Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of )
) WC Docket No. 07-52
Broadband Industry Practices )

MOTION FOR EXTENSION OF TIME

The Progress & Freedom Foundation (“PFF”), the Institute for Policy
Innovation (“IPI”) and the U.S. Chamber of Commerce (“the Chamber”) respectfully
request a two-week extension of the time for filing reply comments on the Petition
for Declaratory Ruling filed by Free Press et al. and the Petition for Rulemaking
filed by Vuze, Inc., which have been incorporated into the above-captioned
proceeding.

The two petitions raised several issues regarding the extent to which
broadband Internet service providers should be permitted to engage in particular
network management practices. More than 60 parties (including PFF, IPI, the
Chamber and a number of other independent third parties and public interest
groups, in addition to network operators and content and application providers)
filed comments addressing not only broad policy questions but also particular
technological matters. Those comments require careful analysis if they are to be

responded to in a thoughtful and constructive manner.



The unusually short 15-day period between the filing of initial comments and
the due date for reply comments does not afford sufficient time for such analysis
and response. In a similar proceeding where the Commission sought comments on
a petition for declaratory ruling by Free Press that raised issues of policy and
technology, the Commission from the outset provided 30 days between the filing of
comments and reply comments — a time period that would be more reasonable in
the present case, as well.1

Moreover, subsequent to the filing of the initial round of comments on the
petitions, the Commission scheduled an en banc hearing on February 25, 2008, in
Boston, to hear the views of expert panelists on network management practices.
That hearing may shed additional light on the issues raised in the comments, and
parties should be afforded ample time to consider and address matters raised at the
hearing in their reply comments. But as things stand, reply comments are due on
February 28 — just three days after the hearing.

An additional two weeks would give parties sufficient time to consider and
respond thoroughly to the initial comments and to the testimony and submissions
at the en banc hearing. Accordingly, PFF, IPI and Chamber request that the

Commission extend the filing date for reply comments to March 13, 2008.

1 See “Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Seeks Comment on Petition for Declaratory Ruling That
Text Messages and Short Codes Are Title II Services or Are Title I Services Subject to Section 202
Non-Discrimination Rules,” WT Docket 08-7, Public Notice, DA 08-78 (Jan.14, 2008). The
Commission subsequently extended the entire pleading cycle by 30 days. Order, DA 08-282 (Feb. 1,
2008).



Foundation

Affairs

February 21, 2008

Respectfully submitted,

W. Kenneth Ferree
President
Progress & Freedom

1444 Eye Street, NW
Suite 500
Washington, DC 20005 |

Bartlett Cleveland

Director

Center for Technology Freedom
Institute for Policy Innovation
1660 South Stemmons,

Suite 475

Lewisville, TX 75067

(972) 874-5139

William L. Kovacs
Vice President for Environment,
Technology & Regulatory

U.S. Chamber of Commerce
1615 H Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20062
(202) 463-5533



