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Case No. 2007-00309 / 

Site e: Savage Branch 

Response of Alltel Communications, Inc to 
Staff Data Request Dated July 30, 2007 

Alltel Communications, Inc. for its Response to the Staff's Request that it address 

the possibility of consolidating its facilities with the proposed Savage Branch facilities of 

Cellco Partnership d/b/a/ Verizon Wireless states: 



1. Alltel’s Neal facility is required to in-fill a limited area in its coverage in 

eastern Boyd County. Specifically, Alltel seeks to extend coverage along U.S. Route 

23, Mayo Trail, and to provide in-building penetration to the Marathon Petroleum 

Refinery and neighboring homes and buildings. 

2. In designing and locating the Neal site Alltei, and in integrating the site’s 

coverage into its existing and planned network, Alltel sought to meet its service 

objectives without creating overlaps. 

3. Because of the topography of the area and the limited service objectives 

of the Neal facility, Alltel determined the best coverage would be provided by site close 

to the target area using a relatively short tower (185 feet). Verizon’s proposed Savage 

Branch facility is located west of and hence further from the area to be served by the 

Neal facility and uses a 300+ foot tower. The locations of the two proposed facilities 

and Alltel’s target area are illustrated on Exhibit 1 to this Response. 

4. Co-location of Alltel’s facilities onto Verizon’s proposed Savage Branch 

tower will not permit Alltel to meet its service objectives. Placement of Alltel’s antennae 

on the proposed Savage Branch tower with a radiation center of 275 will prevent in- 

building penetration to Mayo Trail and parts of the Marathon Petroleum refinery. To 

meet these objectives using the proposed Savage Branch tower Alltel would be required 

to piace its antennae at over 300 feet. AIItel believes that placing its antennae on the 

Savage Branch tower at the height necessary to meet its service objectives would 

interfere with Verizon’s use of its own tower. Attached as Exhibit 2 is a August 22, 2007 

letter from Raeleen Matlock and accompanying plots addressing these issues. 
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5. The Neal site originally was scheduled for completion in 2006. Requiring 

that Alltel’s facilities be placed on Verizon’s Savage Branch tower would further delay 

the extension and improvement of coverage. Verizon’s co-location requirements are 

extensive and in Alltel’s experience can take nine months to complete. The resulting 

lost revenues and costs could total several hundred thousand dollars. In addition, 

Alltel’s customers would be deprived of the service improvements for that period. 

Wherefore, Alltel Communications, Inc. respectfully requests that its application 

to construct the Neal wireless facility he granted. 

Dated this 27‘h day of August, 2007. 

Mark R. Overstreet 
STITES & HARBISQN 
421 West Main Street 
P.O. Box 634 
Frankfort, Kentucky 40602-0634 
Telephone: 502-223-3477 
COUNSEL FOR: ALLTEL, IMC. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of the Response of Alltel 
Communications, Inc to Staff Data Request Rated July 30, 2007 was served via United 
States Postal Service, First Class Mail, postage prepaid, upon: 

David A. Pike 
Pike Legal Group, PLLC 
Suite 6 
1578 Highway 44 East 
Shepherdsville, Kentucky 401 65-0369 

this the 27fh day of August, 2007. 

__-__--. 
Mark R. Overstreet 

THO1 8:OTH16:15926.1 FRANKFORT 

4 









August 22, 2007 

Iiaeleen Matlock 
Alltel Communications, Inc. 
One Allied Drive 8 2  F03-A 
I,ittle Rock, AR 72,202 

RE: Alltel Proposed Neal Site (PSC Case No. 2007-0039) 

Dear Public Service Commission, 

‘l’his correspondence is to specify the objectives of the proposed Alltel ‘*Neal” tower, PSC 
Casc No. 2007-00305 and the issues associated to the proposed Verizon “Savage i3;arich” 
tower; case No. 2007 00309. Alltel‘s objectives for thc proposed ”NeiZ1” site are to; 
extend coveragc dong ‘CJS Route 23, Mayo Trail, and to provide in-building peneh‘alion 
to the Marathon Rshland Petroleum Refinery and neighboring hornes aid buildings 

The “line of sighr” characteristic of hlltel’s proposed tower location aricl the higher 
elevation satisfies Alltel’s coverage objectives with a tower of only 182 fcet. The 
location for the proposed Verizort tower will require 3001- feel to obtain the same 
objectives. 

Ai the Verizon location wit11 a radiation center of 275 feet, the projected propagations 
show that the terrain will prcvent an adequate signal fiom getting to the east. This will 
prevent in-building penetration to the Mayo Trail Road, and parts of the refinery. 

The AIitcl “Ncal” site was a 2006 site that has been in the site development process for 
over a year. ‘I‘lie network needs this site to be completed within the next few rnonths io 
maintain a reasonable schedule. 

In conclusion, Verizon’s proposed “Savagc Branch” tower location will not provide the 
needed coverage objectives as outlined by the purpose ol: thc proposed Alltel “Neal” site. 

With highest regards, 
i 

Raelecn Matlock 
RF En&‘ meer 
Afltel Coiimunications, Inc. 
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