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Dear Congressman Frelinghuysen:

Thank you for your letter of November 19, 1996, on behalf of your constituent. Captain Edward
Facas of the Police Department, Fairfield Township, New Jersey. Captain Facas expresses his
concerns regarding the possible effect on emergency service communications as a result of the
Commission's recent proposal that establishes tentative policies for developing the initial digital
television (DTV) channel allotments. Captain Facas objects to any proposal to assign channel 18 to
the television station licensed on channel 9 to Secaucus, New Jersey. Your constituent states that
this may cause interference to public safety radio services in Fairfield Township, New Jersey, as
well as to Roseland. Essex Fells, Caldwell and Livingston, New Jersey that share space on your
system.

On July 25. 1996, the Commission proposed policies for allotting channels for DTV service and
also provided a draft DTV Table of Allotments. (See Sixth Further Notice of Proposed Rule
Making in MM Docket No. 87-268, FCC No. 96-317, released August 14, 1996). In that action,
the Commission proposed to provide all existing television broadcasters with a second 6 MHz
channel for digital broadcasting. The Commission's plan for allotment of DTV channels would
maintain the channels currently used for land mobile operations in a number of major markets,
including channels 19 and 20 in the Philadelphia and adjacent New Jersey region. While our draft
DTV Table would provide for use of channel 21 in Vineland, New Jersey and channel 18 in
Secaucus, New Jersey, we believe that engineering solutions are available for avoiding interference
between DTV and land mobile operations on adjacent frequencies. At the same time. we
understand the potential for interference between existing land mobile services and new DTV
operations in the PhiladelphialNew Jersey region. Please be assured that we are carefully
evaluating all available alternatives for maintaining the interests of land mobile operators as well as
broadcasters as we develop the DTV Table of Allotments.

We will also include a copy of your letter in MM Docket No. 87-268. Thank you again for your
interest in this matter.
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Mr. Reed E. Hundt
Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Hundt:

I received the enclosed correspondence from Captain Edward
Facas of the Police Department of the Township of Fairfield in my
Congressional district. Captain Facas has raised concerns about
a proposal under consideration by the Federal Communications
Commission which would impact the quality of police data
transmissions.

Since coming to Congress, I have received several complaints
of this nature from other police departments in my district.
Your records will indicate that I initiated a similar inquiry
last month on behalf of the Township of Hanover to which I have
not yet received a response. You may also recall that the
Borough of Hopatcong, in Sussex County, experienced interference
to emergency police radio communications for years before the FCC
took action finally to resolve the situation this year.

Given the history of complaints I have received, I am
concerned that adequate protections do not exist within Federal
law/regulations to preserve the integrity of vital law
enforcement communications. I would appreciate your assistance
in responding to this general issue as well as the specific
concern of the Township of Fairfield.

Please forward a response to my Washington office as soon as
possible.

Thank you for your consideration of and assistance in
expediting this request.

Rodney P. Frelinghuysen
Member of Congress
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November 6, 1996

Coogressman Rodney P. FreJinghuysen
United States House of Representatives
514 Cannon House Office Building
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Sir:

Enclosed you will find a copy ofa letter I sent to the Secretary of the FCC, regarding th.
proposal (Mass Mc<tia Docket 87-268 and general Docket 96-317) to give WOR, TV
Channel 9, Sccaucas, New Jersey, a second TV channel for high definition digital
television. The proposed channel, 18, would also greatly interfere with Cbanne119 users,
because of the proposed 260,000 watt usage from the Empire State Building. Our agency
and four other police departments (CaldweD, Essex FeDs, Livingston and Roseland),
cUl'l'Clltly use a Mobile Data Tennina1 System for various Criminal Justice Information
System venues, such as NCIC, DMV etc., which utilizes Channel 19.

I was informed by the State ofNew Jersey, Department ofLaw and Public Safety, that 1his
proposal is currently under review by the FCC. I am reques1ing your support in either
opposing this proposal, or supporting it only if the grantee is required to compensate the
Public Safety agencies it will affect, by reimbursing the cost ofnew radio equipment to
rcpl.acc the purchases that were made with public ftmds within the last 18 months. Our
agency was just given a license by the FCC in September of 1995 for use ofthis channel.

Please adWJe me ifyou need any other pertinent infmma1ion regarding this matter.

~~
Captain Edward Facas

cc; Mayor Muriel Shore
Mr. Joseph Catcnaro, Business Administrator
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November 6, 1996

Secretary, Federal Communications Commission
1919 "M" Street Northwest
Washington, DC 20554

Reference: Docket 87-268 and 96-317

Mr. Secretary:

I am writing you this letter on behalfofmy agency, the Fairfield Police Department, in
Fairfield, New Jersey. We currently have an FCC license for TV Channel 19, which we
received in 1995 and we cumntly usc for data transmission as part ofour Mobile Data
Tcnninal system. In addition to our police department, four others (Roseland, Essex Fells,
CaldweD and I..Mngaton) share space on our system, which is used for inquiries for NCIC,
DMV and other Criminal Justice Infonnation System WIlUCS.

We are cxt:IcmcJ:y concerned about the Mass Media Docket 87-268 I general Docket 96­
317, which proposes that the FCC assign WOR, Channel 9, in Secaucus, N.i., a second
TV channel for high resolution digital television. The proposal is to give WOR, Channel
18, which will broadcast at 260,000 watts ftom the Empire State Building in New York
City. This wiD. definitely affect TV Channel 19 (506 to 512 Mhz) users, cspccially Public
Safety agencies such as ourselves.

As the senior officer ofmy agency, I am requesting that this proposal not be granted due to
the adva'se effect it wiD. have on our agency and the four others previously mentioned. If
the proposal is granted, I-would ask that it only be with the stipulation that the grantee,
WOR, compematc our agencies for the cost ofnew equipment nccessary to replace the
equipment cUlTClltly being used for our :MDT system, cspccially since it was purchased
with public fimds during the past 18 months.

cc: Senator Frank Lautcnberg
CoDgressman Rodney FrcJiDghuyscn


