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REPLY COMMENTS OF CLEAR WIRE CORPORATION 

Clearwire Corporation ("Clearwire") hereby respectfully submits these reply comments 

in the above-captioned proceedings. Clearwire commends the Commission for its review of the 

regulatory fee process and its proposals to reform its policies and procedures for assessing and 

collecting regulatory fees. As it did in response to the Commission's 2012 Notice of Proposed 

Rulemaking, 1 Clearwire limits these reply comments to one impmtant issue; whether the 

Commission should assess an additional regulatory fee for "broadband."2 As discussed below, 

Cleatwire urges the Commission reject the proposal to add an additional regulatory fee category 

for broadband because it would be unfair and not in the public interest. 

I. BACKGROUND 

Clearwire is a leading provider of 4G wireless broadband services and offers 4G wireless 

broadband services in 80 markets covering more than 133 million Americans. Clearwire serves 

1 Reply Comments ofC1earwire Corp., MD Docket No. 12-201, et al. at 2 (filed Oct. 22, 2012). 
2 Assessment and Collection ofRegulatOJy Fees/or Fiscal Year 2013, Notice of Proposed Rulemaking and Further 
Notice ofProposed Rulemaking, MD Docket No. 13-140, et al., FCC 13-74 (rei. May23, 2013) (''NPRM" or 
"FNPRM") at~ 53. While C1earwire focuses on this one important issue, it does want to indicate its support for the 
Comments filed by CTIA and CCA generally and specifically with respect to its opposition to the proposed 
combining of wireless and wireline fees and suggestions to review the allocations of employees in all bureaus. 



retail customers through its own CLEAR® brand as well as through wholesale relationships with 

some of the leading companies in the retail, technology and telecommunications industries, 

including Sprint and NetZero. 

Since the Commission revised its 2.5 GHz regulations to promote a capacity-rich 4G 

mobile broadband network/ Clearwire has deployed its network at record-breaking speed.4 As 

of April25, 2013, Clearwire's network serves approximately 9.4 million total subscribers. 5 To 

support deployment, Clearwire relies upon BRS licenses and excess capacity leases from other 

BRS and EBS licensees.6 Clearwire also uses Part 101 Private Operational Fixed Microwave 

licenses that compose its cutting edge wireless backhaul network. 

Clearwire offers a consumer-friendly "no contract" option and unlimited data plans under 

the brand name CLEAR®. It also offers its advanced wireless broadband service on a non-

exclusive wholesale basis.7 Clearwire continues to position itself as a capacity-rich "off ramp" 

for other carriers facing spectrum constraints. Clearwire has begun deployment of its TDD-LTE 

3 See Amendment of Parts I, 21, 73, 74 and 101 of the Commission's Rules to Facilitate the Provision of Fixed and 
Mobile Broadband Access, Educational and Other Advanced Services in the 2150-2162 and 2500-2690 MHz Bands, 
Report and Order and Further Notice of Proposed Rulemaking, WT Docket No. 03-66 (Jul. 29, 2004) ("2.5 GHz 
R&O"). 
4 Clearwire launched its first greenfield 4G network in Portland, Oregon in early 2009. 
5 The 9.4 million subscribers consist of 1.5 million retail subscribers and 7.9 million wholesale subscribers with 
high-speed residential and mobile Internet and interconnected voice over Internet protocol ("VoiP") services. 
6 As part of its relationship with its EBS lessors, Clearwire assists its EBS lessors in meeting their obligations under 
FCC rules to use their spectrum to provide essential educational services to schools and colleges across the country. 
7 Clearwire provides the broadband platfonn serving Sprint's 4G customers along with a group of disruptive upstarts 
including FreedomPop, NetZero, Karma, Mobile Beacon, Mobile Citizen, Leap Wireless, Cbeyond and Locus 
Telecommunications. These newcomers are using Clearwire's network to offer innovative pricing models, 
including free broadband to consumers. See Anton Troianovski, Start-Up Skirts Cellphone Data Plans (Oct. 1, 
20 12), available at 
http://online. wsj .com/article/SB 10000872396390443 8626045780284 52045153 628 .html?mod~googlenews _ wsj; see 
also Myriam Joire, NetZero Launches '4G' Wireless Sen• ice, We Go Hands on (Mar. 19, 2012), available at 
http://www.engadget.com/2012/03/19/netzero-launches-4g-wireless-service-we-go-hands-on/; Karl Bode, Karma 
Offers Wireless at $14 a Gigabyte, Straight Latest MVNO Attempt to Disrupt Pricing, available at 
http://www.dslreports.com/shownews/Karma-Offers-Wireless-at -14-a-Gigabyte-Straight -119948 (Jun. 15, 20 12); 
Tammy Parker, WiMAX Provider Mobile Beacon Offers Free Wi-Fi Sen•ice (Sep. 23, 20 12), available at 
http://www.fiercebroadbandwireless.cotn/story/wimax -provider-mobile-beacon-offers-free-wi-fi-service/20 12-09-
23. 
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40 overlay network designed to provide wholesale capacity in dense urban markets where it is 

needed most. 8 

In 2012 (the last time regulatory fees were due), Clearwire paid regulatory fees for over 

600 owned and leased BRS licenses.9 It also paid regulatory fees for more than I 0,000 

microwave license applications and will pay additional regulatory fees when the microwave 

licenses are renewed. In addition, Cleatwire pays Interstate Telephone Service Provider 

("ITSP") regulatory fees, due to its provision of VoiP service. 

II. REGULATORY FEES SHOULD NOT BE ASSESSED ON BROADBAND 

Clearwire continues to urge the Connnission not to assess a separate and additional 

regulatory fee on broadband service. As Clearwire stated previously "Doing so would be unfair, 

harmful, duplicative and unauthorized." Clemwire already pays substantial yearly regulatory fees 

on its owned BRS licenses, and, through its lease agreements, its leased BRS licenses, and also 

on its VoiP service. In addition, Clearwire pays regulatory fees for its over 10,000 microwave 

licenses that compose its advanced wireless backhaul network. Consequently, today the FCC 

collects regulatory fees associated with each key component of Clemwire' s wireless broadband 

network. Were the Commission to add a new regulatory fee category for "broadband," 

Clearwire and companies like it that rely on FCC licensed spectrum to provide broadband 

service, would be unfairly double-billed, paying regulatory fees for both its licenses and its 

broadband service. None of the parties that filed in response to either the 2012 or 2013 NPRM 

supported the imposition of an additional regulatory fee for broadband, and a substantial number 

of connnenters opposed the idea. As made clear by the commenters, many broadband providers 

8 See Kevin Fitchard, Cleanvire Breaking Ground on New LTE Network (Sep. 20, 2012), available at 
http://gigaom.com/2012/09/20/clearwire-breaking-ground-on-new-lte-network/. Clearwire initially is targeting high 
demand "hot zones" in 31 major urban centers such as New York City, San Francisco, Los Angeles, Chicago, and 
Seattle where demand for 4G mobile broadband is high and the need for deep capacity resources is most acute. 
9 In addition, Clearwire pays regulatory fees for a handful ofLMDS and CARS licenses that it either owns or is 
responsible for payment for. 
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are already assessed regulatory fees through a variety of different ways including licensee or 

number-based fees. Adding an additional "broadband" regulatory fee would be duplicative and 

unfair. Adding an additional fee could also negatively impact broadband deployment and 

adoption by raising the costs ofbroadband carriers. Commenters have also questioned whether 

the Commission has the jurisdictional authority to assess fees specifically upon broadband 

services. 10 In any case, since the Commission already assesses fees on the licenses and numbers 

used for broadband, there is no need for a separate broadband regulatory fee. 

III. CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, Clemwire urges the Commission not to adopt a separate 

regulatory fee category for broadband. 

June 26,2013 

Respectfully submitted, 

By: Is/ Cathleen A. Massey 

Cathleen A. Massey 
Vice President, Regulat01y Affairs 

& Public Policy 
Nadja S. Sodas-Wallace 
Senior Regulatory Counsel 
Clemwire Corporation 
1250 I Street, N.W. 
Suite 901 

Washington, D.C. 20005 
(202) 351-5033 

10 See, e.g., Comments of United States Telecom Association., MD Docket No. 13-140, eta!. at 7 (filed June 19, 
2013),Comments of AT&T., MD Docket No. 12-201, eta!. at 4 (filed Sept. 17, 2012). 
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