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Plan leaves rural businesses behind 

By Danette Zarek, Nance County Clerk 

I am concerned about a proposal for the Universal Service Fund under consideration by the FCC that would severely 
limit high-speed mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in favor of outdated landline technology. 

Nance County knows the benefits of Universal Service. Since 2008, the federal funds were used to build cell sites in 
Fullerton and Genoa. The sites have since been equipped with mobile broadband. 

But under this proposal, rural Nebraska would lose out on up to $128 million for new mobile broadband sites and 
infrastructure over the next 10 years. We cannot allow this proposal to leave us with yesterday’s technology. 

Mobile broadband is essential to our economic recovery, helping create jobs and foster innovation. A recent report by 
Deloitte projects the creation of 15 jobs for every $1 million invested in mobile broadband. If we invested $128 million 
in new mobile broadband networks, that could mean almost 2,000 new jobs in rural Nebraska over the next 10 years. 

In this day and age, we need the ability to work from anywhere, not just from behind a desk. Mobile broadband can 
improve our workforce’s productivity, allow our businesses to stay connected to their customers and help our farmers 
track shipments and complete transactions without having to leave the fields. 

Please visit www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com and let Congress know that our residents and businesses need high-
speed mobile broadband to be competitive. We simply cannot afford to be left behind. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com/


Published Oct. 8, 2011 
North Platte Telegraph 
 
Proposal leaves rural businesses behind 
I am concerned about a proposal for the Universal Service Fund under consideration by the FCC that would severely 
limit high-speed mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in favor of outdated landline technology.  
 
Under this proposal, rural Nebraska would lose out on up to $128 million for new mobile broadband sites and 
infrastructure over the next 10 years. We cannot allow this measure to leave our residents and businesses with 
yesterday's technology.  
 
Mobile broadband is essential to our economic recovery, helping create jobs and foster innovation. A recent report by 
Deloitte projects the creation of 15 jobs for every $1 million invested in mobile broadband. If we invested $128 million 
in new mobile broadband networks, that could mean almost 2,000 new jobs in rural Nebraska over the next 10 years.  
 
Just as rural electrification was spearheaded by George Norris in the 1930s, today the need in rural America is 
wireless Internet connectivity. Mobile broadband can improve our workforce's productivity, allow our businesses to 
stay connected to their customers and help our farmers track shipments and complete transactions without having to 
leave the fields.  
 
Universal Service Funds brought cell phone sites to McCook and Indianola, both of which are now equipped with 
mobile broadband. But the job to bring Red Willow County's wireless network up to speed with the rest of America is 
not finished.  
 
Please visit http://www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com and let Congress know that our residents and businesses want 
and need high-speed mobile broadband. We simply cannot afford to be left behind.  
 
Pauletta Gerver  
Red Willow County Clerk  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com/


Published Oct. 7, 2011 
McCook Daily Gazette 
 
Plan leaves rural businesses behind 
 
Dear Editor,  
 
I am concerned about a proposal for the Universal Service Fund under consideration by the FCC that would severely 
limit high-speed mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in favor of outdated landline technology.  
 
Under this proposal, rural Nebraska would lose out on up to $128 million for new mobile broadband sites and 
infrastructure over the next 10 years. We cannot allow this measure to leave our residents and businesses with 
yesterday's technology.  
 
Mobile broadband is essential to our economic recovery, helping create jobs and foster innovation. A recent report by 
Deloitte projects the creation of 15 jobs for every $1 million invested in mobile broadband. If we invested $128 million 
in new mobile broadband networks, that could mean almost 2,000 new jobs in rural Nebraska over the next 10 years.  
Just as rural electrification was spearheaded by George Norris in the 1930s, today the need in rural America is 
wireless Internet connectivity. Mobile broadband can improve our workforce's productivity, allow our businesses to 
stay connected to their customers and help our farmers track shipments and complete transactions without having to 
leave the fields.  
 
Universal Service Funds brought cell phone sites to McCook and Indianola, both of which are now equipped with 
mobile broadband. But the job to bring Red Willow County's wireless network up to speed with the rest of America is 
not finished.  
 
Please visit www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com and let Congress know that our residents and businesses want and 
need high-speed mobile broadband. We simply cannot afford to be left behind.  
 
Sincerely,  
 
Pauletta Gerver  
Red Willow County Clerk  
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.wirelessbroadbandforall.com/


Martha Millhaem 

3202 redwing Drive 

Bellevue, NE 68123-2157 

 

October 18, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Martha Millhaem 

402-291-6304 

 

 

 



Patrick Gerdes 

2314 S. Gustin 

Holdrege, NE 68949-3381 

 

October 17, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Patrick D. Gerdes 

3089952250 

 

 

 



Jeanne Wegner 

626 First St. 

Fullerton, NE 68638-3169 

 

October 17, 2011 

 

Dear Public Comment Manager: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jeanne Wegner 

308-536-2595 

 

 

 



Chelsa Bennett 

7402 N 30th St 

Omaha, NE 68112-2722 

 

October 15, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman GEnachowski: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Chelsa Bennett 

4026144909 

 

 

 



Nathaniel Collins 

210 2 16th St. Apt. 1025 

Omaha, NE 68102 

 

October 14, 2011 

 

Dear Public Comment Manager: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Nathaniel Collins 

3147696283 

 

 

 



Pete Yaeger 

5146 n 105th st 

Omaha, NE 68134-2413 

 

October 12, 2011 

 

Dear Public Comment Manager: 

 

I am concerned that an upcoming decision by the FCC to reform the  

Universal Service Fund to provide improved access to broadband in rural  

America may not do enough to promote the deployment of mobile wireless  

broadband Internet. All Americans need dependable access to broadband,  

both wired and wireless, to compete in this fast-changing world. But we  

need to make sure this reform is done right. There needs to be a fair  

share of funding allocated for mobile broadband expansion. 

 

A recent CTIA study found that mobile broadband expansion can work  

successfully with an investment of $1 billion per year - that's less than  

one-quarter of the total Connect America Fund. Yet, I understand there are  

proposals under consideration that would seriously underfund mobile  

broadband deployment with up to 93 percent of available funds being  

directed to wireline broadband. 

 

Right now, mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. First responders and law enforcement depend on wireless networks  

to quickly pinpoint the location of a victim or a crime; farmers use  

mobile broadband to track shipments and complete transactions without  

having to leave the fields; and businesses use it to stay connected to  

employees and customers. 

 

Furthermore, the economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A  

recent report by Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every  

$1 billion invested in mobile broadband. If we invest $1 billion per year  

in mobile broadband over the next 10 years, 150,000 new American jobs  

could be created. 

 

Inadequate investment in mobile broadband will cost our nation jobs and  

compromise the ability of first responders and law enforcement to act  

quickly when timing is critical. If the Connect America Fund does not  

appropriately account for wireless, the safety and prosperity of our rural  

citizens will be diminished.  

 

Rural citizens pay into the Universal Service Fund and deserve to see the  

benefits of mobile broadband investment. Utilizing $1 billion out of a  

$4.5 billion fund for wireless broadband is not too much to ask.  

 

I urge you to ensure that reform of the Universal Service Fund includes a  

fair share for mobile wireless broadband networks. Rural America simply  

cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Pete Yaeger 

4025157505 

 

 

 



Bill Mollring 

1051 Douglas Street Apt. 2 

Imperial, NE 69033-3147 

 

October 1, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Bill Mollring 

308 883-0011 

 

 



Allan J. Love Sr 

105 5th street - PO Box 217 apt #2 

Herman, NE 68029-0217 

 

September 30, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely 

 

Mr. Allan J. Love Sr. 

4027191551 

 

 



Trenda Nielson 

2008 241st Tr. 

Ellsworth, NE 69340-7120 

 

September 30, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Trenda Nielson 

3087626962 

 

 



William McPherson 

835 E. Street 

Carleton, NE 68326-4165 

 

September 28, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

William R. McPherson 

402-356-2094 

 

 



Adam Davenport 

308 N Oak St 

Paxton, NE 69155-1326 

 

September 28, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Adam Davenport 

3082394879 

 

 



Terry Riessen 

10311 W St. 

Omaha, NE 68127-3069 

 

September 28, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Terry Riessen 

402-917-0501 

 

 



Susan Frank 

83231 569 Ave 

Stanton, NE 68779-7876 

 

September 27, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Susan Frank 

402-439-2035 

 

 



Erin Palma 

5147 N 116TH Street 

Omaha, NE 68164-2070 

 

September 27, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Erin Palma 

4025150740 

 



James Reilly 

7059 Dodge ST. 

Omaha, NE 68132-2703 

 

September 27, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

James Reilly 

402-917-5061 

 

 



Sarah Stumpf 

19727 Marinda St 

Omaha, NE 68130-3033 

 

September 27, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely,  

 

Sarah Stumpf 

5156814781 

 

 



Duane Westing 

806 2nd Street 

Pawnee City, NE 68420-3658 

 

September 27, 2011 

 

Dear Public Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Duane Westing, Mayor of Pawnee City 

402-852-2735 

 

 



Jennifer Olbricht 

4840 Baker Ave 

Grand Island, NE 68801-9028 

 

September 26, 2011 

 

Dear chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Jennifer Olbricht 

308-391-0032 

 

 



Matt Schaecher 

3019 Brentwood Ct 

Grand Island, NE 68801-7219 

 

September 26, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Matt 

4026376009 

 

 



Joshua Olbricht 

4840 Baker Ave. 

Grand Island, NE 68801-9028 

 

September 26, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Joshua C. Olbricht 

3089300880 

 

 



Michael Adams 

19322 J St. 

Omaha, NE 68135-3763 

 

September 26, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Michael Adams 

3194302252 

 

 



Robert Sandersfeld 

612 Lincoln Street 

Beatrice, NE 68310-2975 

 

September 20, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Robert D. Sandersfeld 

(402) 223-5222 

 

 



Millard Gustafson 

612 Lincoln St. Suite #1 

Beatrice, NE 68310-2974 

 

September 19, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Millard Gustafson 

402-223-5221 

 

 



Colleen Goodwin 

512 Johnson Place 

Grand Island, NE 68803-4131 

 

September 16, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Colleen M. goodwin 

308-384-5326 

 

 



Richard Dickson 

1701 Lakewood Dr 

Papillion, NE 68046-4297 

 

September 15, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Richard Dickson 

402-991-1361 

 

 



Wendy Wunder 

1027 Washington Apt. 2 

Lincoln, NE 68502-2261 

 

September 9, 2011 

 

Dear Chairman Genachowski: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Wendy Wunder 

4024753513 

 

 



Donna Mainwaring 

900 G Street 

Geneva, NE 68361-2035 

 

September 8, 2011 

 

Dear Public Comment Manager: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Donna Mainwaring, Director Fillmore County Emergency Management 

402-759-4914 

 

 



Deborah Karnatz 

PO Box 67 

Clay Center, NE 68933-0067 

 

September 6, 2011 

 

Dear Public Comment Manager: 

 

I am concerned about a proposal under consideration by the FCC that would  

severely limit mobile wireless broadband expansion in rural communities in  

favor of outdated landline technology. While it is critical to provide  

broadband service to more Americans, we cannot afford to waste scarce  

resources on yesterday's technology. 

 

As I understand it, $42 billion of universal service support would be used  

for landline broadband, leaving just $3 billion to invest in mobile  

broadband over the next 10 years. That's $14 spent on landline networks  

for every dollar invested in mobile broadband networks. At a time when our  

President and FCC Chairman have repeatedly spoken about how important it  

is for rural Americans to have access to high-quality mobile broadband  

networks, this allocation of resources is unacceptable. 

 

Making matters worse, the proposal would allow the landline companies to  

pick and choose rural areas they want to serve with wired broadband, and  

those areas would not be eligible for funding for mobile broadband.  

Landline companies should not be able to choose what broadband technology  

is made available to rural consumers. That decision should be made by  

consumers.  

 

Right now mobile broadband is the fastest growing way of accessing the  

Internet. If you consider where we could be 10 years from now, why would  

our government propose to spend $42 billion building fixed wires in rural  

America? These funds could instead be used to build mobile broadband that  

would deliver more services, to more places, and be of more use, to more  

people.  

 

The economic impact of mobile broadband is astounding. A recent report by  

Deloitte projects the creation of 15,000 jobs for every $1 billion  

invested in mobile broadband. If we invested the same $42 billion in new  

wireless broadband networks, 630,000 new American jobs would be created.  

Rural businesses need to have mobile wireless access to compete in this  

global economy. 

 

Furthermore, emergency responders depend on wireless broadband networks to  

pinpoint and rescue victims in emergencies. Every time one mobile  

broadband site is built, our nation's Emergency Response Network is  

strengthened. 

 

I urge you to prioritize mobile wireless broadband over outdated landline  

technology in any reform of the Universal Service Fund. Rural America  

simply cannot afford to be left behind.  

 

Sincerely, 

 

Deborah Karnatz 

4027623463 

 


