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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

This letter is in response to the Federal Communication Commission's invitation in Paragraph 52 of
its Report and Order in PR Docket 92-235 whereby the Commission invites comments and user
input concerning the consolidation of Private Land Mobile Radio Services and frequency
coordinators.

The current system of separate service allocations, pooling and frequency coordination by user-
representative frequency coordinators should be retained because it has worked and continues to
work well. The system accommodates the requirements of the users, is simple, straightforward and
is economical to administer. Most importantly, the present system of allocations and services
protects and upholds the specialized communications requirements of the various Private Land
Mobile Radio spectrum users and guarantees a reliable source of frequencies.

Today's representative frequency coordination has its roots in the Commission's belief that
frequency-coordinators-whe-are knowledgeable-about and representative of the users they serve-
guarantee effective coordination and prevent discrimination among users. The system was initiated
in the late 1940's and continued to develop as the Commission reallocated more spectrum and
created additional radio service user-groups. The importance of the system was reinforced in 1986
when the Commission in Report and Order PR Docket No. 83-737, stated "having one coordinator
in a radio service will substantially simplify the coordination process and will facilitate the basic
purpose of coordination, which is to maximize the quality of frequency recommendations."”

Industry-specific channel allocations have been successful due in large part to many of the same
reasons which dictate representative frequency coordination. A "one-size-fits-all" approach to
frequency pooling and assignments would not be capable of accommodating all of the differences
in the various industry groups such as forest products, railroads, manufacturing, farming and many
other basic industries that are so vital to the Nation's economy and well-being. Industry-specific

No. of Copies rec'd.
List ABCDE




channel allocations give frequency coordinators the control they require in order to ensure that the
particular needs of the users they represent can be met with specific channel assignments.

The current system of frequency allocation and coordination has worked well for years. It has
furthered the needs and interests of the various industry-specific services and has given them the
control they need to ensure the efficient functioning of their businesses. The matter of Spectrum
Refarming through FCC Rule changes to accommodate new technology and the development of
new channels enhances the availability and functionality of Private Land Mobile Radio for
America's Industries. Because of these new and more complex Rules and technical capabilities, the
role of user representative frequency coordinators and availability of industry-specific channels is
more important than in the past.

The current system of industry-specific frequency assignments and user-representative frequency

coordinators has served the FCC and the Private Land Mobile Radio Services well for nearly 50
years and should be retained.

Very truly yours.
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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission [
1919 M Street, NN
Washington, DC 20554

This letter is in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s invitation
in Paragraph 52 of its Repert and Order in PR Docket 92-235 whereby the
Commission invites comments and user input concerning the consolidation of
Private Land Mobile Radio Services and frequency coordinators.

The current system of separate service allocations, pooling and frequency
coordination by user-representative frequency coordinators should be retained
because it has worked and continues to work well. The system accommodates the
requirements of the users, is simple, straightforward, and is economical to
administer. Most importantly, the present system of allocations and services
protects and upholds the specialized communications requirements of the various
Private Land Mobile Radio spectrum users and guarantees a reliable source of
frequencies.

Today’s representative frequency coordination has its roots in the Commission’s
belief that frequency coordinators who are knowledgeable about and representative
of the users they serve guarantee effective coordination and prevent
discrimination among users. The system was initiated in the late 1940s and
continued to develop as the Commission reallocated more spectrum and created
additional radio service user groups. The importance of the system was
reinforced in 1986 when the Commission in Report and Order PR Docket No. 83-737,
stated "having one coordinator in a radio service will substantially simplify the
coordination process and will facilitate the basic purpose of coordination, which
is to maximize the quality of frequency recommendations."

Industry-specified channel allocations have been successful due in large part to
many of the same reasons which dictate representative frequency coordination. A
"one-size-fits-all" approach to frequency pooling and assignments would not be
capable of accommodating all of the differences in the various industry groups
such as forest products, railroads, manufacturing, farming, and many other basic
industries that are so vital to the nation’s economy and well-being. Industry-
specific channel allocations give frequency coordinators the control they require
in order to ensure that the particular needs of the users they represent can be
met with specific channel assignments.

The current system of frequency allocation and coordination has worked well for
years. It has furthered the needs and interests of the various industry-specific
services and has given them the control they need to ensure the efficient
functioning of their businesses. The n,&}gr~of Spectrum Refarming through FCC
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Rule changes to accommodate new technology and the development of new channels
enhances the availability and functionality of Private Land Mobile Radio for
America’s industries. Because of these new and more complex rules and
technical capabilities, the role of user representative frequency coordinators
and availability of industry-specific channels is more important than in the
past.

The current system of industry-specific frequency assignments and user-

representative frequency coordinators has served the FCC and the Private Land
Mobile Radio Services well for nearly 50 years and should be retained. .

Very truly yours, — )

Robert P. Franz’
Sr. Telecommunications Consul

RPF/KN51010A
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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

This letter is in response to the Federal Communication Commission’s invitation in
Paragraph 52 of its Report and Order in PR Docket 92-235 whereby the Commission
invites comments and user input concerning the consolidation of Private Land Mobile
Radio Services and frequency coordinators.

The current system of separate service allocations, pooling and frequency coordination by
user-representative frequency coordinators should be retained because it has worked and
continues to work well. The system accommodates the requirements of the users, is
simple, straightforward and is economical to administer. Most importantly, the present
system of allocations and services protects and upholds the specialized communications
requirements of the various Private Land Mobile Radio spectrum users and guarantees a
reliable source of frequencies.

Today’s representative frequency coordination has its roots in the Commissions’s belief
that frequency coordinators who are knowledgeable about and representative of the users
they serve guarantee effective coordination and prevent discrimination among users. The
system was initiated in the late 1940’s and continued to develop as the Commission
reallocated more spectrum and created additional radio service user-groups. The
importance of the system was reinforced in 1986 when the Commission in Report and
Order PR Docket No. 83-737, stated “having one coordinator in a radio service will
substantially sinplify the coordination process and will facilitate the basic purpose of
coordination, which is to maximize the quality of frequency recommendations.”

Industry specific channal allocations have been successful due in large part to many of the
same reasons which dictate representative frequency coordination. A “one-size-fits-all”
approach to frequency pooling and assignments would not be capable of accommodating
all of the differences in the various industry groups such as forest products, railroads,
manufacturing, farming and many other basic industries that are so vital to the Nation’s
economy and well-being. Industry-specific channel allocations give frequency
coordinators the control they require in order to ensure that the particular needs of the
users they represent can be met with specific channel assignments.
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The current system of frequency allocation and coordination has worked well for years. It
has furthered the needs and interests of the various industry-specific services and has given
them the control they need to ensure the efficient functioning of their businesses. The
matter of Spectrum Refarming through FCC Rule changes to accommodate new
technology and the development of new channels enhances the availability and functioning
of Private Land Mobile Radio for America’s Industries. Because of these new and more
complex Rules and technical capabilities, the role of user-representative frequency
coordinators and availability of industry-specific channels is more important than in the
past.

The current system of industry-specific frequency assignments and user-representative
frequency coordinators has served the FCC and the Private Land Mobile Radio Services
well for nearly 50 years and should be retained.
ery truly yours,
)
/ ‘ [
Ralph C. Bower
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The Secretary

Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

This letter is in response to the Federal Communication Commission's invitation in Paragraph 52 of
its Report and Order in PR Docket 92-235 whereby the Commission invites comments and user
input concerning the consolidation of Private Land Mobile Radio Services and frequency
coordinators.

The current system of separate service allocations, pooling and frequency coordination by user-
representative frequency coordinators should be retained because it has worked and continues to
work well. The system accommodates the requirements of the users, is simple, straightforward and
is economical to administer. Most importantly, the present system of allocations and services
protects and upholds the specialized communications requirements of the various Private Land
Mobile Radio spectrum users and guarantees a reliable source of frequencies.

Today's representative frequency coordination has its roots in the Commission's belief that
frequency coordinators who are knowledgeable about and representative of the users they serve
guarantee effective coordination and prevent discrimination among users. The system was initiated
in the late 1940's and continued to develop as the Commission reallocated more spectrum and
created additional radio service user-groups. The importance of the system was reinforced in 1986
when the Commission in Report and Order PR Docket No. 83-737, stated "having one coordinator
in a radio service will substantially simplify the coordination process and will facilitate the basic
purpose of coordination, which is to maximize the quality of frequency recommendations.”

Industry-specific channel allocations have been successful due in large part to many of the same
reasons which dictate representative frequency coordination. A "one-size-fits-all" approach to
frequency pooling and assignments would not be capable of accommodating all of the differences
in the various industry groups such as forest products, railroads, manufacturing, farming and many
other basic industries that are so vital to the Nation's economy and well-being. Industry-specific
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channel allocations give frequency coordinators the control they require in order to ensure that the
particular needs of the users they represent can be met with specific channel assignments.

The current system of frequency allocation and coordination has worked well for years. It has
furthered the needs and interests of the various industry-specific services and has given them the
control they need to ensure the efficient functioning of their businesses. The matter of Spectrum
Refarming through FCC Rule changes to accommodate new technology and the development of
new channels enhances the availability and functionality of Private Land Mobile Radio for
America's Industries. Because of these new and more complex Rules and technical capabilities, the
role of user representative frequency coordinators and availability of industry-specific channels is
more important than in the past.

The current system of industry-specific frequency assignments and user-representative frequency

coordinators has served the FCC and the Private Land Mobile Radio Services well for nearly 50
years and should be retained.

Very truly yours.
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The Secretary _
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.

Washington, DC 20554

This letter is in response to the Federal Communication Commission's invitation in Paragraph 52 of
its Report and Order in PR Docket 92-235 whereby the Commission invites comments and user

input concerning the consolidation of Private Land Mobile Radio Services and frequency
coordinators.

The current system of separate service allocations, pooling and frequency coordination by user-
representative frequency coordinators should be retained because it has worked and continues to
work well. The system accommodates the requirements of the users, is simple, straightforward and
is economical to administer. Most importantly, the present system of allocations and services
protects and upholds the specialized communications requirements of the various Private Land
Mobile Radio spectrum users and guarantees a reliable source of frequencies.

Today's representative frequency coordination has its roots in the Commission's belief that
frequency coordinators who are knowledgeable about and representative of the users they serve
guarantee effective coordination and prevent discrimination among users. The system was initiated
in the late 1940's and continued to develop as the Commission reallocated more spectrum and
created additional radio service user-groups. The importance of the system was reinforced in 1986
when the Commission in Report and Order PR Docket No. 83-737, stated "having one coordinator
in a radio service will substantially simplify the coordination process and will facilitate the basic
purpose of coordination, which is to maximize the quality of frequency recommendations.”

Industry-specific channel allocations have been successful due in large part to many of the same
reasons which dictate representative frequency coordination. A "one-size-fits-all" approach to
frequency pooling and assignments would not be capable of accommodating all of the differences
in the various industry groups such as forest products, railroads, manufacturing, farming and many
other basic industries that are so vital to the Nation's economy and well-being. Industry-specific
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channel allocations give frequency coordinators the control they require in order to ensure that the
particular needs of the users they represent can be met with specific channel assignments.

The current system of frequency allocation and coordination has worked well for years. It has
furthered the needs and interests of the various industry-specific services and has given them the
control they need to ensure the efficient functioning of their businesses. The matter of Spectrum
Refarming through FCC Rule changes to accommodate new technology and the development of
new channels enhances the availability and functionality of Private Land Mobile Radio for
America's Industries. Because of these new and more complex Rules and technical capabilities, the
role of user representative frequency coordinators and availability of industry-specific channels is
more important than in the past.

The current system of industry-specific frequency assignments and user-representative frequency

coordinators has scrved the FCC and the Private Land Mobile Radio Services well for nearly 50
years and should be retained.

Very truly yours.



separate (adio services were designed o aid ia the eass of operation in the assignment of
froquencies sud © respoad (o the varisd noeds of the user community. However, a
dissdvastage of the symem became evidesk as chaansl wtilization became uncven across the
PLMR services.™ Racogaizing the disparities in chamsel usage amoog the PLMR services,
in 1981 the Comntission instinsed rules (o facilitass sharing smong vasious radio service
categorics below 470 MHz.” mmhspnvhdn-huuo-lumhm

450-470 ME2 beads, where no satisfactory frequencies are within sa applicant's
mwmhudmdmﬁmmwnﬂmyumwmmus)
available in 2 different radio service.” [n instiemiog these rulcs, within & casegory of users,
frequencies allocaed 10 coc radio service may be used ia another radio service in the same
category.” The advance of insersecvice sharing d d the beaefits of users reaching
beyoad their ly defined category of services 1o satisfy their frequency needs.

4’. mmwm»ummmmmu
€2, Propeml. The Mmﬂmumm@ However, -because-of the muitiplicity of radioc services, the peaction of inserseswise - sharing

mmm‘ Specifically, we proposed w0 cither comsolidase the has become more difficuk w0 implement because it is time consuming, expeasive, and
immmbmmm 2 Public Safety radio service, & burdensoms.™ s tenms of usags patieres, the current aliocation system for the tadio
on-Commercial radio service, aod 3 Genaral Casegory radio service™ or 10 retain the services inkibits spectrum efficiency by making certain spectrum efficient techaologies more
1rrent services with their existing chenssl assignments, but assign all ncw frequeacies 10 the difficuk o implemese Some diginal mukiple access ctmiques, incinding time divisioa
:w broad categocies.® In e Rafarming Natice. we also proposed that there would be multiple acosss (TDMA), requite several adjacent chasmels % operate efficiently. m
ultiple coordinasocs for the consolidated radio services. Applicants could g0 1 any ﬁ“%hﬂdummmM{Mﬁm
coguired cooedinator appropriate service bands, rather in contiguous blocks, spectrum necessry w0 implement

for e radlo servie. is difficu 10 amass.™ The Refanming Nogics. cited the Joint Commenters who
43. A system of narrowty defined radio services has bees in place for decades. The note that “{w]itho consalidation, the industry may find i combersome to implement

" This action is comparable © our decision 0 ot issue licenses in the 220-222 MH2
wd uatil type accepied equipment became available. Sc Reporiand Order, PR Docket

5. 89-852, 6 FCC Red 2356, 2365 pana. 69 (1991). * Io the Refasming Notice, we notod that a study of our licensing databese in April,
1992, showed very wide variations ia usage. ofuem sncesding (actors of wen for chanaels in
" The twomy (300 PLMR secvioes whish are the focus of this procesding are the Public the same frequency band designated for different radio services. Refarming Newice ot parz.
ety Radio Services (ool Governmsat, Pelice, Fire, Highway Malaseoaace, 14.
sroey-Conscrvation, and Cxergency Medical), the Special Emergancy Radio Service, the
dusrial Radio Services (Power, Petrolesm, Forest Products, Video Prodection, Relay 7 Repost and Order, PR Docket No. 81-110, 46 Fed. Reg. 55701 (1981).
exs, Spocial Indunrial, Business, Masufactarers, and Telephoas Maintegaace), ind Land -
ansportation Radio Services (Motor Carrier, Railrosd, Taxicab, and Automobile 47 C.F.R §9%0.176.
pergeacy)- # The Commission established scparate categories of users for the purposes of
™ Under the Befacuing Notice, the Public Safety Radio Service would combine the mmmmwaymm the Special Emergency Radio
rrent public safety sorvices im0 a radio servioe similar t the correm Local Government Service, Industrial Radio Services, and Land Transportation Radio Services.
dio Service, The Noo-Commercial Radic Service would be defined, as in the 220 MHz .
od, for incraal use by an extity. The Genersl Pool woukd essentially be the current ** Rafarmiiog Notice 2t pan. 16.
sioess Radio Service, which incindes commercial entities. * Incuiry at pera_ 85

* Refarming Notice -
= paras. 17-19, ”

rum efficient techoologies... in the bands below 470 MHz.™® gemnllyoppoaed\ecodsolmuonpmpow AAR sgongly opposes any change of the
that the
45. In the Lnguiry. we poted that cerain radio services share many of their channels PL_MR sc’r:l;:“u::o:m mm b ?mf(:‘]uy cpl mg:::;mg ::i
‘ould be consolidsied without significant impact on the groups eligible for those categories and frequency coordinator functions .. - would deprive the railroads of exclusive
nels. " Thus, for the reasons set forth shove, the Refacming Notics proposed use and coatrol of the frequencies that are allotied o ther. The national and interaational
‘lishing a sysem of consolidation « inroduce a greater degree of flexibility in the scope of the railroad iadustry and the critical safety aspects of its mobile radio applications
ament of frequencies and maximize the benefits of the PLMR spectrum. - are unique among PLMR users and require 2 separate service category...” Further, while
. A X NABER favors comsolidation of the service pools, it otes that creating multiple coordinators

46. Comments. Mknwmmoyhah’mo{mof in the various pools may result in a deterioration in the quality of frequency )

R radio services. Tbe conments filed are evenly divided on whether 1o consolidste the recommendations.** Those who oppose consolidation do %0 in part based upon concem over
services. However, all oppose the Rafarming Notieg's proposal o coasolidate into 3 the Commission’s proposal t0 have muitiple coordinssors for the consolidated services.™ In
alized pools: public safety, mow-commercial, and gescral. Several comsmeniers provide addition, many nowe the lack of 3 common database a5 a factor preventing consolidation.
\ative plass suggesting 4-6 radio service pools. For example, [TA, NABER and the Some argue that cogselidation will unsecessarily compticate and reduce the effectiveness of
Conwaemsers ITA, CICS, and TELFAC) support 2 reduction in the ommber of service the froquency coonliisnion process. Some parsies ste that safecy may be cosapromised if
. but sugges that there showld be four or five servine pools ruther than the proposcd the sarvicos ase coasolidasod. APCO indicates that the curront service biocks have secved
* Those who support comsalidation stase that the radio servioes have evolved public safecy well, and should not be ctimissted.”™ Litewise, IMSA, IAFC, and the
darably over the past 3060 years and that significant chasges sre necessary. Many note Natiossl Association of Stme Emorgeacy Medical Service Directors oppose the consolidation
M_mmhwmmmmmm proposal aad stue et the Commission should maintain discress public safery services. ™
meos of licenses to users. Thus, all public safiety entities claim they camnoe effectively share with other public safety

. . cxities and urge reteotion of the corrent system.

47, n:mmmmmmyanuwm

lidation. " For exampie, reducing the aumber of services could improve spectrum . The Indusirial and Land Transporuation entiies also oppose consolidation.

=ncy in chat users such as police and fire eligibles in the Public Safoty pool, could be Ammu-mucmmuuwummymuwhswm.
ted channels from the same pool of frequencics and can therefore, utilize shared spectrum msnagement program that has served the inserest of land mobile users so well over
os. Ericsson and SEA nowe tha coasofidation should make it easier to develop half & ceatury.® They argue, “the proposal to group all land mobile licensees into 3 arbitrary

uous blacks of spoctum. [n addition, a pool arrungement could eliminate the
“ative coordination fees that are often ixoposed on an applicant whea he/she is forced to

; channels in a radio service other than his/her own. W Comments of AAR at 6-7.
48. In cootrast, public safecy, land transportation, and industrial communities ¥ ] % Comments of NABER at 30.
- ' Comments of Ceipage at 15; Comments of the Coalition of Industrial and Land
- Refacmiog Nesigs t para. 16. @) Transporation Land Moblie Radio Users at 12-13.(Coalition includes Masmifactarers Radio

Frequency Advisory Comminee, Inc., American Trucking Associates, Inc., me
Telecommugications, and Interuational Taxicab and Livery Association.

" APCO further argued that, if the Commission coosolidates Public Safety radio
frequencies into a single radio service, it must designate a singie public safety coordinstor for

' For exampie, the Interurban Passenger, Interurban Property, Urban Passenger,
. Property Radio Services are aiready treated in our rules as a combined Motor
Service. Seg 47 C.F.R. §§ 90.89 and 90.555. The Motion Picture Radio
each of its channels with either the Special Industrial or Relay Press Radio
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7 C.F.R. $§90.69 and 90.555. all thase cheancls.
Joint Commezes of ITA, CICS. and TELFAC u1 22 and NABER n 22:26. _JJ ** The public safety commmnity is one of the ot important users of the radio
spectium.  Sufficient mobile comemnication capecity for agencies charged with protecting the
Joim Comments of ITA, CICS. and TELFAC u 22. O mwmw:&ammwwmmummamnm Sauof.:
Police, Fire, Highway Mainenance Medical
Comments of Ericsson GE Mobile at 22-23; C of PowetSp 103‘ Special Emergency Radio Services. y Emerpency
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groups ignoses the specialiaed oquicemeats of land mobile communications of many user
Troups, the inbesent éifavent priorities in the wee of radio, and the socessfil experience
with the cosent specium allocation sad management program. “** Fanher, AMRA assens
that aeidher the roquired comsnoa databese, nor the means for creating and updating such a
database i ceal time ace available. ATA staes chat 0o problem exises in the radio
services.'® The Coslision of Industrial Lasd Transportation Land Mebile Radio Users sistes:
“clearty the public isserest 2nd Congressisnsl objoctives would 1ot be served by the adoption
>{ polighes which cast aside the expertise of the wedl-establishod and

:oordismeor sywem - expertise which will be capocially valuable in facilicating the
ntroduction of sew technologies in the private land mobile bands. "™

S8. Decisien. While varying vicws were expressed in the comments regarding our

<hoology. Ouwr gaal is © geserally qualize the oppartanity cost of Jpecwm usage KI0ss
» PLMR eaviroamons. In addition, consolidation will permit tioessees 40 wtilize

aplementing that plan ot this time. Iosesd, we will give the users in the PLMR community
further opporasaity % ssbmit 2 proposal that refiects the imerests and the noeds of the
LMR commmmity. PLMR users can best assess their ncods and submit 2 proposal that is
preseamtive of the PLMR communicy and chat is mumally agrossbie, reascasble, and
orkable. In addition, we encourage each frequency coordinmator 10 participete, sgether with
gmm.nmuymnmhmdumm Ia this regard,
is our inseation 0 create competitios in the Srequeacy coosdination fancties by allowing
73 im s nowly coesesd servioe geovps 0 wee the services of any weegained frequency
ordingser. 'We ssk the wsers and frequency cooedinsters © provide guidence ie their
nsolidaion propossl on how this can best be accomplished and on bow the cxisting
abases cam be shared 10 easure fair competition among all of the froquency coordinasors.
ither, the comotidation proposal shiouid explore cresting and implementing a natiocal real

' Comments of AMRA at 6.
' Commeats of ATA at §.

:w«um«mmwmmm
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cent overcrowding and (o maintain the critical functions of the users included within this
A mwy.mmmmwmwmaswkmm
-mmmummmmm. Further, while some
mmuuammammnwmum.
Mwmummm.mumummm
er 3 system of comsolidation. This change in ths system can work W improve the
iciency of the spectrum eaviroomeot.

4. w.mmmwma—uuummm
muwmuummmm l'num,
WMMW”W&“MH&MM
:wwmumumuuqmw
.ired. W did 80t proposs 10 alser the eatire coonfinmelon Sysen. Rather, we proposcd

b oot commitment t0 encourage moce flexibilicy in the PLMR spectrum. Further, such a
mwuﬁ.-ﬂmwﬂﬁunﬂb@ﬂﬂw.

35, mmmumm-umw»mm
oo pod o - Wi wﬂbehl‘ﬂwndmm:'
retplece forces and Compoticion it this sysiesn. We on
;mwsmmumudwmmw .
ice. These tule amendmencs will incorporase the PLMR community's conseasus plan. if

2

time databese 0 reflect frequency assignmests, as expodisiously a3 posibie.' Also,
cooedisation fecs should be discussed in the consolidation proposal filed with the

commimee wnder-the-Fodaral Advisory Commiuse Act, S U.S.C. App. 2, or a negotiated rule

ing comeminiee, P.L. No. 101-648, 105 Stat. 4969 (1990), 5 U.S.C. §§ 581-590; rather,
we are merely encouraging the PLMR comununity, together with the frequeacy coordinators,
10 submit their further views. =

$2. Since we are further soliciting the views of PLMR users regarding 2
consolidation proposal represcatative of the interests and needs of the PLMR community and
{requency coordinators, we postpone issuance of 2 pian in this document. We will give the
PLMR community the opportunity t aegotiate and submit a comprebeasive coaseames plan
for consolidatioa to the Commission within 3 months of the effecrive daie of this Report and
Order. While not advocating 2 specific plin for consolidation, nor expressing a preference
for the specific designation of the new broad cascgories, we conclude that reducing the radio
sarvices 10 between 2 (public safety and all other users) 4 user groups is reasooable.

£3. We acknowiedge that not all usecs in the PLMR community support the move
wwand cossotidation. We talng this approstch however, becumee we baliove Gt salageining
the exining samber of services is oussoded and 2o loager werks as efficiemly 13 whe the
discrew services were first developed andl the specuum was Jess hesvily utilizsd.  We hope
that by encoursging PLMR waer kuput, the concerns of all commmenters will be considered.
Some of the most vocal advocams for maintining discrese services ace Public Safety wsers,
who stase that Public Safiety is & wigue radio service and shouid remain wachenged © protect
the imegrity and opeeation of the service. As we have described, we recoguine the
importance of the different services, Public Safety, and eancourage users
develop s proposal which inciudes a Public Safety pool. Purther, we recommend that users
provide clear guidelines a3 to the requirements for inclusion in the Public Safety pool

115 A “real time database” is a dambase in which each coordinator would immediately
update upon recommendation of & specific frequency.
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