TALKING POINTS

Introduction

1.
Identify who you are and the name of your company.

2.
Briefly describe your company:


- where you operate


- how many people you employ


- stress public interest benefits, as applicable (rural, unserved, competitive, local, 


higher speeds, etc.)

3.
Explain that you are calling about spectrum reform legislation that the House is considering, and that you STRONGLY OPPOSE certain aspects of the Majority draft

If speaking/writing to a Republican Representative:
(some of these can be used for communications with Democratic Representatives)

1.
Section 104 (which would require future spectrum allocations to be made via auction among licensed and unlicensed concerns) would be impractical and would likely reduce revenue by creating tremendous uncertainty 


- many potential users of the spectrum, like WISPs, would be unable to raise capital for unlicensed spectrum, reducing substantially the number of bidders and thus revenues


- technical rules may not require licensed use to be interoperable with nearby unlicensed use, thereby reducing the value of the licensed spectrum

- nearby markets with differing regulatory regimes (licensed here, unlicensed there) would restrict the ability of carriers to acquire a nationwide or even regional footprint, thereby deterring participation in the auctions and decreasing spectrum value


- Section 104 is unstudied and untested, and public confidence in its ability to work would be so low as to discourage participation in an auction by either licensed or unlicensed concerns

2.
WISPs will not pay money for non-exclusive spectrum.  This would eliminate the one advantage of unlicensed – reduced entry costs from free spectrum – and make the band unavailable for affordable broadband and other innovative services like those that have flourished in the past

3.
The highest bidders should not be permitted to dictate the regulatory regime; rather, that is the job of the expert agency (FCC).

4.
The draft bill ignores the long-term benefits of unlicensed spectrum:


- promotes access and adoption to broadband in rural and unserved areas to bridge the digital divide


- furthers education and civic participation


- creates home-based jobs


- creates small businesses


If speaking with a Democratic Representative:

(some of these can be used for communications with Republican Representatives)

1.
Good spectrum policy cannot be mortgaged to the highest bidder just to satisfy a desire for short-term revenues.

2.
Any spectrum reform bill must preserve a meaningful amount of spectrum for unlicensed uses to be balanced with licensed uses


- without unlicensed spectrum, millions of Americans would still be without broadband or competitive choice


- without unlicensed spectrum, there would be no WiFi or “Super WiFi” (white spaces) that has made the U.S. a world leader in innovation

3.
The FCC, as the expert agency and with transparent public participation, should be charged with making decisions about what spectrum should be licensed/unlicensed and what the service rules should be to promote the public interest
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