BEFORE THE WASHINGTON UTILITIES AND TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION

In the Matter of the Joint Application of

Northwest Fiber Holdco, LLC, and BCE Holding Corporation,

for an Order Approving the Transfer of Control of Ziply Fiber Northwest, LLC to BCE Holding
Corporation

DOCKET UT-240951

NOTICE OF NON-SERVICE AND MOTION TO STRIKE BCE’S AUGUST 20 FILING, OR IN THE
ALTERNATIVE, TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE A RESPONSE THERETO

MediaTube Corporation, by its CEO Douglas Lloyd, respectfully submits this notice and motion
concerning BCE Holding Corporation’s filing dated August 20, 2025.

1. BCE’S Filing Appears on the UTC Docket but Was Not Served

e MediaTube first became aware of BCE’s August 20 filing only by reviewing the UTC
docket.

e MediaTube was never served with this filing.
e The document contains no Certificate of Service as required by WAC 480-07-145(6).

e By contrast, the Washington Attorney General’s August 18 filing was properly served on
MediaTube by email. BCE has not followed the same clear rules.

e The duty is on the filing party to serve all parties and intervenors, not on intervenors to
monitor the docket daily.

2. Misleading and Prejudicial Content

e BCE’s August 20 filing includes numerous misleading, inaccurate, and irrelevant
statements directed at MediaTube and its CEO.

¢ Most damagingly, BCE’s assertion that MediaTube “formally admitted Bell did not
infringe” during the 2016 patent trial is misleading in that MediaTube withdrew this
admission in its appeal.

o The admission was made due to the false evidence submitted at trial, leaving
MediaTube no alternative but to withdraw its claim of infringement as no evidence
to the contrary was available at that time.

o In 2020, MediaTube discovered direct evidence that contracted Bell Canada’s
evidence, including Bell’s own submissions under oath to Canada’s Federal Court (in
two separate patent infringement trials) as well as the Canada Radio-Television and
Telecommunications Commission (“CRTC”).

o MediaTube’s position is that Bell altered its evidence pertaining to its network
design and operations to escape liability, which is the basis of MediaTube’s current
allegations of fraud and perjury by Bell Canada.



o This mischaracterization is highly prejudicial as it undermines MediaTube’s
credibility, misleads all stakeholders, distorts the record of costly litigation that
spanned years and, now it deliberately misleads the UTC.

e BCE also misleadingly claims that MediaTube was a “non-practicing entity with no
assets,” and that its business ceased. These statements ignore the fact that MediaTube
held U.S. and Canadian patents, cash assets, and continued shareholder support as it
attempted to build its own IPTV network in the years prior to and subsequent to the
2016 trial. Indeed, the trial judge flagged this allegation as being inaccurate.

e Finally, BCE dismisses as “irrelevant” the Rovi litigation in which Bell was accused of
altering evidence again, even though it corroborates MediaTube’s allegations (Rovi v Bell
being one of the aforementioned patent infringement trials).

e BCE also claims that MediaTube is simply a vexatious litigant dissatisfied with Bell’s
explanations as to the discrepancies in the evidence. In fact, Bell has never offered an
explanation, satisfactory or otherwise, as to the discrepancies in its submissions in the
MediaTube v Bell trial and Bell’s other submissions to the Federal Court and the CRTC.

e BCE also claims that | personally did not submit a motion to the Federal Court in Canada
with respect to Bell’s claims of contempt. This is false and in fact, this submission on July
23, 2025 included all the evidence required to demonstrate that neither | nor
MediaTube are in contempt of the extant 2018 Confidentiality Orders (a decision on this
matter is pending and is expected to reference my submission).

e The entirety of BCE’s submission is designed to discredit MediaTube and its CEO

personally, rather than address the merits of MediaTube’s submissions to this regulatory
proceeding.

3. Connection to Pending August 14 Motion
¢ On August 14, 2025, MediaTube filed a motion seeking leave to reply.
e The Commission has not yet ruled on that request.

e BCE’s defective August 20 filing underscores the importance of reply rights: MediaTube
must be allowed to correct false and prejudicial statements.

4. Relief Requested
MediaTube respectfully requests that the Commission:

1. Strike BCE’s August 20 filing in its entirety for failure of service and for containing
misleading, irrelevant, and prejudicial statements; or

2. Inthe alternative:
o Order BCE to properly serve the filing on MediaTube;
o Grant MediaTube’s August 14 motion for leave to reply;

o Allow MediaTube a reasonable period to reply, with time to run from the date of
proper service; and

o Direct that the false statement alleging MediaTube “admitted Bell did not
infringe” be specifically stricken or disregarded as inaccurate and prejudicial.



5. Conclusion

The Attorney General has shown proper compliance with the Commission’s service rules. BCE
has not. Service rules exist to protect fairness and due process. Allowing BCE’s unserved filing —
which includes the demonstrably false claim that MediaTube admitted Bell did not infringe — to
remain in the record without giving MediaTube the right to respond would be unjust. The
Commission should strike the filing or, at minimum, ensure proper service and grant MediaTube
sufficient time to reply.

VERIFICATION
| declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Washington that the foregoing
is true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Dated: August 21, 2025
Douglas Lloyd, Chief Executive Officer
MediaTube Corp.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that on August 11, 2025, a true and correct copy of this Motion to Intervene,
Petition, and all supporting exhibits was filed via the Washington State UTC Records Center web
portal and served via email on all parties of record in Docket UT-240951, and simultaneously
emailed to the presiding Administrative Law Judge, as follows:

Applicant — Ziply Fiber Northwest, LLC

Jessica Epley, VP — Regulatory & External Affairs
135 Lake St S, Suite 155, Kirkland, WA 98033

Email: jessica.epley@ziply.com | Tel: 503-431-0458

Counsel for Northwest Fiber Holdco, LLC — Davis Wright Tremaine LLP
Heather Moelter — heathermoelter@dwt.com

Alan J. Galloway — alangalloway@dwt.com

Mark P. Trinchero — marktrinchero@dwt.com

K.C. Halm — kchalm@dwt.com

Applicant’s Counsel — Ziply Fiber Northwest, LLC
Byron Springer — byron@ziply.com

Counsel for BCE Holding Corporation — Covington & Burling LLP
Matthew S. DeINero — mdelnero@cov.com

Jocelyn G. Jezierny — jjezierny@cov.com

Corey Walker — cwalker@cov.com

Washington State Office of the Attorney General — Assistant Attorneys General
Jeff Roberson — jeff.roberson@atg.wa.gov | Tel: 360-810-0509
Nash Callaghan — nash.callaghan@atg.wa.gov | Tel: 360-972-4159

Washington State Office of the Attorney General — Public Counsel Unit

Jessica Johanson-Kubin — Jessica.Johanson-Kubin@atg.wa.gov | Tel: 206-521-3211
Robert Sykes — Robert.Sykes@atg.wa.gov

Tad O’Neill — tad.oneill@atg.wa.gov | Tel: 206-464-6595
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Dated: August 21, 2025

Douglas Lloyd, Chief Executive Officer

MediaTube Corp.

14845 Yonge Street, Aurora, Ontario, Canada L4G 6H8
Email: dlloyd@mediatube.tv



