
From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Kreme, Just Kreme <kremeGnetcom.com>
FCCMAIL.SMTprjlovetteQapple.com'1----

REceIVED

JUt 20'1995'
FEDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF SECRETARY
From: Lewis Butler

1015 S Gaylord
Denver, CO 80209

To: Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street. N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Sir or Madam:

I would like to encourage you to accept the proposal RM-8653. I feel it is crucial that at least some of the public
broadcast band, be reserved for the general public. and not metered out to private interests. The proposal would
not only provide a greet benefit to the general computing public, but it would also maintain some semblance of
compatibility with the standards enacted in Europe.

We in the computing community very much want to see this proposal ratified.

The W1NForum (RM-8648) proposal, on the other hand, is nothing more than an effort to continue the practice of
locking the generel public out of the "public" airwaves. It represents the worst kind of special interest dealings, and
is a detriment to the well-being of the computing community. RM-8648 is an unreasonable attempt to derail the good
ideas of RM-8fJ53 and to promote the wealth of the communications monopolies in the United States at the expense
of the public.

The choice is simple: RM-4853 is a good idea that would help regular people, RM-6848 is a bad idea that would
help a few billionaire corporations by sticking it to the public.

Ikreme@netcom.com \ 1015 South Gaylord, Denver, CO 80209 #100 I
I PGP FingeliPrint \ 10 5E F7 C8 7E C2 F9 87 OF 86 C9 80 02 63 9C 82 I
I [3031722-2009] Vox \2 Sisters Reunited after 18 years in checkout lanel
I [3031777-2911] Data \ War dims hopes for peace I

cc: A16.A16(RM-8648,RM-8653)
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From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Folks,

T.A. Newman <tanOpobox.com>8 18(RM-8653)

I support the Apple petition for Wireless Nil

REceIVED

JUl201995t

feDERAL COMMUNICAnONS COMMISSION
OFFIce OF SECRETARY

I strongly support the Apple petition called:

"Allocation of Spectrum in the 5 GHz
Band To Establlh a Wireless Component of the Nationallnfonnation
Infrastructure with the FCC"

This is the best way I'm familiar with to get data and multimedia to people who live in the vast rural areas in this
country. And It's the belt use of the 5 GHz band, in my opinion.

thanks,

Tom
Thomas Andrew Newman
84154 Lorane Hwy
Eugene, OR 97405
503-683-4879tanCDpobox.com newmant@ordata.com

<a href="mailto:tanOpobox.com">Tom Newman</a>
<a href="http:Nwww.efn.orgJ-cfinn">The ChlldlFamlly Interactive Network
(CFIN)</a>
<a href="http://pobox.comJ-tan">telecommunlcations In Oregon</a>

No. of Copies rec'd J
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F....:
To:
0...:
Subject:

<JOHN-o-BARTH%PSA%MARCORSYSCOM@mqg-smtp1.usmc.mil>
A16.A16(RM-8853)

'I

RM885a

RECEIVED

FOl'W8rded to: MQG-SMTP1C1DMQGIDNX1@Servers[RM-86530fcc.gov]
cc: Comments by: JOHN D BARTHOPSACDMARCORSYSCOM

Comments:

FEDERAL COMtl:}f~lCATIONS COMMISSION
OFfiCE OF SECRETARY

I am forwarding this copy through another server because I have been having difficulty getting out to the internet.

JOB

------ [Original Message] ----.------. Dear FCC Commissioners,

I am I parent of two yaung children. It is my hope that my children will live in a world of free and open exchange of
ideal. I think such free and open exchange is a prerequisite for peaceful coexistence in a world where the slightest
miscommunication can escalate into monumental tensions.

The FCC has In opportunity, by allowing public access to a small portion of the media spectrum, to take the first
step on the long roM that leads to free and open exchange.

I urge you to give mng consideration to the Apple Nil proposal. Allow the people whom you were appointed to
serve the treeCiOm to experiment with the powers of "free communication".

I thank you for your time, and trust you will make a wise decision.

Sincerely,

John D. Barth

~o. of COpies rec'd ~
UstABC DF. _.~-__---



From:
To:
Date:

Out to lunc:hlll <poIafootOtefeport.com>

~)

As a private cItiun of this country interested in less GOVERNMENT CONTROL and
CORPORATE OVVNERSHIP of everything around me I wish to state that I am totally in favor of the petition by Apple.
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JUl 2 0 1995"
FEDERAl COMMlJNl0'~ TIONS COMMiSSION

OFfiCE Of SECRETARY
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I am writing to aek that you implement RM-8653. and NOT
RM-8648.

Regarding RM-8883 - Allocation of Spectrum in the 5 GHz
Band to Establilh • Wirel... Component of the National
Information Infrlllll'ucture

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:
of the National

Dear Sirs-

Mike HerderIng <HERDERMOfhsmtp.1h.trw.com>
A16.A18(RM-8653)

RM-81 - il!.tlon of Spectrum in the 5 GHz Band to Establish a Wireless Component

RECEIVED

JUl 2oi1995,
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF SECRETARY

I think the air WIWMI Ihould be tee to those who pay for the hardware to use them. VVhen the public has to pay for
each use, communk:8tlon will be limited. I don't mind paying for the equipment, and maintaining it, to use the public
air waves. I DO mind having to have to pay exorbitant fees for cable TV and cellular phones. I used to have cable TV
but canceled It because rates kept going up as services and programming became worse. I will not pay the current
rates for cellular phones.

Please structure this so that the public can use this spectrum without having to pay an industrial "middleman".

Thank you.

Michael Herderlng
2914 Ashmont Ave.
Arcadia, CA 91006-S518

No. of Copies rec'dl__~ _
UstABCOE



From:
To:
Date:
SUbject:

Todd Ross <74507.23100compuserve.com>
FCC - Apple Petition <RM-8653@fcc.gov>

Public wi£!lNII band

RECEIVED

JUl 2019951
FEDERAL COM:~:Y~IGYilONS COMMlSSION

OFFiCE OF SECRETARY

I believe that there currently exills a dearth of high-capacity network access options and uneven geographic
availability such high-speed access technologies. I feel the public wireless Nil band will allow communication access
to a far greater number of Americans. I implore you to support this initiative.

~o. of Copies rac'd ~
Ust A8 C0 E ---......;.lb.__
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From:
To:
08..:

<dav........com>
A18,A11(RM-8853)

BefoNthe
FEDeRAl COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

VV8Ihlngton, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

JUl2 0 1995
FEDERAL CO~,~UNICA nONS COMMISSION

OFFICE OF SECRE1ARY

In the Matter of
)

AHocation of SpecMIm in the 5 GHz Band
To Establish a 'MIIIIeI Component of the
National Informelon Infrattructure

) RM-8653
)

I'm not sure exe. haw thillf8Clrum would end up being used if Apple's petition is granted. And I don't think
anyone else can, WIIh a.'''''' tell you what the end result will be either.

But if you granl tbiI ..." you will tum the PC industry loose on the telecom industry. And the PC industry, based
on its history to .... wi. aImoIt certainly deliver telecommunications services that are orders of magnitude better
than we have now. for • hcIion of the price.

When the first PClwere built. no one forsaw the tremendous transformation that would take place throughout our
society.

Allocating a small chunk of the spectrum is a small investment for possibly the same level of return. Please open it
up to true compellion.

thanks - dave

No. of Copies rac'd
UstABCDE ----



In the Matter of RM-8653

From:
To:
D8t8:
Subject:

Mtddteton, TonylOMlDNV <tmlddletOomidnv.ms.ch2m.com>
.goy <RM-8653Ofcc.gov>

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

W81hington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

JUl 2019951
feDERAL COUU' !iff

ltJI!lIunuCATIONS "OAIf'SS/CN
0fffi:E Of SECRETARY ,

Allocation of Spectrum in the 5 GHz Band
To Establish. wntess Component of the
National Information Infrastructure

Please be awaira of my support for this petition. As an Internet entrepeneur and Network administrator I am aware
of the need for~ public ac:cess to the Wireless bandwidth. Petition RM-8653 would be of great benefit to
the public and to the economy at almost no cost to the government. Can there be any reason why the FCC would
not support this inlllltiYe? The only possible reason to deny this petition would be to proteel the interests of the
Telecommunications special interests. The FCC's decision then, is between the Public and the special interests.

Looks pretty cut and dry to me.

Please approve petition RM-8653.

Tony Middleton tmiddlet@omidnv.ms.ch2m.com

No. of Copies rec'd ~
UstA Be DE



RECEIVED

JUL 201995'From: Tracy H8I1ke <tnIcyhOpipeline.com>
To: A18.A'l6(RM-8653)

~~: Nil FEDERAL COj~:WNICATlONS COMMISSION
OFFICE OF SECRETARY

As Vice-Chair of. community and civic network, the Northfield Free-Net in Northfield, MN, I'm writing in support of
Apple's petition for en unIIcenHd Nil band. This petition's spectrum-sharing approach (rather than the
centralization and conIroI of bandwidth by the tMphony intereets) would greatly benefit privately funded rural area
networks like Oll" own. The exllting lituation is, effectively, regressive in that rural communities must pay much
higher rates (da.1O lonliI"'nce charges, lack of local service providers. etc.) to enjoy the same access to the
much-vaunted Information SuperhigJ!lway taken for granted by those in metropolitan areas.

I urge the FCC to approve this petition, and thereby encourage the full development of a 21 st-century Jeffersonian
democracy.

- Tracy Hartke
6 Hliside Court
Northfield, MN 55057

No. of Copies reC'd,_..;;~ _
! p,~:;cnF.



From:
To:
~:

Subject:

Hello!

RECEIVED

JUL 20'995
FEDERAL COMMIJNlC~ nONS GOMM

OFFICE OF SECRETARY ISSIOIll

I am in favor of maintaining a portion of the broadcast spectrum available for public access as argued in Apple's
petition.

Dave Bachmann

No, of Copies reC'd._..;,.~ _
U:~l p, r] C0 E



RECEIVED

JUl2 01995
From:
To:
Date:

Ron Foeter <ronGpac.co.jp>
A16.A18(RM-8663) FEDERAL GOMML:NIC~ TlONS COMMiSSION

l)fF1\;£ OF SECRETARY

I am writing to express my support for RM-8653, Apple Computer Co.'s petition to allow the free public use of
bandwidth. I am an ex-plltriate living in Japan, working in the computer industry. I can easily imagine the effect that
making this petition a really wi. have on not only local but global Communication networks. The Justice Department
hal recently been Inveltiglllllng MicroSoft Co. for anti-monopoly aclivltles - imagine the monopoly a company has
when it parcels out b8ndwtdII uNd for elec:tronic communication. In effect, through rates and regulations,
commercial in"can dfte or hamper, even block out, communication between two parties. To prevent this, a
share of bandwidth should be left open. THe technology is htere to take advantage of it.

I borrow the words of Paul Baran, who has expressed more eloquently and thoroughly what I want to say:

1. The Apple Nil proposal ,..... the opportunity to consider a major new concept: how new technology can allow
many more users to ahare the common radio spectrum at lower cost and regulatory burden.

2. This is a wake up call from the technical community to the FCC to draw attention to the implications of the new
digital signal procelling convnunications technology.

3. With SUCC881 the amount of availlilble spectrum space could be greatly increased to improve our ability to apply
electronic communications to societal sectors not cost effective today, nor likely to be feasible with the present
regulatory trajectory.

4. Public shared ICCII8 by .1 comers without complex licensing is both technically and economically superior to the
present concept of auctionilg off the public spectrum to the highest bidder.

5. While the fundi received from the one time auction appear to be significant. they are economically
counterproductive. The high front end costs of spectrum licensing is a major disincentive to new technology risk
investments in new radio 8::hnology. (Initial venture capital investments can rarely be justified if greater than a few
million dollars, an amount far leas than the bid price of national frequencies.) Only very large companies seeking
monopoly positions can aft'ord the front end costs of the bidding game.

6. The one time fundi received by government for selling off the public's spectrum is small compared to the long
term revenue potential over time. It is a public policy of selling the goose that lays the golden eggs rather than the
eggs over time.

7. To ignore this new Input information means continuing to keep a range of new services from becoming cost
feasible.

8. We believe the new technology alternatives are so compelling that it will be just a matter of time whether it is
adopted or not. \'Vhen the new technology is adopted, either earlier or later, the world will look back and aedit the
FCC Comml.8fo..... for their vision. or view them in retrospect with the same attitude as we view the old East
Germany leadership for trying to maintain the status quo.

Thank you.

Ron Foster

(My opinions are in no way those of my employer, nor should be construed as such.)

No.. of Copies rec'd-----UstA t1 C0 E



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Ron Tetntv <ronI'NlckOronhack.ultranet.com>

~)

~-8653

RECEIVED

JUL 201995

FEDERAL COMMUNICATlONS COMMISSIO~,'
OFFICE OF SECRfTARY

To whom it may concern:
I am support of the btl RM-8853. which would allow a small segment

(300 MHz) of the 5 GHz bMdwidIh to be allocated for public use.
Apublic-allocated tpICIrum hal many advantages for all Americans: publishing of local newspapers, "last mile"

communicationl, to such"*services such as schools, libraries, and other sources; and all this at an
afIIardIbIe coat ( cIIIIy ImpoMnt for budget-8tnIpped schooII) and minimal impact on the environment
(n__pers). Oller __ ~n only be imagined.

Ifeel that 1Mapectrum thtIl Apple wishes to donate to the public
(wilh no strings abched) would benefit the public at large.

Ron

No. of CJr\ies rec'd
U:;/~. 6 CO E -----

-----....-----.-------



RECEIVED

.JUL 20 19951From: Jamel GlldeweU <jbgOsdc.cs.boeing.com>
To: A16.A16(rm-8653)
Date: _ JT:DP1'" CO
Subject: Support for ihTS"petition ~ fi"'," Of~~l~iri~~~~~MM/SSlor

I strongly support this petition for the establishment of a public domain communications band.

I believe this propoeal is technically feasable and offers significant advantages over other similar proposals.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
James B. Glidewell jbg@ldc.cs.boeing.com

N~; of C~iplas rec'd
U&tAdCOE -----



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Jim~~.suite.com>

A16.A18(RM-8eI3)

RM-88S3

RECEIVED

JUl 2 0 1995'
FEDERAL COMMUWCA.T/ONS COMMISSION

OFflCE OF SECRETARY

I would like to..that I 8m in favor of RM-8853: Allocation of Spectrum in the 5 GHz Band to Establish a Wireless
Component of the N8tIc:IMI JnftlJrm8tion Infrastructure. Others have already provided good disaiptions of the
benlflts of a publc>c:lom8ln wintle.. band, so I'll keep this e-mail short.

Thank you,

Jim_MHlerOsulte.com

JimMiHer
2716 Fallcreek Dr
Dallas. TX 75006

cc: FCCMAIL.SMTP("Jim-Miller@bilbo.suite.com"}

Iv/' O~ 1"\ •
• '.'. l t,Dpies rec'd
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From:
To:
o.tII:
Subject:

Hello,

Brian Bloom <bIiar1bOnetcom.com>

ar1'&r6~)
Nil banchNkHhiSlue

RECEIVED

JUL 2 0 1995
FEDERAL COM~~U~JlGJ\ nONS COMMISSION

OFflt:f OF SECRETARY ..

IWMted to voice my strong support of the allocation of bandwidth to the unregulated Nil proposal.
I have read some of the arguments put forth on both sides, but wanted to contribute a reason I have not seen much
mention of.

With the media hrpe and family concern over the "unsavory" elements available on today's Intemet, Congress (and
other legislative bode8) are struggIil!lg with the dilemma of how to "protect" minors (or easily offendable users) while
not infri'nging on the free speech of others.

PnMdlng a sepe..... avenue of communications offers a new solution.
Once the new unregul8led channels are accessible, filtering or censoring tools could be implemented into the
"currenr Internet. Tho.. opposed to a censored network will have an alternative available to them.

Family organations wit approve of a "safe" network community and long time users of the network will approve of
an arena that .&, offers true First Amendment free speech.

Thanks you for conlidering this bandwidth offering and I applaud your efforts for keeping the public in mind, rather
than limiting usage to possibly monopolistic organizations.

Brian Bloom
Dallas. Texas

_ _ _ _ L==-->
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.. but music ttldes me so well, ..and reveals me.. oh well - HR



From:
To:
DID:
Subject:

<~.com>

~)

~IIproposal

RECEIVED

JUL 201995'

ThtIIs to notify you that I support Apple's wireless proposal. Thank you for Accetlng input in this fashion.

Bob Davenn

NQ. or Copies rac'd ~
U3tft. ti CO E



REceIVED
.JUL 2o'tjf95<FV88n08OI.com>

A16.A1!(j-8653>
J ,

RM-8653 ITDf:RAt COMMUNIC.~TlONS COMM"
Of-flCE (IF SECRETARY tv

Give the cost of digital communications today, we need to make available to the lower financial class ofAmericans
the same type of communications that is available to those with money. I would favor this proposly because it will
open the door for a larger number of person to use, and not be excluded, the high tech communications.

From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Thanks for opening the e-mail access to those of us throughout the world.

---------"""""



As an internet u...., I support apple petition to the FCC carole gallaher

From:
To:
0...:
Subject:

c.oIe GaH8her <CAGALLOOCDUKCC.uky.edu>
A11.A11(nn-8653)=-rfcc

RECEIVED"

JUL 20'9951
FEDERAl, COMMUi\ll;:~ Tin ,..

O,N'/'rr ;"F' "NS vOMM/SSIOA'
rr, \;t; v, SECRHARy ll
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From:
To:
Da":
Subject:

SCott Johnson <KOttJOOnramp.NET>
A11.A11(rm-8853)

Apple ""'relel8 Nil proposal

RECEIVED

,filL 2 0t99S)
FEDERAL COMMUN!G~ nONS COMMIS;

OFFiG£ OF SECRETARY

I 8m fully in support of this proposal. I think this band of spectum should be free. This will open the 'net to millions.

SCott Johnson
OnRamp Technologies
Technical Support

o

1\
<I>

scottiGonramp.net
214-7<46-4710

8QO.340-RAMP

No. of Copies rec'd
UstABCDE -----



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Gordon Williams <gwillpPPOcorcomsv.corcom.com>
A16.A16(RM-8653),FCCMAIL.SMTP("jlovette@apple.com"...

RM-8653 RECEIVED

Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

In the Matter of

JUl2 0 19954

FEDERAl COMMI iN1G.4TIONS COMMiSSION
OFfiCE Of SECRETARY

)
Allocation of Spectrum in the 5 GHz Band
To Establish a Wireless Component ofthe
National Information Infrastructure

and

) RM-8653
)

In the Matter of
)

Petition for Rulemaking to Allocate
Service Rules for a Shared Unlicensed
Personal Radio Network

)

) R~ the 5.1 - 5.35 GHz Band and Adopt
)

)

)

Hopefully you have already received my comments by US Mail. If not let me take this opportunity to reiterate and
expand on those ideas.

First of all, I fully support the allocation in RM-8653 and recommend that the commission reject RM-8648. There are
a number of reasons for this, most of them having to do with the critical role such technology could and will have in
America's economic and social future.

Some of the benefits of RM-8653:

1. Remote Computing
Modem portable computing systems are strictly limited in their function by size and storage considerations.

Bandwid1h as proposed in
RM-8653 would allow tor the development of technologies which can significantly reduce the size of portable
equipment and drasticaUy increase their usefulness and power by offloading fragile, large or difficult to cool items
onto a stationary server like technology which would do the bulk of the work. Possible benefits include sign reading
technology for the blind, miniaturized map technologies (for automotive, personal or bicycling use), remote access to
business information, remote medical mon~oring systems, improved access to and timeliness of information on
corporate, national and Internationaf networks. All of these technologies are currently unlikely to be devloped
because of the operating expenses on a licensed spectrum (not to mention the bandwidth constraints). Most people
simply can't afford the several dollar an hour charge operating such a technology over PCS or
Cellular lines would entail.

Europe is already in the process of approving bandwidths for this type of use. Unless American companies
have a domestic market for their technologies, they are unlikely to develop products of high enough caliber to
compete on the European market.

2. Improved access to interactive media
Interactive media is at the center of computer and communications development internationally. For America to

compete effectively, corporations are going to need access to internal markets and bandwidths for delivering such
interactive media. The RM-8653 proposal is one of the most promising methods I am aware of proViding a medium
through which to deliver these technologies.

3. Increased tax base
The FCC should not be tempted to license off this space for commercial use. There are two reasons for this.

The first is that licensed bandwidth (because it costs money to obtain, and is monopolistic in nature) costs the end
user on a rate basis as well as the cost of equipment. Hourly rates would kill many of the technologies that might
grow out of this available bandwidth. The second reason is that any money the government might make in the short

No. of Copies reCld---l(h~ _
UstA Be DE



tenn off of a IlcenM auction would be more than made up for in the long run in personal and business income taxes
that would be genended by the technologies that could be developed on this bandwidth.

Some concems:
M an A1a1kan resident. I would certainly appreciate a longer possible broadcast range for the technology.

Certllnly 30 to 50 miles.
We're pretty .....out up here, and the more range. the more people can use it. On the other hand. I recognize
that·....ranpe mean fewer concurrent uses in dense population areas. Perhaps two transmission modes could
be • requirement fir technologies on the spectrum? Rural and Urban?

Internet COI'It1ICIiYlty and integratabltity of all technologies with communications protocols used by modem
networks is a muet.

The spectrum must be limited to digital communications technologies. no analog.
in addition to broad spectrum communications. technologies such as frequency hopping must also be allowed.

Thank you for you time and consideration on this important issue.

Gordan Wiliams
8630 WItherspoon
Anc:honlg.,AK 88104

I am "ys amezed by how much of life is a metaphor for life.
-Gordon Witliams



From:
To:
Date:
Subject:

Dele E. RedcIick <nameQUbris.Public.Lib.GA.US>

A16.A;;~)
i

Support for Apple Nil Proposal - RM-8653

Befor8the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

Washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED

JUL 201995'
FEDERAl, Cq~MUN'CA nONS COMMISSION

Ol'flCE Of SECRETARY

In the Matter of
)

AIIOCIItion of SP8C*Wn in 1M 5 GHz Band
To Establish a WI'" Component of the
Nationallnforrnatlon tnftulructure

) RM-8653
)

I wish to express mv support for the allocation of a component of the five
GigaHertz band for UI8 in a Netionallnformation Infrastructure (as proposed by Apple Inc.).

As a resident of. nnt ...... with daily commutes of up to 67 miles to and from my consulting work - I find myself
dependent on me. cellulllr commuAications technology to a greater and greater degree. Yet, cellular telephony
has not uniformly or wholly .".ed throughout the areas through which I travel. There are rural areas with very poor
coverage (rural a'8Ik b4JItonW area~ with static and poor transmission & reception). Different service providers
lack complete co..,.... of fIei,r ectjoining territories.
Rates charged ag'" my mobile cellular usage change as I roam across county and state boarders. Roaming fees
are assessed just the service in the manner in which I must make use of it - travelling significant distances
for my daily com nd any other business-related activities. And there are the attendent costs that are part of
the basic cellular .-wee 1ft¥1ded.
These costsSO~I ""in In indiVidual (such as myself) from making public service calls (to law .nforcement
or emergency se'" ..-Iea) when information might be useful to a public service agency (it can be costly to be a
good citizen - so OM~ oneself from making calls that are not absolutely necessary). With a more widely and
publicly accessible tranemiII8ion spectrum it may become possible to provide low- or no-cost public service
information calls to public ..rvice ag8l'1cies. I would greatly favor such an outcome and feel that this would be one
possible, positive outgrowIh of Apple's Nil proposal.

In a more praetlcel, oriWlted view of Apple's Nil I find much to be seen that will improve the bUliness
climat. for small~ with communications needs that cross present-day providers' seNIce territories'
demal1<ations. S_ put, tong..distance tolls for firms with multiple work sites are a costly drain on resourses. The
firm for which I am"""'"working ha,s three work sites in two counties (within one state). Iltve in a third county
(in a second state). t am ClIfIItrai1ed in the manner in which I attempt to communicate with this firm by the interstate
tolls that I must per IMICh time I UN a telephone to call them. Yet - I live only forty miles from their officee. The
Apple Nil propos.'WDukil make it pos.ble for me to carry home much work that I must otherwise attend to at their
offices (I have a 4(1) acre to manage for my widowed mother and dependent sister - 80 I like to f$lnain on the
property as much. iI ably poplble). I could communicate With their offices and exchange da lies with
their computers f. of."depencJenc;e on the three or four telephone companies that conned us aCl!Ol$ state and
county lines (and which often cannot make the connection that provides for long-distance service). Even better for
such as this firm t now work for - across the distances that separate their three work sites it would be possible
for them to dispen _11 II wired means of transmission. They could accomodate all voice and data
communications •.-.digIIaJ apreac:kpeetrum transmissions. All personnel, offices, vehicl.., computers, and
other digital dew~(teCurly cemeral, humidity monitors, etc.) could be interconnected via Iow-.cost radio-frequency
communlcatlons~. Thla WOLlld be a real and true boon to their business. They P....ntIy m_4l.do with a
three-line telephonllliwstem that must be turned off during electrical storms (the quality of tel8liJhone serwlces in
many parts of the. SCnAh is not gQPCI). The three lines are partly present to provide comn1lll~ ~tween
the three separat of compal1¥. This usage ofthose lines (to communicate between the~t sites)
often pedudes th* for business in connection with the firm's customers and suppliel'1i. Freei"t .eir
telephone links wilt outside businesses from the intemal usage that presently degrades their performance would be
a direct benefit ol1be Nil proposal of Apple.

I wholeheartedly support the Apple Nil proposal and find the "competitive" proposal offered by WINForum to be
lacking in its benefit to the public and the small business community. It would be highly beneficial to the nation as a



whole to increase the public lICClMS to digital communications through the proposed Apple Nil schema. The
'MNForum propoul offeq no comparable benefits - it merely targets a narrow channel of utilization for a limited
number of corporate benef8ctors. Let the small business community and the public community as a whole reap the
beneftta of the 5 GigaHertz Band through approval of the Apple Nil proposal known as RM-8653.

Sincerely.

O. E. Reddick
177 Whitehill Road
SyIv.... Georgi. 30487-8679

- dreddickO .publc.lib.gII.us -
- DeI._Reddi x.atI.ga.us .-

- 912-857-3308 HOME TEL --
- 912-682....229 MOBILE TEL --

Dale E. Reddick
Public Library System User
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AII~ of Spectrum in the 5 GHz Band
To Establish a WM.... Component of the )
National Information Infra.tructure )

) RM-8653

And In the Matter of

Petition for Rulemlktng to Alkx:ate
Service Rules for 8 ShaNd Unlicensed
Personal Radio Network

)
)

)
) RM-8648 the 5.1 - 5.35 GHz Band and Adopt
)

)

Below arecom~ tom ethers about the petitions before the committee. I have included these comments as they
state, with both p_" and clarity, the rationale for allocating this portion of the EM spectrum for what would truely
become public wlreltss communications. It is my belief that the FCC, like any regulatory body, has two
o.lions, flrst I•• the current laws as they apply to existing players under their jursidiction.
Second, and mo.. IInpcllrtantty, to have a firm understanding of their area of administration, and drive the changes

necessary to morecom~ and adaptive environment to meet the needs of the future.

It 18 my strong belllf that the adoption of these two petitions, will do a great deal towards the continued evolution
<and revotution) in communications services and go along way to improving the competitive situation of the
United States.

Although Apple C....r's Jim Lovette filed petition RM-8653 with the FCC, proposing a spectrum allocation for
shared public ute"out te.ting and licensing of the users, the petition does *NOT" in any way grant special
benefits to Apple ~ IIIle.1t no more80 than it grants exactly the same benefits to every citizen, school, library,
nonprofit group, 10Clt a_ey, commercial business, innovator and newsletter and newspaper publisher.

As I have no experience with communicating with your agency, I have placed my name and address below for
reference:

Michael Scharf
3831 Malllnolia
Irvine, CA 92714 HnlliI: MScharf@aol.com

Con.olld.ted an"" of petitions:
Author: Jim WamJft
M..-3 • Public $tIedrum fOr Public's Wireless Communications Infrastructure

Pelilon RM-86~a~slhata small part of the huge br9adcast spectrum be part of the Nil. It would allocate the
speclfledspeclrUllfftr .,public use by unlicensed individuals (using type-Iicensed transcievers), with
ha.......impo."hlle. intended to assure equitable sharing of the frequencies (e.g., spread spectrum is one
technology that CllI'-'a~lish such a sharing). Although this wirelen Nil petition was filed by Apple
Computer, it would" for tree public use by anyone and any school, library, organization and company. It would
allow· to say nd1tllli8 of encourage - robust innovation and alternatives in wirelen communications with a typical
range of 10-30 or 8Wln 50 niles or more. Without tax expenses. Without monthly bills. End-running thg:I-IOOP

No. of Copies rec'd, _
UstABCOE



wired communications monopolies and exclusive franchises.

RM-8648 - Communication Industry Plan to Umit Spectrum to Wee-Range Use

Probably horrified at the prospect that the public might have an alternative to the government-facilitated local
telecom and broadcast monopolies, the telecomm industry took over a group called WlNforum, and they have filed a
direct competitor to this ridiculous notion of allowing the public to have <gaspl> *free· metro-region communications
channels.
Their petition, RM-8848, would - instead - re-allocate most of the same spectrum for use by in-office wireless
networks, commerc:iel wireless PBXes, etc.

From: Plul Ba..." in response to [a request from] Jim Warren for reasons that the FCC Commissioners or others
should want to lam more &bout the Apple
Nil CommuniC8ltlonl·Commons proposal:

1. The Apple Nil propoul raises the opportunity to consider a major new concept: how new technology can allow
many more users to share the common radio spectrum at lower cost and regulatory burden.

2. This is a wake up call from the technical community to the FCC to draw attention to the implications of the new
digital signal pl'OCMSing communications technology.

3. With IUCC818 the amount of available spectrum space could be greatly increased to improve our ability to apply
eJec:tronlc communications to societal sectors not cost effective today, nor likely to be feasible with the present
regulatory trajectory.

4. Public shared 8CCl8SS b!f all comers without complex licensing is both technically and economically superior to the
present conce~ of audio'*'g off the public spectrum to the highest bidder.

5. VVhIIe the fundI NlC8ived from the one time auction appear to be significant, they are economically
counterproduotMi. The hlth front end costs of spectrum licensing is a major disincentive to new technology risk
investments in new rado 1lChnology. (Initial venture capital investments can rarely be justified if greater than a few
mUHon dollars, an .nount rer less than the bid price of national frequencies.) Only very large companies seeking
monopoly posltlona can afford the front end costs of the bidding game.

6. The one tim. ft.Ilds recelved by government for selling off he public's spectrum is small compared to the long term
revenue potentiel owr time. It is a public policy of selling the goose that lays the golden eggs rather than the eggs
overtime.

7. To ignore this new input information means continuing to keep a range of new services from becoming cost
feasible.

8. We believe the new t8et1nology alternatives are so compelling that it will be just a matter of time whether it is
adopted or not. .en the new technology is adopted, either earlier or later, the world will look back and credit the
FCC CommissionlN'8 fer their vision, or view them in retrospect with the same attitude as we view the old East
Germany leaders_ for trying to maintain the status quo.

Center for Dernoc:nlCY and Technology'S Comments on a Public Wireless Nil Band
CDT is concerned about the development of the Nil Band from a public policy perspective inasmuch as it can
..nee First .....Itdment values in new interactive media, but we are also concerned about the development of
new Nil access .-.,Icea • a user. Our work is heavily dependent on affordable access to the Nil in order to fulfill
our pubic edUGlli_ .-.d political advocacy mission. Unless we and our constituents around the country have
afrord.. aeee" .. the Nil, our ability to achieve our organizational goals will be severly limited.

II. A Gatew."". Component of the National Information
Infrastructure,. proposed in Apple Computer's Nil Band Petition, is in the Public Interest

Newinte__ media, commonly know as cyberspace, has tremendous potential to stimulate improvements in
the economic, cUlural, educational and political life of our country. However, its progress is stymied in part because
access to the Nil I. limited by access bottlenecks. The world of cyberspace is flourishing with new services and a


