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Dear Chairman Genachowski;

I am an inmate at the Anamosa State Penitentiary and I am
writing this letter in support of the Wright Petition (CC Docket
#96-128).

As an inmate,I and my family are being gouged with outrageous
connection fee and per minute rates. I say my family as they are
the ones who usually place the money on my telephone account.

In Iowa,all inmates must make calls using the state owned
telephone system. We are charged a $2.00 connection fee for all in-
state calls plus a per minute rate from 19¢ to 28¢ per minute,
depending on the area code you are calling.

When placing a call out-of-state,you are charged a $3.00
connection fee and 25¢ and up per minute. All calls are for 20
minutes.

I am hoping that this letter will prompt yoﬁr commission to
make the State of Iowa lower both the connection fee and per
minute costs for all inmates.

Thank you for your time and attention to this support letter.

Sincerely,
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Chairman Julius Genachowski
Federal Communications Commission
Public Comments

445 12th Street,SW
Washington,D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Genachowski;

I am an inmate at the Anamosa State Penitentiary and I am
writing this letter in support of the Wright Petition (CC Docket
#96-128).

As an inmate,I and my family are being gouged with outrageous
connection fee and per minute rates., I say my family as they are
the ones who usually place the money on my telephone account.

In Iowa,all inmates must make calls using the state owned
telephone system. We are charged a $2.00 connection fee for all in-
state calls plus a per minute rate from 19¢ to 28¢ per minute,
depending on the area code you are calling.

When placing a call out-of-state,you are charged a $3.00
conunection fee and 25¢ and up per minute. All calls are for 20
minutes,

I am noping that this letter will prompt your commission to
make the sState of Iowa lower both the connection fee and per
minute costs for all inmates.

Thank you for your time and attention to this support letter.

Sincerely @_w’ ‘Z@OA VU\C’?‘QR{&S
_//
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From:

Nathan Dallas Brightman #781425

Washington State Department Of Corrections
Stafford Creek Correction Center

191 Constatine Way

Aberdeen, WA, 98520

Re: Wright Petition (Docket 96-128)

Dear Chairmen Genachowski,

I am writing in regards to a petition that is going around in the
prison systems regarding the extremely high costs of the phone call charged
to inmates and their family. I have been in prison for over 14 years, and
in the time I have been incarcerated myself and my family has had to have
spent 30,000% dollars on the phone. I have a very supportive family that
enjoys the conversation that we have, and are willing to go with out things
they need in order to budget for a phone call that costs ten times that of
a normal phone call. The fairness is evidently not there. As an inmate, T
make 32¢ and hour, and have to work eleven hours just+to have a twenty minute

phone call with my children. Even if I wanted to take the burden of the bill
from the ones that I love, the pay scale in prison does not allow me to do



Page 2

so. The people that support inmates are the ones that pay taxes every year.
They are the men and woman that work in your community, serve you and your
family at the stores your frequent. They are WE THE PEOPLE. They should not
be punished for the love they have for a family member that was imprisoned.
The cost of keeping in phone contact with a loved one in prison is just that,
a punishment. But it is a punishment for the law abiding citizen that has

a love and loyalty to family. The phone companies know that love will drive

a brokenhearted mother that is struggling to pay for medication, to pay an
exorbitant price to hear that her son is safe and alive. There is not much
fairness to that, or to the fact that these companies are rewarded for preying
on the emotions of people by being able to inflate the prices year after
year. The system needs a new face and stronger regqulations to protect people
from the companies that monopolize markets that restrict inmates from seeking

better deals or lower prices. Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Nathan Dallas Brightman #781425
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the state plans to return all out-of-state
prisoners within 4 years. “Due to realign-
ment, the implementation of the inmate
classification score system, and other infill
projects ... all offenders will be returned
to California,” the report said. “This plan
eliminates the use of all out-of-state con-
tract facilities by 2015-16.” .

The CDCR report noted that “Upon
full implementation of this plan, the elimi-
nation of the out-of-state contract beds
will result in a reduction of $318 million
General Fund and over 400 positions from
the department’s budget.”

According to the report, the out-
of-state prisoner population would be
reduced to 9,038 by 2012-13; to 4,969 by
2013-14; to 1,864 by 2014-15; and to 531
by 2015-16, with a complete phase out by
the end of 2016.

CCA has a significant stake in Cali-
fornia, as the state accounted for 13% of
the company’s total revenue in 2010. Thus,
CCA has courted California lawmakers —
mainly through donations to their election
campaigns. From 2003 to 2010, CCA officials
and the company’s Political Action Commit-
tee contributed over half a million dollars to
political candidates, incumbents and parties in
California; the majority of those funds went to
75 candidates between 2008 and 2010.

Despite such corporate largess, the
anticipated CDCR contracts that CCA
touted in its November 8, 2010 press
release never came to pass. Unable to fill
its Prairie Correctional Facility in Minne-
sota, CCA was forced to keep the prison
closed; it had been shuttered in February
2010 after Minnesota and Washington
State pulled their prisoners out.

The company had hoped to reopen
the 1,600-bed facility by stocking it with
California prisoners, but not only did that
not happen, it now looks like CCA will
lose its existing contracts with the CDCR
to house approximately 9,500 out-of-state
prisoners. This will have a negative impact
on CCA’s revenue but will be a positive
step for the thousands of prisoners re-
turned to California, who will be closer
to their families.

“The California experience shows
that states can save money and maintain
public safety by carefully reducing their
prison populations instead of paying
private for-profit corporations millions
of dollars,” said Don Specter, director of
the Prison Law Office. B‘

Sources: Minnesota Independent, CCA
press release, Sacramento Bee, http://cali-
Jforniawatch.org, www.insidecca.com
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SMITH’S GUIDE 1«
HABEAS CORPUS RELIEF

for State Prisoners under 28 U.S.C. §2254
Example pleadings from the initial
habeas corpus petition to the final
petition for a writ of certiorari.
Let Smith guide you step-by-step
through the federal courts with
confidence. 380 pages.
$24.95 + $6.95 shipping & handling. In CA
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Texas Prison System Increases Prisoners’

[

In 2007, when Texas became the last

state in the nation to let prisoners make
phone calls on a regular basis, the limit on
phone usage was 120 minutes a month.
[See: PLN, Nov. 2007, p.11]. Two years
later the Texas Board of Criminal Justice
(TBCJ) responded to requests by prison-
ers’ families and doubled the monthly
phone minute allotment to 240. In 2011
the Texas legislature considered, but ul-
timately did not adopt, an amendment
that would have increased the number of
minutes to 480; regardless, the limit on
phone usage was upped anyway.

Not surprisingly, Texas officials have
not increased the number of phone min-
utes solely for the benefit of prisoners
and their families, for whom phone calls
are a primary means of communication.
Rather, the reason for allowing additional
phone minutes is strictly financial. The
legislature needs to plug a large budget
deficit and money from the Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice (TDCJ) phone
system is an attractive source.

Currently, phone ca Texas
state prisoners cost $.234/minute for debit
mn-state phone calls ($.26/minute for col-
lect or prepaid) and $.387/minute for debit
out-of-state calls ($.43/minute for collect
or_prepaidl. While Those rates are sig-
nificantly less than those charged in other
state prison systems, they are still higher
than rates paid by the general public.

Of course the state gets a hefty
kickback from the TDCJ phone contract
— 40% of the gross revenue, with some
of that money earmarked for the Crime
Victims Compensation Fund. Thus, the
more calls that prisoners make, the greater
the amount of revenue and the greater
the kickback to the state. This led Rep.
Jerry Madden to introduce an amendment
to Senate Bill 1 (2011) that would have
increased the number of allotted phone
minutes to 480 per month, by amending
Texas Government Code § 495.027(d).

“This is an easy way to raise money
for the state,” said Madden.

Complicating the revenue-generating
rationale behind increasing the number
of allotted phone minutes is the fact
that many prisoners do not even use 240
minutes per month. This is likely due to
restrictions placed on the TDCJ phone

July 2012

Monthly Phone Minutes

by Matt Clarke ’

system — for example, prisoners can only
call up to ten people included on their
visitation list, who must go through a
bureaucratic registration process. Addi-
tionally, phone calls to cell phones are not
allowed; thus, people without landlines are
unable to receive calls from prisoners.
Still, providing prisoners with more
phone minutes, regardless of the motiva-
tion of state officials, is beneficial and
conducive to increased communication
between prisoners and their families and
friends. Unfortunately, Rep. Madden’s
amendment to increase the number of
phone minutes to 480 was excluded from
the final enrolled version of Senate Bill 1.
The bill did include a provision to charge
Texas prisoners a $100 annual fee for
medical care, replacing the prior co-pay
system; that change weat into effect in

September 2011. [See: PLN, April 2012,
p-24].

Despite the demise of Rep. Madden’s
amendment, the TDCJ decided in mid-
May 2011 to modify the phone system
to let prisoners make up to 500 minutes
of phone calls each month. Calls are still
limited to 15 minutes each, and the other
restrictions described above still apply.

If the restrictions were changed to
decouple TDCJ prisoners’ phone number
lists from their visitation lists, and to al-
low calls to cell phones, revenue from the
prison phone system would likely skyrocket
despite the costly per-minute rates. K

Sources: Texas Tribune, www.prisontalk.
com, htip:ligritsforbreakfast.blogspot.
com, www. tdcj. state.tx.us, www. texaspris-
onphone.com

Oklahoma Taxpayers Foot $13.5 Million
Settlement Bill for Sexual Abuse by Jailers
by David M. Reutter

he general public typically shows little

concern about abuse and corruption
in jails and prisons, at least until it affects
them personally. That was the case when
residents in Delaware County, Oklahoma
attended a November 2011 meeting of
the County Commission and learned
they may face an increase in property
taxes to satisfy a settlement in a lawsuit
that accused county jailers of raping and
molesting female prisoners.

“We alleged the sheriff permitted his
jail to be a sexual romper room,” said R.
Thomas Seymour, an attorney represent-
ing 15 former female prisoners who were
held at the Delaware County Jail (DCIJ).
The women were incarcerated between
2005 and 2010 on charges that ranged
from drug and alcohol-related offenses
to assault and larceny.

Seymour’s law firm, Seymour & Gra-
ham, with the Garrett Law Office, had
previously represented female prisoners
who were sexually abused by Custer Coun-
ty, Oklahoma Sheriff Michael Burgess,
who was convicted and sentenced to 79
years in prison. [See: PLN, March 2012,
P-24; Sept. 2009, p.36; May 2009, p.1].

30

At the center of the Delaware County
allegations were DCJ Administrator Lon-
nie Hunter and jail volunteer Bill Sanders,
Sr. The lawsuit alleged that Hunter and
Sanders had raped and sexually groped
female prisoners when driving them to
doctor appointments or while the women
were in their cells or shower areas. It also
claimed other jailers would “bargain”
with prisoners to expose their breasts in
exchange for food, cigarettes, candy and
personal items. Sheriff Jay Blackfox was
accused of covering for his employees and
ignoring prisoners’ complaints.

“I did not cover up anything,” said

Blackfox, who was elected in 2004, “I
would not have tolerated any type of
sexual misconduct out of my staff.”

Sheriff Blackfox acknowledged that
he received a letter of complaint in 2008
from female prisoners, which he said he
immediately turned over, along with wit-
ness statements, to the Oklahoma State
Bureau of Investigation. An investigation
was opened and a report sent to Delaware
County District Attorney Eddie Wyant.
Citing insufficient evidence, Wyant de-
clined to prosecute at that time.
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