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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 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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| 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 wouid 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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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.
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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.

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 Sigh 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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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. [n 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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| 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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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 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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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.
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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.

| 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, s
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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.

| 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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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.
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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.

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, 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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| 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 Mid(, AMSQ:’Z % ;_C

Title, if appropriate

Address 2056 CzMa,anvc CF C’olbmbm/ oK 3775

Telephone Number_(& i‘(/) 580 -5715¢

No. of Copies rec'a___ ¢)
List ABCDE [




Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & \ﬁsﬁeeteﬂ
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary DEC -3 2012
445 12th Street, SW

3
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.

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,

Title, if appropriate

Address__ S 1,4 (DA rner Pk— ‘DP)
Telephone Number_ (4 | y-24s5- Y94 ?

M)z<'ll’9fuil/€/ Oh Y325/

No.of Copiesrecd__ (2

List ABCDE




Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission . inapected

Office of the Secretary Received & nspec

445 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325 DEC -3 2012

Washi , DC 20554 :
asington FCC Mai! 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, N
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Washington, DC 20554

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.

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

Address &2 ( f‘iM) lin@z 4@ 20/ éf%z%ﬁc@ éﬁ}l/ (%5609’

Telephone Number &/¢4 - 3)7-359

No. of Copies rec'
List ABCDE 4 Q

_



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary

Federal Communications Commission Reesived & i )
38 I % F S P

Office of the Secretary - Sived & Inspecied

445 12th Street, SW nee L

Room TW-A325 o =3 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 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, 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

Office of the Secretary g

445 12th Street, SW . ' Ce i

Room TW-A325 ( Recelved & Inepected
Washington, DC 20554 DEC -3 2012

CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51 ECC Mall Room

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 on proposed VRS
compensation rates.”

I 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 to 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 to prevent deaf people from 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,

Name

Title, if appropriate
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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 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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Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Received & inspected

Federal Communications Commission D /S/ ‘

Office of the Secretary l ‘ DEQ ~32012
445 12th Street, SW

Room TW-A325 FCC Mzi! Room

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

| am writing in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s (FCC’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 about these proposals and how they will affect my family’s
safety.

VRS is a lifeline. It allows me to conduct business, connect with my family and friends and do many
other things over the phone that many hearing people take for granted. Most important, though, VRS is
how | access my local emergency 911 service. In an emergency | know that when | place a 911 call it will
be answered immediately. My location will be known. And, specially trained American Sign Language
(ASL) interpreters will be there to make sure my local emergency responders know exactly what help |
need. You can’t imagine how frightening it is to think that | might not be able to get help for me or my
family because of long hold times, poorly trained interpreters, or bad equipment.

Cutting the rates paid to VRS providers as low as the FCC proposes will only reduce service quality |
currently depend on. How will these companies hire and keep skilled ASL interpreters on staff when the
government has just cut what they are willing to pay them by $2 an hour? How will 911 calls be
answered immediately when there are fewer interpreters and longer hold times? How will | know that
my VRS will work when 'm using a videophone from WalMart instead of the specially designed
videophone from my VRS provider?

I hope the FCC has answers to all of the questions before it considers changing the current system.

Sincerely,

Name ] EXT €S8 BEREZ
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Honorable Julius Genachowski, Chairman Received & Inspected Federal

Commissioner Michael J. Copps NEC - 3 Communications
Commissioner Robert M. McDowell ‘ - 320 12 Commission
Commissioner Mignon Clyburn ) 445 Twelfth Street SW
Commissioner Meredith Attwell Baker FCC Mail Room Washington, DC 20554

Re: CG Docket Nos. 03-123 and 10-51
Dear Chairman Genachowski and Commissioners Copps, McDowell, Clyburn, and Baker,

I am a deaf person who uses Video Relay Service over broadband to communicate in American Sign
Language, my primary language. For those of us who are deaf, VRS is a life-altering broadband service that is
a vital link to the hearing community.

Ensuring that deaf individuals have access to VRS and encouraging improvements in VRS should be a high

" priority for you as Chairman and Commissioners of the Federal Communications Commission. The Americans
with Disabilifies Act (ADA) requires the FCC to make available to all deaf individuals nationwide “functionally
equivalent” communications.

You will soon determine the future of VRS. When you set the VRS rate, you will determine whether America
makes progress toward the statutory goals of functional equivalence, nationwide access, and inclusion — or
force deaf users to revert to TTY communications. And, you will determine whether VRS fulfills its potential to
drive broadband adoption by the deaf, even in the face of disproportionate poverty, disenfranchisement, and
isolation. ’

| was deeply disturbed to see the Commission’s recerit‘ Public Notice on VRS rates. These proposals will push
VRS providers into bankruptcy and mean an end to VRS.

You should be increasing the availability and use of VRS, not cutting back. You should adopt a rate that
encourages continuing improvements in VRS technology. Recent developments in VRS are a good example
of how the service can be improved, such as enhanced 911 services, 10-digit numbering, a larger and better-
trained pool of interpreters, and better videophones with an array of enhanced features. Monthly payments for
broadband are a big expense for many deaf people, and instead of trying to cut back on VRS, you should be
exploring ways to make VRS over broadband more affordable fo deaf individuals. -

Progress toward functional equivalence will be destroyed if the FCC does not encourage VRS providers to
improve VRS and make it more widely available. VRS is a recent and dramatic advancement that benefits
those who are deaf, but so much more can be done. It would be tragic if the FCC were to destroy this
broadband service that is so vital to the deaf.

I urge you to establish a fair and predictable rate for VRS that will encourage VRS providers to invest in
improving VRS and reaching more deaf individuals. The law requires it and it is the right thing to do.

Sincerely,
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Received & Inspected
DEC X3 2012
FCC Mall Room

We want to thank you for glving us opportunity to
express our concerns about the future VRS.

Attention: Public Comment

it has come to my attention that FCC shocks like a
volcano the deaf community In regard to Its
consideration to eliminate VRS (Video Relay

Service) Including Sorenson, Purple and many other
providers In the near future. Vice President of Sorenson
scared us via videophones with his strong expressions.
Therefore his behavior Iis still unappreciable and
unprofessional.

Frankly | allege FCC of being outsmarted by greedy deaf
businessmen due to FCC’s careless management.
Therefore the big mistake was the result of a poor
oversight. As a result FCC has lost a lot of money to
them without maintaining strictly to check all
companies weekly.

1 can understand that FCC wants to clean FCC’s own
mistakes. | am sure that FCC still complies with
Americans with Disabllities Act. Therefore Video Relay
Services are of Importance to Deaf people due to the
most functionally equivalent communication service. As
a result deaf people must be treated equally and
accesslibly.

1 still disagree with your first proposal to reinforce us to
use “off-the shell” equipment and government-mandated
software. It Is senseless and unrealisticl You stlil have
not solved the Issues without creating a new technology
with TV Including flashing lights, a list of addresses and
movable small camera. For an example the flashing light
from end to end on top of TV at the same time that the
camera moves upward when called will be positively
ideal for deaf people who rely heavlly on visuallzation. |
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belleve that you have overiooked the Importance of
emergency call (911). 1 am sure that any big companles
such as Sony, Toshiba, and others would be happy to
design a new technology to meet the deaf reasonable
accommodations according to the ADA. Therefore deaf
people should not be charged for the new TV with above
special features. As suggested, they must be approved
and Inspected by FCC before they are delivered.

Secondly | still disagree with “no choice In VRS
providers”. FCC oppresses deaf people because hearing
people have better choices than deaf people In
providers. FCC must not treat deaf people differently.
PLEASE RECONSIDER ABOUT DEAF PEOPLE’S EQUAL
OPPORTUNITY AS HEARING PEOPLE! As a result FCC has
no right to control over the abllities of deaf people to
choose the VRS providers. FCC must be responsible for
communicating openly with deaf people Iin democratic
soclety. Therefore they must work together with deaf
people so they can Improve themselves.

As a resuit | strongly disagree with FCC’s declision to
change too quickly as FCC needs more research on deaf
experience life and more time to create an Improvement
in a new system and technology without an "overnight”™
change. Therefore FCC must respect our equal access.
As a result you must be responsible for Improving your
management and communication among deaf citizens. As
suggested FCC should establish four FCC offices In
America so they can provide better services through the
better management so they can maintain the updated
information and communication among deaf
communltles.

Thirdly, | completely oppose the rate cuts. The result
will damage deaf people’s happy and comfortable
cholces so we will confront the unrellable service and
poor quality services. We must have better qualified



interpreters in order to avold misunderstanding and
communication barriers. The services could hurt deaf
people’s goiden opportunity In easy and clear
communication via highly qualified Interpreters with
hearing people. | am concerned that FCC will probably
treat deaf people as second citizens. It Is unjust and
senseless because FCC will limit the deaf people’s
abllity to choose from different providers. Therefore deaf
people will not recelve luxurious and happy cholces like
hearing people. As a result FCC’s behavior seems llke
Communist way! As suggested Therefore FCC In four
different divisions In US must be responsible for
controlling budgets In order to avold rigid systems.

Hopefully my good feedbacks will be beneficlal and
helpful.

Thank you for your conslderation and support.
Fredric Waldorf

13224 Meander Cove Drive

Germantown, Maryland 20874
Fpwaldorf7@comcast.net
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Washington, DC 20554

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.” |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.

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 empioy 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

Title, if appropriate

v )| Er St oo usGrave /530

Telephone Number LH Q' (-PSQ _S[FS@

No. of Copies rec'
List ABCDE d Q

_—



Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary Reeeived & inspecie
Federal Communications Commission

Office of the Secretary - DLC ~ 3 2012
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Washington, DC 20554

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.

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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