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Dear Ms. S8las:
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'Soc~
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, . 1919M Street, N.W.
, l\.oom 222

, . ·WaS~on,. D.C. 20554

" ,Rcs:

, Vance-Granville Community oUcgc ("Va&1ce-Granvillej hereby responds to the
. ' C~s.!on·s June 12, 1998 Public otic~ in the above-refere.oeed proceectiOS by urging me

, ,Commission to expeditioUlJy adopt n w xuIes,and policies coDliltea.t with tho proposals advanced
, , "by the 'over 110 wireless cable 0 1 lTPS Jiccascos,'MDS IiceaIees IDC1 equipment vendors

,', that cOmmenced M:M Docket No. 97 217 more than fiflecn months ago (the "Petitioner~~).

" " ,': Vance-Grmville is a comm collego located in North Carolina which provides a broad
array ofcc:luca'tioaal s«vices to resid . vance-Otanvine was recently awarded an authorization
10'operate ITFS channels in ¢eR oke Rapids, North Caro1ina market. In addition, Vanc:e­
annville has entered into an excess . leasing~ent with W'ueless One ofNorth

, carolina, Inc. ("WONe) which pro des for the full implementation ofa unique statewide
,wit'e1ss cable systan.. ,

, ; Vance-GranviUe believes the Petitioners are to be applauded for craftiDg a regulatory
". approach that deftly baJanc:es the pr "ng need for qxpedJted processing ofa.pplicatiou aDd

,deployment ofnew services against e requirement,rot reasonable protection against intcrfer01lce.
:' Vanee-GranviUe'Dotes with app tbat the Petitioners are propotial to rotraiD the existiDs 45

, ", ,dB 8Ild 0dB co-channel 8114 clwme1 desired·to~ttd. iIIter.tinDce protecdoD
,SWldards, are proposin8 a cons . e methodology for dotcm1ining whether a sMm proposed

, ; response station SYStem wilt meet e standarde, &ad ere proposing that the operator ofany ,
, .response station found to cause h electri"ll iDtorfc:tence cure. that intette.rcnce. ' Vsnce--
. Granville is particularly concerned at proposals advanced by die Catholic Televi!ion NetWork
(UN")~ which appan:ntly already $ seoured licenses fOt'the facilities it de.tir~ would
substantially delay ITFS licensing 0 others, without any signifieattt improvement in the operating
environment. The PetitIoners' 'prop saOs hiply protActNe aaainst interference, and the burdens
proposed by CTN will impose east far greater than the minuscule benefits ofadditional
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pr9tedion. As a result, Vance-Granville believes that the Petitioners' proposed intedm'ence
prOtection fUl= and policies are fully prctoetNe olour interctts, and we support their adoption.

•

cc: Hon. William E. Kennard
Hon. Susan. Ness
Hon. Huold Futchtgott.Ro
Hon. Michael K Powell
HOIL Gi4ria Trinani

, Roy ,Stewart
, lCeith Larson
, .Barbara Krcjsman
" Cbad~ Dz;i~~

Michael Jacobs
,David Roberts

"

. "

" .. , Similarly, the Commission~ rejeCt the entre&Ua of*se opposcc:l to the Petitiou-"·," , ,~-,~ved proposals for reforrJ1inB the apP1iclti01lprocess, Vance-Granville has already bten
" ~b~y delayed by ITPS appli . proceumg de1&J$l and lbe proposala advanced by the
~onen for streamIilling the system auld be adopted to assure that the anticipated rush of
,appliea:tiODl for two-way faQIitica not r in processtoa gridlock. The benefits of speedina

, ,dep19yment ofnew faciJitiec, Whether c-wayor two-way; tit outweigh any potential benefits of
, \ ,the,appijcation processing system C aclvoeates. ' l'he histotY oflTES baa aho'01l1 that periodic

,,' ,tlJina windows do not work, and the emative approach advanced by the Petitioners does.
, '

The Commission should also ec;t those propotals that would cripple the Ibility of "',
, WONC'to re3pOAd to 111arlcetpJace d d for two-way broadba4cl services.! Potential broadband

,cust~rners will undoubtably demand ra. id inauBUra'tioD teMce, and the cumbersome tcstiAg pLm
, ~va.n?ed by eTN win prove unwo Ie, BeQUse our wireless cable partner will be competing
. ':against ,.~tyofotb~providers of o-way suvices that are immune to r~AtotY delay, it is

CSlf.,ual that the Commission's new es permit the rapid inaugw-ation oftwo-way services,
.' without application processing deJays t burdensome testing requirements.

" Fina1ly~ Vm~le beJi ~ it is important for the~ to assure that the
substantial benefits oftwo--way tcdm logy are not only available for commercial applications. but

. "can' alsO be used by cduOf.'tors. Un1ik ,proposals by erN and BellSouth that would limit return
", 'paths to l\Ifl:?~ channels or the guardb d ~posa1 by ern that would in~y markets
, 'etfective!y preclude the \.tie ofmost S chanlWs for return pathl by requiring unnecessazy
, frequency separation, the Petitioners' propo9ll allows all ITFS licensees to use their own chAmlels

for retu~ path applications iftheY ose. rather than artific:ially limiting retUrn paths in a way
$at precludes use by many ITFS lie

Thank you for consideration fVanee-Granville's views.

Respectful1y submitted,
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