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PETITION FOR RECONSIDERATION OR CLARIFICATION

Small Business in Telecommunications, Inc. (SBT), by its attorneys, respectfully requests

either reconsideration or clarification of the Commission's First Report and Order (FRO) (FCC

96-263 Released July 12, 1996) and Second Report and Order (SRO) (FCC 96-284 Released

August 15, 1996) in CC Docket No. 94-54, the Commission's First Report and Order in CC

Docket No. 95-116 (FCC 96-286 Released July 2, 1996), and the Report and Order in CC

Docket No. 94-102 (FCC 96-264 Released July 26, 1996). In support of its position, SBT

shows the following.

The Commission created an inadvertent ambiguity in its definition of the category of

licensees to which its actions in Dockets 94-54, 95-116, and 94-102 applies. In Docket 94-54,

the Commission stated that it was extending the manual roaming rule to "all CMRS licensees



competing in the mass market for real-time, two-way voice services," SRO at para. 12. The

Commission then explained that the category of "covered SMR providers" includes "800 and 900

MHz SMR licensees that hold geographic area licenses," and "incumbent wide area SMR

licensees, defined as licensees who have obtained extended implementation authorizations in the

800 MHz or 900 MHz SMR service", id. Had the Commission stopped there, no question

would have arisen as to the persons who are included within the definition of covered SMR

providers, but the Commission went further. At paragraph 14 of the SRO, the Commission

stated that

because they do not compete substantially with cellular and broadband PCS
providers, local SMR licensees offering mainly dispatch services to specialized
customers in a non-cellular system configuration, as well as licensees offering
only data, one-way, or stored voice services on an interconnected basis, are not
covered by the roaming rule.

Not expressly included in the definition of covered SMR provider, but not expressly excluded

from the category of licensees to which the Commission's action applies is a large group of

SMR providers who operate in a non-cellular system configuration, but who cannot be said to

offer "mainly dispatch services". It is the obligations of this group of SMR providers for which

SBT requests either reconsideration or clarification.

In its Report and Order in Docket No. 94-102 (R&O) , the Commission adopted

essentially the same explanation as in Docket 94-54, but added an elaboration, stating that

while some traditional SMRs are treated as CMRS because they are
interconnected to the public switched network, we do not intend to require them
to implement E911. We find that costs of implementing E911 for local SMRs
would outweigh the benefits and, as AMTA argues, imposing this obligation on
them may give them the incentive to eliminate their interconnection, which would
not be in the public interest,
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R&O at para. 81. Unfortunately, the elaboration creates the same ambiguity as is found in

Docket 94-54.

In Docket 95-116, the Commission made the same explanation of who is not within the

category of covered SMR as it made in Docket 94-54, and it used the same language. In Docket

No 95-116, however, the Commission went further and codified the ambiguous explanation in

new Rule Section 52 .1 (c).

There are, SBT believes, thousands of SMR providers whose stations operate only locally

in a non-cellular system configuration, and who provide an indefinite amount of service which

is interconnected with the public switched telephone network (PSTN). None of these SMR

providers competes substantially with cellular and broadband PCS providers, but, by some

measure, they may not accurately be said to offer mainly dispatch services. For historical

reasons, flowing out of the Commission's former rules concerning eligibility, loading, and the

resale of telephone service for profit, few, if any, of these local SMR providers has a dominant

percentage of mobile units interconnected with the PSTN. Because, however, an interconnected

communication typically lasts for three times as long as a dispatch communication, it is possible

that, on a minutes-of-use basis, some of these local SMR providers may be said to provide

mainly interconnected service.

It would not appear that its omission of local, non-cellular configuration, SMR providers

who may provide something different from "mainly dispatch service" was intended to thrust such
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providers into the category of covered SMR providers. Because of the attractiveness of wide

area service and roaming capability which a cellular, PCS, or wide area SMR can provide, an

interconnected local SMR provider cannot compete in the mass market for real-time, two-way

voice services. Rather than the mass market, these providers' market is limited to persons who

can make use of SMR service within only a local area, and it would, therefore, be inappropriate

to classify them with the dissimilar entities which clearly are within the definition of covered

SMR providers.

The elaboration expressed in the R&O in Docket 94-102 points rather clearly to an

intention to exclude all local service SMRs from the definition of covered SMR provider, but

given the wandering statements of various recent Commission actions, the matter is not free

from doubt. To relieve uncertainty, a clarification, at the least, is required. In the case of Rule

Section 52.1, a technical correction to its text would appear to be necessar~.

The action recently taken in the Report and Order in ET Docket No. 93-62 (FCC 96-326

Released August 1, 1996) does not complicate the matter. Rather, at Appendix C, the

Commission referred simply to Rule Section 20.3 for its definition of covered SMR provider.

Accordingly, no clarification of that action is required. The simple reference in Docket No. 93

62 to Rule Section 20.3, which does not contain the ambiguity, suggests that the classification

provided by Rule Section 20.3 is sufficient without any further, potentially confusing

explanation.
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The Commission's explanation of those SMR providers to whom the manual roaming rule

applies left a question concerning local, interconnected SMRs. The codified rules which the

Commission adopted in Docket No. 94-54, Rule Sections 20.3 and 20. 12(a), do not contain the

ambiguity created by the Commission's text. To clarify its definition, the Commission should

either simply delete the incomplete explanation from paragraph 14 of the SRO and the

comparable language from the FRO.1 Any effort to expand upon paragraph 14's explanation of

who is not included can only lead the Commission into further difficulties. If the Commission

merely deletes the explanation from paragraph 14, it will be clear that the only entities within

the category of covered SMR providers are interconnected SMR providers which either hold

geographic licenses or are incumbent wide area licensees. No further elaboration would then

be required with respect to that proceeding.

In Docket 95-116, the Commission should amend new Rule Section 52.1(c) to delete the

explanation of who is not in the category of covered SMR providers. Thereby, the Commission

can make that rule consistent with Rule Sections 20.3 and 20.12(a).

In Docket 94-102, the Commission should revise paragraph 81 of its R&O to delete the

language beginning with "Within these classes" to the end of the paragraph. To the extent that

the portion of the material to be deleted is not confusing, it is unnecessary and deletion of all

of it is the simplest way to resolve the problem.

1 The comparable language appears at paragraph 19 of the FRO.
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Conclusion

For all the foregoing reasons, SBT respectfully requests that the Commission either

reconsider or clarify its definition of covered SMR providers, as suggested herein.

Respectfully submitted,
SMALL BUSINESS IN
TELECOMMUNICATIONS, INC.

Dated: August 30, 1996

By

~ //~

...~ ~i:7:fJf~
Dennis C. Brown

Brown and Schwaninger
1835 K Street, N.W.
Suite 650
Washington, D. C. 20006
202/223-8837

6



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Tara S. Williams, hereby certify that on the 30th day of August, 1996 a copy of the
foregoing Petition for Reconsideration or Clarification, was sent via first class, pre-paid,
U.S. Mail to the following persons:

Robert L. Petit
Karen A. Kincaid
Mark J. Golden
Wiley, Rein & Fielding
1776 K Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

Willkie, Farr & Gallagher
1155 21st Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Morrison & Foerster
2000 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20006

WORLDCOM, Inc.
1120 Connecticut Avenue, N. W.
Suite 400
Washington, D. C. 20036

Larry Blosser
MCI
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20006

James L. Whurtz
1275 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

Lewis J. Paper
David B. Jeppsen
Keck, Mahin & Cate
1201 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005-3919

Gary Epstein
Latham & Watkins
Suite 1300
101 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004-2505

Susan H.R. Jones
Gardner, Carton & Douglas
1301 K Street, N.W.
Suite 900, East Tower
Washington, D. C. 20005

William L. Roughton, Jr.
1310 North Court House Road
5th Floor
Arlington, VA 22201

Scott Morris
1150 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
4th Floor
Washington, D.C. 20036

Joyce Ginsburg
Feldman & Bress Chartered
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Frank Panek
Ameritech Operating Company
2000 West Ameritech Center Drive
Room 4H84
Hoffman Estates, IL 60196-1025

John T. Scott III
Crowell & Moring
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004

David A. Cosson
NTCA
2626 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037



Jody Burton
General Service Administration
Office of General Counsel
18th & F street, N.W.
Room 4002
Washington, D.C. 20405

Mobile One
501 East Oakland Park Boulevard
Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33334

National Wireless Resellers Association
1333 New Hampshire Avenue
Washington, D. C. 20036

Alan Shark
American Mobile Telecommunications
1150 18th Street, N.W.
Suite 250
Washington, D.C. 20036

Michael F. Altchul
1250 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 200
Washington, D. C. 20036

Fleisman & Walsh L. L. P.
1400 Sixteenth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

Glenn S. Rabin
655 18th Street, N.W.
Suite 220
Washington, D. C. 20006

Dow, Jones & Albert
1255 23rd Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20037

Judith St. Ledger-Rotz
Reed, Smith, Shaw & McClay
1200 18th Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20036

SNET Cellular
227 Church Street
New Haven, CT 06570

Rural Cellular
Caressee D. Bennet
1831 Ontario Place
Suite 200
Washington, D. C. 20009

Christopher Johnson
Western Wireless Corp.
330 120th Avenue
Bellevue, WA 98005

Charles P. Featherstone
1133 21st Street
Suite 900
Washington, D.C. 20036

James H. Barker
Latham & Watkins
1001 Pennsylvania Avenue
Suite 1300
Washington, D.C. 20004-2505

Laura S. Drake
Gardner & Carton & Douglas
1301 K Street, N.W.
Suite 900, East Tower
Washington, D.C. 20005

Kathy Shobert
101 15th Street, N.W.
Suite 910
Washington, D.C. 20005

Andre J. Lachance
1850 M Street, N.W.
Suite 1200
Washington, D. C. 20036

South Western Bell Mobile Sys., Inc.
17330 Preston Road
Suite 100A
Dallas, TX 75252



Robert S. Foosner
Nextel Communications, Inc.
800 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.
Suite 1001
Washington, D. C. 10006

Skadden, Arps & Slate
1440 New York Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20005

Frontier Cellular Holding
180 S Clinton Avenue
Rochester, NY 14696

Kelly & Povich Company
1101 30th Street, N.W.
Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20007

Telephone Reseller Association
Charles Hunter
1620 I Street, N.W.
Suite 101
Washington, D. C. 20006

Covington & Burling
1201 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W.
Washington, D. C. 20044

Jacqueline Holmes Nethersole
1111 West Chester Avenue
White Plains, NY 10604

Carol Harris
Keller & Hickman
1001 C Street, N.W.
Suite 500W
Washington, D.C. 20001

Gene Belardi
MobileMedia Communications
2101 Wilson Boulevard
Suite 935
Arlington, VA 22201

Cellnet
23623 Mercantile Road
Beachwood, OH 44122

American Telephone Group
5850 Eubanks, NE
Suite B16
Albuquerque, NM 87111

San Diego Cellular Communications
7707 EI CarminO Real
Carlsbad, CA 92009

U.S. Department of Commerce
Assistant Secretary for Communications &
Information
Washington, D.C. 20230

Dennis Kelly
Gordon & Kelly
Post Office Box 6648
Annandale, MD 21401

WNNT
1250 KC 500 Watts
Tazewell, TN 37879

Jefferson County
Post Office Box 710
Dandridge, TN 37725

Darrell Brittain
Clairborne County
Post Office Drawer K
Tazewell, TN 37879

Timothy Brady
JBD, Inc.
Post Office Box 986
Brentwood, TN 37027-0986

WFSM, Inc.
Post Office Box 215
Tazewell, TN 37879



Bradley Wiseman
Garmen International
1200 E 151st
Olathe, KS 66062-3426

Robert Tendler
Tendler Cellular
65 Atlantic Avenue
Boston, MA 02110

Scott Hong
667 Arbor Lane
Worminster, PA 18974

Mary Brooner
Motorola, Inc.
1350 I Street
Suite 400
Washington, D. C. 20005

u.S. West
1020 19th Street, N.W.
Suite 700
Washington, D.C. 20036

..~

Tara S. Williams


