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April 26, 2013

Ms. Marlene H. Dortch via ECFS
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: WC Docket No. 13-103; Unity Telecom, LLC Supplement

Dear Ms. Dortch:

Unity Telecom, LLC (“Unity Telecom”), by counsel, submits this letter to clarify

information provided in its recent application for approval to discontinue services.

In its application, Unity Telecom identified the states in which the Company

proposes to cease the offering of its prepaid local exchange and interexchange service. In the

original customer notice, however, two additional states (Arizona and Michigan) were noted in a

footnote regarding the geographic scope of the proposed discontinuance. This letter serves to

confirm that the proposed discontinuance does not affect services offered in either Arizona or

Michigan. These states were originally included in the list of states for the discontinuance and

then removed; however, the customer notice was not corrected to remove them from the

footnote. Unity Telecom regrets this error and any confusion that may have resulted; however,

the Company notes that it has no customers in either Arizona or Michigan to be confused

regarding the status of their service.
Respectfully submitted,

Winafred Brantl

Counsel to Unity Telecom, LLC


