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Mr. Andrew S. Fishel

Managing Director

Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20552

Re: June 22, 1994 and June 23, 1994 Ex Parte Contacts
PP Docket No. 93-253

Dear Mr. Fishel:

Pursuant to Section 1.1214 of the Federal
Communications Commission’s (the "Commission") Rules, I hereby
advise the Commission of ex parte contacts made on June 23 in
regard to outstanding issues in the Competitive Bidding
Rulemaking for broadband Personal Communications Services
("PCS"™) .

On the morning of June 23, 1994, without knowledge that
the June 29th Commission agenda was released late in the day on
June 22, 1994, I forwarded a letter, via facsimile, to each of
the Commissioners, Jonathan V. Cohen, Esq. and Donald Gipps of
the Office of Plans and Policy, and William E. Kennard, Esq. of
the Office of General Counsel, regarding issues outstanding in
the broadband PCS rulemaking proceeding. At the time these
contacts were made, I was not aware that the Sunshine Period for
broadband PCS had commenced. In fact, in response to my inquiry
with Commission staff on June 22, 1994, I was assured that
further discussion on these issues was permissible and that
release of the Sunshine Agenda would be delayed a day.

The chronology of the facsimiles that were transmlttéd
on June 23rd was as follows:

FCC Commissioners June 23 8:53-9:01 AM EDT
Jonathan V. Cohen June 23 8:59 AM EDT
Donald Gipps June 23 9:03 AM EDT
William E. Kennard June 23 9:06 AM EDT

The same letter was forwarded to Gregory L. Rosston ¢f
the Office of Plans and Policy at 5:05 PM EDT on June 22, 1994
The information contained in these letters, therefore, was
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arguably already before the Commission prior to commencement of
the Sunshine Period for broadband PCS.

Attached please find copies of the communications
referenced in this letter.' Should you have any questions
regarding these contacts, please do not hesitate to call me at
415-851-1615.

Respectfully submitted,

kycom, Inc.

feiect H gt oy

Robert H. Kyle
President

CcC: The Honorable Reed Hundt
The Honorable James H. Quello
The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
The Honorable Susan Ness
The Honorable Rachelle Chong
Donald Gipps
Gregory L. Rosston
Jonathan V. Cohen, Esq.
William E. Kennard, Esqg.

1/ The date reflected in the letter to Mr. Rosston is incorrect
and resulted from a typographical error. The letter was
forwarded to Mr. Rosston on the day and at the time specified
above.



Small Business PCS Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 23, 1994

The Honorable Andrew C. Barrett
Feodera! Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554
RE: PP Docket No. 93-253

Dear Commissioner Barrett.

We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear vesterday that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS may be lowered to 49.9%. This will make # virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the country to get financing The 80% limit for passive investment previously
suggosted by the FCC is highly preferable.

Another major area of concern, expressed in my May 13 letter, is the revenue limit for the
Entrepreneurial Block. ¥ the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entrepreneurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an
industry where they are already major players.

Lastly, we are concerned that the Entreprensurial Block will be suctioned at a date Iater
than other licenses, particularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS a company's ability
to quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their sucoess. Therefore, we ask that recipients of
Entreprencurial Block licenses Le given un vqual chunce by awarding their licenses at the same

time, or before, their large company MTA. competitors.
Best of Inck in your activities finslizing the broadband PCS rules.

JHAH A

RobettH Kyle



Small Business PCS Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portela Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

| June 23, 1994

| The Honorsble Reed Hundt
| Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

i Washington, DC 20554
RE. PP Docket No. 93-253
Dear Chairman Hundt:

@ We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear vesterdsy that the maximum passive
\ investment in SWMRS may be lowered t0 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the country to get financing. The 80% Limit for passive investment previously

suggested by the FCC is highly preferable.

Another major area of conosrn, expresesd in my May 13 letter. is the revenue limit for the
Entreprencurial Block. If the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entreprensurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communiostions industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medinm sized telecommunicstions companies in an
industry where they are already major players.

: Lastly, we are concemed that the Entrepreneurial Block will be auctioned at & date later

' than other licenses, particularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS a company's ubility
to quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their suooess. Therefore, we ask that recipients of
Emtreprencurial Block licenses be given an equal chance by awarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, their large company MTA competitors.

Best of luok in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.

[t WP

RobertH Kyle



Small Business PCS Association

96 Hillhrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1618 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 23, 1994

William k. Kennard, Esq.

Office of General Council

Federal Comnwmicstions Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554
RE: PP Docket No. 93-253

Dear Mr. Kennard.

We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear yesterdsy that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS may be lowered to 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the coumtry to get financing. The 80% limit for passive investrnent previously
suggested by the FCC is highly prefersble.

Another major ares of concern, expreseed in my May 13 letter, is the revenue limit for the
Entrepreneurial Block. If the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Lntrepreneurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an

industry where they are alrendy major players.

Lastly, we are concsrned that tho Entrepreneurial Block will be auctioned at a dute later
than other licenses, particulerly the 30 MHz MTAs. 1t is our view that in PCS a company’s sbility
10 quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their success. Therefore, we ask that reciplents of
Entrepreneurial Block licenses be given an equal chance by awarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, their large company MTA competitors.

Best of luck in your activities finalizing the broadbend PCS rules.




Small Business PCS Association
96 Hillwook Drive Portols Valley, CA 94028
415-881.1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 23, 1994

The Honorable Rachelle Chong
Federal Communications Commisgion
1919 M Strest NW

Washington, DC 20554

RE. PP Docket No. 93-253
Dear Commissioner Chong:

We at SDPCS were very concetnead to bewr yesterday that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS may be lowered to 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the country to get financing. The 80% limit for passive investment previously
suggested by the FCC is highly preferable

Another major ares of voncern, expressed in my May 13 letter, is the revemie imit for the
Entreprencurial Block. If the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entrepreneurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an
industry where they are already major players.

Lastly, we are concerned that the Entrepreneurial Block will be muictioned at a dste later
than other licenses, particularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS & company’s ability
to quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their sucosss. Therefore, we ask that recipionts of
Entrepreneurial Block licenses be given an equal chance by awarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, thelr large company MTA competitors,

Best of luck in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.

Jh o WK

Robert I1. Kyle
Chairman



Small Business PCS Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415.851-1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 23, 1994

Mr. Don Gips

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554

RE: PP Docket No. 93-253
Dear Don:

We at SBPCS were very concemned to hear yesterday that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS may be lowered to 49.9%. 'l'hswillnukettvhnﬂymoubleﬂormy
SWMR in the country to get financing. The 80% limit pndvomvutlmntprmoudy
suggested by the FCC ia highly preferable.

Another major area of concern, expressed in my May {3 letter, is the revénue limit for the
Eatreprensurial Block. I the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entreprencurial
Blocks will not diversify cwnership in the communications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an

industry where they are alroady major piayers.

Lastly, we are conoerned that the Entreprencurial Block will be auctioned at a dste later
than other licenses, particularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS a company’s ebility
to quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their sacoess. Therefore, we ask that recipients of
Entrepruncurial Block licenses be given an equal chanoe by awarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, their large company MTA competitors.

Best of luck in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.




Small Business PC'S Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1615 FAX: 415-851-1370

June 23, 1994

‘The Honorable James H. Quello
Federal Commumnications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554
RE: PP Docket No. 93-253

Dear Commissioner Quello:

We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear vesterdsy that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS mgy be lowered to 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the country to get financing. The 80% limit for passive invostment previously
suggested by the FCC is highly prefersble.

Another major area of conoern, expressed in my May 13 letter, is the revenue limit for the
Entrepreneurisl Block. If the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entreprensurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the cormmunications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an
indusery where they are already major players.

Lastly, we are conoerned that the Entreprensurial Block will be suctioned at a date later
than other licenses, particularly tho 30 MHxz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS a company's ability
to quickly deploy infrastructure is criticel to their suooess. Therefore, we ask that recipients of
Wnlmmuwmmquddmbymdmgﬂmrhmatthem
time, or before, their lsrge company MTA competitors.

Best of luak in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS 1ules.

oAbt Wl

Robertl-l Kyle



Small Business PCS Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415-351-1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 23, 1994

The Honorable Susan Ness

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554

RE: PP Docket No. 93-253
Dear Commissioner Ness:

We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear vesterday that the maximum passive
investment in SWMRS may be lowered 10 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the country to get financing. The 80% limit for passive invostment previously
suggested by the FCC is highly preferable.

Another major area of conoern, expressed in my May 13 letter, is the revenue limit for the
Entrepreneurial Block. If the limit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entrepreneurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communiostions industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an
industry where they are already major players.

Lastly, we are concerned that the Emtrepreasurial Block will be auctioned at 3 date later
than other licenses, partioularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view thet in PCS a company's ubility
1o quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their sucoess. Therefore, we ask that recipients of
Emrepreneurial Block licenses be given an equal chance by awarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, their large company MTA competitors.

Best of huck in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.

Dt W #h

RobenH Kyle
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Small Business PCS Assnciation

96 Fillibrook Drive Portola Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1615 FAX: 415-891-1870

June 23, 1994

Mr. Jonathan Cohen
Federal Commumications Commission
1919 M Street NW

Washington, DC 20554
RE: PP Docket No. 93-253

Dear Jonathan:

We at SBPCS were very concerned to hear yesterday that the maximum passive
mnvestment in SWMRS may be lowered to 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any
SWMR in the coumtry to get finamcing. The 80% limit for passive investmont proviously
suggested by the FCC is highly preferable.

Another major ares of concern, expressed in my May 13 Jetter, is the revenuve limit for the
Entrepreneurial Block If the }imit is not lowered to $40 million or less the Entreprensurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communications industry, &9 Congress has mandated,
but will merely expand the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an
industry whete they are aiready major players.

Lastly, we are concerned that the Entreprencurial Block will be suctioned at a date later
than other licenses, partioularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view that in PCS a company’s ability
to quickly deploy infrastructure is critical to their success. Therefore, we ask that recipieats of
Emtreprencurial Block licenses be given an equal chance by swarding their licenses at the same
time, or before, their iarge company MTA competitors.

Best of luck in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.
S >

Y

Robert H. Kyle
Chairman



Smalt Business PCS Association

96 Hillbrook Drive Portela Valley, CA 94028
415-851-1615 FAX: 415-851-1870

June 18, 1994

Mr. Greg Roston

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Strest NW

Washington, DC 20554

RE: PP Docket No. 93-253
Dear Greg:

Thank you for the phone call earlier today-about the entrepressurial frequency blocks. We
at SBPCS were very concerned to hear- that the maximum passive investment in SWMRS may be
lowered to 49.9%. This will make it virtually impossible for any SWMR in the country to get
financing. The 80% limit for passive investment previously suggested by the FCC is highly
preferable.

Another major ares of concern, expressed in my May 13 letter, is the revenus limit for the
Entrepreneurial Block. 1f the limit is not lowered t0 $40 million or less the Entreprencurial
Blocks will not diversify ownership in the communications industry, as Congress has mandated,
but will merely expaad the roll of existing medium sized telecommunications companies in an

industry where they are aiready major players.

Lastly, we are concerned that the Entrepreneurial Blocks will be auctioned at a date later
than other licenses, particularly the 30 MHz MTAs. It is our view thet in PCS a company's ability
to quicldy deploy infrastructure is eritical to their success. Thersfore, wo ask that recipients of
Entreprensurial Block lioenses be given an equal chance by awarding their Hicenses at the same
tme, or before, their large company MTA competitors .

Best of uck in your activities finalizing the broadband PCS rules.
Robert I1. Kyle
Chairman



