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OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

Time Warner Telecommunications Inc. ("TWT"), by its

attorneys, hereby submits it opposition to the motion for

extension of time filed in the captioned proceeding by the

Utilities Telecommunications Council, the Association of

American Railroads, and the Large Public Power Council

("Existing Users"). The comment and reply comment dates set by

the Commission in this proceeding are now April 21 and May 21,

1992, respective1y.l1 The Existing Users ask that these dates

be extended to June 22 and July 21, 1992. TWT believes that the

Commission's existing timeframe is more than adequate.

1. The Commission has been engaged in a spectrum study for

over a year. The study was released in January 1992. The need

for spectrum to satisfy the needs of emerging technologies is

1/ Notice of Proposed Rule Making, FCC 92-20, ET Docket
No. 92-9, 57 Fed. Reg. 5993 (February 19, 1992).
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long-standing and urgent. The need is long-standing in that the

Commission has been struggling to find spectrum space for new

technologies for over twenty years. The need is urgent because

the pace of technological advancements has accelerated in recent

years.

Z. Moreover, many of these new services and technologies

are finding spectrum homes in other countries and the United

States is in danger of falling behind in the global

marketplace. One particular example in which TWT has a great

interest is the area of new personal communications services

(PCS). PCS in all of its manifestations is already authorized

in its own frequency space in a number of developed countries.

In the United States PCS only exists in an experimental mode,

operating in other parties' spectrum space. If PCS is ever to

take its place as a competitor in this country in a timeframe

which loses no further ground to foreign competition, spectrum

is needed as soon as possible along with rules governing the

service.

3. Existing Users ask for more time to study the various

issues and spectrum analyses which are presented by the

Commission's rulemaking proposal. However, a case can always be

made for more time to study the issues. There comes a time when

study must cease and action ensue. The question of spectrum

allocation, and in particular spectrum allocation in the 1-3 GHz

range, has been the subject of a number of recent studies and

proceedings. See in particular, the Notice of Inquiry in Docket
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No. 90-314. In addition, as the existing users acknowledge, the

recently concluded WARC-92 made a primary allocation for

terrestrial application at 1.70-2.69 GHz, with a recommendation

that future public land mobile telephone services operate at

1.885-2.025 GHz and 2.1-2.2 GHz. In short, the case for a

primary allocation in the 1.85-2.20 GHz band has been made in

numerous domestic and international forums.

4. The Existing Users are incumbent licensees of this

band. Their concern about displacement is real and should not

be discounted. The Commission is well aware of the issues its

proposed reallocation raises. Indeed, the Notice of Proposed

Rule Making devotes extensive time and consideration to the

question of displacement and transition. The Commission has

proposed a number of steps designed to make the transition go

smoothly. It has also solicited suggestions as to alternative

methods of accomplishing the transition. The Existing Users are

understandably concerned about their fate. However, a delay,

which may be the first of many, does not serve the public

interest. At this very time, other incumbent users of this

spectrum are attempting to legislatively preclude the Commission

from reallocating the spectrum or to ensure that any new users

are allowed to use the spectrum only on a secondary basis. Any

delay in the Commission's processes will only provide an

opportunity for incumbent users to further delay and confuse the

issues. TWT therefore urges the Commission not to succumb to

the plea for more time.
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WHEREFORE, TWT respectively submits that the Commission

should deny the Motion for Extension of Time filed by the

Existing Users in this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,
TIME WARNER TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

By:~F~O_
~ uart F. Feldstein

FLEISCHMAN AND WALSH
1400 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036
202/939-7900

Dated: March 23, 1992
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