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Date: April 14, 2021 (morning) 

To: California Senate Committee on Energy, Utilities and Communications, this submission to each of the Senators serving thereon 
and to the immediate attention to Committee Staff consultants Ms. Nidia Bautista and Ms. Sarah Smith. 

From: Paul McGavin, founder, Wire California, 707-981-5522 

Re: Opposition to CA’s 2021 Triple Threat 6-7-8: Wire California Opposes or Seeks Significant Amendments to CA SB.556, AB.537 
& SB.378 — Three CA Broadband Bills that Demolish Local Control over Wireless Infrastructure 

Dear Senators and Senior Staff, 

CA’s slate of bills to greenlight the rollout of 4G/5G  so-called “small” Wireless Telecommunications Facilities (sWTFs) in all 
zones  is the  latest in a long list of scandals by AT&T, Verizon, T-Mobile, Crown Castle, Extenet and others to use the promise of a 
new technology to 

1. Eliminate regulation 

2. Kill off competition 

3. Raise rates 

 
Four years after California Gov. Jerry Brown vetoed Senate Bill 649, a Wireless industry-sponsored, sWTF Streamline Deployment 
bill, the Wireless industry is back with another bill: SB.556 — actually a triple threat 6-7-8 of CA Bills in 2021: SB.556, AB.537 & 
SB.678. In the words of Yogi Berra, “Is this Déjà Vu all over again?”  

In 2017, the people of California secured on October 15,2017 a  veto of CA SB.649 for good reasons — to preserve local control 
over the roll out of Wireline Broadband and Wireless Telecommunications Infrastructure in the best way for each community.  
SB.556 is merely SB.649 all over again, with a patina of  hollow COVID-19 excuses. The State Legislature, by greenlighting these 
three bills is attempting a full take over of local control and handing those decisions to mercenary Wireless  and Telecom compa-
nies who have the primary goal of maximizing their corporate profits at the expense of Cities and residents — and shifting massive 
liabilities from uninsured harms created by pulsed, data-modulated, Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Microwave Radiation (RF-
EMR) — onto the Public. 

This is what we learned back in 2017 from the League of California Cities. While over 300 cities opposed SB.649 (Hueso), the Gover-
nor vetoed the bill stating: 

“I believe that the interest which localities have in managing rights of way requires a more balanced solution than the one 
achieved in this bill.” 

As this issue received full deliberation in 2017 and nothing has substantially changed — including at the FCC — over the last four 
years, then why are our CA Legislators wasting everyone’s time and the taxpayer’s money to attempt this same corrupt industry 
heist all over again?  

SB.556 deserves to be voted down at the Senate Committee on Energy, Utilities and Communications for this reason alone. 
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SB.556 would dramatically expand the scope of an existing law that allows communications companies to use municipal electric 
“utility poles” for their Wireline and Wireless facilities. This would be done by broadening the types of public infrastructure that 
must be made available to include light poles and traffic signal poles, among others, and applying the law to more than 500 local 
governments, in addition to municipal electric utilities. 

While SB.556 purports to preempt local authority with the goal of assisting the Wireless industry in the expansion of broadband 
access, the bill fails to set any requirements for the Wireless industry to expand broadband access or close the digital divide. 

SB.556 is unnecessary because many local governments have already negotiated contracts in good faith with Wireless companies 
to allow use of locally owned poles in the public rights-of-way on what the industry would view as reasonable terms, and the local 
governments already comply with the FCC 18-133, the  presumptive Streamline sWTF Deployment Order. A presumptive order, 
which means the order is merely a statement of preferences — not a self-enforcing order, as admitted by FCC Attorney, Scott 
Noveck in the Oral Arguments in the US Court of Appeals, Ninth Circuit on Feb 10, 2020, when arguing Case No. 18-72689, Local 
Govt. v. FCC. 

Scott Noveck, FCC Attorney on Feb 10, 2020 → https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=38m24s 

“These Orders [FCC 18-111 and FCC 18-133] are not self-enforcing; they contemplate the need, in many circumstanc-
es, for further case-by-case adjudication. In those instances, either someone would have to come back to the FCC or go to 
Court.” 

Scott Noveck, FCC Attorney on Feb 10, 2020 → https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=35m38s 

“The Order doesn’t purport to prevent localities from addressing reasonable aesthetic requirements. In fact we say in the 
small cell order that aesthetic requirements are permitted . . . a locality could say if a 50-foot pole would be out of charac-
ter with the surrounding neighborhood, you can’t put up a 50 foot pole.” 

Scott Noveck, FCC Attorney on Feb 10, 2020 → https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=51m44s 

“These small cells, though they have much less range than macro towers, they have a fair range.” 

Next, please listen to to the nation’s Top Telecom Attorney in opposing Wireless Telecommunications Facilities (WTFs), Andrew 
Campanelli: at 30:29 in a July 23, 2020 video, addressing the City of Woodstock, NY: https://youtu.be/UtT6gVH584s?t=30m29s 

“You are probably going to hear someone [on a City Council] say, ‘Oh no, we are preempted, our hands are tied.’ I 
hear that all the time. There is a [September 2018] interpretive Order [FCC 18-133] . . . which I think is ineffective . . . 
Federal courts — for twenty years — have interpreted the language in the Telecommunications Act that says when 
an effective prohibition occurs. These cases have gone up to the US Courts of Appeals for the 2nd Circuit and all the 
other Circuits. 
 
Federal judges are bound by these [No Significant Gap in Telecommunications Coverage and Least Intrusive 
Means] tests. So if some [company] wants to claim, 

‘you [the City] must give us an approval, even if it violates your code because saying no would be an effec-
tive prohibition’, 

. . . and you [the City] says no, [the company] would have to file a law suit in Federal court and the Federal judges are 
bound by the Circuit Court Rulings which say an effective prohibition occurs when the company proves there is a sig-
nifcant gap and the proposed installation is the least intrusive means. 

The [company] can’t meet that test in the [densified 4G/]5G rollout, so the Wireless Industry went to the FCC and got 
them to issue a new “interpretive” Order [FCC 18-133] and here is what the Order says . . . after 24 years, we the FCC in-
terpret that that effective prohibition language meaning that applicants don’t have to prove that there is a significant gap 
in service and they don’t have to prove — contrary to 20 years of Federal Court decisions — they don’t have to prove that 
their installation is the least intrusive means of remedying that gap. All they have to say is ‘they need this facility at the 
location they want at the height they want to either improve an existing service or to add a new service.’ 

https://scientists4wiredtech.com/ninth-circuit-case-repeal-of-fcc-18-133/
https://scientists4wiredtech.com/ninth-circuit-case-repeal-of-fcc-18-133/
https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=38m24s
https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=35m38s
https://youtu.be/zoZHNSOibmo?t=51m44s
https://youtu.be/UtT6gVH584s?t=30m29s
https://youtu.be/UtT6gVH584s?t=1829
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-18-133A1.pdf
https://docs.fcc.gov/public/attachments/FCC-18-133A1.pdf
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I don’t think that has any effect on a town’s ability because . . . 
 
The FCC can’t take away the powers preserved to towns by Congress — it wasn’t intended 
 
The FCC can’t wipe out twenty years of Federal judges’ interpretations 
 
The FCC can’t strip local governments of 20 years of local zoning regulations 

The Wireless industry is going from town to town, showing this [FCC 18-133] as gospel and the closest thing I have to a 
decision on this, so far, is one Federal judge in New York said and I’ll quote him: 

‘It is not up to the FCC to put words in the Telecommunications Act that aren’t there.’ 

So, that’s why I think I am right. I know local towns still have the power to control the placement of Wireless Telecommu-
nications Facilities (WTFs). To the extent an applicant says ‘You have to give [this permit] to us because of this [September 
2018] interpretive Order’ — I don’t think the Order has any effect on the ability of towns to control the placement of 
Wireless Facilities at all.” 

If SB.556, AB.537 & SB.678 become state law, California local governments would face FAR 
MORE SEVERE restrictions than those proposed by FCC 18-133 

1. For contracts entered into before the cost provisions of the FCC 18-133 went into effect, the FCC indicated their sta-

tus would depend on the particular facts and circumstances. SB.556, if adopted, would preempt existing contracts, 
protecting contractual rates that exceed $270 per year per pole only if the equipment is installed by Jan. 1, 2022. 

2. FCC Order 18-133 proposes presumptive shot clocks of 60-days — shot clocks that have had no foundation since Aug 

2019, when the DC Circuit Case No. 1129 Keetoowah v FCC vacated the definition of a “Small Wireless Facility.” and 
the FCC declined to follow through to properly re-establish the definition. The basis for the 60-day shot clock was “no 
envionrmental review required”, but since this Aug 2019 ruling environmental review is required for every Wireless 
Telecommunications Facilities (WTFs) of any size or any “G”. 

3.  FCC Order 18-133 states that the FCC’s 60-day shot clocks are presumptively reasonable — meaning, in certain cir-

cumstances, a longer review period would be permissible, BUT SB.556 proposes even shorter timelines, and they are 
fixed: 45 days for a single request and 60 days if the applicant bundles requests to attach to over 300 poles — giving 
no time for the required, federally-mandated NEPA review. That would make CA State law inconsistent with Federal 
law. 

Garnet Hanly, Division Chief of the Competition & Infrastructure Policy Division, FCC Wireless Telecommunications Bureau on 
Oct 19, 2020: 

“The FCC, when it modified its rules after the DC Circuit issued its mandate [in its Ruling of Case No. 18-1129 Kee-
toowah v FCC] we [the FCC] took the position that we were reviewing Small Wireless Facilities as [Federal] under-
takings and major Federal actions, pursuant to the DC Circuit decision and that is what we’ve been doing.” 

Re: the FCC Order’s 18-133 proposed 60-day shot clocks, the Ninth Circuit judges wrote in the Case No. 18-72689 Ruling, Local 
Govt. v FCC: 

“It must be remembered that the ‘shot clock requirements create only presumptions’. As under the 2009 Order, if permit 
applicants seek an injunction to force a faster decision, local officials can show that additional time is necessary under the 
circumstances.” 

 

 

https://scientists4wiredtech.com/legislation/1996-telecommunications-act-conference-report/
https://scientists4wiredtech.com/2019/08/federal-court-overturns-fcc-order-bypassing-environmental-review-for-4g-5g-wireless-small-cell-densification/#summary
https://scientists4wiredtech.com/ninth-circuit-case-repeal-of-fcc-18-133/
https://www.fcc.gov/document/petition-declaratory-ruling-clarify-provisions-section-332c7-0
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SB.556, AB.537 & SB.678 are UNNECESSARY GIFTS to the Wireless Industry . . . that DO 
NOTHING Substantive to Close the Digital Divide in California 

This 4G/5G sWTF scheme relies on the AT&T/Verizon/ALEC-influenced FCC and Telecom-funded politicians, to push it through, but  
Californians despise this ’shove it down our throats’ 24/7 surveillance and forced toxic-pollutant exposure scheme. No one —
and I mean NO ONE  — wants a Wireless Telecommunications Facility (WTF) of any size or any “G” constructed closer than 2500 
feet from their homes, schools, parks and common areas, unless there is sufficient regulation (with actual teeth) that will cap the 
maximum power output to that which provides sufficient telecommunications service (-85 dBM from any single carrier-specific 
frequency/band/channel) — and no higher. 

Perhaps the most troubling and disappointing aspect of the bill is that it is so completely misguided as a policy initiative. The find-
ings introducing the bill claim this preemption of local control will support broadband deployment. It won’t. 

The COVID-19 pandemic has certainly revealed a strong need to improve access to broadband. But claims that local governments 
are creating roadblocks to broadband deployment are unfounded. 

SB.556 is a giveaway to the wireless industry at the expense of local governments and residents public safety, privacy and prop-
erty values — with no obligation or commitment from the Wireless industry to install broadband facilities or make broadband ser-
vice affordable to close the Digital Divide. 

California, instead, needs meaningful and enforceable requirements to extend broadband services to the entire state. These bills 
— SB.556, AB.537 & SB.678 — DO NOT do that. 

This onslaught on local communities has intensified with the Trump-Era FCC’s attacks on the public interest. Not surprisingly, the 
FCC in 2017-2020 was gung-ho about the 4G/5G densification plan. The FCC eliminated Net Neutrality and dumped Americans' 
basic privacy protections.  

You might first want to read: “Verizon Wireless’s 5G Deployment is a 1 Gig Fairy Tale”. Written in January 2016, it details how 4G 
has also been a stream of hype. In fact, America is not even close to being Number One in the world in 4G speeds. OpenSignal’s 
new report, “The State of LTE”, published in February 2018, details that America is 62nd in the world in 4G speeds. 

The history of fiber optic broadband in America should have every person calling for investigations: a $400-500 billion scandal 
that diverted Public Utility funds to private Wireless companies. Here’s part of the subplot that most are missing: 

• 4G/5G Wireless antennas require a fiber optic wire to be attached to each cell site, every block or two. No private 
company is going to roll out fiber to lots of new areas. The FCC rarely, if ever, mentions that 4G/5G densification re-
quires fiber optic wires. Commissioner Carr’s 5G statement never mentions the terms “fiber” or “state utility”. 

• Densified 4G/5G is not solving real problems and history shows that almost all “trials” are rigged to be successful — 
or you never hear about them. (See The 5G Gig Fairy Tale.) 

• As Gizmodo pointed out about AT&T’s fake 5G announcements, 5G is just a fuzzy marketing term. So there is , “5G 
really soon now”, “4G-LTE-soon-to-be-5G” — blah, blah, blah — and anything else they can make up. 

• Cross-Subsidy Heaven: Right now, AT&T and Verizon get to dump a large part of the costs of their Wireless build outs 
into the state-based Wireline utilities — which then charge these costs to local customers. This is fraudulent. 

Meanwhile, there are proposed state-based 4G/5G densification bills that have been promulgated by AT&T-Verizon funded politi-
cians based on “model legislation” that AT&T and Verizon created with a group called ALEC, the American Legislative Exchange 
Council, and others over a decade ago. In 2017-2018, these bills  are being pushed through some State Legislatures.  Importantly, 
California vetoed its version of this ALEC-bill, SB.649, on 10/15/17 for solid local-control, disability and constitutional reasons: 
http://scientists4wiredtech.com/2017/10/gov-brown-be-smart-veto-sb649/ 

 

 

https://www.huffingtonpost.com/bruce-kushnick/verizon-wirelesss-5g-depl_b_8927410.html
https://opensignal.com/reports/2018/02/state-of-lte
https://newnetworks.com/2018/03/opensignalamerica62/
https://transition.fcc.gov/Daily_Releases/Daily_Business/2018/db0228/DOC-349501A1.pdf
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/bruce-kushnick/verizon-wirelesss-5g-depl_b_8927410.html
https://gizmodo.com/at-t-launches-fake-5g-network-in-desperate-attempt-to-s-1794645881
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/california-wireless-legislation-paid-for-by-att-et_us_591a0001e4b0f31b03fb9e0e
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/california-wireless-legislation-paid-for-by-att-et_us_591a0001e4b0f31b03fb9e0e
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/open-letter-to-the-california-about-sb-649-youre_us_59b591a2e4b0c50640cd6877
https://www.alecexposed.org/wiki/ALEC_Exposed
https://www.alecexposed.org/wiki/ALEC_Exposed
http://scientists4wiredtech.com/2017/10/gov-brown-be-smart-veto-sb649/
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In short, FCC Orrder 18-133 “Accelerating Wireless Broadband Deployment by Removing Barriers to Infrastructure Investment” is a 
regulatory play to do the following: 

1. Remove all regulations 

2. Allow private Telecom companies (Verizon and AT&T) to take over the State Utility wired networks 

3. Hand over the customer-funded State networks for private use for whatever price they want (close to zero) 

 Block any state or municipal actions via the FCC’s proposed rules 

Bait-and-Switch Alert 

Since Densifed 4G/5G requires a fiber optic wire and few companies are willing to shoulder the costs of wiring American with fiber 
optic wires, especially in the rural areas . . . then, WHAT THE F-ILL (in the word or your choice) is Verizon and AT&T misleading 
everyone about 5G? This is a serious bait-and-switch scheme to eliminate regulations. 

Sub-Plot One: Verizon Announced It Was Would Stop Doing Fiber-to-the-Home Because Wireless Makes Them More Money 

Lowell McAdam, Verizon CEO , pointed out in the 2017 second quarter investor call that — I paraphrase: ‘Well, wireless is so much 
cheaper (and more profitable), why bother doing fiber to the home? (Note: “ONT” is an “Outside Network Terminal”.) 

“From a pure cost perspective, again I think it’s a little too early to tell, but what I will tell you is about half of our cost to 
deploy FiOS is in the home today and the next biggest thing outside the home is the drop. And so our take is that with the 
router roughly costing the same — and, remember, we wouldn’t have to have an ONT as we think about it today. 

“So we can deploy 4G and densify the small cell antennas [to provide] 5G [service] for very little incremental cost. With the 
router in the house being probably less than an ONT and router combination today and losing the wiring in the house and 
losing the drop, we expect there to be a significant cost reduction.” 

Sub-Plot Two: Wireless is Cheaper Because Most of the Expenses are Paid for by the State Telecom Utility  

Based on Verizon’s parent holding company's ability to dump the expenses of the unregulated Verizon Wireless Company into the 
budgets of separate Title-II-regulated companies (the various Verizon State Utility Companies that built and maintain the Title II-
FTTP networks, Verizon is fraudulently and illegally gaming the system to make Verizon Wireless appear more profitable than it is 
and make the State Telecom Utilities appear less profitable then they are. AT&T follows the same playbook. Not surprisingly, this 
doesn’t get discussed in Version's or AT&T's cost models or profit margins.  

Fran Shammo, Verizon’s former CFO, told investors in 2012 that the wireless company’s construction expenses have been charged 
to the wireline business. 

“The fact of the matter is Wireline capital — and I won’t get the number but it’s pretty substantial — is being spent on the 
Wireline side of the house to support the Wireless growth. So the IP backbone, the data transmission, fiber to the cell, 
that is all on the Wireline books but it’s all being built for the Wireless Company.” 

The state-based ALEC bills for 4G/5G Close Proximity Microwave Radiation Antennas are designed to save Telecom companies 
money and to mislead the public about what is being actually deployed (see the enclosed photo). In fact, the bills don't even men-
tion 5G. Verizon and AT&T plan to continue to cross-subsidize the Wireless build-out with funds collected from Wireline customers 
by dumping the Wireless expenses into the State Utility Wireline construction budgets — unless we stop them. 

Lowell McAdam, speaking at the Goldman, Sachs 26th Communacopia Conference on September 13th, 2017 stated it will be sub-
stituting Wireless to the home instead of Wireline to the home  for  “the last mile”. 

“Well, I think that’s where 5G and over-the-top come in because even in the markets where we have our FiOS footprint 
from Washington to Boston, the preferred architecture for us is going to be that last mile being 5G.” 

The City of Boston residential customers were NOT told about this bait-and-switch :  the agreement in Massachusetts was for 
fiber optics to the home. 

 

https://seekingalpha.com/article/3991660-verizon-communications-vz-lowell-c-mcadam-q2-2016-results-earnings-call-transcript
https://medium.com/@kushnickbruce/we-solved-net-neutrality-400-billion-broadband-scandal-is-the-evidence-94cc9d7b279c
https://medium.com/@kushnickbruce/we-solved-net-neutrality-400-billion-broadband-scandal-is-the-evidence-94cc9d7b279c
http://www22.verizon.com/investor/DocServlet?doc=goldman_vz_transcript_092012.pdf
https://seekingalpha.com/article/4107060-verizons-vz-management-presents-goldman-sachs-26th-communacopia-conference-transcript?all=true&find=verizon
https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/verizons-fios-deployment-in-boston-is-fiber-to-the_us_59c2b5cfe4b0be1b32c1967a
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5G is just another “We Will Expand Broadband if You Eliminate Regulations” Scam 

The 5G frenzy is like any of the previous techno-bait-and-switch schemes — and this one is eerily similar to the super-hyped 1990’s 
“Information Super Highway” when America was supposed to get a fiber optic network that would replace the existing copper 
wires. The Telecom companies, through changing state laws, collected (overcharged) over $400 billion with this hype, and the 
original rate increases were built into most of the current rates that have continued long after these contractual obligations 
were abandoned. A lawyer after reviewing this data proposed a principle called Kushnick’s Law: 

“A regulated company will always renege on promises to provide public benefits tomorrow in exchange for regulatory and 
financial benefits today.” 

The Race Hype to 5G is similar to the techno-hype that was thrown at the public 25 years ago. In the spring of 1993, the fiber optic 
Info Bahn was thought to be just a few months away. The April 12th, 1993 cover of Time Magazine proclaims: “The Info Highway: 
Bringing a Revolution in Entertainment, News and Communication: Coming Soon to your TV Screen . . .”  

“It’s not here yet, but it’s arriving sooner than you think. Suddenly the brave new world of videophone and smart TVs that 
futurists have been predicting for decades is not years away but a few months…. We won’t have to wait long. By this time 
next year, vast new video services will be available at a price to millions of Americans.” 

America should have started on the path of a fiber optic future 25 years ago 

• AT&T (Pacific Bell) California claimed it would spend $16 billion from 1993–2000 to complete 5.5 million households 
with fiber — RESULT: Never deployed; AT&T pocketed the tax breaks and rate increases. 
 

• Verizon Bell Atlantic claimed it would spend $11 billion from 1993–2000 to have 12 million households wired with 
fiber to most of the East Coast  — RESULT: Never deployed; Verizon pocketed the tax breaks and rate increases. 

Now, 25 years later we have little to show for it. AT&T California never deployed the fiber optics in the 1990’s and then pulled a 
bait-and-switch with U-Verse in 2005, claiming it was ‘fiber-based’ when it is really a copper-to-the-home service. Verizon de-
ployed virtually no residential fiber from 1993–2005, even though they got billions per state. They ended up finally deploying FiOS 
in 2005, then stopped in 2010–2012, leaving less than ½ of the utility territories covered (and with major gaps). Unfortunately, no 
state gave refunds or lowered rates based on the state-based incentives and the removal of these ‘barriers to investment’. 

We are, once again, facing a situation where a new technology is being touted as superior to upgrading the networks to fiber op-
tics, even though 5G doesn’t exist yet and may never fulfill its projected destiny — and requires fiber optics anyway!  

Inexplicably, the FCC is now giving Telecom companies the ability to dismantle the State Utilities and hand the Title-II regulated 
State Utility fiber optic assets over to the unregulated Wireless companies. Based on history . . . this needs to be stopped. Where 
are the audits of the financial books? The FCC is now ‘weed-whacking’ them to hide the decades-long cross-subsidies. 

If you think there are no similarities to the fiber promises of the past and the ‘Wireless’ promises of today then please compare 
Brendan Carr’s 2018 statement that 5G will be a $500 billion dollar boost to the economy . . . 

“Deploying 5G, the next-generation of wireless service, could mean 3 million new jobs, $275 billion in private sector net-
work investment, and $500 billion added to the GDP.” 

. . . to this — in 2001, when what is now Verizon et al. wanted to prove to America that increasing broadband deployment, could 
add $500 billion to the US economy, Verizon hired the Brookings Institute to prove the case. 

“While the great broadband debate rages on at Capitol Hill, a new study released yesterday said widespread use of high-
speed Internet service in the near future could pump as much as $500 billion annually into the U.S. economy. 

“The study, conducted by the Brookings Institute in Washington, D.C. and titled ‘The $500 Billion Opportunity: The Poten-
tial Economic Benefit of Widespread Diffusion of Broadband Internet Access….” 

This 2001 study and others helped to create the Net Neutrality issues. The studies were used, in part, to convince the Republican 

http://content.time.com/time/covers/0,16641,19930412,00.html
https://newnetworks.com/cabroadbandpacbell.htm
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FCC (and Congress) that our fiber optic future was just a few years away — and we needed to get rid of competitors, including 
small ISPs. This was done by combining the broadband service and the internet service and calling it broadband-internet. 

By the end of 2017, about $500 billion has been overcharged in the name of broadband in the US: $400 billion extended from 
1992 through 2014 and another $100 billion since then. Read more about this at http://mystreetmychoice.com/press.html 

Clear Next Steps 
Please don’t fall for the same old deceptive bait-and-switch tactics.  Instead, please learn from history and put public needs first 
in fulfilling the FCC’s original mission (before the Commission was co-opted by AT&T, Verizon, Comcast, CenturyLink and their 
various trade associations): 

From the 1934 Communications Act: 
“For the purpose of regulating interstate and foreign commerce in communication by wire and radio so as to make availa-
ble, so far as possible, to all the people of the United States, without discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, 
national origin, or sex, a rapid, efficient, Nation-wide, and world-wide wire and radio communication service with ade-
quate facilities at reasonable charges, for the purpose of the national defense, for the purpose of promoting safety of life 
and property through the use of wire and radio communication, and for the purpose of securing a more effective execution 
of this policy by centralizing authority heretofore granted by law to several agencies and by granting additional authority 
with respect to interstate and foreign commerce in wire and radio communication, there is hereby created a commission 
to be known as the ‘Federal Communications Commission,’ which shall be constituted as hereinafter provided, and which 
shall execute and enforce the provisions of this Act.” 

The proposed sWTFs in front of homes is merely the cheapest way to deliver internet and video data, Wireless Broadband, for 
which the Wireless companies have no preemption. Verizon’s and AT&T’s scheme to beam powerful microwave radiation wire-
lessly through homes 24/7— through the homes of customers and non-customers alike — is disastrous. The obvious alternative — 
fiber optic cable to each home — is, by far, the most energy-efficient, most secure, most reliable and safest way to deliver Internet 
and video data. AT&T and Verizon have proven to be simply too uninterested in installing fiber optic cables directly to customers’ 
homes.  

The United States, therefore, needs One Big Dig — a coordinated private/public infrastructure project to connect every business, 
school, home and farm with Title-II-regulated fiber optical cables — offering uncapped 1,000 Mpbs downloads for $40/
month.  This would create an invaluable and defensible national asset, as well provide jobs to many thousands of Americans.  

Many private companies could then share access to this national asset to offer competing services, much in the same way 
that long distance telecommunications providers shared access to one integrated system of copper telephone wires, years ago.  
One Big Dig  to ensure that video data transmission would travel from servers to homes and businesses in the most secure and 
energy-efficient manner possible (Wireless is millions of times less energy-inefficient than Fiber Optic Wireline). This would create 
a platform on which many companies could compete without discrimination; it is the best solution, by far, and is a worthy Nation-
al Priority. 

Please Vote No on SB.556 on April 19, 2020.  

Thank you. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Paul H. McGavin /s/ 

Founder, Wire California 

 

http://mystreetmychoice.com/press.html

