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Re:  Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless Response to Information and Document Request

Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and SpectrumCo, LLC For
Consent To Assign Licenses and Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless
and Cox TMI Wireless, LLC For Consent To Assign Licenses, WT Docket No. 12-4

Dear Ms. Dortch:

This submission responds to the March 8, 2012 Information and Document Request (“Information
Request”) from the Federal Communications Commission. Enclosed please find:

e A document with narrative responses to the Information Request (“Response”), which also
provides information on a request-by-request basis for other media provided in connection with
this response;

e An encrypted hard drive containing several folders' with the Summation load files associated
with the Document Requests in the Information Request, containing items tagged as “Highly
Confidential,” “Confidential” and “Public,” per the Protective Order and Second Protective
Order adopted in this docket;

e A CD-ROM, Bates number VZW-TPK-FCC-90001, which contains data that meets the
requirements for treatment as “‘Confidential” material under the Protective Order adopted in
this docket; and

! The folders are labeled “2012-03-22 Document Production,” “2012-03-22 Document Production 2,” and “2012-03-
22 Document Production_3,” reflecting how the files were split for transmission from the vendor. _ O L i
t Copiss rac'd ()4
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Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of:

Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a WT Docket No. 12-4
Verizon Wireless and SpectrumCo, LLC
For Consent To Assign Licenses

Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a
Verizon Wireless and Cox TMI Wireless, LLC
For Consent To Assign Licenses

p .

RESPONSE TO INFORMATION AND DISCOVERY REQUEST
BY CELLCO PARTNERSHIP d/b/a VERIZON WIRELESS

Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (“Verizon Wireless”) herewith provides its
narrative responses and other references to materials submitted to the FCC in connection with the
FCC’s request for information dated March 8, 2012 (“Information Request”).‘ Verizon Wireless
has also provided electronic media in connection with the Information Request, including a
database of documents responsive to the requests that is compatible with the FCC’s document
review software (the “Document Production™). This response refers to both the Document
Production and specific files created for purposes of responding to the Information Request.

The Document Production consists of materials obtained using two different collection
techniques. For requests that sought “all documents,” as opposed to those that sought “plans,

analyses and reports,” Verizon Wireless used a searchable database of documents that had been

! Information and Discovery Request for Verizon Wireless (attachment to Letter from Rick
Kaplan, Chief, Wireless Telecommunications Bureau, FCC, to Michael Samsock, Cellco
Partnership, dba Verizon Wireless, WT Docket No. 12-4 (dated March 8, 2012)).
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produced to the Department of Justice (“DOJ”) from a list of custodians identified in connection
with the DOJ’s Second Request pursuant to the DOJ’s separate Hart-Scott-Rodino review of this
transaction (the “DOJ Database™). Verizon Wireless used relatively broad search terms” to
identify a subset of documents that were subsequently reviewed to verify relevance and code as
non-confidential, Confidential and subject to the Protective Order.,’ or Highly Confidential and
subject to the Second Protective Order in this proceeding.* Because the document request
requires production of “families” of documents, those documents deemed relevant were then
used to derive a larger universe of materials for production. All relevant documents have been
reviewed for both relevance and confidentiality.’

Because the “plans, analyses and reports” queries sought a much narrower scope of

documents,’ Verizon Wireless specifically queried the individuals it identified as most likely to

? The search strings used to generate the documents sets provided to reviewers are attached as
Exhibit A.

? See Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and SpectrumCo LLC For
Consent To Assign Licenses and Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and
Cox TMI Wireless, LLC For Consent To Assign Licenses, Protective Order, WT Docket No. 12-
4 (rel. Jan. 17, 2012), available at:

http://transition.fcc.gov/Daily _Releases/Daily_Business/2012/db0117/DA-12-50A1.pdf (last
visited Mar. 19, 2012).

* See Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and SpectrumCo LL.C For
Consent To Assign Licenses and Application of Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless and
Cox TMI Wireless,, Second Protective Order, WT Docket No. 12-4 (rel. Jan. 17, 2012),
available at: http://transition.fec.gov/Daily _Releases/Daily _Business/2012/db0117/DA-12-
S1A1.pdf (last visited Mar. 19, 2012).

* Verizon Wireless tagged the entire family of documents derived from any relevant document
with the highest confidentiality label associated with any relevant document in the family. While
all relevant documents have been human reviewed, documents produced solely because of the
family requirement that are not independently relevant to the request may not have been
reviewed for confidentiality purposes.

% “Plans, analyses and reports” is limited both in terms of the type of documents—"business
plans, strategic plans, written policies, budgets, analyses, reports, presentations (including
quantitative presentations), and similar documents, including all appendices and attachments
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10. Paragraph 27 of the Stone Declaration (VZW-SpectrumCo) states that Verizon
Wireless's 700 MHz Lower Band spectrum "is not as suitable for our LTE capacity
requirements [when compared to AWS], because among other factors, the spectrum
cannot be deployed as efficiently (or at all) in many markets because of the
presence of existing Channel 51 television broadcast operations." Paragraph 49 of
Stone's Supplemental Declaration (Joint Opposition) provides additional discussion
about the limitations of the Company's Lower 700 MHz Band spectrum.

a. Provide all documents, from August 17, 2007 (announcement of Auction 73), to
present, discussing the basis for the statements in the Stone Declarations.

b. Provide a list of all markets that are affected by the presence of existing
Channel 51 television broadcast operations and the degree and manner in
which the provision of wireless service in each of these markets is affected.

¢. Provide all documents that discuss whether Verizon Wireless's Lower 700 MHZ
Band spectrum can be deployed efficiently for LTE, including deployment
relating to: Lower 700 MHz A Block that is affected by Channel 51 operations;
ii. Lower 700 MHz A Block that is not affected directly by Channel 51
operations; or iii. Lower 700 MHz B Block.

d. Provide all plans, reports, and analyses — from August 17, 2007
(announcement of Auction 73), to present - discussing Verizon Wireless's
strategy for its Lower 700 MHz Lower Band spectrum, including: all plans or
efforts to deploy its Lower 700 MHz A or B Block spectrums; ii. all plans to sell
or lease its Lower 700 MHz spectrum holdings; iii. comparisons of the viability
of using Lower 700 MHz band spectrum to deploy LTE versus AWS or Upper
700 MHz Band spectrum, particularly in markets that Verizon Wireless has
identified in response to Question 9 as needing additional spectrum; iv. any
efforts to facilitate mobile wireless or fixed wireless standards that would
include Lower A Block; v. any efforts to negotiate with Channel 51 licensees for
relocation; vi. assessments of potential interference (or lack thereof) from
Channel 51 operations, including in markets that Verizon Wireless has
identified in response to Question 9 as needing additional spectrum; vii.
whether, and if so how, Verizon Wireless's strategy for its Lower 700 MHz
Band spectrum has changed from the time it acquired the spectrum to the
present; or viii. how Verizon Wireless's strategy for its Lower 700 MHz Band
spectrum would be affected by the Proposed Transaction.

Verizon Wireless has provided documents responsive to the subsections of this request in

the Document Production tagged with, respectively, “10a,” “10b,” “10c¢” and *“10d.”
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