
APPENDIX C:

QUESTIONS SUBMITTED TO PANELISTS

The May Meetings

1. Have market conditions changed to the extent the Commission should reconsider its earlier finding in the Section 706 proceeding?  If so, how have conditions changed, and why do these changes warrant reconsideration of the Commission’s earlier finding?

2. Should the government play a role in providing access to cable Internet facilities or services by ISPs and OSPs that are not affiliated with the cable provider, or should government allow market forces to determine the level of access that is offered?

3. If you believe the government should play a role in this arena:

a. Define the scope of access you believe is appropriate and explain why.

b. Describe the type of regulatory scheme that would be necessary to achieve the goals of government action.

c. What should be the goals of government action?

d. Define the public interest objectives advanced by government action.  How would consumers benefit from government action?

e. Identify the risks to the public of government inaction.

f. Identify the risks to the public if the envisioned benefits of government action do not materialize.

4. If you do not advocate government intervention with respect to cable Internet service:

a. Identify the risks to the public of government intervention.

b. What public interest objective will be advanced by government inaction?  How would consumers benefit from government inaction?

c. Identify the risks to the public if the envisioned benefits of government inaction do not materialize.

d. If you believe government action at this time is not appropriate but may be warranted in the future, indicate what developments or conditions would trigger the need for government intervention.

5. Would government action provide incentives or disincentives for the deployment of alternative broadband technologies that reach the “last mile?”

6. Should the vitality of the ISP/OSP industry have any bearing on the question of whether government action is necessary or appropriate?

7. What is your vision for consumer choice with respect to broadband services?  How would that vision be furthered by any government action or inaction you advocate? Would all consumers have a multiplicity of choices?

8. What is “open access?”

The July Meeting

1. Are the high cable stock valuations seen in recent mergers of cable systems justified?

2. Do your investment decisions depend on the cable company’s prospects for deployment of telephone services and deployment of broadband access bundled with an affiliated ISP’s services?

3. Is there a business case for cable companies to open their systems voluntarily and partner with an unaffiliated ISP’s services?

4. What impact do high cable stock valuations have on incentives to invest in cable overbuilds?

5. Do you agree or disagree with the Commission’s policy position that the broadband market is nascent, that there is a “no-opoly,” and thus government should refrain from regulation at this time?

6. With respect to the broadband competitive marketplace, some argue that, without “open access,” AT&T will become a gatekeeper and therefore will not be a competitive market.  How do you see the competitive marketplace with open access: mandated by state and local governments, (b) mandated by Congress or the Commission, or (c) not mandated at all?

