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Federal Communications Commission
attn: Kevin 1. Martin, Chairman
445. l2 Lb Street SW
Washinston D.C. 20554

RE: Universal Service Reform - WC Docket No. 05-337

Dear Chairman Martin:

J understand that the FCC is considering placing a cap on the use of tpe Universal 'Service Fund (USF) for wireless
service. I am contacting you to express'my opposition wthis \Infilir, arbitrary proposal, While such an approach may
provide a "quicl<-fix" leading to the rapid elimination of fund growth. it would al$o result in a terrible disservice to
rural consUmers. Rum] consumer.; want and need expar;ded and' improved wireless liCrVices in I\lJ'aI areas fOf public
safety, economic development, business and personal needs that are equaUy irnponant to them as they are to urban
consumers. This is one oftJte main benefits that rural coDswners receive from the universal service fund, just as
Congress envisioned when it initially establislled the fund. A wireless-only cap is clearly anri-<:ompetitive, because it
singles out wireless technol~, which consumers are choosing more and more oller landlines. We should be

, rewarding competition, not pWlishing it. What's more, rural Americans deserve the same access to telecom services
that are BvaHablc.in the ~$t of the country·- isn't that the purpose oCttle USF1

Consumers in rural partS orOhio are no longer content to bave access to only_traditional wirelinc-telephone sefVice.
Consumers are olearly demanding~ to the benefits ofmobility that onl)' wirelesS 5el'Yice provides. This mobility
results in extr,eltlely important public safety benefits in rural areas. As rural COnsumet'$ travel from home to work or -,
sc:hool. wireless gervice provides a very valuable safety tool. Additionally, wireless service in rurelllJ'ea$ provides
consumers with access to broadband services where broadband services are not otherwise available. This is' Ii very
important factor as we seek to bring access to the information age throughout our very rural state. Without continued
support for the expansion and upgrading ofihe rum1- Wireless' nerwerJcs. consumers willl'lOt receive these benefits .
where they do not already exist Universal service sUJ)port is esseDtiaJ if fW'al consumers are to b~ provided service
and rates comparable to those available in urban areas.

'Please consider what limiting the growth ofwireless access will mean for rund America: Wireless technology 'plays
an ever-increasing role in economic growth and is B critical instrument in emergency situations, blltifthe
~ommeoded cap is implemented. many communities may never realize these benefits. In a coun~ that prides itielf
on equality, it seems hYJXlQitical to restrict certain individuals' access to an essential tool simply because of their
geographic location. especially when they have c~ntributed for years to the USF along with everyone, else.

Sincerely.

fi~~
RoO)n Marshall
9-1-1 Dn-ector
Belmont County, Ohio




