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Millennium Data Request: 
 
1.06 Has the Illinois Commerce Commission issued any orders approving 
wireless ETC application(s) or approving changes to existing ETC certificates, 
after the issuance of the FCC’s Lifeline Reform Order? 
 
 If the answer is yes, for each such carrier: 
 

a. List the name of the wireless carrier and the related ICC Docket 
Number. 

 
 b. Did the Staff apply the same standards with respect to the 
evaluation of  financial capabilities of applicants (see Lines 390-436) to the 
applicant that it is recommending to be applied to Millennium 2000 in this 
proceeding? If the answer is ‘no’, list all such different standards that were 
applied to the applicant. 
 
 c. Did the Staff apply the same standards with respect to the 
evaluation of technical capabilities of applicants (see Lines 437-489) to the 
applicant that it is recommending to be applied to Millennium 2000 in this 
proceeding? If the answer is ‘no’, list all such different standards that were 
applied to the applicant. 
 
 d. Did the Staff apply the same standards with respect to Compliance 
with the public interest, convenience and necessity (see Lines 527-574) to the 
applicant that it is recommending to be applied to Millennium 2000 in this 
proceeding? If the answer is ‘no’, list all such different standards that were 
applied to the applicant. 
 
 e. Did Staff reach any agreements or settlements with the applicant 
that differ from the recommendations of Dr. Zolnierek? If the answer is yes, 
provide a copy of each such agreement or settlement. If no written copy exists, 
provide a detailed description of the terms and conditions of each such 
agreement or settlement. 
 
 f. Provide copies of all data requests directed to the applicant and 
responses thereto. To the extent Document(s) are withheld, provide a list of all 
Documents that are not provided in response to this data request and the reason 
why the Document(s) is being withheld. 
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Staff Responses: 

 
1.06 Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it requires the 
production of materials and/or information which is already in the public domain, 
or otherwise on record with the Commission.  Staff also objects to this data 
request to the extent that it is irrelevant and not likely to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence.  However, and without waiving any objection, Staff states 
the following:  The Commission issued an Order, in Docket No. 10-0453, 
designating Cricket Communications, Inc. as an Eligible Telecommunications 
Carrier in its St. Louis service area. 

 
a. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it requires the 

production of materials and/or information which is already in the 
public domain, or otherwise on record with the Commission.  Staff 
also objects to this data request to the extent that it is irrelevant and 
not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  However, 
and without waiving any objection, Staff states the following:  The 
Commission issued an Order, in Docket No. 10-0453, designating 
Cricket Communications, Inc. as an Eligible Telecommunications 
Carrier in certain Illinois areas near St. Louis. 
 

b. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it requires the 
production of materials and/or information which is already in the 
public domain, or otherwise on record with the Commission.  Staff 
also objects to this data request to the extent that it is irrelevant and 
not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Staff also 
objects to this data requests to the extent that it purports to seek 
discovery of information and/or materials containing the mental 
impressions, conclusions, opinions or legal theories of any attorney 
or other representative of Staff concerning the subject of the 
proceeding and prepared and developed in anticipation of litigation.  
However, and without waiving any objection, Staff states the 
following:  Dr. Zolnierek did not perform the evaluation directly and 
does not have direct knowledge of all proofs offered by Cricket 
Communications, Inc., or of all analyses performed by Staff, and 
the extent to which Cricket Communications, Inc. provided 
evidence of financial capability consistent with his 
recommendations in this proceeding.  Furthermore, while Dr. 
Zolnierek has not thoroughly reviewed the entirety of the evidence, 
filings, data requests, etc. in Docket No. 10-0453, it does appear 
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that the circumstances surrounding the request in Docket No. 10-
0453 differ from those in the instant docket.   

 
c. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it requires the 

production of materials and/or information which is already in the 
public domain, or otherwise on record with the Commission.  Staff 
also objects to this data request to the extent that it is irrelevant and 
not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Staff also 
objects to this data requests to the extent that it purports to seek 
discovery of information and/or materials containing the mental 
impressions, conclusions, opinions or legal theories of any attorney 
or other representative of Staff concerning the subject of the 
proceeding and prepared and developed in anticipation of litigation.  
However, and without waiving any objection, Staff states the 
following: Dr. Zolnierek did not perform the evaluation directly and 
does not have direct knowledge of all proofs offered by Cricket 
Communications, Inc., all analyses performed by Staff, and the 
extent to which Cricket Communications, Inc. provided evidence of 
technical capability consistent with his recommendations in this 
proceeding.  Furthermore, while Dr. Zolnierek has not thoroughly 
reviewed the entirety of the evidence, filings, data requests, etc. in 
Docket No. 10-0453, it does appear that the circumstances 
surrounding the request in Docket No. 10-0453 differ from those in 
the instant docket.   

 
d. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it requires the 

production of materials and/or information which is already in the 
public domain, or otherwise on record with the Commission.  Staff 
also objects to this data request to the extent that it is irrelevant and 
not likely to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Staff also 
objects to this data requests to the extent that it purports to seek 
discovery of information and/or materials containing the mental 
impressions, conclusions, opinions or legal theories of any attorney 
or other representative of Staff concerning the subject of the 
proceeding and prepared and developed in anticipation of litigation.  
However, and without waiving any objection, Staff states the 
following: Dr. Zolnierek did not perform the evaluation directly and 
does not have direct knowledge of all proofs offered by Cricket 
Communications, Inc., all analysss performed by Staff, and the 
extent to which Cricket Communications, Inc. provided evidence 
that its ETC designation was in the public interest, convenience and 
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necessity.  Furthermore, while Dr. Zolnierek has not thoroughly 
reviewed the entirety of the evidence, filings, data requests, etc. in 
Docket No. 10-0453, it does appear that the circumstances 
surrounding the request in Docket No. 10-0453 differ from those in 
the instant docket.   

 
e. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it is vague in that 

“any agreements or settlements” is broad terminology not defined.  
Staff also objects to this data requests to the extent that it is overly 
broad, irrelevant, and not likely to lead to the discovery of 
admissible evidence.  Staff also objects to this data requests to the 
extent that it purports to impose discovery obligations on Staff 
inconsistent with, or beyond the scope of, what is permitted under 
the Initiating Order and the applicable Illinois Rules of Civil 
Procedure.  However, and without waiving any objection, Staff 
states the following: Dr. Zolnierek does not understand what is 
meant by “agreements” or “settlements.”  Dr. Zolnierek understands 
Staff reviewed the compliance plan in Docket No. 10-0453, along 
with the amended application of Cricket Communications, Inc., and 
filed a verified statement providing Staff’s recommendations.  Dr. 
Zolnierek further understands that Staff reviewed the Draft Order 
submitted by Cricket Communications, Inc. and did not file or 
otherwise object to its proposed adoption. 

 
f. Staff objects to this data request to the extent that it purports to 

impose discovery obligations on Staff inconsistent with, or beyond 
the scope of, what is permitted under the Initiating Order and the 
applicable Illinois Rules of Civil Procedure. Staff also objects to this 
data request to the extent that it is irrelevant and not likely to lead to 
the discovery of admissible evidence.  Staff also objects to this data 
requests to the extent that it purports to seek discovery of 
information and/or materials containing the mental impressions, 
conclusions, opinions or legal theories of any attorney or other 
representative of Staff concerning the subject of the proceeding 
and prepared and developed in anticipation of litigation.   
 
 
 


