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General Communication, Inc. ("GCI"), Denali PCS, L.L.C. and Alaska DigiTel,

L.L.C. (collectively, the "Applicants"), in accordance with the instructions in the

protective orders in the above-referenced docket, object to the Acknowledgments of

Confidentiality submitted by ACS Wireless, Inc. ("ACS") for Elisabeth H. Ross, Mark

W. Brennan, and Heather Pruger (the "Acknowledgments") in this proceeding for both

access to Applicants' confidential information, as well as to the Commission-submitted

NRUFILNP data.

On July 21, 2006, nearly six months after Applicants filed their applications I,

ACS filed a grossly untimely objection to the applications2
, accompanied by

1 See Public Notice, Report No: 2383 released February 1, 2006 (according adverse
parties 14 days until February 152006 to object to the subject applications).

2 CommentslEx Parte Filing and Petition to Intervene of ACS Wireless, Inc.
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Acknowledgments designed to enable it to gain access to access confidential information

and documents submitted in this proceeding by the Applicants, as well as

Acknowledgments to access NRUFILNP data submitted by the Commission. The

Applicants strenuously object to the disclosure of confidential information to ACS under

these circumstances.3

The FCC's rules and procedures accord an interested party 14 days to file a

petition to deny an application of this nature.4 This deadline expired on February 15,

2006. Clearly, the ACS filings are grossly untimely, as these Acknowledgments and

ACS's accompanying "Comments/Ex Parte Filing and Petition to Intervene of ACS

Wireless, Inc." were filed nearly six months after Applicants' applications were

submitted.5 ACS has provided absolutely no explanation in any of its filings for its

absurdly late submissions. Under these circumstances, ACS has no right to make any

filings in this proceeding, as it did not file a Petition to Deny in accordance with the

3 Under the protective orders enacted by the Commission in this proceeding, parties have
three business days to object to the disclosure of confidential information from this
proceeding to any party submitting a confidential acknowledgement. Applications for the
Assignment of Licenses and Authorizations from Denali PCS, L.L.C. to Alaska DigiTel,
L.L.C. and the Transfer of Control of Interests in Alaska DigiTel, L.L.C. to General
Communication, Inc., WT Docket No. 06-114, Protective Order, DA 06-1246 (rel. June
9,2006).

4 47 C.F.R. § 1.948 (j)(I)(iii)

5 Applicants will file a response to ACS's "Comments/Ex Parte Filing and Petition to
Intervene of ACS Wireless, Inc. in due course.
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Commission's February 1,2006 public notice, much less be able to review confidential

information filed by parties in this proceeding.6

Additionally, ACS's untimely filings will unreasonably delay this proceeding.

The Applicants already have objected to the inordinate delay that has been injected into

this proceeding by the pleading tactics ofMTA Wireless.7 To mitigate this concern,

Applicants and MTA Wireless previously agreed upon a deadline for the threatened MTA

Wireless supplement, which deadline has now passed.s Allowing ACS to have access to

confidential documents at this late date would inject further unjustified delay into this

already protracted proceeding. It would be highly disruptive and contrary to the public

interest to allow a party that has slept on its rights for nearly six months to disrupt orderly

procedure in this manner.

The likelihood for further unjustified delay is manifest in the supplemental

filing made by MTA Wireless on Monday July 24. The supplement notes the ACS

submission and seeks to reserve to MTA Wireless the right to comment on any

supplemental filing that ACS might make.9 Thus, the ACS effort to intervene risks

subjecting the Applicants not only to further unauthorized submissions from ACS, but

also to such filings from MTA Wireless as well. The Commission must not allow

6 See Public Notice, Report No: 2383 released February 1,2006 (according adverse
parties 14 days until February 152006 to object to the subject applications).

7 See Letter from Carl Northrop to Erin McGrath on July 13,2006.

8 See Email from Carl Northrop to Erin McGrath and Susan Singer, July 17,2006.

9 Supplementary Comments ofMTA Communications, Inc. d/b/a MTA Wireless In
Support of Petition to Deny Applications at fn. 3.
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competitors of the Applicants to delay action on the long pending applications through

dilatory pleading tactics of this nature.

The Applicants also are concerned that ACS's motivation for filing

Acknowledgements at this late date may be to gain access to Applicants' confidential

documents. The Commission cannot dismiss the possibility that the timing of the ACS

submission is explained by its desire to gain access to confidential documents of its

competitors.

Based on the foregoing, we urge the Commission to reject ACS's

Acknowledgments and refuse to allow ACS to obtain any confidential information

submitted in this proceeding.

Respectfully submitted,

GENERAL COMMUNICATION, INC.

By: lsi Carl W. Northrop
Carl W. Northrop
Michael Lazarus
Paul, Hastings, Janofsky, & Walker, LLP
875 15th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005

July 26, 2006
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ALASKA DIGITEL, LLC
DENALI PCS, LLC

By: lsi Thomas Gutierrez
Thomas Gutierrez
Lukas, Nace, Gutierrez & Sachs,
Chartered
1650 Tysons Boulevard, Suite 1500
McLean, VA 22102-4856



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Michael Lazarus, do hereby certify that on this 26th day of July, 2006, I caused copies
of the "Joint Opposition to ACS Wireless, Inc. 's Acknowledgements ofConfidentiality" to be
served via Overnight mail and via email upon the following:

Leonard Steinberg
General Counsel
Alaska Communications Systems, Inc.
600 Telephone Avenue, Suite 500
Anchorage, AK 99503

Elisabeth H. Ross
Birch, Horton, Bittner & Cherat, P.C.
1155 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

Michael Lazarus


