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April 1, 1996

The Honorable Reed E. Hundt, Chainnan
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M StreetN.W., Room 814
Washington, D.C. 20554-0001

Re: 2 GHz Microwave Relocations
WT Docket No. 95-157

Dear Mr. Chainnan:

Puget Sound Power & Light Company ("Puget Power") is an electric utility
providing electric service to 840,000 customers in the State ofWashington. Pursuant
to the Commission's rules and procedures adopted in the Emerging Technologies
docket (ET Docket No. 92-9), Puget Power and Sprint Spectrum (including its
affiliates, agents and representatives, "Sprint") are engaged in voluntary negotiations
for the relocation ofPuget Power's 2 GHz microwave facilities. Puget Power was
recently named in a letter to you dated March 1, 1996 from Mr. Wheeler on behalf of
the Cellular Telecommunications Industry Association ('tCTIA").

We were truly shocked and surprised by the revelations and tone of CTIA's
letter, particularly as it relates to Puget Power. Until we independently discovered
CTIA's letter (e.g., it was not disclosed or provided to us by CTIA or Sprint), Puget
Power had absolutely no reason to believe that its proposal to Sprint was not
acceptable. Indeed, while CTIA was preparing and delivering its letter, Puget Power
was responding to Sprint's requests for additional infonnation to support Puget
Power's proposal. Puget Power has at all times negotiated in good faith with the
objective ofreaching a mutually acceptable agreement, all in accordance with and as
contemplated by the Commission's voluntary negotiation rules and procedures. The
Commission's rules. and procedures were guiding the parties to the desired result.

And then came CTIA's letter, which totally mischaracterizes the negotiations
between Sprint and Puget Power. CTIA's attempts to brand Puget Power as a "Bad
Actor" or "extortionist" are offensive and totally without foundation. In the context of
the negotiations between Sprint and Puget Power, CTIA's letter smells of bad faith
and ulterior purpose (e.g., to threaten and bully incumbents into accepting
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unreasonable tenns dictated by PCS licensees). Upon examination, CTIA's letter is
revealed as a brash attempt to undennme or circumvent the Commission's rules and
procedures for the equitable and orderly relocation of 2 GHz microwave facilities.

Puget Power cannot speak for the other incumbents named iIi CTIA's letter.
However, the letter contains a number of statements that are blatantly false and
misleading as to Puget Power. .Althoug..lJ. it would not serve any useful purpose to
identify and discuss each and evel)' false or misleading statement in detail, we ask that
the Commission consider the following:

Brief History of Negotiations

Within a month after the Commission issued PCS licenses to Sprint and/or
GTE MobileNet (including its affiliates, agents and representatives, "GTE") for
certain microwave frequencies previously licensed to Puget Power, Puget Power
initiated contact with Sprint and GTE to commence voluntal)' negotiations under the
Commission's rules and procedures. Puget did not receive any response until almost
six months later when it was contacted by Vento Communications, Inc. ("VCI"),
representing itself as authorized to negotiate on behalf of Sprint and GTE.

On October 25, Puget Power and VCl met to commence negotiations.
Following this meeting, Puget Power provided a plethora of information and mat.rials
requested by vcr and pennitted GTEto conduct a field audit ofPuget Power's
microwave facilities. On FebfU81)' 7, 1996, vcr presented Puget Power with a joint
proposal by Sprint and GTE.

Puget Power carefully reviewed and analyzed the Sprint/GTE proposal and
determined that it was not acceptable. Among other things, the consideration offered
by Sprint/GTE would not cover Puget Power's costs ofthe relocation, and the
proposal required Puget Power to (i) pay substantial penalties if certain conditions
were not satisfied on schedule, (ii) assume the entire risk of the replacement system,
and (iii) waive its right to a one-year post-construction test period.
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Puget Power then prepared and submitted a counter-proposal on February 23,
1996. VCl requested additional infonnation relating to Puget Power's counter­
proposal and promised a response on or about March 8, 1996.

CTIA sent its letter to you on or about March ~ (i.e., at which time VCl had not
yet received all of the infonnation in support ofPuget Power's counter-proposal, and
Puget Power had not received any comment or other response to its counter-proposal).
As of March 1, Sprint/GTE had not given Puget Power any inqication whatsoever that
Puget Power's counter-proposal was not acceptable.

When Puget Power contacted VCl to inquire about CTIA's March 1 letter, VCl
would indicate only that it was no longer involved in the project and that Puget Power
would hear from Sprint Spectrum directly. Puget Power was then contacted by Sprint
Spectrum whose representative indicated that Sprint Spectrum did not agree with
CTIA's characterization of the negotiations with Puget Power and that the "letter from
CTIA was in no way authorized by Sprint Spectrum."

On or about March 11, 1996, Sprint, on behalf of itself and GTE, submitted a
response to Puget Power's counter-proposal. Sprint's response did not contain any
indication whatsoever that Puget Power's counter-proposal was an "unconscionable
demand" and, instead, included a counter to Puget Power's proposal and indicated a
desire to continue the negotiations.

Puget Power is currently reviewing Sprint's March 11 counter-proposal and
desires to continue the voluntary negotiation process with the objective ofreaching a
mutually acceptable agreement in the near future, well within the voluntary
negotiation period established by the Commission. We believe that this objective is
very attainable and mutually beneficial to both parties.

Comments to CTIA Letter

In light ofthe foregoing, the Commission should note the following with regard
to CTIA's March 1 letter:
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1. CTIA indicates that the "estimated fair cost" of the Puget Power
relocation is $3,000,000. This estimate is based upon the $250,000 per link
reimbursement cap under the Commission's proposed plan for cost-sharing among
PCS licensees. This cap was proposed to protect future PCS licensees "who have no
opportunity to participate in the negotiations" and is not relevant to the voluntary
negotiations between Sprint and Puget Power or to Puget Power's actual costs ofthe
relocation.

2. CTIA's "estimated fair cost" (i.e., $250,000 per link) is substantially
greater than the amount offered by Sprint to Puget Power (i.e., only $184,000 per
link).

3. CTIA's letter indicates that Puget Power's "requested cost" is
$7,600,000. There is no basis for this statement. The cost ofPuget Power's initial
proposal, based upon Sprint's own estimates, should not exceed $5,900,000.

4. As previously noted by the Commission, the 2 GHz microwave bands
support important communications providing vital services to the public. Puget
Power's microwave system is an integral part of its electric operations. The system is
used to transmit infonnation which is critical in controlling the stability and reliability
of Puget Power's electric system, which is tightly intercoIUlected with other electric
systems throughout the Western United States. A failure ofthe microwave system
could disrupt or otherwise adversely affect service to Puget Power's customers
(including health and welfare organizations, federal defense facilities, etc.) and have a
cascading effect through other electric systems with which Puget Power's system is
intercoIUlected. The two-year voluntary negotiation period is an important aspect of
the Commission's procedures which were designed to protect the public against
disruption of such vital services.

5. In its letter, CTIA urged the Commission to shorten the voluntary
negotiation period to one year. This would, in effect, eliminate the voluntary
negotiation period for the SprintlGTElPuget Power negotiations (i.e., the one-year
period requested by CTIA would end on or about AprilS, 1996). In this regard, it
should not be overlooked that Sprint did not respond to Puget Power's request to
commence negotiations until nearly six months after Puget Power's request. Puget
Power should not be penalized for Sprint's delay.
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6. CTIA also ignores the financial interests of Puget Power's customers.
The Sprint/GTE proposal does not provide for the recovery of all of Puget Power's
costs related to the relocation. Puget Power should be allowed to negotiate for a full
cost recovery and not be limited by an arbitrary "cap" or other restriction. In its notice
of the proposed rulemaking regarding the cost-sharing proposal, the Commission
noted that the supporters of the cap emphasized' "that the cap would not limit the
amount that PCS licensees may pay to microwave incumbents to relocate their
facilities. "

7. CTIA's letter urges the Commission to limit an incumbent's recoverable
costs to theundepreciated cost of the incumbent licensee's existing system. The
incumbent's undepreciated cost has no bearing upon the incumbent's actual costs of
the relocation. If the incumbent's actual costs are not recovered, the balance would
have to be borne by the incumbent or, as in Puget's case, its customers. This would
not be fair or equitable. In addition, this change would greatly disadvantage the
incumbents during the voluntary negotiation period.

8. The other actions urged by CTIA in its letter would prejudice those
who, like Puget Power, have negotiated in good faith in reliance on the Commission's
existing rules and procedures and otherwise disadvantage incumbents in the voluntaIy
negotiation period. In addition, such actions would embroil interested parties and the
Commission in disputes as to whether negotiations have been carried on in "good
faith" and otherwise undermine the Commission's established rules and procedures for
the orderly and equitable relocation of2 GHz facilities.

9. At Sprint's request, Puget Power and Sprint entered into a Reciprocal
Confidentiality Agreement which covers these negotiations. Sprint appears to have
intentionally violated, or at least ignored, its obligations under the very agreement that
it imposed upon Puget Power.

10. CTIA's letter was submitted in connection with the proposed rules
regarding a plan for sharing the costs ofmicrowave relocation among PCS licensees
(WT Docket No. 95-157). Contrary to the Commission's direction, CTIA's letter
attempts to reopen the existing relocation procedures for microwave incumbents
adopted in the Emerging Technologies docket (ET Docket No. 92-9). As noted in the
Commission's Notice, these procedures were the product of extensive comment and
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deliberation prior to the initial licensing ofPCS. Consequently, CTIA's letter should
not be considered in the current proceeding.

11. Puget Power believes that it has been wrongly accused of being a "Bad
Actor", making "unconscionable demands", behaving in an "outlandish" and
"irresponsible" manner, refusing to "bargain in earnest", making "financial demands
having no relation to the actual cost of relocation", etc. To the contrary,
Mr. Wheeler's letter suggests that it is CTIA (and perhaps Sprint) whose behavior has
been outrageous and irresponsible.

Conclusion

We respectfully request the Commission to deny CTIA's request for changes in
the microwave relocation rules. If the Commission is inclined to consider CTIA's
request, the Commission should carefully investigate and scmtinize CTIA's
allegations which, if the allegations as to Puget Power are any indication, cannot be
relied upon as true or accurate.

Ifyou have any questions or if we can be of any further assistance in the
Commission's deliberations, please let me lmow.

Yours truly,

Puget Sound Power & Light Comp-any

R. G. Bailey,
Vice President Power Systems
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cc: Commissioner James H. QueUo
Commissioner Andrew C. Barrett
Commissioner RacheUe B. Chong
Commissioner Susan Ness
Michele Farquhar, Chief,

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Ralph Haller, Deputy Chief,

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Rosalind K. Allen, Associate Deputy Chief,

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Gerald P. Vaughn, Deputy Chief,

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau



f'

f" -Poe. 'fS' (rl
rr' APR 16'~6 14:45 No.Ol0 P.02

IOVEq.J-I!!!!!!!!I!!LIIN!!!!.!!!!!!!.!!!I!!'''!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!M!!!!!''!!!!!!'Ie!!!!!!Y!!!!l~I!!!!!l!!MCfJ!!!!II.!!!!II"!!!!!!.....!!!!!!COOf'!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!I!!!!.,,!!!!!.!!!!t'=V8.,!!!!,nc!!!!!!!!!!.•

HIAOQUARTIM omOl
P.O... 11. - hWlt"Dr•

........ T ~·on.
210·'12·.71 - FAX 210·m.1I41

. Mr. Willi_", F. Caton.Aoti., Secretary
Feden1 ComlllwUcatiOU Commjssion
1119 M Street, NW
Room2!2
WubiDeton, DC 20554

Re: Microwave BeJoc_tj.on CQIt-SbarinC WT Docket No. 95·157

near Mr. Caton:

Pursuant to Section 1.1106(a)(2) of the Commiaaion Rules, this is to notify
you that the attached letter wu sent today. The attached letter re8ponda to certain
assertiODS involvinC Guaclalupe Valley Electric Cooperative, Inc. made by the
Cellular TelecommunicatioD8 Induatry AssociatioD (CTIA) in ita Much 1, 1996
letter to the Chairman.

An oriPnal and one copy of this notice are heine filed for inclusion in the
above referenced docket.

Sincerely,

~f1~./ .~~ ~~--

Steve Slaughter-

Attac:lunent

0120&101.01

.8-.._·....-
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April 16. 1996

'lbe u-onble Reed E. Hundt
CIa...
JPeden1 CommuDicationa Commj,tiOil
1918 M Street. N.W.
Boom 814-
WuhiaIton. D.C. 20664-0001

Be: Auerdou coacerDiq Guadalupe Valley E1~c
eoo,.at:i.ve. IDe. ill coDDection with microwave
re!mptipp

Dear Mr. Chairman:

The puzpOM of.. letter ia to addreu certain ltatemeats made by Mr.
11aoIDu E. WhH1er of &be CeIl1&lar Tel...muD.icatlou laclusay AMociatioD
("CTIA") NlarctiaI·GtaMalupe Valley BlICtric Cooperative. lac. ("OVEC") ill
his March I, 1996 letter· to you. That letter was coDceminc what .Mr.
Wheeler deacribed as UDCOIlllciODab1e _aDds by certain incumbeDt
~~w~~~iIl~2~bwill~~awi~~w~

relocation. Io his letter, Mr. Wheeler iDc1uded OVEC iD his list of
repnielltative trauereaaive iDcumbenta. We teel COIDpe1lecl to ad.dreaa what
we believe are mialeacliDc ....rtions iDvolvillc aVEC in Mr. Wheeler'.le~.

Ia various pana of Mr. Wheeler'. letter. OVEC (alai with certain
other iDcumbeDtI) is characterized as "outluadilh.," -:irrelpcmatble: "p:eedy"
and "mercenary." AIao. in aD attlch...t to Mr. Wheeler', letter, OVEC is
likeD.ed to "a uMd C8l' aaleamu." OVEC is a weU-nepected orpDizatiOD that
hu provided electric power service to the commWlities it 1e1'V8S for 57 years.
and we Alte creat oI'eo_ to the.. characterizations.

In support of hia deJOPtory charactezi&atiODl. Mr. Wheeler iIlduded
with mletter a Dllmlter of attachmeats outJiDinClOlDe of the demudl to
wlIich Mr. Wheeler claim. Sprint Spectrum ("Spriat") h.. been subjected,
wJ&icb he 8\UIUIlarized OIl pap 2 of his letter. 'nle key UMl'tiODa by Mr.
WIleeler concemiDC OWC are contained in that aummary. With respect to
OVEC, the 11IIIlIIl&ry iDclicate8 that (i) two (2) liDb are involved ill OVEC'.

·8-......,....,'-
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"'tion. (ij) OWC'. "JI.equeated Coet" or nIGca~ is '1,ICM,.18, .(iii) the
•....ted Pair Coat" of relocatioll for OVEC is 1500,000. aDd (iv) the
"Bxta1ioD Delta" tor OVEC is "',.16 (i.e., the "Reque.ted Coat". minus the
"J:atimated Fair Coat").

'lb. iDf'ormatioD -cardin, OVEC ill the .umlDU'Y,OD pap 2 of Mr.
Wheeler'. letter is eerie'" midea" pdaari1y becaue the summary
COIDpue8 "appl88 to orupa" by liatiD, an "Bni·ated Fair Coat" of1&00.000
that 0D1J covers the two (2) OVEC patha implicated in Sprint's &equency
block, ad complll'iDc that coat to a~.... e.t" that coven all four (4)
paths in OVEC'. IJ8tea ill order to anive at wh.t Mr. Wheeler can. the
..Extortion Delta." AltMuch it is true th.t OVEC oal7 hu two (2) duplex
paths that lie ill Sprint's frequeacy block. OVEC in fact hu four (.) duplex
paths in the a&cted .ectrwll (le., 1.85 to 1.99 GHz). Mr. Wheeler'. .
aummary fails to make twa c:lear.1 It the buia '01' liatiDc the number olliDb
for OVEC as two (I) ia that only two (I) 1mb are implicated iii Sprint's
frequeDCY' block. the ~ation in the 8UlDaary is mi,l_din, becaUie it
faila to take into 8CCOWlt ~e fKt that &prillt would Dot bear the entire
relocation coat alolle. Part or the coat would be borne by other PCS Jicenseea,
either throuch exiatinc private cost-sherinc .creemellts or throuch poasible
FCC mandated coet-ahariDl.

Another reuoll that the iDIonnatiOIl reprdiDc OVEC. in the summary
OIl Pace 2 of Mr. Wheel.... letter is inaccurate is that the "Bequeated Coat"
for OVEC listed in the aulllmary is bued OIl coat aew:es that do not include
price discounts that are av.ilable to the PCS 1ic:eueea ftom the microwave
equipment manufacturers. which cliacowlts we Wlder8tad are substantial.
Because of those ctiIcouats, the true cost to the PCS liceD'" will be far less
than the $1.304,416 listed ill the summary.1 As the result of a lack of

; .1

1 Liatinc the Dumbee or path. u two (I) in the lunu••ry would have been
appnpriate··lC the ·Requ.... CoR· _try Jbr aVEC applied 0Il1J to the Sprint paths.
Iu&Md. the ·Requeat.ecl eo.t. entry for OVEC nJatei to an rour (4) ~aVECs paths.

I In thia nprd.. we believe daat the true COlt to the PCS liceuell ror nlocatiDl all
tDw (4) orawcs paths wW be CODIiderably .. than &he Il1O,000 pet path &pre that hu
...... clilculllCl pIIeraDy in COftnec&ion with pftlPOlUl tor COIt4lwin1 amon. the Pr3
......... The 11.804.418 a,ure Nt forth in Mr. Wb.Ie"'alettlr is bued on the liat price or
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..live COIDIavnicati_ betwea the PCB BOllI.... iIlvolvecl ill the GV'.BC
NIocati-. SpDDt ......tty thouPt dult the true coet to the PCS·1iceD....
for the GWe relocalioa would be the 6aIl 11.804.416. '!be breakdown in'
c:-.awdcatiou nMI1W. ".. t1ae tact that then wu a ""'e-poiat-of­
caCMt" PCS 1icID••• ,. OVEC's microwave N1ocadoa (D.mel,.. PrimeCo
Penoaal ec--UIIicatlou). U......... OVBC...eouly ueumecl that
Sprint wu obtai.,~ fro. PrhMCo COOC'J"'iDI the OVEC
ftl1oc:IdioD. ~.u DOt, howeve'. the cue. M a zeeult, SpdDt limply had
iDucuate iDfbzmatioD., .d thia iIllCCUnte idnLaIioIl .u obtained by
CTJAI We have DO reuon to ..... that Spriat cIif1 not act ill Iooc1 faith in
tWa mauer, aDd we do not blallle Spl'iDt or PrimeCo for the
JDiMID....cIiac with nIP- to .. actual COlt of the GVEC relocation. It
aluNlf1, aeverth.... be netecl that the It,ICM.·U6 fipare UHd in Mr.
WbeeIer'. letter oventatea the true coat to the PeS liceu••• of the GVEC
ntlocatioll, _d we W that CTJA tlaoalcl have takeD better care to coDfinn
tile aocunq of .uch coet ficure before Uliae it in a letter to the Chaimlaa of
the Co--i_on.

To .WDDluUe, tae "bottom liD." nprcIiD, the wormafioD in Mr.
Wh.... IUDUDary it that OVEC in fact hu four (4) duplex patbt in the
a88cted tpectnuD, mel tile totalllCtual coetI to the PCS lielDlee. to relocate
aucla padaa will almost certairaly be leu (probably lubltaatially 1...) than
$250.000 per path (uaumiDe that we do not encounter unexpected plOblems
with tower COIta).

1D addition to tbe mial..eliDe n,tun of Mr. Wheeler'. IUJDJDuy 011
pap 2 ofbit letter, the letter ud. ita utech-.ta contain a Dumber of other
UIeI'tioDa and charaa.izatioDl that we tiel we mUlt apeciBcaJ1y adclreu.
In this reprel. the "Microwave 1telocafion - Bad Actor Form" for OVEC

thep~ np.......t ....nt. In reaIit,. equipment purch..n (PCS licenHa or
odlerwiN) do not ....,.u, pay til, tun lilt priee. AIIo in this nprd, one fJl the
attMh...ta 10 th. II&ter ea&idId -Microwave JteIaeadan • Bad Ac&or Form- indica&ea an
eetilDa.d coaaparabIe COlt per path 011112,800, but no .upportin, data is providacL

I Sprint hallince been inIonaIcl that che tnte C08t of the aVEC relocation will be
.ubl&aadaUy ... than the 11.304.418 filure.
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....... to 1&. Whee1er'1 leMIr that OVBC wu p1ariq'a waitme

.... ia ......pt to iDto a tilDe cnuach.4 This is aimply
... Rae. GVBC wu DG& Del ia DOt pJariDI a at all ill dIU matter.
OVBC'. OOII'-unicatioa••,.. ia .. ill tool in pnvicl:i.Al a vital
Ml'Vice to dao...... of~.. no ".4 • GVBC every minute of
..,., clay. PVBC'" daia ...... very .....sJy. OVBC h.. BOt in. a,

. way ......-.l to ..,..,.••• to _ te pia of a4vU.tqe in
the uptIatiou..~... G\'&C·ia DOt a Wa16r tioa. ad
h..Uwited""nel nMUI'G8I. "..~ are bUr tuecl
hJ 06er ..... Por•••e. durin."...ofaeptiatioDl with the PCS

. liceu.... OVEC a liplftcnt, warelatec1 emerpIlCJ w1aich
nquin4..all,. .n of ou ur. auatiaD for aevenl we.l. OVEC

. hu, widUn reuoa. tziei to~ ... PCS Iicen....• lCheduUnC. I
can-" however. OYGlr"'hllile Jaow critical OVEC commllnicetione 8)'Item
ill to \11, aad how can6Il G'YBC..it aut be ill ..l_., that .,....1
Undei••udU1J, ClIA Dot ......n,.....CODCII'DI. After all. it
ianet CTIA'• .,... CfIA wi1l aot 1uwe to live with it. C'l'lA Ihould.
howeYez d 1111...... our~ aad our need to PJ:OIHI8
cue6a11J. ratller .ea aulnaitlinc in"'·."" .Medal. to the PeC falaely
accuaiD.c GVEC o£intentionally clel&Jinl the relocation p1'OC8l8.

Ia Mr. WMe1...~. he ltates that dae ioloaD.ation colltaiDeet in. hia
summuy plOviciel dear mMDce of bad faith on the pan of tb.e IWI1ed
iDcua_ta (inc1ucliac OVBC). ".oqIl the PCC N1eI do Dot at this
point ilDpoee My _ ill fa OVEC ia feet actecl in pod
faith in JMIO&iMin relocMiea ' &bat it .terecl into' with
PDmeCo. Por that aatter. we believe that. tar PrimeCo ead Sprint have
aleo -..cl in pod faith ill tIN OVEC n1GcatioJL OVEC's 0D1y complaint at
this point is with Mr. WIaee1er'lletter.

4 It .-..Jd be ia daiJ that. OVBC h. ill IIlCt --df comple&ed
n"'-dana .... ita 1'IIIcIdiaIl, inso a Microwave ReIocadoD
Apeement willa PriIMCo ooverinlaltaur (4) tilCWC'a aUcrowave aoauaualcationa pathl.

III,OYle ,.... ita __-pa_ .,.... without the p-.ure
~a,iac to thePCS w 14......, IPind aiDe (9) tD twelve (II)
IftOftthtJUit Oft I&UClJiaI how to 10 about ""'10Wan takinc 1IR11lCtion. .
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Aa witIl all D••dia 1lu ..... live aDel tab • both .
.... 01. the J.piD,., ia owc. miaowave relocation. OWC is not
..... to ..~ til. it waate iD. tM plOC.", ... the PCS licea....
will pn1Nahly pl'OVi_ mon to OVBC thaD they would Iik.. ftat is the way it
ia 81IPJMMC1 to wozk.

. 'I~ PaiDt ou* daat OVBCI nil........ widl ..,.~with
dae PeS ...... with whoa we haft had c1inct CODtid ill .. JDbowave
n1oc8tioD ,roce_. {pziaMrily Pri-eCo, .4 toO· a 1eIeer exteDt. SprW)'baa
__ ver:y poL 11M ..... with •• PeS 1icID••• with whom GVEC hu
clMlt (i.e. the penoaae1 01. the PCS......oppoeed to their couultantl)
kave all beea Ina, but lair, ill the uaotiatiola PIOClll. III fact, OVEC feela
dlat. except for SpdDt Det nceiWar accurate iDfoaaatiOll cluiaI put of the
p~, the nlocatioll ......t:iaDI have wcftecl the way that they are
8UP,0ee4 to ill the GVIC nIooatioD. TIdI Jw made the attMk epiut
OVEC.. .. forth ill Mr. Wh..... letter ..,.c:ieDy aurpriliDI aDd'
.......tiD,. w tJPtCt: dlat owe wu Ibapl, a paWll ia III attempt by
CTIA to milCh · the eumtIlt ltate 01. microwave nlocatioa
DeIOtiatl.oD8 to penua. the 'Commillion to chUle the rulea to make them
more favorable to the POS li.cen.....

OVEC caDDot, of coune, CO'D'DMHlt OIl the accuacy 01 Mr. Wheelerl
.-rtioDa with rMJ)8Ct to the other iacwIlbeRta named ia Mr.' Whee1er'.
1etteI".' III liPt of the iIlIonudozl eCM""., OVEC ill Mr. Wheeler'. letter
which we view .. veq mieleadiDl, i& .... 1aowever, make ua quMtioD the
lICiCUl'acy of the iDIInIa&ioA ill Mr. WIt..... 1eUer coaceminc other
iDcum.bents. Accordi.Dlly, I would hope that the eommillion woulel
iDveatipte cJeim••ucb. .. thoae set tOl'th ill lb. Wheeler'1 letter Wore
bumC any action on those cl·iml. In this l'8Iucl, we would be happy to

..
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..... this matter fu.rdwo with ...... otJOUl' ... or provide additional
iafonnation to your oI.lice. ityou would lib ua to do so.

SiDcaely,

SSlyJmJo121776.01

cc: Com-i,lioaer Jamee QueUo
COIItlDillionu SUMD N..
c..-iuioDer ...... CboDC
Michele Farquhar, Chief, Wirel..TelecommUDicationa Bureau
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W'dJiIm F. eaton
SectetIry
Federal CommuaicatioDs Commiuion
1919 M Street, N.W.
WIIbington, DC 20SS4-0001

Re: Ameadment oftile CommiuioIl'sllules ReprdiDc a P1m for sa.ma the Costs of
Microwave Relocation (WT Docket No. 9S-1S7,RM~ R,M .. «W.3 \
Dear Sir: \

i

I am writiaa in reprcI to a recent letter filed by ellA in the above refenaced docket.
which ideJltifted Detroit EdiIOll • a "btld actor" in the microwave relocation process.
This letter aIIo used the term "Extortion Delta" wbm referrinI to the 8DlOUDt of
compallltion requested by Detroit Edison. In the cue ofDetroit Edison. Sprint
SpedIUm does not feel that these descriptions accurately reflect the spirit ofour •
discussions.

This is to inform the Commillion that Sprint Spectrum bas DOt found Detroit EdiIOD to
be a "bad actor" in the microwave relocation process, our nqotiadoas wid1 Detroit
Edison relltin. to tile~ oftbeir existina 2 0Hz microwave ticilities have been
in full complilnce with the Commission's rules. PurtMrmore, the use of the term
"Extortion Delta" for the compeasation requested by Detroit EdiIon is not a proper
cbaracterization oftheir negotiation.

sprint Spectrum bas eDCOUIdIred a sipifiClllt number ofmicrowave incumbents who
have DDt nqotiated in pod faith, but Ddroit Edison'5 eft'orts have shown that1hey
should not be associated with this group.

cc: Don Blett - Detroit EdiJon
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Sprint......
4121 W.I3~ StreIt. Suite 151, Villlll,1- 66201

April 17, 1996

1111a.o.we ROICI E. H1IDlIt
0Wneen
, ....CoaalJUlPk:atlom Con-i......
1919 M S1reot. N.W.
WuItUIaton. DC 20554-0001

Re: A.meIIlltmaa1 or_Ca II lTd." ...'. ....... for. rial 6c CoatI of
Microwave R.elocldoD (WT Daebt1'10.95..157, 1M 1642)

n..Mr. Cbaitmaa.:

I..writiDa in I.'IIpftl to ............ 1, 19M '" C'I1A ill dID Ibeve
l doc:bt,wlaiGltWI '''.tWltS ._ mict'owave
reIocaiiOD proocg. TbiI '1!.1dartioIl~wIIIII~ to tho
___ ofCOl11plnlldoll 1I '"W_ 111 1M..of WtIlem
Raources. Sprillt Spedrum _ dIIt cIo DOt 1WIIcttbD IPirit ofoW'
dilct.lllions with WOIIIIal___

Tlais is to iafona the C.A lid "uaWD__~w....~
to be a "t.l1Urtar-' ill 1M _Dlti Our n 1••'_with WtItel'Il
~ .I.acto till lIItat 201k...... lIci1id.-bave
bccD in tidl eompIJ_ willa61 Cr .'011.'. nI& PwtIIIJ-. till ..ofm.tarm
"ExtoadoD Delta" for..c:cl".I..'1t....... d"W- is DOt. pmper
~olloftllair.l.di"''' "'•••IIl_ III 11 in
pod ~1bwhh SpriDt ~Nloc__ IIIIUI••• 1IIIIl SpriDt
Spectrum lpOIogizes to W __ far.,.._ eTtA',..ba cuued
WeIIDm RMowces.



WRI Telecommunications TEL:913-575-8446

ClC: eo..; J-. H. 0.10
Commi AIllIIbw C.......
C.."..o a.a..a
CGRM" s..-N_
MioIMJlIe p....
JtoeeIInd All.
W'ilu-F.c....
Kay HiIdcrbrIBd·w_~

Apr 26'96 8:27 No.OOl P.03


