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1 have been looking mto the broadband samulus applicalion submitied 1o the 'l Room

NTIA by UNH (#4248 far sammer 2010 broadband). [ have ressarched similar projecis
across the country, and have found none rthat didn’t leave the taxpayer indebeed.

Chaimman Julius Genachowski,

In the application it mekes no mention of who is going to pay for the end to end
equipmen! tp ukilize Uie fiber network. Purchasing, placing, und splicing the fiher is going
to use most of that money. Once that stimulus money has been used, it seems to me that
the laxpayer is going to be left paying for the contimuabon of this project. In areas that
this type of service has been deployed the cost to thie taxpayer end to the subscriber of
such a network is outrageous, In one ingtance a project called UTOPIA, in Utah was an
eleven community project, to run a fiber network. It initially had & price tag of $202
million, thet increased o $504 million in jusi a bitle over 2 years. That alone should be
enough for mosi peaple to not want such a projecl m there atate, There are many other
examples, but 1 think that is the higgesl concera and shows just whal thig will end up
costing the residents and businesses of NH.

1see no valuable reascn wliy federal funds should go to 2 university tarun a
netwark that is already in place, and could pul such a burden on the taxpayer. The autline
for this shimulus money states that i1 can not be used for a redundant petwork and must be
used far mserved and underserved areae. While locking at the mapping of the proposed
netwark, it doesn’t go near Coos connly where broedband is a foreign languuge. The
residents of “ the north country ™ are in need of access (o a moadband counection, that's
whal Liig money is supposed 0 be used for.

I {kank you for your time on this concemning matter.

Respeciively,
= / -
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Chairman Julius Genachowska, FCC Mail Room

I have been looking into the broadbard stimulus application submitied to the
NTIA by UNH (#4248 for summer 201 0 broadband). I have researched simalar projects
across the country, and have found rone (liat didn'( leave the taxpayer indebied.

In the application ;1 makes no mention of who is going lo pay lor ihe end to end
equipment 10 vtilize the fiber network. Purchasing, placing, and sphicing the iber is going
10 use most of that money. Once that stmulus money has been used, it seems to me that
Ihe laxpayer is going (0 be left paying [or the conlinuation of this projecl. 1o areas Lhat
this type of service has been deployed the cost to the taxpayer and (o the subscriber of
such g network is outragecus. In one instance a preject called UTOPLA, in Utah was an
eleven community project, to run a fiber netwock. It initially had a price ag of $202
million, that increazed to 35300 million in just a little over 2 years. Thar alone should be
enpugh for most people to not wanl such a praject in there state. There are many other
. examples, but 1 think that is the biggesl concern and shows just what this wilj end up
costing lhe residents and bosinesses of NH.

[ see no valuable reason why lederal funds should go 10 8 university 1o un a
network thal is sleeady in place, and could put such a burden on the laxpayer. The outline
Tor this stimuiu¢ money slates thal il can not be used for g redunidant network and must be
used Jor unserved and underserved areas. While looking ar the mapping of Lhe propesed
nerwork, il doesn’t go near Coos county where braadband is a foreign language. The
residenta of “ the norl counlry * are in need of acecss Lo a broadband connection, that™s
what this money is supposed lo be nsed for.

I 1hank you for your rime on this conceniing inatter.

Respechvely,
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