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Thomas Mullally
8109 Coach Drive , Oakland, California 94605-4204 ~
| JUN ~ 5 2008
P‘{ ONQ\N}\L May 29, 2006 04:46 PM
Senator Dianne Feinstein \.f:. ‘30 FCC- }VIAH_RO
U.S. Senate "‘E &l 3 oM
331 Hart Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Feinstein:

As someone who is concemed about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are
collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use” system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would
result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.8. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. 1 urge Chairman Martin to
rethink his flat-fee plan. Itis a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-valume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, leiting them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued
work. [ look forward to hearing aboul your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Thomas Mullally
o«

FCC General Email Box

Thomas Mullally
8109 Coach Drive , Oakland, California 94605-4204

May 29,2006 04:46 PM

Senator Barbara Boxer

1).5. Senate

112 Hart Senate Office Building
Washington, DC 20510-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universat Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Senator Boxer.

As someone who is concemned about increased taxes and telephone fees, T oppose Federal Communications Cornmission (FCC) Chainnan Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are
collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use” system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would
result in forced phone bill hikes for me — and {for millions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.5. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users - like big
businesses - and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rurs] consumers.- is unfair, 1 urge Chairman Martin to
rethink his flat-fee plan, It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concems to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued
work. | look forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,

Thomas Mullatly

oc:

FCC General Email Box

o
Thomas Mullally Liat ABCT

8109 Coach Drive , Ozkland, California 94605-4204

May 29, 2006 04:46 PM

Representative Barbara Lee
U.S. House of Representatives
1724 Longworth House Office Building

http:/ fkeepusffair.org/campaign/moc_fair_share_plan_feb/letters/letter,, . 1924&targets=2 3383758 download_buttan=Download +Letters+to+Print+and+Mail Page 1 of 2



http:JL'apu?ffair.org[campaignlmoc_fair__sha.re_plan_febflettersﬂ...rgets-2338375&download_button-Download+Letters+to+ R ; p 1:46 P
. FRECET T & INSPECTED

Washinglon, DC 20515-0001

Subject: Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45 JUN - 5 ZGUS

Dear Representative Lee: FCC - MAILROOM
As someone who is concemned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications Commission (FCC) Chainman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way momies are

collected for the Universal Service Fond.

Chaitman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use® system to a "monthly flat-fee.” The flat-fee system would
result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for millions of low-volume, iong-distance users in the U.S. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big

businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. 1 urge Chairman Martin to
rethink his flat-fee plan. It is a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass along my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued
work. | look forward to hearing about your position on this matier.

Sincerely,
Thomas Mullally
[o =

FC(? General Email Rox.

Thomas Mullally
8109 Coach Drive , Oakland, California 94605-4204

May 29,2006 04:46 PM
Representative Barbara Lee
U.8. House of Representatives
1724 Longworth House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515-0001

Subject Re: Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service CC Docket 96-45

Dear Representative Leet

As someone who is concerned about increased taxes and telephone fees, I oppose Federal Communications Commission (FCC) Chairman Kevin J. Martin's plans to change the way monies are
collected for the Universal Service Fund.

Chairman Martin is proposing a change in the Universal Service Fund (USF) collection methodology from a "pay-for-what-you-use” system to a *monthiy flat-fee." The flat-fee system would
result in forced phone bill hikes for me -- and for miilions of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.8. Shifting the funding burden of the USF away from high volume users -- like big
businesses -- and placing the weight on low-volume users -- students, prepaid wireless users, senior citizens and low-income residential and rural consumers-- is unfair. I urge Chairman Martin to
rethink his flat-fee plan. Itis a de-facto tax increase of as much as $707 million for 43 million of low-volume, long-distance users in the U.S.

Please pass atong my concerns to the FCC on my behalf, letting them know that your constituents have contacted you to oppose a USF numbers or flat-fee plan. Thank you for your continued
work. [ Yook forward to hearing about your position on this matter.

Sincerely,
Thomas Mutlalty
[

FCC General Email Box
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