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INTRODUCTION

A ln todayods highly competitive worl d,
fundamentals of their chosen field always seem to be those who lead the
way and do so with cutting-edge knowledge of what then is important and
how to present those thoughts effectively.

A In the field of Regulatory Law before the Commission, there is no
limitations on tendering documents to the Docket Office for filing, except
what is prohibited or required by the Pub. Util. Code and our Rules of
Practice and Procedure, and other Regulations.

A This concept highlights the fact that certain fundamentals must be
mastered, and indeed, re-visited regularly, in order to achieve your filing
goals, whether you are a novice or a seasoned veteran.

A Mastering, and perhaps, revisiting, the few selected topics today will help
you to achieve complete success in all of your filings. Good Luck!



OUTLI NE OF TODAYO

A 1. Motion & Motion Practice , including
Motions to File Confidential Documents
Under Seal (Entire Rule 11).

A 2. Notice of Availability - what is it & how to
use it effectively (Rule 1.9(d)).

A 3. What are the most prominent & recurring
mistakes made In documents tendered for
filing & how to avoid them.

A 4. How should documents be handled that

exceed the 20 Mb limitation for Electronic
filing set forth in Rule 1.13(b)(1)(ii)?
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1. Motion & Motion Practice 0
Rule 11.1

A Motion Is simply a request to the Commission
for authorization to do, or not to do, certain
things in an open proceeding.

U There are three (3) crucial elements to a

motion: (1) OPEN PROCEEDING (2) PARTY
STATUS (3) PROPOSED ORDER

U OPEN PROCEEDING. (See, Rulell.1(a))
Rule 11.1(b) specifies that a Motion may be
fi1r 1 ed ANnduring the pend
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A PARTY STATUS.
(See, Rulell.1(b); Rule 1.4)

A PROPOSED ORDER/RULING. (See,
Rule11.1(d); Rule 11.4(a))

Most misunderstood and under-utilized tool Iin
Motion Practice. EXTREMELY VALUABLE.

CRITICAL TO USE PROPERLY



PROPOSED RULING/ORDER

A RULE 11.1(a). Most filers believe that the only time a Proposed
Ruling/Order is required to be used is with a Motion to File
Confidential Materials Under Seal (MFUS) pursuant to Rule 11.4(a)
bec it so specifies the same in one sentence.

ARule 11.4(a) states: AA moteshalh f o
attach a proposed ruling that clearly indicates the relief
requested .

A However, in my opinion , all motions require a Proposed
Ruling/Order. Rule 11.1(d) states

A AA motion must ¢he faatsiasddéal ysuppdrtiag e
the motion and the specific relief requested .0 (Emphasis
Added)




VERIFICATION

(Rule 1.11)

A One further consideration about motions is
that they usual contain facts supporting
the relief requested in addition to some

pasic Points and Authorities.

A If you allege any facts in a motion,
nowever, you must attach a Verification
oursuant to Rule 1.11 , signhed under
Penalty of Perjury. Rejection could follow if
this requirement is not followed.




CLINICAL EXAMPLE

ARulel.11. Hersa higHevel
example aDeclaratiothatwas

fully integratedto a MFUS



MOTION - VERIFICATION
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In The Matter of the Application of SOUTHERN
CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY (U 338-E)
for Authority to Lease Certain Fiber Optic Cables
to CELLCO PARTNERSHIP D/B/A VERIZON
WIRELESS under the Master Dark Fiber Lease
Agreement Pursuant to Public Utilities Code
Section 851.

Application No. 17-02- 0o |

FILED PUBLIC
UTILITIES COMMISSION,

FEB 0 3 2017

SAN FRANCISCO
OFFICE

SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY’S (U 338-E) MOTION FOR LEAVE TO
FILE THE CONFIDENTIAL VERSION OF ITS APPLICATION FOR AUTHORITY TO
LEASE CERTAIN FIBER OPTIC CABLES TO CELLCO PARTNERSHIP D/B/A
VERIZON WIRELESS UNDER THE MASTER DARK FIBER LEASE AGREEMENT
PURSUANT TO PUBIC UTILITIES CODE SECTION 851 UNDER SEAL

FRANK A. MCNULTY
GLORIA M. ING

Attorneys for
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY

2244 Walnut Grove Avenue
Post Office Box 800
Rosemead, California 91770

Telephone: (626) 302-1999
Facsimile: (626) 302-6693
Email: gloria.ing@sce.com

Dated: February 3, 2017
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MOTION

- VERIFICATION

DECLARATION OF VERIZON WIRELESS REGARDING
CONFIDENTIALITY OF INFORMATION
IN THE MASTER DARK FIBER LEASE AGREEMENT
BETWEEN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON COMPANY AND
CELLCO PARTNERSHIP D/B/A VERIZON WIRELESS
I, Jestis G. Romadn, declare as follows:

On November 17, 2016, Cellco Partnership D/B/A Verizon Wireless (“Verizon
Wireless™) executed a Dark Fiber Lease Agreement between Southern California Edison
Company and Cellco Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless (“Agreement”). This Agreement was
the product of confidential negotiations and certain portions of the Agreement include
information that Verizon Wireless is seeking to protect as confidential proprietary information
and trade secrets under long-established California precedents. Accordingly, Verizon Wireless
has requested Southern California Edison (“SCE”) to ensure that the portions of the Agreement
that contain confidential information not be disclosed publicly and, to the extent SCE is required
to provide the California Public Utilities Commission (the “Commission”) a version of the
Agreement for disclosure to the public, that SCE provide a redacted copy.

The redacted information contained in the Agreement is competitively sensitive,
confidential, proprietary and constitutes a trade secret of Verizon. Specifically, the confidential
information falls into three categories:

Template terms and conditions. In its negotiation of commercial contracts with third
parties, such as SCE, Verizon Wireless typically starts with a template form of agreement. That
template agreement, standing alone, is considered confidential information of Verizon Wireless
and is the product of years of effort by internal business clients and attorneys that support the
network organization. Indeed, it is standard practice that Verizon Wireless will not disclose its
template agreement to any third party unless that third party has first signed a confidentiality
agreement. The template incorporates Verizon’s “going-in” position on numerous commercial
and technical issues that, at any point in time, reflects Verizon’s current view on an acceptable
risk allocation between the vendor and Verizon. The template also reflects Verizon’s real world
experience as a wireless service provider in negotiating and addressing issues that have arisen in
connection with both lit or dark fiber projects throughout the United States. The templates have
been modified to take account of issues that have arisen and been resolved between Verizon and
other third party vendors. As such, the template reflects the sum total of that experience, and
constitutes intellectual property of Verizon that would be of high value to any wireless carrier
seeking to compete against Verizon. Verizon has taken care to only redact those terms from the
template that could be used to its competitive disadvantage.

Negotiated Positions. Verizon is also concerned about language in the document that
has been negotiated with SCE, a public utility company, and that reflects a decision by Verizon
to alter the risk allocation from the standard found in its templates in some respect. These
changes need to be evaluated in their entirety. Verizon may have been able to accept certain
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MOTION - VERIFICATION



