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I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service {VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

{ am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simpiy order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
1o take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf

and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,
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| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

I am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won’t
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf

and hard-of-hearing.
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Name L\I/A} n CC( l (
Title, if appropriate !irgih& , gr‘, 2 d%( ’BFD"H/(e/l/J—

Address 130 ;-2 Fi'ﬁ+ Df?l Ve S;Qnﬁ/—n AIU‘)qCﬂ
Telephone Numbermg L/O ? 2 '?OS—

9. of Copies rec'd (]

izt ABCDE




Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325 DEC 102012

Washington, DC 20554

Received & Inspected

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

t 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 proposéls 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 and unreliable service. 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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By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submittea, |ncZing names and addresses,
will be publicly available via the web.
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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 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 and unreliable service. 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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By signing this document, you are filing an official FCC proceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses,
will be publicly available via the web.
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| am writing in responge to the Federal Communicat.on Commission’s request {or comments on the
“Steuctyre 2nd nractices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on propesed VRS compensation
rates.” !am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitaily important to peaple who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

i am e deaf, bur ! know firsthand how VRS works VRS sllows people who are dzaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to comimunicate comfortabiy and easily just like people who ¢an hear. Inthisway, it
has changed the lives of so many people who aie deaf, With VRS they can do the things we teke for
granted — make a doctor's appointment, call a chiid’s school, or simply order a pizzs. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would unds much of this progress. VRS targely relies on highly
skitled Arnerican Sign language (ASL) interpreters, These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviouswy, thes will have an imimediate and negative eMecton the
ahility of VRS companies to employ and train qualibed interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as efectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment k2 common videophones, computers, the iPad, or 2
smart TV, While such equiprment can provide a convenient backup solution, itcan’t replace the
videophanes and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the speciai needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

if the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and oppdrtunities of Armericans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,
[
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Office of the Secretary
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Washington, DC 2058338
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| am writing in rasponge to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments o the
“Structure 2nd practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on oroposed VRS compensztion
rates.,” |am verv concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to peeple who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

jam not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who ¢an hear. Inthisway, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, With VRS they can do the things we take for
gramed — make a doctor's appointment, call a chiid's school, or simply order a pizza VRS puts peaple
who are deaf on 3 more level playing field.

The changes peing considered by the $CT would urdo much of this progress. VRS largely refies on highly
skilled american Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the tonversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviousiy, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
shility of VRS companies to employ and train gualined interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectivelv provided through governmest-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment lik2 common videophones, computers, the iFad, or a2
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

if the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.
Sincerely,
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Washington, DC 20554
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CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am writing to provide my comments on Federal Communication Commission’s {FCC) Public Notice on
the “Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and cn preposed VRS
compensation rates.”

| am deaf and VRS is how | stay in touch with my family and friends who are not deaf. I'm sure that
hearing people don’t think about what it means to be able to pick up the phone and call anyone any
time or anywhere they want. But for me, this means everything. VRS has changed my life.

I am alarmed that the FCC is proposing to dramatically change the VRS program. Why is the FCC going
out of its way to fix something that isn’t broken?

I think there are two crucial reasons to keep the current VRS system in place.

First, | like the company | do business with. | don’t want to be forced to switch companies because the
one | work with has gone out of business.

Second, | don’t want te have to buy and set up my own VRS equipment. | got my equipment at no cost

from my VRS provider. They installed it and continue to maintain it. It would be unfair to now shift this

burden to me and other deaf people. If the government wants Lo prevent deaf peopie frem connecting

with others and using VRS, this is a good way to do it.
The VRS program works for people who are deaf. It's how we communicate every day with the hearing

world and how the hearing world communicates with us. Any changes to the program must be in the
best interest of deaf Americans. The changes being considered by the FCC are not.

Sincerely, ,//_40 / 2012
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CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video reiay service {VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates”. Iam very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

| am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use
the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has
changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, especially those who are not comfortable with the
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call
a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering
effect on students and employees willing to learn ASL,

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, ora
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically
designed to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Title, if appropriate
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I,am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

1 am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can Be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, ora
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won’t
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Name

Title, if appropriate
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
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| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

1 am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted ~ make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a piiza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

if the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Received & Inspected
Office of the Secretary
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Washington, DC 20554 FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

| am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL} interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can Be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won’t
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Name \/-?9,5 ;‘;‘,ﬂﬂ RUG (=/L20
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary Received & Inspected
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Washington, DC 20554

FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

{ am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a piiza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can He just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, ora
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

if the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf

and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & lnspected
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary DEC 102012
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 FCC Mail Room

Washington, DC 20554

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

I am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won’t
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf

and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,
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Title, if appropriate UM"’L °7~ 2 M W 2

Address_\ 3 Z | qq Fa“qc:/(,m)-e. Rue MUYHdH CA G2st3
Telephone Number ci‘;’j LDOO 57 ?(o
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary ted
Federal Communications Commission Recewed & Insp
Office of the Secretary 2012
445 12th Street, SW pEc 10

Room TW-A325 + RoOM
Washington, DC 20554 FCC Mail

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” 1 am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

1 am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf

and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Name CC( rol CAHA LC OHM:”‘() leay 7z 1-’ﬂd¢1!£‘4t
Title, if appropriate n’LO/CA-W 67_ 2 M Sora. 2

— - cA 923563
Address 3?" 949 FH((SS)"OU@- o Mmurri @h’-]/
Telephone Number 9 5 | (00 5 }7@

No. of Copies rec’'d ‘ k

List ABCDE




Received & Inspected
Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission DEC 102012
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

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.

} 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 1 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 and unreliable service. 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. Piease ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely,

Name: Lol IFrxeErO
Title:
Nddress: o= . ced atit ST~ Jeiason , Hle ESV/3

Telephone Number:

By signing this document, you are fifing an official FCC proceedmg All information submitted, including names and addresses,
will be publicly available via the web.
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Received & Inspected
Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission DEC 102012
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.

| 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 and unreliable service. 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 functionai equivalency. | want choices — in equipment,
providers and quality. Please ensure that the VRS services | currently enjoy are maintained.

Sincerely, . . -
Name: Scheoe =N DomeneT

- s 3 .
—/:I:;rless- w2 SR LD el AN T3 Lo e = P2

Telephone Number: &xpco - Reos - H 3 &

CTTTOSS

By signing this document, you are filing an official FCLproceeding. All information submitted, including names and addresses,
will be publicly available via the web.
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N ber 19, 2012
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Mariene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
Office of the Secretary

445 12" Street SW

Room TW-A325

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service {VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates”. 1am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

| am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows deaf or hard-of-hearing people to use
the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it has
changed the lives of so many people who are deaf, especiaily those who are not comfortable with the
written word. With VRS they can do the things we take for granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call
a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters. It will also likely have a sobering
effect on students and employees willing to learn ASL.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by the VRS providers. These have been specifically
designed to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

If the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won't
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Name

Title, if appropriate

Address 47 !
Telephone Number /5 -567-955p
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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary Received & Inspected
445 12th Street, SW
Room TW-A325 DEC 102012
Washington, DC 20554 FCC .

Mail Room

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51

I am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s request for comments on the
“Structure and practices of the video relay service (VRS) program and on proposed VRS compensation
rates.” | am very concerned that the changes being considered by the FCC will destroy a program that is
vitally important to people who are deaf and hard-of-hearing.

I am not deaf, but | know firsthand how VRS works. VRS allows people who are deaf or hard-of-hearing
to use the “phone” to communicate comfortably and easily just like people who can hear. In this way, it
has changed the lives of so many people who are deaf. With VRS they can do the things we take for
granted — make a doctor’s appointment, call a child’s school, or simply order a pizza. VRS puts people
who are deaf on a more level playing field.

The changes being considered by the FCC would undo much of this progress. VRS largely relies on highly
skilled American Sign Language (ASL) interpreters. These are the people who relay the conversation
between the deaf and the hearing participants. The FCC wants to drastically cut the rate they pay VRS
companies for providing this service. Obviously, this will have an immediate and negative effect on the
ability of VRS companies to employ and train qualified interpreters.

The FCC has also suggested that VRS can be just as effectively provided through government-mandated
software that is used on off-the-shelf equipment like common videophones, computers, the iPad, or a
smart TV. While such equipment can provide a convenient backup solution, it can’t replace the
videophones and other technologies provided by VRS providers. These have been specifically designed
to take into account the special needs of the deaf and hard-of-hearing.

if the FCC takes away skilled ASL interpreters and innovative equipment, VRS as we know it today won’t
exist. This would be a huge step backward for the rights and opportunities of Americans who are deaf
and hard-of-hearing.

Sincerely,

Name d’n}“b,/ M‘@l&(

Title, if appropriate

Address \BQS,& VIF} Dom ( n ‘\gu_u muffl‘&lﬂ aya’
Telephone Number Q§I 2 YD 3;7.52—
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