
Verizon Wireless wants to 'edit' your Internet 
access 

 

What if your wireless provider gave you Internet access and 
search results according to what it decided was a "priority"? 
Even though the FCC Net Neutrality order exempts wireless the 
wireless carrier is suing to block the order. 
 
As a Verizon Wireless customer, I'm furious at the idea that it 
would "pick favorites" over what I was actually looking for - 
especially if it was an emergency. 
 
But that's just what Verizon is fighting in court to do right now. 
Verizon has filed a brief (Verizon vs. FCC) with the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the D.C. Circuit for the "freedom" to edit your 
Internet, dear customer. 
If you think this would remain a Verizon issue, think again: if 
Verizon gatecrashes Internet access filtering, you better bet that 
other ISPs will hustle to get on the train to sell Internet "priority" 
spots to the highest bidders. 
This comes at the same time that Verizon is set to win approval 
from the FCC, according to reports, in an airwave buyback deal 
from a group of cable companies (including Time Warner and 
Comcast). Only the U.S. Justice Department can block the deal. 
Verizon Wireless has filed its complaint against Net Neutrality 
and is suing to have the FCC's Net Neutrality order thrown out - 
and it's not the first time, as Verizon was quick to challenge the 
FCC about this very issue in 2011 when the FCC set Net 
Neutrality rules. 
The order was intended to keep the Internet as it was when it 



began - to keep Internet service providers (like Verizon) from 
becoming "editors" or gatekeepers. 
The FCC's Open Internet Order - which Verizon wants 
eliminated - says that Verizon, and all other Internet providers, 
can't block or slow access to online content because they 
disagree with its message or are being paid by a third party to do 
so. 
Their argument is sure to enrage people who cherish the free 
and open Internet. Verizon's reason is that Internet/broadband 
providers inherently have "editorial discretion." 
From Verizon's filing: 
IInn  ppeerrffoorrmmiinngg  tthheessee  ffuunnccttiioonnss  [[pprroovviiddiinngg  tthhee  ttrraannssmmiissssiioonn  ooff  
ssppeeeecchh]],,  bbrrooaaddbbaanndd  pprroovviiddeerrss  ppoosssseessss  ""eeddiittoorriiaall  ddiissccrreettiioonn..""  
  
JJuusstt  aass  aa  nneewwssppaappeerr  iiss  eennttiittlleedd  ttoo  ddeecciiddee  wwhhiicchh  ccoonntteenntt  ttoo  
ppuubblliisshh  aanndd  wwhheerree,,  bbrrooaaddbbaanndd  pprroovviiddeerrss  mmaayy  ffeeaattuurree  ssoommee  
ccoonntteenntt  oovveerr  ootthheerrss..  
 
That this comes when Verizon is set to land-grab cable airwaves, 
and their argument to filter Internet results is grounded in cable 
company First Amendment rulings doesn't seem like a 
coincidence. 
MediaMatters wisely observes: 
 
VVeerriizzoonn  cciitteess  aass  pprreecceeddeenntt  TTuurrnneerr  BBrrooaaddccaassttiinngg  SSyysstteemm,,  IInncc..  vv..  
FFCCCC  ((11999944)),,  iinn  wwhhiicchh  tthhee  SSuupprreemmee  CCoouurrtt  rruulleedd  tthhaatt  ccaabbllee  
ccoommppaanniieess  eennjjooyy  FFiirrsstt  AAmmeennddmmeenntt  pprrootteeccttiioonn  bbeeccaauussee  tthheeyy  
eexxeerrcciissee  eeddiittoorriiaall  ddiissccrreettiioonn  iinn  ttrraannssmmiittttiinngg  tthhee  ssppeeeecchh  ooff  ootthheerrss,,  
aanndd  aarree  nnoott  mmeerreellyy  nneeuuttrraall  ppaatthhwwaayyss  oovveerr  wwhhiicchh  ssppeeeecchh  iiss  
ttrraannssmmiitttteedd  wwiitthhoouutt  rreessttrriiccttiioonn  oorr  iinntteerrffeerreennccee..  
 
The idea that ISPs - especially cable (pay-TV) providers - can 



use the First Amendment as a shield against Net Neutrality is 
hotly contested. 
Naturally, reasonable people are worried that Internet content 
will be more filtered than the filing suggests. MediaMatters 
Research Fellow Simon Maloy writes: 
 
VVeerriizzoonn  iiss  aarrgguuiinngg  tthhaatt  iittss  ffrreeeeddoomm  ooff  ssppeeeecchh  rreeqquuiirreess  tthhaatt  iitt  
hhaavvee  tthhee  ppoowweerr  --  aa  ppoowweerr  tthhaatt,,  bbyy  iittss  oowwnn  aaddmmiissssiioonn,,  iitt  hhaass  nneevveerr  
uusseedd  --  ttoo  ddeennyy  ccoonntteenntt  pprroodduucceerrss  aacccceessss  ttoo  ccoonnssuummeerrss,,  aanndd  
vviiccee--vveerrssaa..  
 
The concerns about how far Verizon's argument to "edit" 
customers' internet access might go are troublingly valid. 
In 2008 Verizon rejected Hollywood's call to filter the internet in 
its attempt to use internet censorship to "fight piracy." 
So maybe Verizon suggesting it wants to be able to edit the 
internet could be little more than a legal tactic. 
We hope. I asked Verizon for comment and a spokesperson 
succinctly said, "Our filing speaks for itself." 
Whether or not Verizon will actually deny or edit access remains 
to be seen. But Verizon is certainly fighting to be able to "edit" 
Web access and make their best interests - whatever those are - 
a priority. 


