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ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO EXTEND PROCEDURAL DATES

1. On June 7, 2011 - just one day before one of the deadlines from which it is

seeking relief - Maritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC ("Maritime") filed with the

presiding Administrative Law Judge ("presiding Judge") a pleading entitled Motion for

Extension of Procedural Dates ("Motion"). Pursuant to section 1.294 of the Commission's rules,



47 C.P.R. § 1.294, the Chief, Enforcement Bureau ("Bureau"), by her attorneys, hereby opposes

the Motion.

2. By way of background, the Commission commenced the above-captioned hearing

proceeding with its release ofMaritime Communications/Land Mobile, LLC, Order to Show

Cause, Hearing Designation Order, and Notice of Opportunity for Hearing, EB Docket No. 11

71, FCC-11-64, reI. April 19, 2011 ("HDO"). The HDO requires the presiding Judge to

detennine ultimately whether Maritime is qualified to be and remain a Commission licensee and

consequently whether its pending applications should be denied and its licenses should be

revoked.

3. In its Motion, Maritime requests that the presiding Judge extend until June 15,

2011 the deadline by which Maritime may file any motion pursuant to section 1.229(a) of the

Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.229(a), to enlarge, change, or delete issues in the hearing.

Pursuant to section 1.229(a) of the Commission's rules, without an extension, Maritime's motion

to enlarge, change, or delete issues in the hearing would otherwise be due today, June 8, 2011.

Maritime also requests in its Motion that the presiding Judge extend the deadline by which

Maritime must respond to timely served requests for admission of facts and the genuineness of

documents pursuant to section 1.246(b) ofthe Commission's rules, 47 C.P.R. § 1.246(b), from

June 15,2011 until June 24,2011. The only argument Maritime offers in support of its Motion is

that its counsel was only recently retained and did not enter an appearance until May 26,2011.

4. There is no merit to Maritime's request for extensions of the impending

procedural deadlines. The HDO was released on April 19, 2011. Despite the fact that Maritime

had been represented by competent counsel for more than a year during the investigation that

preceded the HDO, Maritime waited until the end of May, more than a month after the HDO was

released, to retain counsel in this matter. Maritime provides no explanation in its Motion for this

delay.
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5. In addition, Maritime knew, or should have known, that after the release of the

HDO there would be procedural deadlines related to the hearing (as set forth in the

Commission's rules) that it would need to meet. Indeed, Maritime could have easily calculated

each of the deadlines for which it now seeks an extension. Pursuant to section 1.246(a) of the

Commission's rules, 47 C.ER. § 1.246(a), for example, any party to the hearing may serve upon

any other party written requests for the admission of facts and the genuineness of documents

within 20 days after the time for filing a notice of appearance has expired. The procedural

deadline for responding to such requests for admission not less than 10 days later is set forth in

section 1.246(b) of the Commission's rules. See 47 C.ER. § 1.246(b). Given that Maritime filed

its notice of appearance on May 9, 2011, it could have calculated the deadlines by which timely

requests for admission would be served and by which its responses thereto would be due. In

addition, Maritime's deadline for filing a motion pursuant to section 1.229(a) of the

Commission's rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.229(a), is calculated from the date on which the full text of

the HDO or a summary thereof was published in the Federal Register. Here again, given that the

Federal Register publication date is by its very nature publicly available, Maritime could have

determined the deadline for filing a motion pursuant to section 1.229(a) of the Commission's

rules.

6. The fact that Maritime opted to change counsel and that it waited more than a

month after the release of the HDO to retain new counsel for this matter, despite quickly

approaching procedural deadlines about which Maritime knew or should have known, is a

situation of Maritime's own making. It should not be rewarded for engaging in such dilatory

behavior.

7. Moreover, each ofthe items for which Maritime now seeks at least a week's

extension - its motion to enlarge, change, or delete the issues in the hearing and its responses to

timely filed requests for admission of facts and genuineness of documents - will directly affect
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the scope of the issues to be presented in the hearing. Any delay in defining these issues

necessarily prejudices the Bureau as it proceeds with preparing its case.

8. Based on the foregoing, the Bureau opposes Maritime's request for extensions of

the deadlines for it to file any motion pursuant to section 1.229(a) ofthe Commission's rules, 47

C.F.R. § 1.229(a), to enlarge, change, or delete issues in the hearing and for it to serve responses

to timely served requests for admission of facts and the genuineness of documents in accordance

with section 1.246(b) of the Commission's rules, 47 C.ER. § 1.246(b).

Respectfully submitted,

P. Michele Ellison
Chief, Enforcement Bureau

~Ml. f2, .0. 'i.h ...
Pam as. Kane
D pury Chief
Investigations and Hearings Division
Enforcement Bureau

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW
Room 4-C330
Washington, D.C. 20554
(202) 418-1420

June 8, 2011
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Makia Day, an Enforcement Analyst in the Enforcement Bureau's Investigations and

Hearings Division, certifies that she has on this 8th day of June, 2011, sent by first class United

States mail copies of the foregoing "ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S OPPOSITION TO

MOTION TO EXTEND PROCEDURAL DATES" to:

The Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Chief Adminstrative Law Judge
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554 (by hand, courtesy copy)

Sandra DePriest
Maritime Communications/Land Mobile LLC
218 North Lee Street
Suite 318
Alexandria, Virginia 22314

Dennis C. Brown
8124 Cooke Court
Suite 201
Manassas, VA 20109

Edwin Kemp
PTC-200, LLC
1400 Douglas Street, Stop 640
Omaha, NE 68179

Patricia A. Paoletta
Wiltshire & Grannis LLP
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D.C. 20036

Jeffrey L. Sheldon
Fish & Richardson P.C.
1425 K Street. N.W.
11th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20005

Robert J. Miller
Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP
1601 Elm Street
Suite 3000
Dallas, Texas 75201
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Jack Richards
Keller & Heckman LLP
1001 G Street, N.W.
Suite 500 West
Washington, D.C. 20001

Charles A. Zdebski
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Paul J. Feldman, Esq.
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.C.
1300 N. 17th Street - II th Floor
Arlington, VA 22209

Kurt E. DeSoto
Wiley Rein LLP
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Matthew J. Plache
Catalano & Plache, PLLC
3221 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20007

Robert J. Keller
Law Offices ofRobert J. Keller, P.e.
P.O. Box 33428
Washington, D.C. 20033

Skybridge Spectrum Foundation
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

Environmente1 LLC
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

Intelligent Transportation and & Monitoring Wireless
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

Verde Systems
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705
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Telesaurus Holdings GB
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

V2GLLC
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

Warren C. Havens
2509 Stuart Street
Berkeley, CA 94705

Tamir Damari
Nossaman LLP
1666 K Street NW
Suite 500 West
Washington, D.C. 20001
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