
July 7, 2004 

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

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communiries rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for ajob or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
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-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fmed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subsm’be to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sct affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a resulf prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumen 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price ofprepaid 
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 calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even d e n  they do not sell the calling card to 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 calling u u d  
sewices. 

Sincerely. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael CORPS 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Mactin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

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

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from 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 introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumen nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those. on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to slay connected at set affordable 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 litctally, he 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 calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consiuners. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consu cess charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

> 

Commissioner Kath 

Commissioner Jon 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communicalions commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rt - upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, ftom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would in*oduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately hanning millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying ‘%-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on faed  incomes or those 
esrablishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to s u b s c n i  to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior c i h n s ,  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 ofprepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least &ord price increases. 

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

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 

Congressperson 



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: 

Military personnel stationed in the US. and all over the world rely heavily upon low-cost 
telecommunications services LO keep in touch with fanuly and friends back home. But pending 
before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce new chargcs and fees on these cards that we 
depend upon to stay connected, immediately harming the tens ofthousands of American service 
men and women smioned worldwidc. 

I understand that the FCC is considering applying “in-state” access charges and othher fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. American service personnel, particularly those who move 
frequently, rely upon thesc prepaid calling cards to keep in touch with their families at set, 
affordable rales. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are thc only option available- without them, military personnel 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who are most in need of vital phone service to keep 
their loved ones within reach. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards for our scrvice men and women. Please look out for our 
military personncl and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prcpaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely: 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Conmiissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan qdelstein 
Senator & tfutklsx- 
S e n a t o r s L  
Congressperson 



July 7, 2004 

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

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority commui--.ies rely upon .-mw-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to slaying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
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 %-state” BCCESS charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable 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 diratly 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 cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calling card to 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 calling card 
services. 

- 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

Conpssperson 



July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet, 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. lfyou 
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% ofLatino households use them. Indeed, halfofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are. so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

Witb gas and milk prices already holding furcd and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In pdcular ,  many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because th0y 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 h m  payphoncs or thc telcphones 
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 fmd 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 sbould stand up for consumer interests over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Stre4  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every d q  tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pcnding before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
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-state’’ access charges and other fees on 
cenain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at sct affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citimns, and others face similar challenges. 

As a rcsult, prepaid calling cards are rhe only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising tbe 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 calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, cvcn when they do not sell the calling card to 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 calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioncr Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martii 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michacl 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 card 
services. 

Minorities, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and milimy 
families rcly upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumerS do not 
have a credit history, bank accounts, or rhe means to pay a large deposit for local telephone 
service. For rhese consumers, a prepaid card may be Ihe only option they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor’s appointment, or 
stay in touch with family and fiends. Thcse cards offw convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispcnsable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to rcgular and 
wirelcss telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new ‘%-state” access charges 
and other f e e s  on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden 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 increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on American consumers and decide that 
these services are not subjeot to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

\- 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 

Congressperson 



Yuly 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 card 
sewices. 

Mmoritics, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college studcnb and military 
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 they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordmble housing, make a doctor’s appohtmenf or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they arc/= affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikes are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new “in-state” access charges 
and other fees on pre-paid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden 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 increase the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefgs Latino and other communities gain 
from 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 fees. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
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 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

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

Mmoritics, low-income families, senior citizens, immigrants, college students and military 
families rely upon calling card services for a variety of needs. Many of these consumers do not 
have a crfdit 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 they have to stay connected 
-to make phone calls to look for a job, for affordable housing, make a doctor's appoinhent+ or 
stay in touch with family and friends. These cards offer convenience and predictable wst, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In economically disadvantaged areas, consumers literally 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid calling cards are 
indispensable to consumer groups because they are an affordable alternative to regular and 
wireless telephone services. 

But such price hikcs are precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on prepaid cards. The fees would funnel directly to large local telephone 
companies while the burden 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 increase the per 
minute charges on prepaid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latino and other communities gain 
from these services. Please stop any effort to raise rates on Amcrican consumers and decide that 
these services are not subject to the exorbitant new access charges and other fees. 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissi ner Jo athan Adelstein 
Senator k&.+i~ch 
Senator& 
Congressperson &'"r 



July 7,2004 

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

RE: WC Dockct 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 10 stay in touch in their communities 

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

With gas and milk prices already holding fmed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
houscholds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements lhar local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prcpaid cards, consumers can makE calls from payphones or the 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 ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd 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 coipomate gaiu by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

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



July 7,2004 

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

RE: WCDocketNo.03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

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

I understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable 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 acccss to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will diecUy harm individuals who can least aEord price increases. 

Jmposing in-state charges would amount to a submtial  increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
tclephone companies to collect such charges, even whcn they do not sell the calling card LO a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus m a h g  these services substantially less affordable. Please 
look our for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerelv. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Sonathan Adelstein 
Senator 9 &l.f&~dn. 
Senator 37; ,, &n 
Congressperson 



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: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch wi?h family and fiends. But pending before thc FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

1 understand that the FCC is considering applying "in-state" access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fxed incomes or those. 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and otha means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

As a resulf prepaid calling cards are the only option available - without them, many consumem 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly hann individuals who can lcast afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell the calliig card to 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 calling card 
services. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 9 &hd.f6, 
Senator zh 6,. 
Congresspenon 7" 



July 7, 2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
345 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE. WCDocketNo. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and friends. But pending bcfore the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
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 ‘%-state” access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling cad  services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fured incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other mcms necessary IO subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable 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 direcdy harm individuals who can leas1 afford price increases. 

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

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 

senator 
Senator 

Congessperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Sweet..S.W. 
Washinptw, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocMNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

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

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 households wirh hcomcs 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pmpaid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumem money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income coflsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone m i c e  costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmd incomes depend entirev upon pmpaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rdng or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist UPOR bdore 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, cossumers can make calls Gram payphones or the telephones 
of family members and nei$hbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule m y  of the other deily appohummra that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these a d s .  
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficia& of such 
charges. The FCC should .stand up for eonsomer inter& over corporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid CaUig card5 a priority- 

Sincerely, - 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adekein 
S W t O l  
Senator 
Congresspason 



July 7,2004 

Chairman M c h l  Powell 
Fedcml Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

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

The Latino community is partirmlarly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino houeholds 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 pric~s already holding fixed and low inoome consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with risiogtelephone m i c e  costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on forcd i n m e s  depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he$ deposit requirements that local phone ccmpanies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls &om payphoncs or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ’%omected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of tho other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply k d  it unitnaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone cornpanics would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charp. The FCC should stand up for comumer inkre& over &poxate gain by keeping 
afTordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
c o n ~ e r s o n  

L Z O @  



July 7,2004 

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

RE: WC DockdNo. 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 mmority 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. Jndeed, 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 h a d y  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 fmed 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 can makG calls &om payphones or the tslephones 
offam@ members and neighbors. We a n  USB these cards to stay "connected" ns we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply fmd 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 rmcb 
charges. Thc FCC should stpnd up for consumer interfsta over co~orate pin by keeping 
affnrdable prepaid calling cards n priority. 

ccs: Coremissioner Michael Cows 
Commissi~tr W e e n  Abemarhy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jmathm Adelstein 
S W t W  
Senator 
congresspmn 

S Z O D  



Iuly 7,2004 

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

E WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

.The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid d i g  cards. Ifyou 
move to increasc the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to srny in touch m their cornrumitis. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximateIy 43% of Latino households use them Indeed, half ofthe bousebolds with incomes 
below $20,000 hsve used prepaid cards. +paid Caning cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumm hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs 86 well. In particular, many low-income 
households who 8re on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet tho credit rating or hefty deposit requiremen& that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consmws can d e  calls from payphoncs or the tel~phones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected“ rn we look for 
jobs hunt far houses, or schedule many of the ather daily appointments that we. all have. 

I simply f u d  it unimaginable that the FCC would imposo new cBarg&s and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephont companies would be tho largest bbneficimies of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for wnsnmer inrereds over corpomte gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i g  cprds 8 priority. 

sinceml&J/ ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 

Commissionor Kathleun Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Copmission 

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

RE: WC DocMNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees u p  prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase fie 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; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. he-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
rhey save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding S e d  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 fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
mcet the credit rating or hefty deposit mquirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls %om payphones M 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 d have. 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Same of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for coaromer inten?.& over corpomte g a b  by kaeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
senator 
Senam 
Congresspmon 

o c o m  



July 7,2004 

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

RE. WC DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to incr-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 is particularly se-nsitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pmpaid CalUng cards are so prwalmt in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding f& and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telwphone service costs as well. Jn particular, many low-income 
households who are on fmed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hew deposit requikmenls that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, c o m e r s  can make calls from payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay '%onnectcd" 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 fea on these cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone wmpaaies would be the largest beneficiaries ofsnch 
charges. ThaFCC should stand up for comwer interests over dporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priiority. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Marlin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstem 
senator 
sensor 
Congressperson 

r e o m  



July 10,2004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Fedei-al Cormnunications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

I tin1 writing 10 add my voice to the growing number of groups an individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone conipanies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, i t  will result in higher rates - in Inany cases, dramatically higher 
rates -for consumers who place the calls. As you approrch your work on tlus docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell conqmnies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected lo a ‘platform” in anorher state -I let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,” he or she hvars a message about a cmipany. non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials h e  telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, iis well as c o m o n  sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate cull to Virginia. 

Bur the Re11 companies want to mat this us a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stare access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fiaction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for grs, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blaranr giveaway lo four large 
corpora~ions. 

I ani aware that the long distance conlpanies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers’ interests in this mnner. It is 
IIOW time for the FCC to weigh tn on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs’ Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissionm Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10,7,004 

Chairman Michael K. Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Streel, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20.554 

Tie: w c  ~ w k e t  NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the gowing number of groups and individuals opposed LO efforts 
by the locd Bell telephone companies to circumvent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers whoplace the calls. As you approach your work on this docker, I imploi-e 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bel1 companies. 

The Bell companies want lo target those calls in which a caller uses a yre-paid calling card and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who may be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“plalfom,” he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someoiie in Virginia. Current rules, as well as comnon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
sepal-ate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to treat this as a single in-state call so they can levy exoi’bitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to rha Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which a ~ e  only a Fraction of what they want to charge co,nsumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware that the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an cffon to protect their customers’ interests in this maimer. It is 
now t h e  for the PCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abcrnathy 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissiorirr Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



Ju ly  10, 2004 

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

Re: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chaiimiln Powell: 

1 am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circunwent current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. if they succeed, it will result in higher rates -in many cases. dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who nlay be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a "platform" in another state -- let's say in Nebraska. From this 
"platform." he or she hears a message about a company. oon-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Currerlt rules, as well a$ coinmon sense, state 
that this represents two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Borh calls are subject to interstate ucccss charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then a 
separate call to Virginia. 

BUL the Bell companies want to treal this as a single in-state call so they can levy exorbitant in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Brll companies' actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want to charge consumrs. 

Prices are already rising for gas, milk and other products. Consumers don't need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four lmge 
corporations. 

1 am awitre that the long distance companies and others that sei1 pre-paid calling &ds have 
weighed in with the.FCC in an effort to protect their customers' interests in this manner. It is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, 

(-.&cs. Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abrmatlly 
Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 



July 10, 2004 

Chaii~nan Michael K. Powell 
Federal Conununicntions Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docker No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powcll: 

I am writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to cffol-ts 
by the local Bell telephone compmies to circumvent current rules on clrlls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeecl, it will result in higher rates - in 1-y cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consuiners who place the calls. AS yoti approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rather than the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling c u d  and 
dials a roll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who nny be in Vkgginia, for 
example, is connected to a “platform” in another state -I let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,“ he or she hears n message about a comparcy. non-profit or person. The caller thtm 
dials thc telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, iis well as common sense, state 
that this represen6 two calls, one from Virginia to Nebraska and one from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Borh calls are subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebrtlska and then a 
separate call lo Virginla. 

But the Bell companies want 10 Weat this as ii single in-state cnll so they can levy exorbitant in- 
stiite access charges. Such fees have no relationship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ actual 
costs, which are only a fraction of what they want 10 charge consumers. 

Prices are already risiug for gas, inilk and other products. Consumers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher r a w  represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

I am aware thar the long distance companies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protea their customers’ interests in this manner. It is 
now rime for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consumei-s and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

Sincerely, pf le  
ccs: Commissioner Kathleen Q. Abernathy 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S .  Adelstein 
senator 
Senator 



July 10,2004 

Chairmiin Michael K. Powell 
Federal Cormnunicnriuns Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

Re: WC Docket No. 03.133 

Dear Chaiiiiian Powzll: 

1 alii writing to add my voice to the growing number of groups and individuals opposed to efforts 
by the local Bell telephone companies to circuinvenr current rules on calls placed with a pre-paid 
calling card. If they succeed, it will result in higher rates - in many cases, dramatically higher 
rates - for consumers who place the calls. As you approach your work on this docket, I implore 
you to keep the needs of consumers in mind rathcr thm the pleadings of the four Bell companies. 

The Bell companies want to target those calls in which a caller uses a pre-paid calling card and 
dials a toll-free number, along with his or her PIN. The caller, who m y  be in Virginia, for 
example, is connected to a “plarform” in another state -- let’s say in Nebraska. From this 
“platform,”he or she hears a message about a company, non-profit or person. The caller then 
dials the telephone number of someone in Virginia. Current rules, us well as common sense, state 
that this represenk two calls, one rroin Virginia to Nebraska and one ,from Nebraska to Virginia. 
Both calls iire subject to interstate access charges because there is a call to Nebraska and then il 
separate call to Virginia. 

But the Bell companies want to heat this as a single in-state call so (hey can levy exorbitbitnnr in- 
state access charges. Such fees have no mhtionship whatsoever to the Bell companies’ acrud 
costs, which are only B fraction of what they want to charge consumers. 

Prices are already rising for gas, inilk and other products. Consuniers don’t need higher prices for 
phone calls too, especially when these higher rates represent a blatant giveaway to four large 
corporations. 

1 am aware that the long distance cornpanies and others that sell pre-paid calling cards have 
weighed in with the FCC in an effort to protect their customers” interests in tbis manner. lt is 
now time for the FCC to weigh in on the side of consunlers and show the Bell companies the door 
on this issue. 

CCS: Commission 

Commissioner Kevin J. Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan S. Addskin 
Senator 
Senator 


