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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or . 

disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households me them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid d i n g  cards aie so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and miIk prices a k d y  holding fixed and low income consumas hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid senrice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone mrnpmks insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumes can make ,dls ficnn payphones or the telephones 
of h i l y  members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look far 
jobs, hunt far houses, or schedule many of the 0 t h ~  daily appoinmemts that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largm beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up Tor consumer intereds over &eorate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, I 

Commissioner Mihe1 copps 
Commissioner Kathleem Abernathy 
C o ~ s ~ o a e r  Kevin Martin 
COmmissiomr Jonathan Adelstein 
Sen;ator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chaikau Michael Powell 
Federal Communicaiioos Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minoriity communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and &ends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would intduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide, 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying -in-sta&z” access charges and oth& fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Maoy Latinos, particularly those on fad imornes or those 
esiablishing a credit histoty, bank accounts and other means necessary to subsmibe to local 
telephone senice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set &€ortiable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone Service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calk, 
destroying the Urility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect sucb charges, even when they do not sell the calling card tty a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid caalling card 

% services. 

CCS; Commissioner Michael Cows 
Commissioner Kathleen Abcrnatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

’ senator 
Congressperson . 
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July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking fbr a job or affordable housing to staying in . 

touch with family and fiends, But pcnding before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new cbarges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

J understand that the FCC is considering app€ying “in-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particular?) those on f i i  incomes or those 
establisliing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone sewice, rely upon these prepaid calling c a d s  to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others9face similar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be IeA without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

’ 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepsid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers, Allowing the large, l o d  
telephone cmpanics to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these Sentices substantidly less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse lo impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

-) 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 

’ Conpssperson 



07/14/2004 0 8 : 3 3  FAX ____ ..___ . -.-. @lO01/017 

July 7,2004 

Chaikan Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C Docket No. 03-1 33 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority co,mmunitjes rely upon Iow-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, &om looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in, 
touch with family and fiiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that w d d  btmiuce 
new charges and fkes upon services upon which we depend, immediately harmkg milIians of 
btinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fecs on 
certain prepaid calling card swims.  Many Latinos, particularly those on f& incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to Id 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior c h s ,  and others face similar chdenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consume~s 
could, quite literally, be lefi without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will d u d y  harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling ca~& to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the &ling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these sewices substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refhe to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Capmissioner Kathleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
senator 
Conjgessperson 

, 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th stre S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards: Be-paid calling cards am so pmvafent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. Xn padcular, many low-income 
households who we on fvred inncomes depend entirely upoa prepaid servico because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hew deposit requiremeats that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid wds, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the atbed daily appointments that we all have. 

T simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest relepbone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC sbodd stnnd up for consumer inter- over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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Jaly 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th StreeG S.W. 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new acccss charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their comunities., 

The Latino community is p ~ ’ c u 1 ~ ~ y  sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. ]Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixcd and low income ccmsurners hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In parti~ul~~r, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid wryice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that I d  phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls *om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “wnnaW’ as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appoinlmem that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interm over e o ~ o r a t e  gah by keeping 
aff‘ordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner uichael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4-45 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities. 

The Latho community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino househoIds use them. Indeed, half of the households ~9th incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices alteady holding fbred and low borne consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on Gxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid SBTVice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hdty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  pqphones or the telepboncs 
of family members and neigbbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on ~ e s c  cards. 
Some o f  the nation's largest telephone companies would be the large$ beneficitvies of.such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up for consumer interests over coiporate gak by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

@004/017 

ccs: commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Co&ssioner Kevin Martin 

Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

' Cornmissioner Jonathan Addstein 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
4-45 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

@l005/017 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fw upon prepaid d i n g  cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvmtagd individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino communjty i s  particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, haIf of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- Pre-paid calling car& are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone Service costs as well, IM pdcular, many low-income 
households who 
meet the credit ding or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, cons'umers can make calls from payphones of the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We c8n use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for , 

jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we ail have. 

on fad incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cardg, 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be lhe largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interesb over e0r;Pornte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

A / L  

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
'Commissioner Kathleen Ab- 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein, 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 

. Commissioner Kevin Martin 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 . 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling &rd 
services. 

Miaorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and militmy , 

families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit for local telephone ’ 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid card may be the only option tbey have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable bousing, make e doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged arm, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices ofthese cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable aItmative to.regular and 
wireless telephone swices. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other f e s  on pre-paid cards. The fees would b e 1  directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden would fall squarely upon those consumers that cqn least a f h d  to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the bemefrts Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on Amelican consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Mchael C q p s  
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
SefiatM 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powdl 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman PowelI, 

I am writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
fmilies rely upon calling card services for a variety o f  needs. Many of these mmumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or the means to pay a large deposit foi local telephone 
service. For these consumers, a prepsid card may be the only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for effordable housing, make a doctor’s appoiniment, or 
stay in touch with famiIy and fiiends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economicaIly disadvantaged areas, consUmerS literally 
risk being disconnected ifthe prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispcnsablc to consumer groups because they are an affmdable a l t d c  to regular and 
wireless telephone smiccs. 

But such price hikes are preciseIy what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state’’ access charges 
and other few on pre-paid cards: The fees would h e 1  directIy to large local telephone 
companies while the burdm would fall squarely upon those consumers that can least afford to 
bear it, 

Adding access charges to be paid to local telephone companies will substantially hcreise the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other cammunities gain 
fiom these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fm. 

Sincerely, 
& b & U  

1x5: Commissioner Michael Copps 
’ Commissioner Kathleen A b e r n e  
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissjoner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chaiman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission ' 

445 12th s t r e  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chaiman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access ckges /and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in the+ communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with Incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid &ling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money- 

simply drive up h e  cost for minority 'or 

I 

Withdgas and milk prices already holding fixed +d low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs B;S well. Jn particular, many low-income 
households who ace on faed incomes depead e v l y  upon prepaid &ce because they carmot 
meet &e credit rating or hefty deposit requiremys that local phone mpanies  insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers;c8n make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use tpese cards to stay "connected" as w e  look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of tbc other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC wou$ impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some oftlie nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaties of such 
charges. The FCC sbould stand up €or consumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid railing cards a priority. 

i 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Ktvin Marti0 . 

Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senatm 
Senator 
Congresspersan 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th sir* S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges arid fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
dkadvataged individuals to stay in touch h their communities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any price increase far prspaid d i n g  cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use~em. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid Galling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi& prices alreaay holding fixed and Iow income consumers hostage, we should 
not be k e d  with rising teIephom service costs as well. In partioular, many low -mcomc . 
houehokIs who are on fjxed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid suvice because they m o t  
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid ositds, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the teIephoncs 
of fbmii members and neighbors. W e  c8n use these cards to stay ”comccted” as we Iwk fw 
jobs, hunt for houses, or wbeduIe many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telepbone companies +odd be the largest beneficiaries o f  such 
charges. The FCC should stand np for mnsmner intelrsts over coiporate gab by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority- ’ 

comm&sioner KathZetm Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin uartin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
S€%katOp 

Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

003 /014  

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sbeef S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should oot imposa new access charges and fecs upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply &be up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in theiu communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino bouseholds use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below S20,OOO have used prepaid cards. Prepaid cdling cards are so prevalent in part becam 
they save consumers money. 

With gas. and milk prices already holding k e d  and low income c o n s ~ e r s  hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In patticular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thy cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone COmpafLies insist upon before 
get&inp a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt fm houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that &e all have. 

1 simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wouId impose new charges and fkes on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FcC should shad up for consumer interests over cor’porate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a prio~4ty. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kidlleen Abemahy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Sexlator 
senaior 

,Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should oot impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost €or minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch ia their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase far pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaidcards. &paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices atoady holding fnrea and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depemd entirely upon m a i d  sewice becaw they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit rtgUirtments that local phone Companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumm can make calls hxn  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmeats that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargs imd fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
cbarges. The FCC should hand up for consumer interes&~ over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: commissioner ~ i o L e 1  ~ o p p s  
Commissioner Kathlm Abemathy 
Commiesioner Kevin h h t i n  
Commissioner J o m h  Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to a c m e  the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community i s  particularly sensitive to any pdce increase for pre-paid calling cafds; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Re-paid calling cards are so prevalent .in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas ;and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with tising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-incorn 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entire& upon prcpaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone compania insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumem can make calls frwa payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ''connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interm over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordabIe prepaid calling cards P priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs; Commissioner M i c b 1  copps 
Commissioner KathIeen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commissjon 
4-45 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new mess charges and fees upm prepaid d i n g  O ~ S .  If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wilI simply drive up the cost fir minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is pmticularly sensitive to any price increase fm'pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% o f  htino households use them. Indeed, half of tbe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so pvalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

wi131 gas and milk prices already holding futd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. h particular, many low-income 
households who are on frjred incomes &pnd entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that l d  phone olompanies insist upon before 
e wetting a phone, With prepaid cards, consumers can make calk &om payphones or &e telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay "connected" BS we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and k s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over co+porate gain by keeping 
affardable prepaid d n g  cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KaWcen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin M h  
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chainmnn Michael Powell 
Federal Cokunications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th strw S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fm upan prepaid calling c8rds. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you wall simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their c o m m d a .  

The Latino community is pdcuIarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approxhstely 43% of Latino households use them. hdeeci, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phime companies h$st upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fiom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbws. We can we these cards to stay “colanected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmeats that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC Bbould stand up for comttmer interests Over meorate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid CaIling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Micbael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senatdr 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Commuaications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th s t r q  S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairmad Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fbs upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the oost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals 16 stay in touch io their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase fbr pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below !$20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gaS and milk prices already holding fixed and low h o m e  consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs BS well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fhjm payphones or the tdephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily app0intm~t.s that w e  all have. 

1 simpIy frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards, 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficjades of k h  
charges. The FCC ~hould stand up for consumer interests aver miPorate gah by keeping 
affordable prepaid callins cardr a priority. 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner W e e n  Abenmhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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JuJy 7,2004 

Chairman Michel Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

chainnafl Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The  Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximateIy 43% of Latino households use them- lhdeed, half ofthe households with incames 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fad and low income collsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone sewice costs as well. In @cular, many low-income 
households who are on f m d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service bccause they cannut 
meet the credit rating or hefky deposit requirements that ld phone companies insist upon befbre 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fbrn paypliones or the teIephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use these oards to stay ‘‘connect@ as we look fm 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

n 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of  the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges- The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over foip0rate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner KatWem A&&y 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Condssioaer JOM* Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE; WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC sbould not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their cormnunities., 

The Latino community is pahcularly sensxve to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximatefy 43% of Latho households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. €'re-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk priccs already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on k e d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid suviw because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or h e  deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  pqhones  or the telephones 
of fimily members and neighbors. We can use theie cards t6 stay "connected* as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 4 

Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for cobsnmer interests over &r;pOmte gain by keepimg 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priio&y. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps u 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelsteia 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspcrsan 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman PoweIl: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges a id  fkes upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these car+ you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvadtaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particuiarly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Xndeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards- Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fxed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consimers can make calls fh rn  payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay ‘‘mnueded‘‘ as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fxnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling car& P priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Gd -chad Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abe- 
Commissioner Keivin Mutin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell; 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their commubities. 

The  Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of  Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are SO pmvalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixcd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers oan make calls h payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors, We can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all haw. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telepboae companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. Tbe FCC should stand up for consumer interads over coiporate gaiu by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner hthleen Abematby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Com.&issioncr Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspersan 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th slree& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuaIs to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is partjcularly sensitive to any price inffease for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of ]Latino households use tbem. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. -paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and miIk prices already holding fixcd and low income consumers hostage, wc should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-incorm 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon Wore 
getting n phone. With prepaid cards, consumers- can make calls fkom payphones or the telephones 
of f’amily members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “conneoted” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and k s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries o f  such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer Merests over corporate gain by keepiug 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

CCS: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonafhan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresswon 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cast of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the hauseholds with incomes 
below $20,006 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas ,and milk prices already holding hed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service becayse thq  cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that lacal phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls fim payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hupt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily a p p o h e n t s  that w e  all have- 

I simply frnd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and f e s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stnnd up for consumer interests over co+rate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

CCS: Commissioner &hael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathau Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvmtaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is pdcularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling catds; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid catlbg cards me so prevalent in part beaus@ 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk priccs already holding fixed and low income consumefs hoslage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. I i  particular, many low-income 
howholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumm can make calls &om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and nei&bors. We ctln use these cards to stay " c o n n ~  as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbomld stand up for consumer interegts over CdipOrate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid cslling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernatby 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 


