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EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

ONE RAVlNI... DRIVE· SUITE 1600

...TL...NT.... GIl0RGI... 30346·2108

TELEPHONE 770·901·8800

F... CSIMILE 770·901·8874

Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Room 222
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20554

Re: Oral Ex Parte Presentation
ET Docket No. 95-19
ERRATUM

Dear Mr. Caton:

REceIVED
SEP 18 1997

FEDEIW. Mete_au. CO".UON
OFFICE OF THE SEalE1Mr

It has come to my attention that an ex parte presentation notice submitted by this
office on behalf of Intel Corporation in the above-referenced proceeding included an
incorrect date for the presentation. I have enclosed a corrected notice. Please disregard the
earlier notice and replace it with the corrected filing.

Please inform me if any questions should arise in connection with this filing.

Respectfully submitted,

~
J. G. Harrington
Counsel for Intel Corporation

cc: Paul E. Misener
Julius Knapp
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Mr. William F. Cacon
A~Secatuy

Fcdcral ('.omrnuuiQtiODJ Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
WuhiDgton, D.C. 20SS4

Re: Notice ofJilt Parte CommuDtcation;
8roadbaJld PCS IbStallmcnt PaymentR.cstrw:curiae;
wr Docket 97·82

yestaday, on behalfofCIBC Wood GuDdy Sa:uxi1icI CcJrporatioD,1_with
CommiIIioDe.J I..,. QIaeJ10 aDd hiI Lop1 Actviwr,~Ma=Bride. to diIcuu iMues
iJl the Ibove-re&xeuced proe:eeding.lUId, inpIIrticu1ar, mauen railed in the atW:hed
~.

In aCCOldanc:e with SectioD 1.1206 ofthc <»almillion', ra1cI, • i1Ic.umJe oftbe otiBiJW
md two copieI oftllis fibs lire bciq submitted tID you today. Pleue direet Illy
quOltioDl c:oncmrinS thia matter to me at (973) 984-9227.

Daniel A. Huba:. Esq.
Director

Attac:hmeJJts
cc:: Conmlissiouer Quello

14 Ridg8daIe Avenue
SIje 103
emKnolls. NJ 07927

Tel 973 9B4-8227
file 973 984-7581
IX) 657-9313
htlp:/IwwW.1W8I.d1ln".ll.hile-
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AJtboogb itis DOl 'I'Il!J:PQIPQ!l!Ie to eadonc., specific;Pen. I lIEF me CNIIPjS'ioll to act
apeditioosiy aDd. aidme .,.b,ah••attve process" is cieIaymg detiwryofsrmceto the plbIic.
I also UIF*0"....;,••to adopt a pia1hIt pnmdes ."...iugfiJl altfIIJRIiWJs b .:0'" es tim
avoidsd. JikeIihood ofbaabuptcyUri"'"_the additicaIl ddaystimwoaJd eosac. A:D!J
pillath:It docs DOt pm,ide -sfigtory iwea:JtivMs to t.p IicePw:s oat~COIIrt·woaId
ceabiiaily undes"';- the iwportaatpolicy aijeuives ofthcst3we

Wtth tbr; 3I1aIUtl:cy~ inmiad. I aespcrtfuDy zequest a rcspODSe to1befbIknviDg
qnes:tio1Is110 Jata:\banFriday,. Scptcmbe:r 19~ 1997.

2. Docs theU.s. go"''''''''' haw: a pocf'«trd.sccuIity iaten=stDulle C-Bk)ck liceasr.l7 If
DOt. woakltba Jit:asrsbe subject10 adacbmrat by-endilDrs ott.dIaD._ US.
SOW' ''''«111.?

3. Do JOU btJir.ve it islitdymat otbm: cacIitors would seekto au.:h the Jia:nses ill support
oftbcir claims?

4. If'tbI: U.s. pciiii6ltattonpM tondaim."~theC-BIock licalscsaftlI£
baa:4xup&q liriprion is initiatfri, whIt'MJUldbe1110Jib:ly lapo.ase ofotba' cnctitxJIs?

5. What wmIdhe tIIB dlCc& af1Julbut*Y liti,,*111 011. acbieviag*'objcives oftile
DtuJe,. c.~ rapid dcivayofwile1fss elices·to 'die pab6c1

.
6. Bowwill mevariousalrauativa UDda'CQftMa....bytbe CO'D"'ission be smx:tmed so

that1heaeditom ofCB1odt&ma cs (odMI' dIaD. the U.s. JOVCI.......) would support
optiag1brtheCQi'F'; sjaP"s'pmposal radler'tbaD baub:aplLy pmtccUoo?

'Ihaakyoab~PJOtUjIt menriOll to mis lapat I_diala.copy oftbis Idler be
made paR ofthe C;;;;miuioD."s11'COId ill this poawfigg,

JOBND. DlNGEI.L
llANKINGMEMBER.

cc: Co"',, j·....l...B. QueIIo
Can il••-.. ltW'belleB. CIaag
Cos..",-ssi-...SusaIlNess .
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September 16, 1997

The Honomble Reed E. Hundt
Chainnan. Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Chainnan:

We arc writing to express our views on the Commission's efforts to resolve issues relating to the
payment terms and schedule for the so-called "C-Block" licensees ofbroadband Personal
Communications Services (PCS). We are eager for the Commission to proceed quickly to a solution that
best serves the interests ofAmerican consumers and that is fair to industry participants.

We believe that there are a number of important public policy issues at stake that should drive
whatever solution or solutions the Commission ultimately adopts. The spectrum auction provisions ofthe
1993 specttum auction law embodied a number of important policy goals including: 1) the mpid
deployment of new technologies to the marketplace; 2) the promotion ofcompetition in wireless services;
and 3) the democratization of licenses for these technologies among a wide variety of applicants. It was
to fulfill this latter goal that Congress compelled the Commission to ensure that auction procedures
availed small businesses, including women- and minority-owned finns, the opportunity to participate in
the auction.

The subsequent auctions conducted by the Commission for pes provided many small businesses with
their first real opportunity to participate in the wireless revolution. We believe that the Commission must
seek a solution at this time for "C-Block" licensees that is consistent with Congress' goal that these C
Block. licenses be Ulili2cd so as to create greater competition in the wireless marketplace and bring new
services and lower prices to the American public as quickly as possible.

In addition, the Commission must also remember its statutory mandate to award licenses in a fair and
efficient manner. With respect to this last point, it is unacceptable to us for the Commission to proceed on
a course that results in large numbers ofbanlauptcies with bankruptcy judges consequently resolving
licensing issues on an ad hoc, case-by-ease basis. Aside from the administrative and licensing
inefficiencies cmned by numerous bankruptcies. this result would also violate the goal ofbringing service
to the public as quickly as possible.



The Honorable Reed E. Hundt
September 16, 1997
Page 2

Recognizing that the C-block auction achieved the son of diversity ofownership and participation that
Congress intend~ any solution that you and your fellow Commissioners agree upon should include a
range or menu of options from which companies may choose. We understand that there are a number of
proposals currently being discussed at this time.

One option would be to offer an t
1amnesty" to licensees and allow them to return all ofthcir licenses,

forfeit their deposit, and then rcauction the licenses to qualified bidders. Some companies may indeed
choose this route but for many it may not be a viable option. Another proposal would permit licensees to
remm all of their licenses, participate in a reauction, and use a substantial part oftheir downpayment to
bid again in that auction.

An alternative that we support would permit licensees to return up to 15 MHz ofany license to the
FCC in exchange for relief from a proportionate amount of the debt associated with such licenses. This
option would reduce debt loads while ensuring the rapid development of competitive service. It may be
particularly attractive to licensees that operate in smaller markets, where the existing 30 MHz per license
may be more than the amount necessary to provide a competitively viable commercial service. This
alternative is also consistent with the FCC's current roles, which permit disaggregation ofspectrum.

A final option is a llfull price buy-out" proposal. We strongly urge you to consider including this
alternative in any menu the Commission is considering for the C-block issue. Under this proposal.
current licensees could purchase at llfull price" as many oftheir existing licenses as they desire with cash
up front, for the net present value of the "net bid" prices for such licenses, which could be paid for with
the licensee's deposit money (plus any new money that the licensee might immediately muster). Those
licenses that a licensee is unable to purchase outright would revert back to the Commission for reauction.
Licensees who choose this option would be prohibited from significant participation in the reauetion. This
proposal has the benefit of allowing licensees to proceed with their build-outs immediately, thereby
bringing service to the public as quickly as possible, while also providing a meaningful opportunity for all
interested parties to participate in an auction for the bulk of the licenses.

We believe these proposals meet the public policy goals set out in the authorizing statute as well as the
Commission's public interest mandate. Again, it is imperative that this matter be resolved immediately.
We look forward to hearing your views on this marter as soon as possible.

Sincerely,

e&.. 'Yn.~===;.=_:..-.--
EdwIU'dJ~~ Democrat
House Subcommittee on TelecmmmmicatioDs,

Trade, and Consumer Protection


