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their amateur radio licenses for emer-
gency communications—a dangerous
situation has been established by lim-
iting the ability of hams to create ef-
fective communications for those in
need.

For example, during times of emer-
gency service, such as following a hur-
ricane or a tornado, amateur radio op-
erators are able to use their skills and
equipment to create a network of com-
munications that are utilized by first
responders when other wired or wire-
less networks are taken down or are
otherwise unavailable. This is a vital
and lifesaving function.

Additionally, there are numerous
hams that take their certifications
even further by purchasing expensive
equipment and going through extensive
training to become part of MARS, the
Military Auxiliary Radio System. I
have personally used this system as a
pilot in the military. What is amazing
about MARS is that it gives our mili-
tary members the ability to commu-
nicate both domestically and abroad
when other systems are not available
or are simply not able to establish
communications the way that these
hams are able to do.

MARS members are able to accom-
plish this not only due to their exten-
sive training and knowledge, but due to
their commitment to this program.
MARS members must not only have ac-
cess to expensive high-frequency radio
equipment, but they must also file
monthly reports and participate in a
minimum of 12 hours of radio activity
each quarter in order to stay in compli-
ance with the requirements of this pro-
gram. This is a great service provided
by these individuals, and it is my hope
that we can get even more amateur
radio operators involved in the future
with the passage of this bill.

Again, the purpose of this bipartisan
legislation is to change current regula-
tions hampering the ability of amateur
radio operators to effectively commu-
nicate in certain areas, while respect-
ing and maintaining the rights of local
communities in which many of these
hams reside. It is my hope that by
passing this bipartisan legislation
early in this session of Congress, that
we will be able to get this legislation
through the Senate and to the Presi-
dent’s desk in short order.

Mr. Speaker, I urge support of this
bill, and I thank all my friends who
helped work with me on this.

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time
as he may consume to the gentleman
from Connecticut (Mr. COURTNEY), in
spite of the fact that the gentleman is
a New England Patriots fan who
showed no mercy to my Pittsburgh
Steelers last night, to show there are
no hard feelings.

Mr. COURTNEY. Mr. Speaker, I want
to thank Mr. DoYLE for his generous
yielding of time and the great work he
does representing the great city of
Pittsburgh, which has had many Super
Bowl rings in the past and will again in
the future no doubt.
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Mr. Speaker, again, I rise in support
of this measure. As Mr. KINZINGER indi-
cated, this is the third try that we have
pushed this bill on a bipartisan basis,
and hopefully the third time will be the
charm. It was introduced only 10 days
ago, and the fact that, again, we are
moving so quickly hopefully is going to
send an encouraging signal that the
Senate can really move forward and
finish this very, I think, important and
useful piece of legislation.

There are about 737,000 ham radio op-
erators that have been licensed by the
Federal Communications Commission
across the country. As has been said,
they provide a great backup for emer-
gency services around the country.
Again, in Connecticut, where we did
get hit with Hurricanes Sandy and
Irene in back-to-back years, the harm
that was done to the wireless commu-
nications system as well as just the
regular radio system really put the
spotlight on the fact that ham radio
operators were critical in terms of
keeping police, fire, and small commu-
nities and State services in up-to-date,
realtime communication regarding
both weather conditions as well as pub-
lic safety conditions. So the work that
they perform is not just kind of a
hobby; it really has great value to the
country.

What I think this bill tries to address
is that, in 1985, the FCC issued an order
and ruling basically describing ham
radio as critical to the Nation’s infor-
mation and communication infrastruc-
ture, and that reasonable accommoda-
tion should be made in terms of public
entities like zoning boards and land use
bodies. It did not extend, however, to
private land use restrictions.

Since the 1980s, there probably hasn’t
been a deed signed in the country that
hasn’t had land use restrictions, and
this bill really tries to, I think, adjust
to that reality with the compromise
language that has been put forward so
that condominium associations and,
again, neighborhood developments
have to reasonably make sure that this
network is going to be able to function.

The good news is that the technology
has moved forward so well that the an-
tenna intrusion really is not what it
used to be, that the equipment that
they have is quite remarkable to see
how strong their signals are and the re-
ception is with, again, just really al-
most tiny antenna technology.

So, again, this legislation I think
really updates the FCC’s promotion of
ham radio. Communities that are going
to end up depending on it because of
natural disaster and other emergency
situations I think will benefit strongly.
So again, I congratulate all the mem-
bers of the Energy and Commerce Com-
mittee. I thank Mr. DOYLE again for
generously yielding his time to me.

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I have no further
speakers.

I yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the gentleman from Wash-
ington (Mr. NEWHOUSE).
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Mr. NEWHOUSE. Mr. Speaker, I
thank the gentleman for yielding.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to add my voice of
strong support for the Amateur Radio
Parity Act of 2017. This important
measure will affirm individual freedom
and property rights and ensure every
ham radio operator has the oppor-
tunity to enjoy their pastime regard-
less of the community in which they
live.

H.R. 555 guarantees that all amateur
radio operators living in deed-re-
stricted communities have the right to
construct and operate an effective out-
door antenna without burdensome re-
strictions being imposed by their re-
spective homeowners’ association.

Under the bill, HOAs would be re-
quired to allow ham radio use with the
least practicable restrictions to pre-
serve their aesthetic interests.
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Across central Washington, many of
my constituents are avid ham radio op-
erators. I believe we should be encour-
aging this advocation, which also
serves as a useful tool for emergency
communications and preparedness.

I was proud to cosponsor this legisla-
tion in the 114th Congress, and I com-
mend the work of Chairman KINZINGER,
Chairman WALDEN, and Mr. LANCE to
bring this bill forward again.

I look forward to supporting this bill
on the House floor later today, and re-
main hopeful that, in this new Con-
gress, we can advance the Amateur
Radio Parity Act to the President’s
desk, where it can be signed into law.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LANCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 555.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

IMPROVING RURAL CALL QUALITY
AND RELIABILITY ACT OF 2017

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 460) to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to ensure the integrity
of voice communications and to pre-
vent unjust or unreasonable discrimi-
nation among areas of the TUnited
States in the delivery of such commu-
nications.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 460

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘“‘Improving
Rural Call Quality and Reliability Act of
2017,
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SEC. 2. ENSURING THE INTEGRITY OF VOICE
COMMUNICATIONS.

Part II of title IT of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 251 et seq.) is amended
by adding at the end the following:

“SEC. 262. ENSURING THE INTEGRITY OF VOICE
COMMUNICATIONS.

‘‘(a) REGISTRATION AND COMPLIANCE BY IN-
TERMEDIATE PROVIDERS.—An intermediate
provider that offers or holds itself out as of-
fering the capability to transmit covered
voice communications from one destination
to another and that charges any rate to any
other entity (including an affiliated entity)
for the transmission shall—

‘(1) register with the Commission; and

‘(2) comply with the service quality stand-
ards for such transmission to be established
by the Commission under subsection
©)(M)(B).

“(b) REQUIRED USE OF REGISTERED INTER-
MEDIATE PROVIDERS.—A covered provider
may not use an intermediate provider to
transmit covered voice communications un-
less such intermediate provider is registered
under subsection (a)(1).

““(c) COMMISSION RULES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—

‘““(A) REGISTRY.—Not later than 180 days
after the date of enactment of this section,
the Commission shall promulgate rules to es-
tablish a registry to record registrations
under subsection (a)(1).

‘“(B) SERVICE QUALITY STANDARDS.—Not
later than 1 year after the date of enactment
of this section, the Commission shall pro-
mulgate rules to establish service quality
standards for the transmission of covered
voice communications by intermediate pro-
viders.

‘(2) REQUIREMENTS.—In promulgating the
rules required by paragraph (1), the Commis-
sion shall—

‘““(A) ensure the integrity of the trans-
mission of covered voice communications to
all customers in the United States; and

“(B) prevent unjust or unreasonable dis-
crimination among areas of the United
States in the delivery of covered voice com-
munications.

“(d) PUBLIC AVAILABILITY OF REGISTRY.—
The Commission shall make the registry es-
tablished under subsection (c)(1)(A) publicly
available on the website of the Commission.

‘‘(e) SCOPE OF APPLICATION.—The require-
ments of this section shall apply regardless
of the format by which any communication
or service is provided, the protocol or format
by which the transmission of such commu-
nication or service is achieved, or the regu-
latory classification of such communication
or service.

“(f) RULE OF CONSTRUCTION.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to affect the
regulatory classification of any communica-
tion or service.

‘(g) EFFECT ON OTHER LAWS.—Nothing in
this section shall be construed to preempt or
expand the authority of a State public util-
ity commission or other relevant State agen-
cy to collect data, or investigate and enforce
State law and regulations, regarding the
completion of intrastate voice communica-
tions, regardless of the format by which any
communication or service is provided, the
protocol or format by which the trans-
mission of such communication or service is
achieved, or the regulatory classification of
such communication or service.

‘“(h) EXCEPTION.—The requirement under
subsection (a)(2) to comply with the service
quality standards established under sub-
section (¢)(1)(B) shall not apply to a covered
provider that—

‘(1) on or before the date that is 1 year
after the date of enactment of this section,
has certified as a Safe Harbor provider under
section 64.2107(a) of title 47, Code of Federal
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Regulations,
and

‘(2) continues to meet the requirements
under such section 64.2107(a).

‘(i) DEFINITIONS.—In this section:

‘(1) COVERED PROVIDER.—The term ‘cov-
ered provider’ has the meaning given the
term in section 64.2101 of title 47, Code of
Federal Regulations, or any successor there-
to.

‘(2) COVERED VOICE COMMUNICATION.—The
term ‘covered voice communication’ means a
voice communication (including any related
signaling information) that is generated—

‘“(A) from the placement of a call from a
connection using a North American Num-
bering Plan resource or a call placed to a
connection using such a numbering resource;
and

‘(B) through any service provided by a
covered provider.

“(3) INTERMEDIATE PROVIDER.—The term
‘intermediate provider’ means any entity
that—

‘“(A) enters into a business arrangement
with a covered provider or other inter-
mediate provider for the specific purpose of
carrying, routing, or transmitting voice traf-
fic that is generated from the placement of a
call placed—

‘(i) from an end user connection using a
North American Numbering Plan resource;
or

‘“(ii) to an end user connection using such
a numbering resource; and

‘“(B) does not itself, either directly or in
conjunction with an affiliate, serve as a cov-
ered provider in the context of originating or
terminating a given call.”’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
New Jersey (Mr. LANCE) and the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE) each will control 20
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from New Jersey.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that all Members may
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
sert extraneous materials in the
RECORD on the bill.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support
of H.R. 460, the Improving Rural Call
Quality and Reliability Act, a bill that
earned unanimous support in the last
Congress.

Consumers expect to be able to pick
up the telephone and be connected with
businesses, friends, and loved ones
across the country. In today’s con-
nected world, that should not be a tall
request. Unfortunately, for many con-
stituents across the country, particu-
larly in rural areas, call quality and re-
liability are just not up to par com-
pared to their urban counterparts.

This is due, partly, because of the
call routing process where long dis-
tance and wireless providers use so-
called least cost routers. These inex-
pensive third-party intermediate pro-
viders try to complete calls for the
lowest possible price, without taking

or any successor regulation;
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measures to ensure the call actually
goes through.

I am sure that most of us have expe-
rienced the annoyance of at least one
failed or dropped call. You make a call
to someone and it rings over and over
again but no one, not even the
voicemail, picks up. Or, maybe you
place a call, only to hear a prerecorded
message telling you that the number
you dialed is not in service, even
though you know you have the right
number. Even in cases where you are
able to connect, the sound might be
distorted or delayed.

For many constituents, this is more
than just an annoyance. These missed
connections have significant con-
sequences.

Folks rely on the networks for more
than just staying in touch with loved
ones. Our constituents count on reli-
able networks to run their businesses
and receive messages from our commu-
nity institutions. A failed call can
mean a lost sale for a small rural busi-
ness. Another failed call might mean
that a message from your child’s
school or your medical provider goes
undelivered. These are real and harm-
ful impacts. This bill will address this
situation through commonsense im-
provements.

For the most part, consumers are un-
aware of these intermediate providers,
which has allowed them to be held un-
accountable. H.R. 460 takes measured
steps to bring these intermediate pro-
viders out from the shadows and into
the light so that we can hold them ac-
countable to the consuming public.

First, the bill requires intermediate
providers to register with the FCC, and
it prohibits carriers from using any
nonregistered provider. The bill also
requires the FCC to establish a data-
base and publish the list of registered
providers on its Web site. Finally, the
bill requires the FCC to establish qual-
ity standards for these intermediate
providers, which will raise the bar for
all of the providers who provide call
routing services.

These straightforward measures are
another step in our effort, on a bipar-
tisan basis, to mitigate call completion
and quality issues for the consuming
public. This bill will build upon the
work the FCC has done in recent years.

Our constituents in rural areas face
significant challenges compared to
their urban counterparts, but subpar
call quality should not be one of them.
By raising the bar, which this bill does,
we will hold the bad actors to higher
standards and allow consumers to ben-
efit from the improved integrity of our
networks.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself such
time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I also rise to support
H.R. 460, Improving Rural Call Quality
and Reliability Act, the bipartisan bill
introduced by Representative DAVID
YOUNG and cosponsored by a number of
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other Members, including Representa-
tives WELCH and LOEBSACK from the
Energy and Commerce Committee.

We deal with a lot of high-tech and
complicated issues on the Energy and
Commerce Committee, but this bill
aims to address the most basic func-
tion for a telephone system: making
sure all Americans’ phone calls go
through.

Many people take our modern com-
munications tools for granted, but, in
rural America, even the basic function
of connecting a call is sometimes dif-
ficult. Consumers have been reporting
to the FCC that calls in rural areas re-
sult in false busy signals, calls not ar-
riving, or long pauses after dialing a
number.

This isn’t just an important problem
for rural Americans but also for people
in all of our districts who want to
reach loved ones across the country
and can’t. This state of affairs is sim-
ply not acceptable. We need reliable
telephone service to keep us connected.

Problems with call completion are
often related to intermediate pro-
viders—the middlemen hired to route
calls. This bill requires intermediate
providers to register with the FCC and
comply with service quality standards.

These commonsense steps should
make it easier to figure out when pro-
viders are cutting corners or not doing
their jobs. Ultimately, the bill puts
consumers first by helping to make
sure that we can stay connected to one
another.

H.R. 460 is a bipartisan bill that
passed on suspension last Congress, and
I urge my colleagues to support it
today.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to reclaim the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa
(Mr. YOUNG), the distinguished sponsor
of the legislation.

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 1
rise in support of H.R. 460, the bipar-
tisan Improving Rural Call Quality and
Reliability Act, legislation I intro-
duced with my colleague from
Vermont, Congressman WELCH.

This bill helps fix the significant
problems rural Iowans and other rural
Americans face from dropped and poor
quality calls. Reliable communication
is critical for our constituents to live
their lives, for our businesses to suc-
ceed, and for our communities to
thrive. Yet, in rural States and areas
across America, phone calls are not
getting through or the connection and
quality are poor.

Telephone companies often rely on
intermediate providers, who are paid to
route calls from larger networks to
local service providers. Much of the
time, this is to mixed results.
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There simply is no excuse for these
intermediate providers to not fulfill
their contracts and leave our rural con-
stituents with unreliable communica-
tion service. Dropped, looped, or poor
quality calls hurt rural America’s qual-
ity of life, impacting our small busi-
nesses, farmers, consumers, and our
families who are in need of emergency
assistance and public services. It also
gives unfair blame to our essential
local service providers when they are
not the problem, they are the solution.

A family in rural America should not
be disadvantaged because of where they
live. Towa businesses should have the
same communication access to conduct

daily businesses as those in urban
areas.
Improving rural call completion

rates and quality are important to en-
suring the survival of small towns and
granting Americans the choice to live
and thrive in whatever community is
best for them and their family, rural,
urban, or anywhere in between.

Our bill will help address this prob-
lem by requiring providers to register
with the FCC in order to meet quality
standards and ensure reliable phone
service in rural areas. It also prohibits
providers from using intermediary
routing services not registered with
the FCC.

I want to personally thank Chairman
BLACKBURN and Ranking Member PAL-
LONE for their attention to this impor-
tant issue, as well as my partner in
this, Congressman WELCH, for the op-
portunity to get this bill passed. This
bill did pass the House in the 114th
Congress, and I am hopeful we can get
the partnership we need from the Sen-
ate to get this to the finish line. Rural
Americans deserve it.

Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time
as he may consume to the gentleman
from Vermont (Mr. WELCH), a distin-
guished colleague on the Energy and
Commerce Committee.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I thank
Mr. YOUNG for being a great partner in
the presentation of this bill. Many of
us worked together on rural tele-
communications issues, from getting
broadband to all Vermonters and folks
in rural parts of your districts to im-
proving our wireless infrastructure to
ensuring we have adequate choice and
competition in cable markets. That is
because it is our desire, and mine espe-
cially, to ensure that rural America
has comparable telecom services to
urban and suburban America, just as
the 1996 Telecommunications Act re-
quires. Making that happen requires
constant effort and focus.

We often focus on rural broadband
accessibility and affordability so that
the next generation of technological
innovation does not skip rural America
and leave it behind. The promise of in-
novation, like the Internet of things,
should not be earmarked just for urban
and suburban America, which is why it
is backwards and unfortunate that we
are still talking about finding ways to
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ensure that traditional landline tele-
phone calls can be completed without
interruption on a consistent basis, but
that is exactly what this bill that I
worked on with Representative YOUNG
is getting at.

Our bill would require the FCC, the
Federal Communications Commission,
to establish rules that require third-
party providers—or least cost routers,
as they are called, which is the prob-
lem in the call chain—to register their
companies, for the first time, with the
FCC and, therefore, have to comply
with FCC service quality regulations,
just like other companies.

This legislation would make it easier
for the FCC to hold accountable third-
party providers. The FCC will finally
know who they are and make them
comply with those quality standards.

This is really important in rural
areas because we have got companies
that do business with urban America.
In Vermont, Dakin Farm had rural call
completion problems during their busi-
est times in 2012. That was the Thanks-
giving to Christmas holiday period.

It really hurt their bottom line. It
put them at a competitive disadvan-
tage. When people call in and the call
is dropped, they think it is bad service
from Dakin Farm or the company that
they are calling, when it is not. Those
folks have to then deal with the
reputational harm that is caused.

It is important in rural school dis-
tricts like Camels Hump in Vermont
that rely on these calls when there is a
snowstorm or ice storm—and there is
one coming tonight—to check whether,
in fact, they have got to get their kids
to school or not. So it is a big deal
when they need it.

I appreciate, by the way, the work
that Representative YOUNG has done on
this. I look forward to this bill passing
both Chambers and being signed into
law so we can, hopefully, make rural
call completion issues a thing of the
past.
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Mr. MICHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsyl-
vania. Mr. Speaker, I have no other

speakers.
I yield back the balance of my time.
Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I yield

back the balance of my time.

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, | rise in
support of H.R. 460, the “Improving Rural Call
Quality and Reliability Act of 2017”, which
amends the Communications Act of 1934 to
require voice communications that charge
users to register with the FCC, and comply
with service quality standards to be estab-
lished by the FCC.

The bill, should it become law, prohibits
long-distance providers from using an internet
provider to transmit voice communications and
signals unless the intermediate provider is reg-
istered.

H.R. 460 would require the FCC to:

1. Ensure the integrity of voice communica-
tions to all customers in the United States,

2. Prevent unjust or unreasonable discrimi-
nation across areas of the United States in the
delivery of voice communications; and
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3. Make a registry of intermediate providers
publicly available on the FCC website.

H.R. 460, the Improving Rural Call Quality
and Reliability Act of 2016, would seek to en-
sure that calls to Americans living in the rural
areas of our country actually make it through
to the intended receiver.

Making sure a call goes through, regardless
of where it is being made, is fundamental to
our communications system.

H.R. 460 would require the Federal Commu-
nications Commission (FCC) to establish basic
quality standards for providers that transmit
voice calls to consumers, among other things.

The Senate Commerce Committee adopted
an amendment in the nature of a substitute
(AINS) that made the following changes:

1. Extends deadlines for service quality
standards for intermediate providers from 180
days to one year,

2. Exempts intermediate providers that have
been certified as a safe harbor provider; and

3. Amends the definition of intermediate pro-
vider.

| urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 460, the “Improving Rural Call
Quality and Reliability Act of 2017.”

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
question is on the motion offered by
the gentleman from New Jersey (Mr.
LANCE) that the House suspend the
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 460.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the bill was
passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COM-
MISSION CONSOLIDATED RE-

PORTING ACT OF 2017

Mr. LANCE. Mr. Speaker, I move to
suspend the rules and pass the bill
(H.R. 599) to amend the Communica-
tions Act of 1934 to consolidate the re-
porting obligations of the Federal
Communications Commission in order
to improve congressional oversight and
reduce reporting burdens.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 599

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE.

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Federal
Communications Commission Consolidated
Reporting Act of 2017"°.

SEC. 2. COMMUNICATIONS MARKETPLACE RE-
PORT.

Title I of the Communications Act of 1934
(47 U.S.C. 151 et seq.) is amended by adding
at the end the following:

“SEC. 13. COMMUNICATIONS MARKETPLACE RE-
PORT.

‘“(a) IN GENERAL.—In the last quarter of
every even-numbered year, the Commission
shall publish on its website and submit to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce of
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report on the state of
the communications marketplace.

‘““(b) CONTENTS.—Each report required by
subsection (a) shall—

‘(1) assess the state of competition in the
communications marketplace, including
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competition to deliver voice, video, audio,
and data services among providers of tele-
communications, providers of commercial
mobile service (as defined in section 332),
multichannel video programming distribu-
tors (as defined in section 602), broadcast sta-
tions, providers of satellite communications,
Internet service providers, and other pro-
viders of communications services;

‘(2) assess the state of deployment of com-
munications capabilities, including advanced
telecommunications capability (as defined in
section 706 of the Telecommunications Act of
1996 (47 U.S.C. 1302)), regardless of the tech-
nology used for such deployment, including
whether advanced telecommunications capa-
bility is being deployed to all Americans in
a reasonable and timely fashion;

‘“(3) assess whether laws, regulations, or
regulatory practices (whether those of the
Federal Government, States, political sub-
divisions of States, Indian tribes or tribal or-
ganizations (as such terms are defined in sec-
tion 4 of the Indian Self-Determination and
Education Assistance Act (25 U.S.C. 5304)), or
foreign governments) pose a barrier to com-
petitive entry into the communications mar-
ketplace or to the competitive expansion of
existing providers of communications serv-
ices;

‘“(4) describe the agenda of the Commission
for the next 2-year period for addressing the
challenges and opportunities in the commu-
nications marketplace that were identified
through the assessments under paragraphs
(1) through (3); and

““(5) describe the actions that the Commis-
sion has taken in pursuit of the agenda de-
scribed pursuant to paragraph (4) in the pre-
vious report submitted under this section.

‘“(c) EXTENSION.—If the President des-
ignates a Commissioner as Chairman of the
Commission during the last quarter of an
even-numbered year, the portion of the re-
port required by subsection (b)(4) may be
published on the website of the Commission
and submitted to the Committee on Energy
and Commerce of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce,
Science, and Transportation of the Senate as
an addendum during the first quarter of the
following odd-numbered year.

““(d) SPECIAL REQUIREMENTS.—

‘(1) ASSESSING COMPETITION.—In assessing
the state of competition under subsection
(b)(1), the Commission shall consider all
forms of competition, including the effect of
intermodal competition, facilities-based
competition, and competition from new and
emergent communications services, includ-
ing the provision of content and communica-
tions using the Internet.

‘“(2) ASSESSING DEPLOYMENT.—In assessing
the state of deployment under subsection
(b)(2), the Commission shall compile a list of
geographical areas that are not served by
any provider of advanced telecommuni-
cations capability.

¢“(3) INTERNATIONAL COMPARISONS AND DE-
MOGRAPHIC INFORMATION.—The Commission
may use readily available data to draw ap-
propriate comparisons between the United
States communications marketplace and the
international communications marketplace
and to correlate its assessments with demo-
graphic information.

‘“(4) CONSIDERING SMALL BUSINESSES.—In
assessing the state of competition under sub-
section (b)(1) and regulatory barriers under
subsection (b)(3), the Commission shall con-
sider market entry barriers for entre-
preneurs and other small businesses in the
communications marketplace in accordance
with the national policy under section 257(b).

““(5) CONSIDERING CABLE RATES.—In assess-
ing the state of competition under sub-
section (b)(1), the Commission shall include
in each report required by subsection (a) the
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aggregate average total amount paid by
cable systems in compensation under section
325 during the period covered by such re-

port.”.

SEC. 3. CONSOLIDATION OF REDUNDANT RE-
PORTS; CONFORMING AMEND-
MENTS.

(a) ORBIT AcT REPORT.—Section 646 of the
Communications Satellite Act of 1962 (47
U.S.C. 765e; 114 Stat. 57) is repealed.

(b) SATELLITE COMPETITION REPORT.—Sec-
tion 4 of Public Law 109-34 (47 U.S.C. 703) is
repealed.

(c) INTERNATIONAL BROADBAND DATA RE-
PORT.—Section 103 of the Broadband Data
Improvement Act (47 U.S.C. 1303) is amend-
ed—

(1) by striking subsection (b); and

(2) by redesignating subsections (c¢)
through (e) as subsections (b) through (d), re-
spectively.

(d) STATUS OF COMPETITION IN THE MARKET
FOR THE DELIVERY OF VIDEO PROGRAMMING
REPORT.—Section 628 of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 548) is amended—

(1) by striking subsection (g);

(2) by redesignating subsection (j) as sub-
section (g); and

(3) by transferring subsection (g) (as redes-
ignated) so that it appears after subsection
®.

(e) REPORT ON CABLE INDUSTRY PRICES.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 623 of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 543) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking subsection (k); and

(B) by redesignating subsections (1)
through (o) as subsections (k) through (n),
respectively.

2) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.—Section
613(a)(3) of the Communications Act of 1934
(47 U.S.C. 533(a)(3)) is amended by striking
¢623(1)”” and inserting ‘‘623(k)”’.

(f) TRIENNIAL REPORT IDENTIFYING AND
ELIMINATING MARKET ENTRY BARRIERS FOR
ENTREPRENEURS AND OTHER SMALL BUSI-
NESSES.—Section 257 of the Communications
Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 257) is amended by
striking subsection (c).

(g) SECTION 706 REPORT.—Section 706 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996 (47 U.S.C.
1302) is amended—

(1) by amending subsection (b) to read as
follows:

‘“(b) DETERMINATION.—If the Commission
determines in its report under section 13 of
the Communications Act of 1934, after con-
sidering the availability of advanced tele-
communications capability to all Americans
(including, in particular, elementary and
secondary schools and classrooms), that ad-
vanced telecommunications capability is not
being deployed to all Americans in a reason-
able and timely fashion, the Commission
shall take immediate action to accelerate
deployment of such capability by removing
barriers to infrastructure investment and by
promoting competition in the telecommuni-
cations market.”’;

(2) by striking subsection (c);

(3) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘this sub-
section’ and inserting ‘‘this section’’; and

(4) by redesignating subsection (d) as sub-
section (c).

(h) STATE OF COMPETITIVE MARKET CONDI-
TIONS WITH RESPECT TO COMMERCIAL MOBILE
RADIO SERVICES.—Section 332(c)(1)(C) of the
Communications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C.
332(¢)(1)(C)) is amended by striking the first
and second sentences.

(i) PREVIOUSLY ELIMINATED ANNUAL RE-
PORT.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—Section 4 of the Commu-
nications Act of 1934 (47 U.S.C. 154) is amend-
ed—

(A) by striking subsection (k); and

(B) by redesignating subsections (1)
through (o) as subsections (k) through (n),
respectively.
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