
I am opposed to to Massport's position in this matter.  The FCC previous ruling (DA-04-1844) seems

quite clear.  Massport made a large investment in a wireless network in an area where it thought it

had a manopoly.  The agency was wrong.  

 

As an interested consumer, I do not see how the the FCC can allow local government

agencies/landlords, etc start dictating how these unlicensed bands are are managed. To do so, would

allow an HOA, landlord, agency to dictate use of wireless/cordless phones, wireless networks in

private homes.

 

If the use of a wifi transmitter presents a danger to the Airport as Massport contends, then the same

risk exists with every laptop/notbook computer with a wifi transmitter that enters the facility.   Why

does Continental's wifi present a hazard but the transmitters provided by MassPort do not.

 

MassPort also seemed to indicate the Continental's customers could gain access if the wifi antenna

was part of the MassPort Backbone. 

How does this provide for more security.   There is still going to be a wifi transmitter in the lounge.

The source of the internet connection would be from MassPort instead of the IP provider that

continental has chosen.  In short, forcing continental to use the backbone of the airport has nothing to

do with the use of the wifi antenna. How is this going to improve airport security?

 

Massport claims that the transmitter has potential to interfere with keycard systems.  If this is true, the

same could be said for almost every modern laptop computer that enters the airport.

 

In short, MassPort did not do their homework as to the nature of the devices that they are using if

their claim is true.  If that claim is true, the airport has more serious issues in how they setup those

devices than Continental's wifi transmitter (wich is probably an off the shelf device).

 

In summary, It sounds to me that someone at MassPort made some bad financial decisions or see

the possibility of another revenue stream and they are just trying to protect that revenue. 

 

To me, that attitude is just plain insulting toward the user's of that airport in general and more

specifically towards Continental Airlines and it President's club members.


