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TO: The Commission

COMMENTS OF PACTEL PAGING

PacTel paging ("PacTel"), by its attorneys, hereby

comments on FAX-MAX Services Co.'s ("FAX-MAX") petition for

the creation of a new radio service, Public Facsimile

Broadcast Service ("PFBS"), and allocation of channels for

such service in the 930-931 MHz frequency band ("Petition,,).1

PacTel is a licensee under Part 21, 22, 90, and 94 of the

Commission's Rules. PacTel provides one-way common carrier

and private paging, improved mobile telephone service (IMTS),

point-to-point microwave, and air-to-ground services. PacTel

is one of the larger providers of one-way paging in the United

States. PacTel is a wholly owned indirect subsidiary of

Pacific Telesis Group, a diversified telecommunications

company.

PacTel has a couple of comments on FAX-MAX's Petition.

First, FAX-MAX has described PFBS as a "hybrid

broadcast/common carrier service".2 We believe that the 930-

930-931 MHz is currently unallocated but is being held in
reserve for Advanced Paging service.

2 Petition, p.l.
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931 MHz band must be saved for Advanced Messaging

applications, which will require new spectrum, and to serve

the growing demand for conventional and enhanced messaging.

In some of the top 10 metropolitan statistical areas, all Part

22 one-way paging channels have been authorized. with the

growing demand for regional messaging services,3 this

frequency band must be kept in the messaging arena to serve

those needs. Since PFBS is a hybrid service, it seems to make

more sense to offer this service under the flexibility already

accorded FM broadcasters. 4 Under that flexibility, no

additional allocation of scarce spectrum would be necessary.5

Second, FAX-MAXIs vision of conventional one-way paging

is too narrow. Conventional one-way paging already has the

capability to, and does deliver, many kinds of data to the

public. For example, some paging operators currently deliver

stock quotes and sports scores -- two of the services

described by FAX-MAX as potential uses for PFBS. In addition,

pagers which can accommodate large volumes of data are already

available and can be used for such purposes as delivery of

3

4

5

In a poll of the 11 largest paging carriers representing
39% of the market, conventional one-way paging has
experienced an annual 17% growth in subscribers during
the last two years. Telocator Bulletin, Vol. 91, No. 31
(August 9, 1991).

section 73.295.

In fact, FAX-MAX itself suggests other frequencies might
be suitable for this service. FAX-MAX states "[b]ut, we
also believe any other group of channels exhibiting
similar propagation characterics could be used. II Petition
at para. 3.
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united Press International wire stories. All FAX-MAX is

proposing is to transmit data which can be done today in a

different format. with the advent of higher speed messaging

systems and new services, such as Advanced Architecture

Paging6 , facsimile will be one of the advanced messaging

services offered; therefore, a separate service allocation

solely for PFBS is unwarranted.?

PacTel, therefore, respectfully requests that the

commission find other ways to satisfy FAX-MAXIs request for

6

?

Pacific Telesis Group, PacTel IS ultimate parent
corporation, filed on July 29, 1991 with the Commission,
a notice that it intended to begin testing of Advanced
Architecture Paging, a new service, which will
accommodate some of these services, such as facsimile, e­
mail, and large message data.

In fact, because PBFS is essentially a fixed service,
scare mobile channels should not be used for this
service. 930-931 MHz has been reserved for mobile uses,
and should remain so.
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frequency other than a rulemaking for 930-931 MHz.

Respectfully sUbmitted,

PACTEL PAGING

Mark A. Stachiw, Esq.
PacTel Paging
Three Forest Plaza
12221 Merit Drive, Suite 800
Dallas, Texas 75251
(214) 458-5200

By: fl{aJ/~
Mark A. Stachiw
Carl W. Northrop
Its Attorneys

Carl W. Northrop, Esq.
Bryan, Cave, McPheeters & McRoberts
700 13th Street, N.W., suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20005-3960
(202) 508-6000

Dated: August 19, 1991
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Tana C. Maples, hereby certify that on this 19th

day of August, 1991, copies of the foregoing "COMMENTS OF

PACTEL PAGING" were hand delivered, delivery charges prepaid,

or mailed by first class United States mail, postage prepaid,

to the following:

Chairman Alfred C. Sikes~1
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner James H. Quello~1
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 802
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner Sherrie P. Marshall~1
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 826
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner Andrew C. Barrett~1
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 844
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner Ervin S. Duggan~1

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554

Thomas P. Stanley, Chief~1
Office of Engineering and Technology
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Room 7002
Washington, D.C. 20554



H. Franklin Wright, Chief~/
Frequency Liaison Branch
Federal Communications Commission
2025 M Street, N.W.
Room 7322
Washington, D.C. 20554

Richard M. Firestone, Chief~/
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 500
Washington, D.C. 20554

Gregory J. Vogt, Chief~/
Mobile Services Division
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 644
Washington, D.C. 20554

Matt Edwards, President
FAX-MAX Services, Co.
Post Office Box 2576
Montauk, New York 11954

~I By Hand
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By: ~~e}~
Tana C. Maples
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