


It cannot be overemphasized, however, that Alaska in no w a y  

endorses the R C A  plan as designed for, or meeting Alaska's needs; 

nor should the Commission grant a Construction Permit to R C A  on the 

grounds that the proposed system meets Alaska's needs.

It should be noted that the objections of the State are based pri­
marily on the design of the satellite to be used by Alascom, and not, in 

any manner, to the participation of that company as a communications car­
rier for Alaska.

O n  the basis of the above, the State of Alaska recommends to the 
Federal Communications Commission that:

1. Alaska not be required to use a specific satellite, R C A  

or other, to supply Phase I or Phase II services if in the 

State's judgement, a more cost-effective option is avail­

able;

2. Any cat rier pi uviding Phase I sei vice lo Alaska be required 

to meet the following criteria:

a. Compliance with State-approved small earth station 

specifications, and Stale-approved mixture of satel­
lite and terrestrial services;

b. Satisfactory presentation of economic data, including 

accounting procedures and rate separations methods;

c. Full disclosure of business relationships among c o m­

panies subsidiary lo a common  management;

3. The Commission judge the R C A  Alaska Communications plan 
at issue only on the merits of service proposed for the entire 

United States, and not on the basis of specialized service for 
Alaska.
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B e f o r e  s u m m a r i z i n g  the t e c h n i c a l  f a c t o r s  i n  R C A ' s  " A l a s k a n  

C o m m u n i c a t i o n s  P l a n  1 9 7 4 - 1 9 8 0 , "  it s h o u l d  b e  m e n t i o n e d  t h a t  m u c h  

i n f o r m a t i o n  is m i s s i n g  a n d  m u c h  t h a t  h a s  b e e n  p r e s e n t e d  is m i s l e a d­

ing o r  c o n t r a d i c t o r y .  In the f o l l o w i n g  c o m m e n t s ,  o n l y  the m a j o r  

i s s u e s  h a v e  b e e n  addre ss ed ? o p p o r t u n i t y  s h o u l d  b e  r e s e r v e d  to 

c o m m e n t  f u r t h e r  o n  t h e s e  and o t h e r  i s s u e s  w h e n  R C A  p r o v i d e s  a 

c l e a r e r  p l a n  for review.

T h e  m a j o r  t e c h n i c a l  s h o r t c o m i n g s  of the p l a n  c a n  be s u m m a r i z e d  

as follows:

1. T h e  g r o u n d  s t a t i o n  d e s i g n  f or t e l e p h o n e  s e r v i c e  to m e d i u m  

a nd s m a l l  c o m m u n i t i e s  is a p p r o x i m a t e l y  t h re e t i m e s  as e x p e n s i v e  as 

necessary,, due to s y s t e m  choice.

\  o
2. T h e  d e s i g n  o f  all the R C A  s a t e l l i t e  t r a n s p o n d e r s  is 

o p t i m i z e d  for t e l e p h o n e  s e r v i c e  b e t w e e n  u r b a n  c e n t e r s  a n d  c o n­

seq u e n t l y  is i n a p p r o p r i a t e  for A l a s k a ' s  needs.

3. The s a t e l l i t e  c a p a c i t y  r e q u i r e d  for A l a s k a n  p h o n e  s e r v i c e  

is g r e a t l y  o v e r e s t i m a t e d .

4. The s e rv ic e o f f e r e d  w i l l  i n cl ud e t w o  s a t e l l i t e  h o p s '

(1 1/4 s e c o n d  d e l a y  in c o n v e r s a t i o n s ) .
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5. R C A 1s p l a n  p r o p o s e s  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  e x p e n s i v e
♦

g r o u n d  m i c r o w a v e  and V H F  s y s t e m s  d e s p i t e  the a v a i l a b i l i t y  of m u c h  

c h e a p e r  s a t e l l i t e  a l te r n a t i v e s .

'6. T h e  p l a n  g i v e s  n o  a s s u r a n c e  t h a t  t h e  s a t e l l i t e  a n t e n n a s  

w i l l  p r o v i d e  the s i g n a l  s t r e n g t h  p r o m i s e d  in m a i n l a n d  A l a s k a .

7. T h e  $ 1 0 0 / 00 0 t e l e v i s i o n  r e c e p t i o n  s t a t i o n s  p r o p o s e d  w i l l  

n o t  p r o v i d e  u s a b l e  t e l e v i s i o n  to t w o - t h i r d s  o f  A l a s k a ;  R C A  o f f e r s  

no t e c h n i c a l l y  v a l i d  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  A l a s k a n  t e l e v i s i o n  d i s t r i b u t i o n .

If there w e r e  no v a l i d  a l t e r n a t i v e s  to R C A ' s  p r o p o s a l s ,  o r  

if t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e s  o f f e r e d  o n l y  m o d e r a t e  savings, i t  m i g h t  be 

r e a s o n a b l e  to i gn or e t he s h o r t c o m i n g s  of the p l a n  a n d  a l l o w  R C A  to 

p roceed. T h e r e  are, h o w e v e r ,  f a r  less ex pe n s i v e ,  p r o v e n  a l t e r n a­

tives available. A  m o r e  e f f i c i e n t  t e l e p h o n e  s y s t e m  is u s e d  b y

G e n e r a l  T e l e p h o n e  nd E l e c t r i c  in A l g e r i a  a n d  B r a z i l .  A  m o r e\
e f f i c i e n t  s a t e l l ' t e  t r a n s p o n d e r  d e s i g n  f o r  A l a s k a  is o b v i o u s  a n d  

e a s y  to implem en t.  N A S A ' s  A T S - 6  s a t e l l i t e  p r o v i d e s  h i g h  q u a l i t y  

t e l e v i s i o n  to c o m m e r c i a l  g r o u n d  s t a t i o n s  c o s t i n g  o n l y  $5,000, n o t
V  o

$100,000. The r e v e n u e  R C A  d e s i r e s  f r o m  A l a s k a  is f a r  m o r e  tha n 

th a t n e e d e d  to u s e  this e f f i c i e n t  techn ol qg y.

The RCA satellite design reflects none of the rec e n t  tech­

nology. Though it is supposedly designed to supply A l a ska's needs, 

it will supply signals somewhat weaker than Anik, the Canadian 

satellite, already in orbit. Though RCA, rather than Western 

Union, is supposed to serve Alaska, Westar's signals are only * 

slightly weaker in Alaska, only because RCA has re q u e s t e d  a more 

favsrable orbital position.




