
















































































































































From: Donna Rae Faulkner
To: House Labor and Commerce
Subject: We strongly support NET NEUTRALITY and hope that you will too! HB 277
Date: Friday, February 2, 2018 4:49:54 PM

To our Honorable Alaskan Senators and Representatives -
We strongly believe that net neutrality is an important aspect of freedom of speech and do not
want to see it done away with!! We do not want companies censoring, charging differentially
for speed and content and we want Alaskans and all Americans to have access to the internet.
It sounds like HB277 is an effort to protect broadband internet and net neutrality.  Please
support it.  Thank you very much.
Feel free to contact us if you would like to know more about our perspectives.
Sincerely,
Donna Rae and Don

Donna Rae Faulkner and Don "Iceman" McNamara
Oceanside Farms
58508 East End Road
Homer, AK 99603
(907) 235-SURF or (907)299-SURF

mailto:House.Labor.And.Commerce@akleg.gov


From: Rep. Sam Kito
To: Caitlyn Ellis
Subject: FW: House Bill 277
Date: Thursday, February 1, 2018 12:35:30 PM

For the HB277 file
 

From: homeraha@gmail.com [mailto:homeraha@gmail.com] 
Sent: Tuesday, January 30, 2018 4:56 PM
To: Rep. Adam Wool <Rep.Adam.Wool@akleg.gov>; Rep. Andy Josephson
<Rep.Andy.Josephson@akleg.gov>; Rep. Louise Stutes <Rep.Louise.Stutes@akleg.gov>; Rep.
Chris Birch <Rep.Chris.Birch@akleg.gov>; Rep. Sam Kito <Rep.Sam.Kito@akleg.gov>; Rep.
Gary Knopp <Rep.Gary.Knopp@akleg.gov>; Rep. Colleen Sullivan-Leonard
<Rep.Colleen.Sullivan-Leonard@akleg.gov>; Rep. Mike Chenault
<Rep.Mike.Chenault@akleg.gov>; Rep. Bryce Edgmon <Rep.Bryce.Edgmon@akleg.gov>
Subject: House Bill 277
 
To the Members of the House Labor and Commerce Committee:
 
I’m writing to voice my strong support for House Bill 277. I oppose the actions of the FCC at
the federal level, which removed the level playing field for all internet users and service
providers, and believe that changes must be made at the national level. As this may or
may not occur, I believe that it is urgent that laws protecting internet neutrality be passed
at the State level. 
 
The internet has become essential to the functioning of the lives of a large majority of
Alaskans: from paying bills, to accessing our bank accounts, to communicating with family and
friends, to storing photographs, to renewing  fishing licenses and vehicle registrations, to filling out
our permanent fund applications, to checking the marine and onshore weather forecasts and
warnings, to checking the tide tables, to accessing insurance and medical records, to ordering
goods, to watching movies, to buying stamps, to accessing library media and renewing library
books, to looking up information on any and all topics, to completing coursework, to looking up
phone numbers, to accessing real-time tsunami alert and earthquake information, to finding our
way in the wilderness with GPS, to  contacting our legislators (!),…the list goes on and on!
 
It is absolutely essential that the internet remain equally accessible to all people, organizations, and
businesses! Thank you for considering this bill. I urge your support!
 
Sincerely,
 
Ann Agosti-Hackett
PO Box 15344
Fritz Creek AK 99603
 

mailto:Rep.Sam.Kito@akleg.gov
mailto:Caitlyn.Ellis@akleg.gov


 

 
AMERICAN CIVIL LIBERTIES UNION OF ALASKA FOUNDATION 

1057 W. Fireweed Lane, Suite 207 | Anchorage, AK 99503 | Tel: 907.258.0044 | Fax: 907.258.0288 
www.acluak.org |  ACLUofAlaska |  @ACLUofAlaska  

 

February 9, 2018 

House Labor & Commerce Committee 
Alaska State House of Representatives 
State Capitol 
Juneau, AK 99801 
 
 Re: Saving the Open Internet: ACLU of Alaska Support for HB 277 
 
Dear Chair Kito, Vice-Chair Wool, and Members of the House Labor & Commerce 
Committee: 
 
There is a growing threat to freedom of speech on the internet from network 
providers. I am providing this testimony to give a specific perspective on the net 
neutrality debate: the threat to our civil liberties. As the internet has grown and 
become one of the primary means of communication in modern society, restoring 
meaningful rules to protect internet users from censorship is critical to free speech 
in the modern era.  
 
We all use the telephone and none of us worry that if we call a particular person or 
talk about a certain subject, the telephone company will make our connection 
choppy or add delays to our conversation. But, when it comes to using the internet, 
this is exactly what the removal of net neutrality rules would permit.  
 
These are not hypothetical concerns; they’ve already happened. Without net 
neutrality rules in the United States and elsewhere, we have seen content slowed 
and blocked based upon the political views and business interests of ISP companies: 
 

• AT&T censored a live Pearl Jam concert stream in response to criticisms of 
President George W. Bush by the band’s lead singer Eddie Vedder; 

• Verizon blocked text messages from the pro-choice advocacy group NARAL 
because Verizon deemed them to be “controversial”; 

• Telus, a Canadian Telecom company, blocked the website of a union with 
which it was engaged in a labor dispute; 

• AT&T limited its customers’ use of FaceTime to coerce them into buying more 
expensive data plans; and 

• AT&T, Sprint, T-Mobile, and Verizon all blocked mobile wallet applications, 
like Google Wallet, that competed with their own mobile wallet application. 

 
Some claim that without net neutrality, competition between internet service 
providers and telecom companies will root out this kind of nefarious behavior. But 

https://www.facebook.com/ACLUofAlaska
https://twitter.com/ACLUofAlaska
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this hope is misplaced; you can’t have competition without a competitive market. 
Most Americans, and particularly here in Alaska, don’t have a choice between their 
network provider: it is, at best, an oligopoly, and at worst, a monopoly. The costs to 
build high-speed broadband service are so great, so there is very little competition, 
which is exactly why so many Alaskans have only one possible network provider to 
choose from.1 And manipulations of data are not always easy to detect. Content can 
be delayed or distorted in important but subtle ways.  
 
Alaska needs this more than any other state. In our state, we rely on fast, reliable, 
content-neutral internet for our businesses, for our schools, and to provide 
telemedicine to our remote villages. 
 
Others have suggested that bills like HB 277 may be preempted or raise 
constitutional issues under the Commerce Clause. These concerns are 
surmountable: although section 253 of the Communications Act may limit state 
laws that inhibit interstate telecommunications service, there is an express 
exception for laws that “ensure the continued quality of telecommunications 
services and safeguard the rights of consumers.”2 HB 277 applies only to in-state 
providers, it does not apply to or unreasonably affect out-of-state commerce, and the 
courts have consistently upheld neutral regulations on a business’s interactions 
with consumers.3 
 
As of today, thirty states across the nation have introduced or are nearing 
introduction of bills that would restore net neutrality protections in their states. 
By passing HB 277, Alaska will join a national chorus of states and bipartisan 
groups of internet users to announce that the elimination of net neutrality rules is 
unacceptable. 

Sincerely, 

 
 

Tara A. Rich 
Legal & Policy Director 

                                                 
1 This is precisely why, under the Communications Act of 1934, these entities should be classified 
under Title II (utility-style regulation, which was undone by the elimination of net neutrality). It 
takes a good deal of verbal gymnastics to classify internet service providers as “information service” 
that do not have these same barriers to entry into the marketplace. 
2 47 U.S.C. § 253. 
3 See, e.g. Ades v. Omni Hotels Mgmt. Corp., 46 F. Supp. 3d 999, 1011–16 (C.D. Cal. 2014) (holding 
that the California Invasion of Privacy Act does not violate the Dormant Commerce Clause); Elane 
Photography, LLC v. Willock, 309 P.3d 53, 66 (N.M. 2013) (holding that application of New Mexico’s 
anti-discrimination ordinance to a photography business did not violate the First Amendment).  
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