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recommend that the Commission not find the Coal Creek Canyon and Central City wire centers to have effective competition.57
48.
Viaero disputes Staff’s conclusions, arguing that Staff overstated wireless coverage in the 46 wire centers for which it recommended a finding of effective competition.  Viaero encouraged the Commission to undertake a more rigorous analysis of wireless coverage before deeming the 46 wire centers to have effective competition.58
49.
CenturyLink acknowledges that there are multiple providers in each of the 46 wire centers but also cautioned that the availability of “similar services” throughout an area can vary widely because the geography of a wire center can have a negative impact on cable coverage or wireless service.59 

50.
We are concerned that, by finding effective competition in the 46 wire centers, there might be some consumers who would lose the benefit of regulatory protections.  However, Section 207(1)(c) specifically requires that, when the Commission considers the factors outlined in Section 207(1)(b) to determine areas subject to effective competition, the Commission “shall not be unduly restrictive.”   Considerations of competitive offerings for geographic areas on a more granular level than a wire center is administratively impractical.  The results of wireless signal tests might never be conclusive and Staff does not have resources that would be required to conduct the type of more rigorous testing of wireless signals in each wire center suggested by Viaero.60  Consequently, Viaero’s suggestions would require the Commission to be “unduly restrictive.” 
57 Staff Witness Notarianni First Corrected Confidential Direct Testimony at 27:13-29:11.

58 Viaero Statement of Position at 5.

59 CenturyLink Witness Brigham Answer Testimony at 10:11-20.

60 Staff Witness Notarianni, Hearing Transcript, 12/16/15 at 81:7-9.
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