
Before the 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION FILED/ACCEPTED 

Washington, DC 20554 JUN 242011 
In re ) 

) 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

MARITIME COMMUNICATIONSILAND ) EB Docket No. 11-71 
MOBILE,LLC ) File No. EB-09-IH-1751 

) . FRN: 0013587779 
Participant in Auction No. 61 and Licensee of, ) 
Various Authorizations in the Wireless Radio ) 
Services ) 

) 
Applicant for Modification ofVarious ) Application File Nos. 0004030479, 
Authorizations in the Wireless Radio Services ) 0004144435,0004193028,0004193328, 

) 0004354053,0004309872,0004310060, 
Applicant with ENCANA OIL AND GAS (USA), ) 0004314903,0004315013,0004430505, 
INC.; DUQUESNE LIGHT COMPANY; DCP ) 0004417199,0004419431,0004422320, 
MIDSTREAM, LP; JACKSON COUNTY ) 0004422329,0004507921,0004153701, 
RURAL MEMBERSHIP ELECTRIC ) 0004526264,0004636537, 
COOPERATIVE; PUGET SOUND ENERGY, ) and 0004604962 
INC.; ENBRIDGE ENERGY COMPANY, ) 
INC.; INTERSTATE POWER AND LIGHT ) 
COMPANY; WISCONSIN POWER AND ) 
LIGHT COMPANY; DIXIE ELECTRIC ) 
MEMBERSHIP CORPORATION, INC.; ) 
ATLAS PIPELINE  MID CONTINENT, LLC; ) 
DENTON COUNTY ELECTRIC ) 
COOPERATIVE, INC. , DBA COSERV ) 
ELECTRIC; AND SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA ) 
REGIONAL RAIL AUTHORITY ) 

To: Marlene H. Dortch, Secretary 
Attention: ChiefAdministrative Law Judge Richard L. Sippel 

ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION FOR FURTHER EXTENSION OF TIME 

1. On June 24,2011 - the very day on which the Presiding Judge ordered Maritime 

to respond to the Enforcement Bureau's requests for admission of facts and the genuineness of 

documents - Maritime is seeking a second extension ofthis deadline in a pleading entitled 

Motion for Further Extension of Time To Respond to Requests for Admission ("Motion"). 
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Pursuant to Section 1.294 of the Commission's rules, 47 C.ER. § 1.294, the Chief, Enforcement 

Bureau ("Bureau"), by her attorneys, hereby opposes the Motion. 

2. By way ofbackground, the Bureau served requests for admission of facts and the 

genuineness ofdocuments (the "Bureau's Requests") pursuant to Section 1.246(a) of the 

Commission's Rules, 47 C.ER. § 1.246(b), on May 31, 2011. Pursuant to Section 1.246(b) of 

the Commission's Rules, Maritime's responses to the Bureau's Requests were due on June 15, 

2011. The day before its responses were due, Maritime filed a Motion for Extension of 

Procedural Dates requesting an extension until June 24, 2011. During the prehearing conference 

held on June 15,2011, the Presiding Judge granted Maritime's request to serve its responses on 

June 24, 2011. The June 24,2011 deadline for Maritime's response to the Bureau's Requests is 

set forth in the Presiding Judge's June 16,2011 Order.! 

3. Now, on June 24,2011, the very day Maritime's responses are due, Maritime 

seeks an additional extension until June 30, 2011.2 The only argument Maritime offers in 

support of its eleventh-hour filing is the travel schedules ofMaritime's outside counsel and 

various Maritime personnel- something entirely within the control ofMaritime and its outside 

counsel. 

4. There is no merit to Maritime's last-minute request for yet another extension of 

the impending procedural deadline. The Bureau served its Requests nearly a month ago - on 

May 31, 2011 - and thus Maritime has had ample opportunity to prepare its responses. In 

addition, a mere 10 days ago, Maritime proposed the June 24,2011 date. The fact that Maritime 

proposed June 24, 2011, despite the travel schedules of its employees and outside counsel, is a 

1 See Order, FCC 11M-15 (AU, reI. June 16,2011). 

2 Maritime did not contact the Bureau until June 24, 2011 to even request an extension despite the fact that it must 
have known of its travel conflicts well before this date. Without even waiting for the Bureau's response to its 
request, Maritime filed its Motion. 
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situation of Maritime's own making. It should not be rewarded for engaging in such dilatory 

behavior. 

5. Moreover, Maritime's responses to the Bureau's Requests will directly affect 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 discovery requests in anticipation of the July 

5,2011 commencement of discovery. In addition, the Presiding Judge acquiesced to Maritime's 

request for June 24,2011 and any further extension of this deadline is disruptive to the 

procedural schedule that was discussed at length at the prehearing conference and memorialized 

in the Presiding Judge's June 16,2011 Order. 

6. Based on the foregoing, the Bureau opposes Maritime's second request for an 

extension of the deadline to serve responses to timely served requests for admission of facts and 

the genuineness of documents. 

Respectfully submitted, 

P. Michele Ellison 
Chief, Enforcement Bureau 

Pamela S. Kane 
Deputy Chief 
Investigations and Hearings Division 
Enforcement Bureau 

Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street SW 
Room4-C330 
Washington, D.C. 20554 
(202) 418-1420 

June 24,2011 
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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 24th day of June, 2011, sent by first class United 

States mail copies ofthe foregoing "ENFORCEMENT BUREAU'S OPPOSITION TO 

MOTION FOR FURTHER EXTENSION OF TIME" to: 

The Honorable Richard L. Sippel 
ChiefAdminstrative 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 
Counsel for Maritime CommunicationslLand Mobile LLC 

Jeffrey L. Sheldon 
Fish & Richardson P.C.
 
1425 K Street. N.W.
 
11th Floor
 
Washington, D.C. 20005
 
Counsel for Puget Sound Energy, Inc 

Robert J. Miller 
Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP 
1601 Elm Street 
Suite 3000 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
Counsel for Denton County Electric Cooperative, Inc. d/b/a CoServ Electric 
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Jack Richards 
Wesley Wright 
Keller & Heckman LLP 
1001 G Street, N.W. 
Suite 500 West 
Washington, D.C. 20001 
Counsel for Atlas Pipeline - Mid Continent LLC; DCP Midstream, LP; Enbridge Energy 
Co., Inc.; EnCana Oil and Gas (USA), Inc.; and Jackson County Rural Membership 
Electric Cooperative 

Charles A. Zdebski 
Gerit F. Hull 
Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott, LLC 
1717 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 
Counsel for Duquesne Light Co. 

Paul J. Feldman 
Harry F. Cole 
Fletcher, Heald & Hildreth, P.L.C. 
1300 N. 17th Street - 11 th Floor 
Arlington, VA 22209 
Counsel for Southern California Regional Rail Authority 

Kurt E. DeSoto 
Joshua S.Turner 
Wiley Rein LLP 
1776 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006
 
Counsel for Interstate Power and Light Co. and Wisconsin Power and Light Co.
 

Matthew J. Plache 
Albert J. Catalano 
Catalano & Plache, PLLC 
3221 M Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20007 
Counsel for Dixie Electric Membership Corp. 

Robert J. Keller 
Law Offices of Robert J. Keller, P.C. 
P.O. Box 33428 
Washington, D.C. 20033 
Counsel for Maritime Communications/Land Mobile LLC 
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Howard Liberman 
Patrick McFadden 
Drinker Biddle1500 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005-1209 
Counsel for Warren Havens; V2G LLC; Telesaurus Holdings GB; Verde Systems; 
Intelligent Transportation and & Monitoring Wireless; Environmentel LLC; and 
Skybridge Spectrum Foundation 
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