Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & inspecte
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, /
Name: W Q/éaé@w
Title: )5 fﬁ‘ X;,/E
Address: 2/}/@ g
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA} moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA} moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication ~ communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

f am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, . .
Name: Sl i 7% -

Title:  Reri pEE
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
Name: YTVTJ/Q'Z’ W
Title:
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: | & ;¢ /UEL N
Title: RE [ 2 So
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication —~ communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

f am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Slncerely,
Name: ,ﬁ'}?\% /’LU(A‘/@\/W* :
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[ am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, ‘ W
Name: C o
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, .
N‘ame: \> Gehian 6@; ¥ \6 chel
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
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CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me -
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

i am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: 7/ CHAEC L FISCHER
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because { am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication - communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service {(VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assigh my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. ’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: Xt‘)an 1<) Raiwes
Title: rere
Address: (308 Atpire
Telephone Number: (2% - 2% ~(£Z.]
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & E%‘!SQBC’[ed

Federal Communications Commission ~
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

[ am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
Name: Jiam AM&r\V\O
Title: R.2T\RrE

Address: | 3{( N .23 RE Nz MelpoSe /OMK T _ édfw |
Telephone Number: ~709_ 223 _2_13/(/
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| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, _ 3
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I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. [ want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected

Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s {FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliabie service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, , - ;)
Nome: 1/ ZZZ? a Pron Ao
Title: ¥ s
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Received & inspected
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW NOV ’] 3 2[]]2
Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554 FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is @ communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC'’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

{ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerel ;
Name:fQS‘QiQnM ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ
Title: 1o Y e

Address: .24 iff/éc/a’wxf; Zg Z(/Q/ Lor % 4//(5 7 / W

Telephone Number:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & inspectad
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Maii Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposais go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. 1 want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. ’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices ~ in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services i currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
Name: ,W N = Yo 177 )

Title:

Address: /Uﬁgzgﬁdmz;, @/Z/ \/J?%@Wdf Wy £;59/?

Telephone Number:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication ~ communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, G Qf/\,
Name: |7} o~ A /a Se
Zlc;i;aress 17} W % @ W

Telephone Number: 7/ 5 9] )7 06
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Received & Inspected
Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission NOV 1 3 2812
Office of the Secretary .
445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC'’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf peopie (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposais go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act {ADA} moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. [’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, M} M (
[§

Name:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me -
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely
Name: QQ,QJ\) MMW/

Title:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW _
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication —~ communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assigh my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’'s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, .
Name: ARviv L, MASS<
Title:

Address: 797 @W'?A/KMM M/K//o 7-270s
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & !nspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service wili suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: ~p W/ Y Aﬁfﬁ(m

Title: &

Address: 20 DempS e R

Telephone Nurr(1ber: ‘"()V; &4 - V/(') 3/5’
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Received & Inspected
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW NOV 1 3 2012
Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554 FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is @ communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services [ use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose guality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices - in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, -

Name: 7 -ymthe € ;/LQMW/V\/

Title: , /S
Address: @VF’M L. mf% iz
Telephone Number:  Z(5L, P57~ 4344~

fo. of Copiss rs@‘ﬁ“_m()

List ABCDE




Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Received & Inspected
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW NOV 13 2012
Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554 FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices —in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: /Gecte }’//%A-.—._

Title:

Address: 275~ So R e ST, D ) ER. Leszy

Telephone Number:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary ,

445 12th Street, SW Received & Inspecteq
Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554 NOV 13 2012

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51 FCC Mail Room

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC'’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act {ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
Name: RpBevl 29 wea v

Title:
Address: 62 © LaqKe Carpoc Livm Aa((e CArpo LA—
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary Received & Inspected
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 NOV 13 2012

Washington, DC 20554 .
FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services { use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely?&ae/r (}/MWW

Name:
Title:

Address: 54/5,4@:.405,2% 2% /@774:;«; &y S5 3725

Telephone Number:
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary d & Inspecteg

Federal Communications Commission NU

Office of the Secretary V13 2012

445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail ROOm
i

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

f am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. |1 want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices —in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,/ ﬂ%é

Name: i .| @ssy S\[‘Q\;T 3 e
Title: é‘ff? (3 L) e - D\e [Q,{;@M | v/l S 3 S
Address: / Dot o020
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission NGV 1 3 2012
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS} is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calis to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functiona! equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, <

Name: 7*Z~<os ,éa/
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary NOV 13 2012
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary FCC Mail Room

445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, ™ W

Name: ‘(§fwvosiq :
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
445 12th Street, SW \

FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

{ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

[ am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Title: Refine
Address: //2.75" Meadeowsweel L1, /2@369\.' Llo73
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission NOV 1 3 20‘!2
Office of the Secretary )
445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

i am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

vame: ¥ AREN ANnE HenDerSON
Title: \f\O\fY\e.\rV\m

Address: |\ 1S MeadoLosceet lane Rogepe, =L LI0F3
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act {ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people {like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

} am concerned that if the FCC’'s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me -
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices —in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
N‘ame: EM A Lo "TD
;I:;I:: %MKM D SeN)prs \/\‘P&s\.;&/‘%
ress: - 1T Thano rohe Or, eehia (L .
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Mariene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission NOV 1 3 2012
Office of the Secretary FCC Mail Room

445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

f am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices —in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: é/)d/%e/?y @/7’24,//7%

Title: AeAvred
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary FCC Mail Room

445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services [ use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA} moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me -
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose guality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
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Title: /7 & Spare S+ /4/0/— 07/
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 3 2012
Federal Communications Commission NOV 1
Office of the Secretary .

445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room
Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication too! | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication - communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, _—" S )
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s ROBO FYIOEOV PL.
Telephone Number: @7@225{/ 1//// @05/&

/- 630~ 405= 620 WP)
. of Copias recd ,_Qf,.

List ABCDE




Received & Inspected

Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
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445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services {VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary NOV 1 3 2012
Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary FCC Mail Room

445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely ﬁ&W
Name: 177“_
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission NOV 1 3 20“2
Office of the Secretary '
445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. 1 want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary k3Y 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW .
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

1 am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC's)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,
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Mariene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission NOV [ 3 2012
Office of the Secretary ]

445 12th Street, SW FCC Mail Room

Room TW-A325
Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

f am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act {ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calis to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
guality of my service will suffer. I'm concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: M@Ell‘ B ‘A.FALKDLJdVI
Title: ‘o,
Address: — g 717 BQ/:{/L»W RCL““ Rrjé,ﬁi/l\j// [a // 07
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Receiv
Federal Communications Commission ed & mSpeCted
Office of the Secretary N

445 12th Street, SW 0V 132012
Room TW-A325 FCC Mai! Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

I am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication — communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

I am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have what the ADA promised me —
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

i am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have no choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name:
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Mariene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & Inspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary NOV 13 2012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554
CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Services (VRS) for my communication with hearing people. VRS
is a communication tool | use every day.

| am writing because | am very concerned about the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’s)
recent proposals to change the way VRS works. | can’t imagine life without the current services | use. |
don’t want to see those services change!

The Americans With Disabilities Act (ADA) moved deaf people forward and opened up opportunities for
us. The ADA assured deaf people (like me) that we will have access to “functionally-equivalent”
communication - communication choices and services similar to those enjoyed by hearing people. To
date, Video Relay Service (VRS) is the most functionally-equivalent communication service for deaf
people.

| am concerned that if the FCC’s proposals go into effect, | won't have what the ADA promised me -
choice in my VRS equipment. | want to keep options available in choosing products that were designed
for deaf people. | want choices.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect, | won’t have a choice in my VRS provider. |
don’t want my calls to be routed through a centralized database that would assign my calls to different
providers. Hearing people have a choice in service providers. | want a choice.

| am concerned that if the FCC's proposals go into effect and there are rate cuts for VRS providers, the
quality of my service will suffer. I’'m concerned that with very limited resources, VRS providers might
have to make changes that would result in longer hold times, unreliable service and less training for
interpreters. Hearing people have a choice to choose quality service. | don’t want VRS quality to suffer
because VRS providers have ng choice but to cut aspects of their service.

Please fulfill the promises of the ADA! | want functional equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: ¢MM
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