The South Carolina Broadband Technology and Communications Study Committee is providing the opportunity for interested parties to submit responses and recommendations on issues that the Study Committee plans to address in its recommendations to the General Assembly.  Please submit your recommendations by electronic means no later than 12:00 Noon, November 30, 2007, to Nancy Coombs, coombsn@scsenate.org.  
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ISSUES

I.
Definition of Broadband

(1)
Should the definition of “broadband” be amended?  

The current definition is: 

The term “broadband service” means any service that is used to deliver video or to provide access to the Internet and that consists of the offering of: 

(a) a capability to transmit information at a rate that is generally not less than one hundred ninety kilobits per second in at least one direction;  or 

(b) any service that combines computer processing, information storage, and protocol conversion to enable users to access Internet content and services. 

S.C. Code Ann. § 58-9-10 (17).

(2)
How should the definition be amended?

II.
Deployment and Marketing of Broadband

(1)
Should the concept of affordability be considered with respect to whether access to broadband products and services is available?

(2)
Who should collect the data to determine where broadband is available in the State and under what conditions?

(3) 
What measurement should be used to ascertain where broadband is available (e.g., zip code or a more local granular geographic level or some other method)? 

(4)
What is the current level of deployment and is it reasonable and timely?

(5)
Is the private market currently providing adequate levels of deployment of broadband services such that no purpose is served by the construction of a new wireless broadband service utilizing the Educational Broadband Service (EBS) licenses?

(6)
What actions, if any, should be taken to accelerate deployment of broadband services (grants, tax incentives, or other incentives)?  

(7) 
Should the focus of any broadband program be on increasing supply (availability) or demand (penetration or take-rate)?

(8)
 Are there any specific areas that should be targeted for accelerated deployment of broadband services?  

(9)
Should efforts focus on accelerating deployment in unserved areas, without regard to demand for services?  

(10)
Should efforts focus on accelerating deployment on underserved areas, whether they are in rural or urban areas? 

(11)
Why does South Carolina have a lower penetration or take-rate than the national average?

(12)
What actions, if any, should be taken to encourage the utilization of broadband services (for example, training programs, programs for no-cost or reduced-cost equipment, public awareness campaign, community centers, etc.)?

(13)
Should access to broadband services by residential or business consumers be subsidized?  Who would be the beneficiaries of such subsidies?  How would those subsidies be funded?

(14)
Should the State address the situation where a provider might choose not to provide broadband services because the provider cannot bundle broadband service with other telecommunications services, and thus make the investment in facilities worth the expense?

III.
Program Structure and Management

(1)
Should South Carolina create a government-based program, a private-based program, or a public/private partnership such as ConnectKentucky, e-NC Authority or other similar entity?    

(2)
How would you structure such an entity?  Include in your response the following items and any other recommendations:


(a)  goals;


(b)  duties;


(c)  staffing; and 


(d)  funding.

IV.
Conversion of Spectrum and Leasing of Excess Capacity

(1)
What competitive or other concerns exist for current providers of broadband regarding the leasing and related build-out and operation of the spectrum held by ETV, Greenville Technical College, and Trident Technical College?  How should these concerns be addressed?

(2)
If the current EBS licensees’ excess capacity in South Carolina is leased to a third party that constructs a statewide broadband system, what will be the economic impact on existing providers of broadband services and their customers?

(3)
How could a lease of the EBS licensees’ excess capacity be structured such that a third party lessee does not obtain an unfair advantage for the provision of broadband and other communications services to the citizens of this State?

(4)
How could a lease of the EBS licensees’ excess capacity be structured such that a third party lessee does not obtain an unfair advantage for the provision of broadband and other communications services to the government entities of this State, including, but not limited, to ETV?

(5)
What restrictions, if any, should the State place on bidders of spectrum assets?

(6)
What requirements, if any, should the State place in any request for proposal for the leasing of excess capacity?

(7)
What mandates, contingencies, restrictions, or incentives, if any, should be placed on or provided for bidders with respect to serving unserved and underserved areas?

(8)
Should an independent, third party be retained to provide a valuation of the EBS licenses held by ETV, Trident Tech and Greenville Tech or should the value of the spectrum be market-driven, based on responses to requests for proposals released by the license holders?  Who should be responsible for retaining that independent, third party?  Who should pay the expenses associated with the valuation?

(9)
Would it be beneficial for teachers and students to have a statewide WiMAX network to serve educational needs?

(10)
What costs will be incurred by state or local school districts or others for equipment (for example, digital television sets or wireless receiver equipment), wiring, or other new technology that will be needed to utilize the services that ETV will provide to schools over the educational set-aside portion of the spectrum?

(11)
Should the excess capacity of ETV, Greenville Tech, and Trident Tech be considered for lease on a statewide basis or should the excess capacity be broken down into smaller pieces or according to the license holder?  If the assets are not leased on a statewide basis,  how should they be broken down?  

(12)
What requirement, if any, should be placed on a third party lessee of the EBS licensees’ excess capacity with regard to the build-out of a statewide network that provides ubiquitous wireless coverage both in terms of geography and timing?

(13)
If a statewide build-out is required, how long would this take and how much would it cost?

(14)
Given the cost to construct a statewide network that will provide ubiquitous wireless coverage, what additional consideration might ETV, Greenville Tech, and Trident Tech expect to obtain for the lease of the EBS licensees’ excess capacity?

(15)
Will the lease of the EBS licensee’s excess capacity to third party lessees effectively prohibit other communications service providers from providing communications services for a fee to governmental entities in this State?  If so, what are the resulting ramifications?

(16)
Should ETV, Greenville Tech, or Trident Tech forego the lease of the spectrum and attempt to find alternative ways to finance any required conversion?

(17)
Should ETV, Greenville Tech, or Trident Tech attempt to preserve the full use of the licensed spectrum to have the ability to provide additional and enhanced services in the future, which might not otherwise be possible due to a lease of the present excess capacity?

(18)
What other technologies exist today that could be utilized by ETV, Greenville Tech, or Trident Tech to continue to provide their current level of services without the use of the EBS licenses?  Are these alternatives cost effective?

(19)
How should any revenues obtained from the leasing of excess capacity be used:


(a)  for ETV’s excess capacity; and


(b)  for Greenville Tech’s and Trident Tech’s excess capacity?

(20)
Who should determine how revenue obtained from the leasing of excess capacity should be used:


(a)  for ETV’s excess capacity; and


(b)  for Greenville Tech’s and Trident Tech’s excess capacity?

(21)
What could be the benefits or disadvantages of a statewide wireless broadband network?

YOU ARE WELCOME TO SUBMIT OTHER RECOMMENDATIONS FOR THE STUDY COMMITTEE TO CONSIDER IF THOSE RECOMMENDATIONS ARE NOT COVERED BY THE ABOVE QUESTIONS. 
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