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OUR INTERNET, OUR JOBS

Why Neutrality Regulations Will Harm Job Growth

“Heavy-handed legislation promoting so-called ‘net neutrality’ would dampen
investment and foreclose many consumer benefits. Such policies would delay job-
creating high-speed network deployment to the home by denying carriers the ability
to recover some of their investment from providers of bandwidth-intensive
applications.”

Communications Workers of America letter to Congress
June 19, 2006

With its 700,000 members, the Communications Workers of America is the country’s
preeminent spokesman for union jobs in the telecom industry. Its members are literally
on the front lines of the telecommunications revolution: linking fiber optic networks,
monitoring data and handling consumer needs.

So when CWA warns that so-called neutrality regulation would impact job growth,
policymakers should listen.

The underlying logic is clear-cut: Job growth is a direct result of overall investment. A
federal action that threatens the investment climate, such as neutrality regulation,
necessarily is going to impact job growth. For example, the Senate’s 2006 bill gives
federal officials six months to draft pricing rules governing traffic over both the Internet
and private networks. These rules would inevitably then be litigated and revised either
from Congressional pressure or judicial order.

The specter of significant legal liability from unclear regulations will inevitably impact
company investment decisions at precisely the time when America most needs to spur
broadband investment. Asthe CWA declared in a second letter to Congress:

Under [regulated neutrality], broadband network providerswould not be
able to recover the billions of dollars they investin the construction of high-
speed networks. As aresult invesment in the physical infr astructure
necessary to provide high-speednternet will slow down, the U.S. will

fall evenfurther behindtherestof theworld, and our rur al and low-
incomepopulationswill wait evenlonger to enter thedigital age. (Letter
to Rep. John Conyers, May 24, 2006)



