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i-rbruary 13,2003 

k l r  Michael Powcll 
Chairman. Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 21h Strcct SW 
Washingron, DC. 20553 
fax  202-41 8-0232 

Iku Mr Powell 

I a1111 wnting to you 10 evprcss my disappoinhncnt over the postponerncnt by the FCC in 
coinplcting its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. OUT industq has 
:d ITCady seen hundrcds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have destroyed the livelihood of nrany 
working families. Herr in Siltcon Valley, thousands ofjobs have been lost. and cach day of 
iniiclim by rhe FCC thr toll gets higher 

I urge you to act on this matter of great imporlance 10 both consuniers and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and halanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonable prices. universal service, as 
well as competition. 

Sinccrcly, 
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Fcbruary 1?,2UO3 

41r. Michacl Powell 
Chatman, Fedma1 Communications Commission 
445 1 Z'h Srrcct SW 
Washington, DC 20553 
iau 202-418-0232 

Dear bir. Powcll: 

1 mi writing to you to express my disappointinen1 ovcr the postponement by thc FCC in 
completing its tnennial review of the Telccommunications Act of 1996, Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which liave dcstroyed the livelihood ofmmy 
ujorking h n i l i a s .  Here in Silicon Vallcy, thousands ofjobs havc been I O S I .  and each day or 
inactinn by the FCC rhc toll gets higher. 

1 urge you to act on this matter of sca t  importancc to both consumers aid workers alike. Please 
do so in a Lair and balanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonable prices, universal service. as 
well as compcritinn 

Sincerely. 

Name 

P . 0 2  

upciuTi29 
ofl- CI dgm 
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Febi-uary 13, 2003 

Mr. Michacl Powcll 
Chainnnan, Fedcral Conununications Commission 
445 1 21h Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20533 
fcix 202-31 8-0232 

l k a r  Mr. Powell 

I am writing to you lo  express my disappointment over the postponemcnt by t h e  FCC in 
completing its tncnnial review of the Telecommunications Act or 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which liavc destroyed the livelihood of marly 
\vorking families. Here in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjohs have been lost, and each day of 
inacrion by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urge you to acl on this matter of great importance to both consumers and workers alike. Pleasc 
do so i n  a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, rcasonclble prices, univcrsal servlcc, as 
well as cornpctition. 

S inc err ly. 

--- 
Address 
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rehrlt.uy 13, 2003 

hlr Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
$45 12''' Street S W  
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 3  
rxx 202-4 I 8.0232 

Dear blr. Powell: 

I am wntlng to you to cxpress my disappointment over Ihc postponcnlent by the 'FCC in 
cempleting its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have deswoyed the livelihood of many 
working families. H e r e  in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have becn lost, and each day of 
inxi ion by the FCC the toll gcts higher. 

I urge you to act on this rnaltrr of great importance to both consumers and workers ahke Please 
Jo  so 111 a fair cmd balanced rn'vltler lhat  promotes jobs, reasonable prices. univcrsal service. 3s 
wcll as competition. 
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Fcbtuai~y 13. 2003 

Mr. Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 Street S W  
Washington. DC, 20553 
fax 202-41 8-0232 

Dcar Mr. Powell: 

I un wnling to you lo cxpress my disappointment over Ihc postpnnerncnr by the FCC in 
cuntplcring its tncnnial review o f  the Telecommunications A c t  of 1996~ Our industry has 
f l ~ r ~ d y  seen hurrdreds of thousands ofjohs lost, which have desrroycd the livelihood ofrnany 
workins Carnilies. Here in Silicon Vallcy, thousands ofjobs have been lost, and each day of 
i n x i i o n  hy the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urge you to x t  on this rnaller of great importance to both consumers and workers iilikc. Please 
do 50 in a fair and balanced manner that promotes johs, rcasonahle prices, univcrsal service. as 
wcII as cornpetition. 

Sincerely, 

Address 

ope1u#29 
a t l - c i d g n  
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February 13, 2003 

Mr. Michael Powell 
Chairman, Fcderal Communications Commission 
445 12'" Street S\V 
Washington, DC 20553 
fax 202-41 8-0232 

I dni writing to you to express my disappointment over the postponement by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of the Telecomunicalions Act o f  1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds orthousands of jobs lost, which have destroyed the livelihood ofmany 
working raniilies. Hcre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have been lost, and each day of 
inaction by thc FCC thc toll gets higher. 

1 urge you to act on this niattcr of greul importance lo both consumers and workers dike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced rn'mer that promotes jobs, reasonable pnccs, universal service, as 
wcll  as compctition. 

Sincerely. 

opeii1#23 
a fl-cioigm 
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Fcbnmry 13, 2003 

bfr. Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Cnmmunicuions Commission 
445 12”’ Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 2U2-41s-0232 

Dear Mr Powell 

1 am writing to you to express my disappointment over thc postponement b y  the FCC in 
completing its triennial rcview of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands of jobs lost, which have destroyed the livelihood of many 
working families. Here in Silicon Valley. thousands of jobs have been lost, and each day of 
in.iclion by the FCC thc toll gcts higher. 

I urge you to act on this matter of grcat inlportance to both consumers and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices, universal service. as 
well a s  competition. 

Sincercly. 

Name 

opeiuX29 
atl-cio/gm 
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Mr Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Cornmisslon 
445 12"' Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 202-418-0232 

I am writing to you to express my disappoinlmcnr over the postponerneiit by the FCC in 
completing its tneiinial review of the Telecornrntinications Act o f  1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds o f  thousands ofjobs lost, which have dsstroyed the livclihood ofmany 
working hmiliss~ Hcre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjohs havc bcsn lost, and cach day of 
jmclion hy thc FCC the toll gets higher. 

1 urge you to act an this matter of grcat irnporlancc to both consiimcrs and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jabs, rcasonahle pnccs, universal servicc, 3s 
=ell 3s competition. 

Smcrrely,  

Addrcss 
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February 13, 2003 

Mr ,Michael Powcll 
Chairman, Federal Cnmmunications Commission 
44.5 I 2'h Street s\v 
Wshington,  DC 20553 
1:m 202-418-0232 

Dear Mr Powell: 

I un writing to you lo cxpress my disappointment over thc postponerncnt by the FCC in 
completing its tncnnial revicw of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
dlrcady seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have destroyed 1112 livcllhood ofmany 
woi~king i'aniilics. l-lert: in Silicon Valley. thousands ofjobs have becn lost, and each day of 
inaction by the FCC the toll gets highcr. 

I urge you to XI on this matter of grcat importance to both consumers and workers alike. Pleasc 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices. universul service, as 
well as competition- 

Sincerely, 

opeiu#2 9 
afl-cio/gln 
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Frbruary 13. 2003 

Mr. ,Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Strect SM' 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fa 202-418-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I am writing 10 you to express m y  disappointment over t h e  postponement by thc FCC in 
completing its triennial review ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
dlrcady seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which h a v e  dcstroyed [he livelihood of many 
!$orking families. 1 lere in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs havc been losl, and each day of 
i i ixt ion by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

1 urgc you to act on this matter o f  great importancc to both consumers and workers alike. Plcase 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices, universal scrvice, as 
wcll ;is compctitInn. 

Sincerely. 

upciu#29 
a R -c ioigiii 
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February 13,2003 

tvlr hl I c hael P o w  I I 
Chairni'm, Federal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Strcct S W 
Washington, DC 20553 
fax 202-41 8-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

I am writing to you to express my disappointment over thc postponemcnt by the  FCC in 
completing its tncruiial revicw of thc Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
alrcsdy seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have destroyed the livclihood ofmany 
working familics. I [ere in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have bccn lost, and cach day or 
inaction by thc FCC the toll gcts higher. 

I urge you to act on this mattcr of great importance to both consumers and workcrs  alike^ Plcase 
do so in a fair and halanced manner thar promotes jobs, reasonable pnccs, universal scrvice, as 

well as conipetition. 

Sincerely. 

Name 

opc1u#29 
3 n- c 1o/gm 
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Fcbruary 13. 2003 

“vir. Michacl Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 1 2Ih Street SW 
Washington, DC 20553 
<ax 202-418-0232 

Oerlr Mr. Powcll: 

i dm writing to you to express my disappointment ovcr the postponement by thc FCC iii 
completing its rriciinial rcview of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
dlrcndy seen hundrcds of lhousands orjobs lost, which have destroyed the livelihood of many 
working families. Herc in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjohs havc been lost. mnd each day of 
inaction by the FCC the loll gets higher. 

1 urse you to act on this matter of great Importance LO both consumers and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanccd manncr that promotes jobs, reasonablc prices. univcrsal service‘, as 
ucll as competition. 

Sincerely, 

~~- .- 

Address 

opc1u+29 
afl-cio/gm 
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February 13, 2003 

blr Michael Powell 
Chairman, Fedcral Communications Commission 
345 I2* Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 202-4184232 

Dcar M r ~  Po~~cl ! :  

I m writing to you to exprzss m y  disappointrnenl over the postponemenl by rhc FCC in 
complcting its triennial review ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already secn hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost. which have destroycd the livelihood of many 
warkmg families. Here in Silicon Valley. thousands ofjobs have heen lost, and each day of 
inaction by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urgc you to a c ~  on this niattcr of great importancr to both consuiiiers and workers alike. Pleasc 
do so in R fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices, univcrsal service, as 
well s compctition. 

Si nc arcly, 

opsiu#79 
afl-cio/grn 
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February 13, 2003 

blr. .Michael Powell 
Chainnan, Federal Cc 
445 Strcct SW 

itions Commission 

Wdshington. DC. 20553 
iay 202-318-0232 

12rar Mr. Powcll: 

I am writing 10 you to express m y  disappointmcnt over the postponement by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of the Tclcconimunicarions Act of 1936. Our industry has 
alrcady seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost. which have destroycd the livelihood of many 
working familics. Hzrc in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have been lost. and each day of  
1nacfion by t h e  FCC the toll gets highcr. 

I urgc you tn act on this matter of great importance to both consumers .and workers alike. Please 
do so in 3 fair and balanced manner (hat promoles jobs, reasonable prices, universal servicc, as 
well as competition. 

Sinccrcly, 

Name 

opeIu#29 
aH-cioigm 
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Mr Michael Powcll 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 12''' Street SW 
Washington. DC. 20553 
fax 202-418-0232 

Dear Mr.  Powell: 

I iini writing to you to express my disappointment over the postpoiiernent by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands of jobs lost, which have destroycd the livelihood ofmany 
working families. Here in Silicon Valley, thousruids ofjobs have been lost, and each day of 
inaction by rhc FCC the toll gcts higher. 

I urge you to act on this inattcr of great importance to both consumers and workers alike. Pleasc 
do so in a fair and balanced m m s r  that promotesjobs, reasonable prices, universal scwice, as 
well as  competition^ 

Stncereiy. 

Address 
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Fcbruary 13, 2003 

Mr. Michael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communi 
445 I 2Ih Street SW 
Washington, [IC. 20553 
lax 7U2-418-0232 

ations Commissio 

Dear Mr. Powell- 

1 am writing to you 10 express my disappointment over the postponement by the FCC in 
completing It5 triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
alrcady seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have deslroycd the livelihood of many 
working ihmilies~ Hcre in Silicon Valley, thoussnds ofjobs have heen lost, and each day of 
lnaclion by the FCC (hc toll gets higher. 

I u r g  you to act on this iniltler of great importance to both consumers a d  workers alike. Please 
do SD in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonable prices, universal service, as 
wcll as compctition. 

Sincercly, 

.- 

.4ddress 

opeiu#29 
sfl-cioigni 
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February 13, 2003 

Mr Michael Powcll 
Chairman. Federal Communications Commission 
145 I 2 O '  Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
rax 202-418-0232 

D s x  Mr. pow ell^ 

1 iun wiitmg to yotr to exprcss my disappointrncnt over (he postporienicnt by the FCC in 
inmplcting i t s  triennlal review ofthe Tclecomrnitnications Act of 1396. Our industry has 
already sccn hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have destroycd the livclihood olmany 
working Lunilies. Here in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have becn lost, and cach day or 
inac,tron by thc FCC thc toll gets higher. 

I urge you to act on This matter of s c a t  importance to both consumers and workcrs alike. Plcase 
do so in 3 fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices. universal scmice, as 
wel! as cornpctition. 

Sincerely. 

P .  17 

Address 
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Fehruary 13, 2003 

X k  Michael Powell 
Chairman, Fcderal Communications Commission 
445 12Ih Street Sw 
Washington, DC 20553 
fax 302-41 8-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

1 nm writing to you to express my disappointment over thc postponmcnt by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our indusiry has 
already scen hundreds of thousands of jobs lost, which have dcstroyed thc livelihood of many 
working families Hcre in SIlIcon Valley, thousands ofjobs havc been I O S L .  and each day of 
inaction h y  the FCC thc toll get5 higher. 

I urge you to act on this mattcr of y e a t  importance to both consumers and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonablc pricas, univcrsal service, as 
well as competition. 

Sincerely. 

P.  1 8  

Addrcss 
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Fcbrury I ? .  2003 

Mr lMtchael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 1ZLh Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 102-4 18.0232 

Dear M r .  Powell: 

1 am wntmg to you to cxpress my disappointmcnt over the postponement by the FCC in 
zomplcting its Incnnial rcview ot'the Tclccommunications Act of 1996 Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands of jobs lost, which have dcstroyed the livelihood of many 
working farnilits H a c  in Silicon Valley, thousands orjobs hdvc been lost, and each day of 
inacrion hy the FCC the toll gets higher. 

1 urge you to act on ths matter of great imporlance to both constimers and workers alike. Pleasc 
do so i n  a fair and halanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonahlc prices, universal scrvice, as 
well as competition. 

Sincsrcly. 

Address 

opeiue29 
Jfl-ClO/gllnl 
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February 13, 2003 

.Mr Michael Powell 
Chairman, Fcdcral Communications Commissioii 
445 121h Street SW 
Washingon, DC. 20353 
h x  202-41 8-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell: 

1 mi writing !o you to express my disappointment over thc postponement by the FCC in  
completing its triennial review or the  Telecommunications Act of 1796. Our industry has 
alrcndy seen hundreds of thousands of jobs lost, which have destroycd the livelihood of many 
working fmilies. Here in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have heen lost, and each day of 
inaction hy rhc FCC Ihc toll gets higher. 

I urge you to act on this inattcr of great importance la both ConsiiInms and workers alikc. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonable prices, universal service. OS 
well as competition. 

Siiiccrcly, 

Name 

Address 

opeiur29 
nfl-cio/gm 
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February 13,2003 

.Mr Michael Powcll 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 I 21h Strret SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 202-318-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell 

I am wnting to you to express my disappointment over the postponement by thc FCC in 
Lornpleting its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which havc destroyed thc livelihood of many 
woi.king hni l ies .  Hcre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs havc bcen lost, and cach day o r  
inaction by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urgc you to act 011 this matter of grcat irnpoflancc to both consumers and workers alike. Plcasc 
30 su in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reassonablc prices, univcrsal senice, as 
well as competition, 

Slncrrcly, 

Add cess 

opeiuX29 
afl-clo/gm 
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Fcbruary 13, 2003 

Mr. Michacl Powell 
Ch~irman, Federal Communications Commission 
445 t21h Strect S W  
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax -702-41 8-U212 

Dcar Mr .  Powell- 

1 writing to you  to express my disappointment over the postponcrnent by chc FCC in 
completing trs triennial review ofthe Telecommunicatjons Act o f  1996. Our induslry has 
already sccn hundrcds of thousands o i jobs  lost, whch have destroyed the livclihood of many 
working families Hcrc in Silicon Valley, thousands oijobs have bccn lost, and cach day of  
inaction hy thc FCC [he toll gets  higher^ 

1 urge you to act on this mattcr of great importance to both consumers and workers alike. Plcase 
do so in a fair and balanced m m e r  that promotes jobs, reasonablc prices, univcrsal service, 3s 
well as competition. 

Sincerely, 

Addrcss 

opeiu#29 
afl-cioigrn 
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Mr. Michael Powell 
Chamnan, Federal Communications Commission 
345 Strcet SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
ljx 20?-418-0232 

Dear blr. Powell: 

I im writing to you lo express my disappointment ovcr the postponcment by the FCC in 
ci~mplcting its triennial review oCthe .Telecommunications Act of  1996. Our industry has 
,tlrcddy seen hundrcds o f  Ihousands orjobs lost, which have destroyed the livelihood of many 
working Families. Here in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have bccn lost, and each day of 
inachon by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urge you to act on this mattcr o f  great imporlmcc to both consumers and workers alikc. Please 
d o  so iii a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonablc prices, iiniversal servicc, as 
well as competition. 

Sincerely, 

Addrcss 

opei uk29 
afl-cio/gm 
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February 13.2003 

Mr Llichncl Powell 
Chairman, Federal Cominunications Commission 
445 12Ih Str ret  S W  
Washington, DC 20533 
im 202 41 8-0232 

Dcar Mr Powcll 

1 mi writing to you to express m y  disappointmznl over the postponeinmr by thc FCC in 
completing i t s  tricmiial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already secn hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have destroycd the livelihood of many 
working familics. I-Icre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have been lost, and each day 01 
inaction by the FCC the loll gcts higher. 

I urgc you to act on this matter of g c a t  importance to both coiisiimcrs and workers alikc. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manlier that promotcsjobs, rcasonablc prices. universal servicc. as 
wrll as cornpetifion. 

Sinccrcly, 

r '7 A L A Z A K  CT 

. 

- 
Address 



Feb-14-03 06:09 
P . 2 5  

February 13,2003 

M r .  LMichael Powell 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
345 12Ih Street SW 
Washington. DC. 20553 
fax 202-4 18-07 32 

Dcar Mr. Powell: 

I .un writing 10 you to exprcss my disappointment aver Ihc postponemenl by thc FCC in 
completing its triennial review of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
dreadn).- seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs losl, which have deslroycd the livelihood of many 
working faniilics. J~Irre in Silicon Vallcy, thousands orjobs have been lost, and each day 01 
inilct~on by [he FCC' the toll gets higher. 

I urge YOLI to act on  [his matter of s c a t  imporlancc to both consumers and workers alikc. Please 
do so in a f i r  and balanced manner that promotes jobs, rsasonablepnces, universal servicc, as 
well as competition 

Sincerely, 

opeiu#29 
afl-cio/gm 
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hlr Michacl Powel I 
Chmman, Federal Communications Commission 
435 I2Ih Strcct SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 202-418-0232 

Drar  M r ~  Powell: 

I am writing to you to express my disappointment over lhc postpone~nenl by thc FCC in 
completing i t s  triennial review of the Telccommunications Act of 1036. Our industry has 
already seen hundrcds of thousands ofjohs lost. which have destroycd the livelihood of many 
work ing  raniilies~ Hcre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have bem lost. and each day of 
inaction by the FCC thc toll gets highcr. 

1 urge you to act on this mattn ofgreat importance to both consiirncrs and workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs. reasonable pnccs, universal servicc, as 
well as  competihon. 

Sincnely,  

, . ,  
Addrcss 

opriu#29 
atl-cio/gm 
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Fehrmry 13,2003 

M r .  Michael Powcll 
Chainnan, Federal Communications Commissioii 
415 12” Street SW 
Washington, D C ~  20553 
fax 202-41 8-0232 

Dear Mr. Powell 

I am writing to you to express my disappointment over lhc postponement by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of h c  Telecommunications Act of 199G. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which have deslroycd the livelihood of many 
working raniilies. Hcre in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs have heen lost, and each day of 
inaction by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urge you to act on this m a m r  of great importance to both consunicrs m d  workers alike. Please 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, rcasonahle pnccs, universal service, as 
wcll as compctitioii. 

Sinccrcly. 

Address 

opciu#29 
afl-cioigm 
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Fcbmary 13, 2003 

Mr. :Michael Powcll 
Chairman, Federal Communications Commission 
435 Street SW 
Washington, DC. 20553 
fax 202-41 8-0232 

Dcar AMr. Pomcll: 

I am writing to you to express my disappointment over the postponcment by the FCC in 
completing its triennial review of thc Telecommunications Act of 1996. Our industry has 
already seen hundreds of thousands ofjobs lost, which havc destroyed the livelihood o f  many 
working fainilics. Here in Silicon Valley, thousands ofjobs havc been lost. and cach day of 
inaction by the FCC the toll gets higher. 

I urge you 10 act on this matter o f  great Importance lo both consumers and workers alike. Plcnsc 
do so in a fair and balanced manner that promotes jobs, reasonable prices, univcrsal service, as 
well as competition. 

Sinccrely, 

opeiu#29 
atl -cia/ gni 



COMMISSIONER KEVIN J MARTIN 2-19-03 
FEDERAL COMMUMCATIONS COMMISSION 
445 12% ST SW 
WASmGTON. D.C 20554 

DEAR COMMISSIONER MARTIN, 

I AM WRITING YOU TO STRONGLY REQUEST THAT YOU VOTE AGAINST 

COMMISSION MEETING I WOULD LIKE TO STATE TO YOU SOME TRUE FACTS 
CHAIRMAN P O W U  AND IN FAVOR OF CLEC'S AND UNE-P'S AT TOMORROW'S 

1)THE FEDERAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS ACT OF 1996 CREATED 100's OF N E W  
SMALL AN> NOW MID SIZED BUSINESSES 

2)THOSE BUSMESSES SUPPORT MANY MORE BUSINESSES BY BUYTNG 
FURNITURE, COMPUTERS, FAXES, RENTING SPACE, AND BUYING OFFICE 
SUPPLIES 

3)THOSE BUSINESSES H A E  HIRED TENS OF THOUSANDS OF EMPLOYEES 

4)THOSE BUSMESSES AND EMPLOYEES PAY TAXES AND BECAUSE THEY ARE 
WORKING USE LESS GOVERNMENT SERVICES(WELFARE AND FOOD S T M S )  

5)THESE CLEC'S AND UNEP'S ARE SAVING 10 hlTLLION AMERICANS M O m Y  
FROM THE BELL'S OVER CHARGING 

6)THESE CLEC'S AND UNE-P'S ACTUALLY MAKE THE BELLS MONEY BY 
COLLECTING PAYMENT uP-rn0N-r FROM CUSTOMERS WHO OTHERWISE WOULD 
NOT BE ABLE TO AFFORD PHONE SERVICE. THIS IS ALSO A SOURCE OF REVENUE 
TO THE BELLS 

7)THE BELL'S ONLY WANT A MONOPOLY SO THEY CAN 0VF.RCHARGE LOW AND 
MIDDLE INCOME CUSTOMERS. 



S)THE ONLY BENEFIT BELL’S “POSITION” HAS IS MAKING THEIR STOCKHOLDERS 
RICH AT THE EXPENSE OF MELIONS OF AMERICANS. 

AGALN, PLEASE VOTE IN FAVOR OF THE CLEC’S, UNE-P’S, AND MILLIONS OF 
CONSUMERS 

PLEASE VOTE FOR RIGHTS OF MILLIONS ORDINARY AMERICAN VOTERS AND 
NOT A SMALL GROUP OD RICH STOCKHOLDERS. 

P 0 BOX 14265 
MONROE, LA 7 I2 
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From: Andrew Pachmayer 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: UNE-P Rates 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 

Dear Commissioners: 

My name is Andrew Pachmayer and I am a first level manager with SBC in 
Michigan. I manage 20 technicians in a Central Office environment. 

I am writing to you today regarding the upcoming decisions you have about 
the UNE-P rates 

I realize that as I write this it will appear that I have a bias towards the 
RBOCs based on the fact that I work for one. However, I hope to illustrate 
my points not only as an employee of an RBOC but also as a consumer. 

When I began working the in the telecommunications industry I had a very 
basic understanding as to what it takes to provide dial tone to consumers. 
Since then I have a much greater understanding and appreciation of each 
individual component that is involved in providing the consumer with dial 
tone. 

One of my biggest concerns is that the average consumer does not know what 
it takes to provide dial tone. I have read numerous editorials from 
individuals that try and claim that competition is finally working in the 
telecommunications industry Yet from where I sit I cannot comprehend how 
competition exists when a company is forced to lease its line to a 
competitor that does not have to invest any capital in the service. It is 
still the RBOCs responsibility to maintain the service. In most 
industries, if a company wants to re-badge a product to sell as their own, 
they have to negotiate an agreement with the producer of the service so it 
is beneficial for both parties. This currently does not happen in the 
telecommunications industry based on the UNE-P structure. 

I would like to point out that I am in favor of competition as I feel it 
will create innovation in the industry It will also ultimately benefit 
consumers through not only lower phone bills, but also with better phone 
service. However, to be able to have innovation in an industry the 
competition has to be real. The only way this will occur is when CLECs 
have to make investments into the network in order to provide service. More 
investment into a network means real options for consumers, more options for 
consumers mean more innovation in the nehvork, and more innovation in the 
network means better service for the consumer. 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy, Michael Copps, KM KJMWEB, Commissioner 

Fri. Feb 14, 2003 7:59 PM -, .- ! , ' 
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Here are a few questions I would like to ask based on the current UNE-P 
structure. 

1. What incentive does a RBOC have to invest in new technology, for example 
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fiber to the home, if they will have to turn around and lease their lines to 
a CLEC at a regulated lease rate? 

2.  If a consumer chooses to leave a RBOC for a competitor, why is the RBOC 
required to vacate the facilities within three days, yet if a consumer 
chooses to leave a CLEC to go back to an RBOC, the CLEC is allowed to keep 
leasing the line whether it is being used or not? 

One example I have is where a small college chose to come back to 
SBC and the CLEC did not release the facilities back to SBC until we 
had placed new plant into the ground in order to give the customer 
service. The UNE-P shows states that as long as the CLEC leases the 
line they do not have to have sewice on it and this shows me that 
if a CLEC can afford to lease a line without actually selling a 
service on it that the rate is too low. 

3. How would you explain to consumers of the RBOCs that are frustrated 
with their service repair durations when we have to work on our competitors 
lines first to maintain parity? What other industry is set up where a 
business cannot work on their own customers services first? 

4 .  Finally how will the FCC respond, if based on the current market 
conditions that further layoffs are necessary by the RBOCs, which in turn 
would reduce the workforce of the CLECs? Are the RBOCs going to be fined 
because they had to let people go due to declining revenue, which in turn 
could cause longer durations to consumers of the CLECs? 

I know that there is a lot of information out there and parties involved 
when it comes to determining the proper regulatory environment for the 
telecommunications industry, but please try and consider both the short-term 
benefits as well as the long-term benefits for the consumer and the 
industry. I know that I am not an expert but I do feel that real 
competition needs to occur in order for the industry to rebound. This will 
ultimately lead to better service and deals for consumers. 

Thank you for your time. 

Andrew C. Pachmayer 
apachmayer@hotmail.com 

The new MSN 8: advanced junk mail protection and 2 months FREE* 
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail 

mailto:apachmayer@hotmail.com
http://join.msn.com/?page=features/junkmail


Sharon Jenkins - UNE-P Rates Paon 1 

From: Andrew Pachmayer 
To: 
Adelstein 
Date: 
Subject: UNE-P Rates 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 

Dear Commissioners: 

My name is Andrew Pachmayer and I am a first level manager with SBC in 
Michigan. I manage 20 technicians in a Central Office environment. 

I am writing to you today regarding the upcoming decisions you have about 
the UNE-P rates. 

I realize that as I write this it will appear that I have a bias towards the 
RBOCs based on the fact that I work for one. However, I hope to illustrate 
my points not only as an employee of an RBOC but also as a consumer. 

When I began working the in the telecommunications industry I had a very 
basic understanding as to what it takes to provide dial tone to consumers. 
Since then I have a much greater understanding and appreciation of each 
individual component that is involved in providing the consumer with dial 
tone. 

One of my biggest concerns is that the average consumer does not know what 
it takes to provide dial tone. I have read numerous editorials from 
individuals that try and claim that competition is finally working in the 
telecommunications industry. Yet from where I sit I cannot comprehend how 
competition exists when a company is forced to lease its line to a 
competitor that does not have to invest any capital in the service. It is 
still the RBOCs responsibility to maintain the service. In most 
industries. if a company wants to re-badge a product to sell as their own, 
they have to negotiate an agreement with the producer of the service so it 
is beneficial for both parties. This currently does not happen in the 
telecommunications industry based on the UNE-P structure. 

I would like to point out that I am in favor of competition as I feel it 
will create innovation in the industry. It will also ultimately benefit 
consumers through not only lower phone bills, but also with better phone 
service. However, to be able to have innovation in an industry the 
competition has to be real. The only way this will occur is when CLECs 
have to make investments into the network in order to provide service. More 
investment into a network means real options for consumers, more options for 
consumers mean more innovation in the network, and more innovation in the 
network means better service for the consumer. 

Here are a few questions I would like to ask based on the current UNE-P 
structure. 

1 .  What incentive does a RBOC have to invest in new technology, for example 

Mike Powell, Kathleen Abernathy. Michael Copps. KM KJMWEB. Commissioner 

Fri. Feb 14, 2003 7:59 PM 
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fiber to the home, if they will have to turn around and lease their lines to 
a CLEC at a regulated lease rate? 

2. If a consumer chooses to leave a RBOC for a competitor, why is the RBOC 
required to vacate the facilities within three days, yet if a consumer 
chooses to leave a CLEC to go back to an RBOC, the CLEC is allowed to keep 
leasing the line whether it is being used or not? 

One example I have is where a small college chose to come back to 
SBC and the CLEC did not release the facilities back to SBC until we 
had placed new plant into the ground in order to give the customer 
service. The UNE-P shows states that as long as the CLEC leases the 
line they do not have to have service on it and this shows me that 
if a CLEC can afford to lease a line without actually selling a 
service on it that the rate is too low. 

3. How would you explain to consumers of the RBOCs that are frustrated 
with their service repair durations when we have to work on our competitors 
lines first to maintain parity? What other industry is set up where a 
business cannot work on their own customers services first? 

4. Finally how will the FCC respond, if based on the current market 
conditions that further layoffs are necessary by the RBOCs. which in turn 
would reduce the workforce of the CLECs? Are the RBOCs going to be fined 
because they had to let people go due to declining revenue, which in turn 
could cause longer durations to consumers of the CLECs? 

I know that there is a lot of information out there and parties involved 
when it comes to determining the proper regulatory environment for the 
telecommunications industry but please try and consider both the short-term 
benefits as well as the long-term benefits for the consumer and the 
industry I know that I am not an expert but I do feel that real 
competition needs to occur in order for the industry to rebound. This will 
ultimately lead to better service and deals for consumers. 

Thank you for your time 

Andrew C. Pachmayer 
apachmayer@hotmail.com 
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From: Angus Dougherty 
To: Mike Powell, KM KJMWEB 
Date: Sat, Feb 15, 2003 3:31 PM 
Subject: Line Sharing 

Distinguished Commissioner Martin, 
A recent article in America' Network (by Shira Levine) stated that in your 
opinion. you would support relieving the incumbent ILEC's of their line 
sharing obligation in residential markets where the ILEC has a 
"non-dominant" high speed Internet access" position and where cable 
operators do have high speed service. 

I must go on record stating that this is a very dangerous position, 
especially when line sharing can be accomplished in the distribution network 
serving these market without using the ILEC's transmission and switching 
system. My company, AirCover Network Solutions is a Colorado company 
implementing such line sharing with the ILEC. We are a facilities based 
Internet access provider delivering very high speed, cost effective, 
Internet access to residential and small businesses in the distribution 
network. We do not depend on UNE-P network elements under debate and we are 
not dependent on the high cost of collocation or leased facilities from the 
ILEC. We access the residents and business owners service wire, under their 
authorization, at the Service Access Interface, (Pedestal) found in the 
community wire center, before the service wires enter into the ILEC's 
transmission system (electronics). We have interconnection agreements with 
the ILEC's which provide us such distribution loop line-sharing. This mode 
of line sharing enables us to provide very cost effective high speed 
Internet access to our customer's while maintaining lifeline voice service 
with their ILEC of choice. We place our own equipment in the public right Of 
ways and filter the high band frequencies from the customer's service wires 
enabling us to apply what ever high frequency technology, ADSL, ADSL+/2 
VDSL, (and more elaborate broadband technologies) on the customer's 
telephone lines and deliver symmetrical very high-speed internet access 
directly to the Internet using our owned and operated high capacity 
microwave facilities. WE ARE A COMPETITIVE FACILITIES BASED CARRIER! Because 
our customers authorize us to share their service wires, out side the ILEC's 
network, any decision to restrict line sharing at this level would be 
considered a violation of the Carterphone Act and 1984 Modified Judgment. 

Please be aware that under Federal and State Land Development Acts the local 
and state governments are given authority to manage real-estate resources. 
As a general rule over the last 100 years AT&T and the ILEC's have been 
charging land developers, on a forecasted line bases, premium rates to 
connect their transport and sub-loop systems to the distribution networks 
making up community wire centers. We as retail consumers of these homes and 
office buildings have paid dearly for these connections when we purchase a 
property. Even worse we continue to pay for this service access with high 
service and maintenance fees. And for our subsidy, the ILEC's get the 
benefit of continually declaring depreciation on our service wires as part 
of their ''facility improvements" across their entire network. whether it is 
of benefit to you and I or not! 

I feel that developer subsidies paid to the ILEC and corresponding transfer 
of cost to the purchaser of a property places the title of the first 
"quarter mile" of the service wire (local loop) , pre ILEC transmission 
system. into the jurisdiction of the consumer! Ultimately giving the 


