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by the Mobile-Satellite Service )

To: The Commission

COMMENTS ON COMSAT’S SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS

Pursuant to Section 1.415 of the Commission’s Rules,' Alcatel Network Systems, Inc.
("Alcatel")? hereby comments on COMSAT Corporation’s ("COMSAT") Supplemental Comments

("Supplemental Comments")® on the above-captioned Notice of Proposed Rule Making ("NPRM").*

'47 C.F.R. Section 1.415 (1996).

?Alcatel is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Alcatel Alsthom, one of the world’s largest corporations
(with annual sales in excess of $30 billion) and the world’s largest manufacturer and supplier of
telecommunications equipment. In particular, Alcatel Alsthom is the world’s largest independent
manufacturer and supplier of microwave radios. Formerly Collins Radio and Rockwell International,
Alcatel, with over $750 million in annual sales, is a world leader in manufacturing microwave and
light wave transmission systems. Alcatel’s equipment is used for a wide range of services, including
short, medium and long-haul voice, video and data transmission. Its microwave customers include
all the Bell Operating Companies, most major independent telephone companies, cellular operators,
power and other utility companies, oil companies, railroads, industrial companies, and state and local
government agencies.

’In an April 17, 1996, Public Notice, the Commission solicited comments on COMSAT’s

Supplemental Comments. Public Notice, FCC Seeks Comments In the Proceeding to Allocate 70
Megahertz of Spectrum to the Mobile-Satellite Service (DA 96-577, released April 17, 1996). Several
parties already have responded to COMSAT’s Supplemental Comments: (i) on March 27, 1996,

Motorola Satellite Communications, Inc. filed its Partial Opposition of Motorola to COMSAT’s
Motion for Leave to File Supplemental Comments; (ii) on April 1, 1996, UTC, the
Telecommunications Association ("UTC"), filed the UTC Opposition to Motion ("UTC Opposition");
and (iii) on April 5, 1996, the American Petroleum Institute ("API") filed the Response of the
American Petroleum Institute to Supplemental Comments of COMSAT Corporation ("API
Response"). On April 11, 1996, COMSAT filed a Reply of COMSAT Corporation to Motorola and
UTC ("COMSAT Reply").
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The Commission has proposed reallocating additional spectrum from the 2 GHz band for the
mobile-satellite service ("MSS")." One of the issues that must be resolved with respect to the NPRM
is whether FS and MSS users could share a portion of the 2 GHz band for a limited period as part
of the transition to implement this reallocation. COMSAT, in its Supplemental Comments, claims
that, based upon international ITU-R standards, the 1995 World Radiocommunication Conference
("WRC-95") concluded that FS and MSS users could share the 2 GHz band on a co-primary basis.®

COMSAT’s claim concerning decisions made at WRC-95 is unjustified. Reliance upon
ITU-R, or upon other international sharing criteria, is inappropriate because there are material
differences in performance characteristics between U.S. and international FS and MSS systems.
Moreover, there is absolutely no evidence in the record of this proceeding that, based upon U.S.
standards, FS/MSS 2 GHz band sharing is feasible.’

At a recent meeting convened by COMSAT,® MSS interests recognized the need to study
sharing standards in the context of domestic operations. The FS and MSS interests attending this
meeting agreed to cooperate in determining if appropriate system performance objectives and
interference criteria could be developed to permit their 2 GHz band sharing. As detailed in the

comments to be filed contemporaneously herewith by the Fixed Point-to-Point Communications

NPRM, 10 FCC Red at 3231-33.
SSupplemental Comments at 4-11.
’See UTC Opposition at 3; API Response at 3-6.

3This meeting took place April 25-26, 1996, at COMSAT Corporation in Bethesda, Maryland.
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Section, Network Equipment Division of the Telecommunications Industry Association ("TIA"),

these parties intend to work with its TR14.11 committee in resolving these issues.

Consistent with the recent agreement between FS and MSS interests, TIA, in these comments,
urges that the Commission rely upon TR14.11: (i) to establish appropriate criteria for determining
whether FS paths could share the 2165-2200 MHz band with MSS users; and (ii) to establish
appropriate channel plans and other technical restrictions on MSS users to protect FS users in the
same band if such sharing were to occur. Furthermore, TIA recommends that the Commission defer
any reallocation of the 2 GHz band for MSS until these issues are resolved satisfactorily. Given the
serious questions concerning the feasibility of FS/MSS 2 GHz band sharing in the U.S., Alcatel totally

supports the foregoing TIA recommendations.

Respectfully submitted,

ALCATEL NETWORK SYSTEMS, INC.

M TAN—

[Robert J. Miller

{Gardere & Wynne, L L.P.
1601 Elm Street, Suite 3000
Dallas, Texas 75201

(214) 999-3000

May 16, 1996 Its Attorney

252569/gw03

°TIA is the principal industry association representing fixed point-to-point microwave radio
manufacturers. In June 1994, TIA’s committee, TR14.11, completed its "Telecommunications
Systems Bulletin No. 10-F, Interference Criteria for Microwave Systems," which prescribes standards
for implementing the new channel plan for the bands above 3 GHz and for establishing criteria
regarding 2 GHz band PCS-to-microwave interference protection. As part of its ongoing standard-
setting process, TIA is updating Bulletin 10-F, and Bulletin 10-G is in draft. Alcatel is an active
member of TIA and TR14.11, and it was represented at the April 1996 COMSAT meeting.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Comments on COMSAT’s
Supplemental Comments was sent via first class mail, postage prepaid, to the following parties on the 16th

day of May, 1996:

Nancy J. Thompson, Esq.
COMSAT Mobile Communications
22300 COMSAT Drive
Clarksburg, Maryland 20871

William D. Wallace, Esq.

Crowell & Moring

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20004-2595

Counsel for Loral/ QUALCOMM Partnership, L..P.

Jonathan D. Blake, Esq.

Covington & Burling

P. O. Box 7566

Washington, D.C. 20044

Counsel for Association of Maximum Service Television, Inc.
and Other Major Television Broadcasting Entities

Philip V. Otero, Esq.

GE American Communications, Inc.
1750 Old Meadow Road

McLean, Virginia 22101

Gerald E. Oberst, Jr.
Hogan & Hartson, L.L.P.
555 13th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

James G. Ennis

Director, Licensing Affairs
Iridium, Inc.

1401 H Street, N.W., 8th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20005

Robert M. Gurss, Esq.

Wilkes, Artis, Hedrick & Lane, Chartered
1666 K Street, N.W., Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20006

Counsel for Association of Public-Safety Communications Officials-International, Inc.



Philip L. Malet, Esq.

Steptoe & Johnson

1330 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036-1795
Counsel for Motorola, Inc.

David C. Jatlow, Esq.

Young & Jatlow

Suite 600

2300 N Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20037

Counsel for The Ericsson Corporation

Christopher D. Imlay, Esq.

Booth, Freret & Imlay

1233 20th Street, N.W.

Suite 204

Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Society of Broadcast Engineers, Inc.

Thomas J. Casey, Esq.

Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Counsel for Celsat America, Inc.

Tom W. Davidson, P.C.

Akin, Gump, Strauss, Hauer & Feld, L.L.P.
1333 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Suite 400
Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Teledesic Corporation

Terri B. Natoli, Esq.

Fleischman & Walsh, L.L.P.

1400 16th Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20036

Counsel for Newcomb Communications, Inc.

Wayne Watts, Esq.

Vice President and General Attorney
Southwestern Bell Mobile Systems, Inc.
17330 Preston Road, Suite 100A
Dallas, Texas 75252



Gary M. Epstein, Esq.

Latham & Watkins

1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., Suite 1300

Washington, D.C. 20004

Counsel for Hughes Telecommunications & Space Company

Robert A. Mazer, Esq.

Rosenman & Colin

1300 19th Street, N.W., Suite 200

Washington, D.C. 20005

Counsel for Constellation Communications, Inc.

Thomas J. Keller, Esq.

Verner, Liipfert, Bernhard, McPherson & Hand, Chartered
901 15th Street, N.W_, Suite 700

Washington, D.C. 20005

Counsel for Association for American Railroads

Jeffrey L. Sheldon, Esq.

General Counsel

UTC, The Telecommunications Association
1140 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Suite 1140
Washington, D.C. 20036

Norman P. Leventhal, Esq.
Leventhal, Senter & Lerman
2000 K Street, N.W., Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20036
Counsel for TRW, Inc.

John Reardon, Esq.

Keller & Heckman

1001 G Street, N.W.

Suite 500 West

Washington, D.C. 20001

Counsel for American Petroleum Institute

Lon C. Levin, Esq.

Vice President and Regulatory Counsel
Personal Communications Satellite Corporation
10802 Parkridge Boulevard

Reston, Virginia 22091



William B. Barfield, Esq.
BellSouth Corporation

1155 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3610

May 16, 1996

252606/gw03

Deborah Traughber

CJ



