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Re: CONCERNING BROADBAND INDUSTRY PRACTICES (DOCKET WC 07-52)
Dear Chairman Genachowski and Commissioners:

I have represented a large swath of the Texas Panhandle in the state legislature since 1989, and I
have seen a lot of changes in the way we communicate. My district has more fence lines than
phone lines, and it was not too long ago that we celebrated the end of party lines. Now we use
wireless devices to communicate wherever we happen to be, assuming we have a signal.

It might surprise the FCC to learn that parts of my district do not have a local telephone service
provider. These “uncertificated” areas lie outside the service territories of the telephone
companies, so even something as basic as a telephone can prove to be a luxury.

Clearly, wireless is the future of communications, not only in my district but also across
America. Older analog cell service could cover huge, wide open territories like the Panhandle
with relatively few towers, because the signal traveled farther. Today’s digital services require
more towers more closely spaced together, so some gaps in wireless coverage have actually
grown despite advancing technology. Without more investment in additional cell sites, there will
continue to be areas of my district without modermn communications services.

Because of its likely negative impact on investment in wireless networks, “net neutrality”
regulations should be rejected. Even in far West Texas, there is competition among providers —
provided you can get a signal at all — and no need to regulate how they provide Internet access.
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While the “net neutrality” argument focuses on Internet usage, whether on a wired or wireless
network, my constituents are just trying to make voice calls, send text messages, and complete
other basic communications tasks.

Until we get broadband over barbed wire figured out, our best hope is expanded wireless
networks, and that won’t happen if “net neutrality” regulation is forced upon wireless carriers.

Sincerely,

oy Rl

Warren Chisum
Texas State Representative, District 88



