundled Network Elements — Platform (UNE — P)
[ write to you today to share my concerns about the above reierenced mattcr

In my statc of Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' use of the
UNE-P structurc while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. | have
concerns that thc FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors
from leasing the UNE-P network.

| 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 of
the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act.

It goes without saying that when statc regulators have set fair UNE rates, consumers
and small businesses benefit. According to some estimates, consumers could save $9.2-
billion annually if local telcphone competition was allowed to flourish in 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 Tar creating tens ofbillions ofdollars in new
investments...which, in turn is creating new jobs for our members...As the U.S. Supremc
Court noted in Ferizon v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has been fair, based on actual
cost and reasonable profit."

Accordingly, allow statc regulators to continue to sct the UNF-P.

Thank you for your time, and thank you in advance lor putling consumers before

corporate giants.
Sinierely,

David Lafvler




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

Arlington, VA 22203

Kevin J. Martin

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554
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DAVID W, LAWLER, ESQ.

900 N. STUART STREET (’tcaxw L& G {EUA
#1602 o

ARLINGTON, VA 22203 g crg g s U
February 11, 2003 IF(,C ;.M;LQQQM

o e e L 5

Kathleen Q. Ahernathy

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, S.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554 o

Dear Commissioner Abemathy:
Re: Unbundled Network Elements — Platform (UNE — P)
| write to you today to share my concerns about the above refereneed matter,

In my state o f Virginia, and others, Verizon has opposed their competitors' usc of the
UNE-P structure while gaining solid positions in the long distance market. | havc
concerns that the FCC may allow this to continue by disallowing Verizon competitors
from leasing the UNE-P network.

1 strongly urge you to keep the UNE-P opcn to competition and continue to allow the
state regulatory commissions to set rates for leasing portions ol the UNE-P, a provision of
the 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act.

It goes without saying that when state regulators have sct fair UNE rates, consuniers
and small businesses benefit. According lo some estimates, consumers could save $9.2
billion annually if local telcphone competition was allowed to flourish in all 50 slates.

The International Brotherhood of 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 ncw
investments...which, in turn is creating new jobs for our members.. As the U.S. Supreme
Court noted in Ferizon v. FCC, the UNE-P pricing formula has been fair, based on actual
cost and reasonabie profit."”

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

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

Sincerely.

9)

David lchwler
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January 22,2003

Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner Tt

Federal Communications Commission FEL 5 .

445 12" St., SW Bicr 2 203

Washington, DC 20554 's""bunonceme
g

Dear Commissioner Abemathy:

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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 ’ /}m ’l@\

Brian Baker
2525 Jakin Way
Suwanee, GA 30024-2989
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Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12thSt., SW

Washington, DC 20554




January 22,2003

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner g
Federal Communications Commission FEg 25

445 12" St., SW istri, 200;
Washington, DC 20554 Uhor; Contg,

Dear Commissioner Copps:

| am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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



Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

445 12th St., SW
Washington, DC 20554




February 4,2003

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Copps:

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

Fes ,
Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the bent ca% for
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to H%e@ﬁ_? ng
several options for local phone service has been proven beneficial in fostermg
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential and small business
customers — key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

| 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.

! ” . ‘."
A ngcd/ﬂ%/
Scott Kugelman

11295 Findley Chase Court
Duluth, GA 30097-1475
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February 4,2003

Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Abemathy:

| am an independent sales representative for AceeS§ Hitegrated Networks, Inc., a
competitive local telecommunications provider, PE% Ii%oghfghlike to express my

strong support for the continued growth of competition in the local phone service
marketplace. Distribution Centet

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.

| 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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February 4,2003

Michael K. Powell, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell:

I am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a
competitive local telecommunications provider, and | 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 iricionipent:carrier for
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The abilirﬁg choose among
several options for local phone service has been proven bene &Mféﬁﬂering
competition and reducing local phone bills for residential EXstrtalbhysgiss
customers — key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

| 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.

/j@ﬂ- 7W

Scott Kugelman
11295 Findley Chase Court
Duluth, GA 30097-1475
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January 22,2003

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Commissioner Martin:

1 am an employee of Access Integrated Networks, Inc., a competitive local
telecommunications provider, and | 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.

| 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.

9]

6430 Marshall Foch St.
New Orleans, LA 70124-3920
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Totally Wireless

23445 AiA. IWY 24 Ste #3
Trinity, Alabama 35673
256-5350-5346€ voice
256-750-5347 tax
totz'lywirelessal@direcway.com

February 4, 2003

Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission

445 12°*St., SW RS R

Washington, DC 20554 '
Oi F@ 26 20p;

Dear Commissioner Martin: 'smbuﬁon Co

| am an independent sales representative for Access Integiaied Networks, Inc., a
competitive local telecommunications provider, and | would like to express my
stror:g sunport 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.

| 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 cnmpetitive carriers like Access provide to residential
and small business customers and do nat 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 M. 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., SW

Washington, DC 20554
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tally Wireless
Wading gaus Lofe Fimpte”
23445 ALA. HWY 24 Ste #3
Trinity, Alabama 35673
256-350-5346 voice
256-350-5347 fax
totallywirelessalOdirecway.com

February 4,2003

Michael K. Powell, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" St., SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell: FEg 25
2ay

4
| am an independent sales representative for Access Integrated Netws&f%"‘lﬂﬁ
competitive local telecoinimunications providrr, and | would like to e:ipress my
strong supnacr for the poidaued growth of otipativion in the tocal phone service
marketplace

Access and similar companies provide an alternative to the incurabent carrier for
local telephone service at very competitive prices. The ability to choose among
several optivna for loe.al phone service has been provern beneficial in fostering
competition and reducing local phone bills for residerntial and small business
customers — key goals of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

| understand that the FCC is on the verge of changing the ‘rules’ - effeciively
removing consumers' ability to choose their local phone service 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 #=-rot gliminate the availability of choice in
favor of areturn to higher prlces and a re monopohzatlon of the local piione
service market:

Thank you.
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Shelley M. Graham d/b/a Totally Wireless * * " =5
23445 Ala. Hwy 24 Ste #3
Trinity, Alabama 35671 -
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http://totallywirelessalOdirecway.com

23445 AL HWY 24 STE #3

TRINITY, AL 35673

Michael K.Paowel, Chairman :

Federal Communications Commissions, h\\’?‘

445 12th St.,SW o
‘ashington, DC 20554 ¥
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Totally Wireless
Weding gant Lfe Gimple”

23445 ALA. HWY 24 Ste #3
Trinity, Alabama 35673
256-350-5346 voice
256-350-5347 fax
totaliywirelessal@direcway.com

February 4, 2003

Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Federal Communications Commission A
445 12" St., SW Oy,

Washington, DC 20554 1?5325
Vi 2003
Dear Commissiornier Coppa: ‘Striby fon Cone
) {v

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

Access and simila: coinpanies provide an alteriative to the incumbent carrier for
local telephoiie servic: aw very competitive prices. The ability to choose among
several optious for loval phone service has been proven beneficial ir fostering
competition aid reducing local phone bills for residential aied smali business
customers — key goals of tiwe Teleconumunicavions Act of 1996.

| understand that the FCC is on tine 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. - Yo T

Thank you S
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Shelley M. Graham d/bia Totally Wireless =
23445 Ala. Hwy 24 Ste #3
Trinity, Alabama 35673
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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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