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'Promotion of Spectrum Efficient
Technologies on Cerhlin I)ut 90
Fr('(IU(~ncics

In the Matttr of

To: The Commission

IU:PLY COMl\H:NTS orthe CIli\DMOORl~W.IRELESS GROUP

Tn accordance wit.h ~1.405 of the Rules and Reglllalion~ of the Federal

ComJnll nications Commission ("Commission" or "1'"CC")[47 C.F. R, ~ 1.405 (I c)97)]

Chaclmoore Wireless Group, Inc. C'Ch<'ldmoorc") respectfully submiB these Reply

Comments in the above-captioned proceeding. Chadmoore is concerned that should the

Commission adopt the enlire policy course recommended by American Mobile

TclecormTILlIllcations Association ("AMTA"), the rights of incumbent 800 MHz licensees

will be negatively impacted. Thus, Chadmoore is pleased to have this opportunity to

respond to tl,e AMTA Petition and the follow-up comment filings.

I. INl'ROnUCTION AND BACKGROUND STAT":MI~NT

I, Chadmoore is a licensee and a manager ofnull1erous facilities authorized

throughollt the nation in the 800 MHz Special Mobile Radio ("SMR.") service.

Chadmoore has now activated full market services through its 800 MI12 authorized

facilities in 80 cities throllghout the southeastern and midwestern United States.

. ie'c'd._....l _



SEP-15-98 rUE 01 :03 PH CHADHOORE FAX NO. 891 5250 P, 03/08

Chadmoorc holds additional authorizations and is in the process of con~tructing and

offering services on (l wide area ba~is hy which it is expected that ChadnlOore's services

ultimately \-vill be available in 168 !n(lrkcts. Chadmoore's system encompasses faciliLie~

which operate on frequency flssignments from both the "lower 80" and "upper 200" SMR

channels as well as General Category channels.

2. While numerous new entrants in the mobile radio service aremt apptHcntly

are conccntrating on Jargewscale business customers, Chadmoore has taken (l different

approach. Chaclmoorc's principlc thrust of its markeLing <lctivity has been to provide

b.1Sic voice and data telecommunications service~ to small businesses \vho do nOl always

have the re:;ourccs to amml the more eXl'ensivc and lechnologically complex services

offereel by large-scale CMRS entities. Thus, many smaller business entities in the

markcLs served by Chadmoore have taken ndvantage of Chadmoore's services and have

realized the bendits of mobile telecommunications capabilities to enhance the cfliciency

of their business operaliolls. Without Chadmoore's offerings, many smaller bw~ine~ses

who now have reliable mobile telecommunications acce~s, would be placed at a

compclitivc disadvantage and would be unable to enjoy the bcnelit~ thilt wireles~

telephony and related services call bring to small businesses. Cha.dmoorc also notes that

many of its customers have heightened needs for reliable and affordable capabilities. For

example, in somc markets, Chac1moore provides telecommunications scrvi-.;es to small

privillc ambuhl11cc services, which count on Chadllloorc's system to ensure prompt

dispatch in emergencies. Thus, Chadmoore believes tl1,1t it provides a v"]llable service to

it:; ni<.:.he 11lafket and that the Commission must take steps to enable Chad moore and othcr
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similar service providers to c(mtinue to make their brand of services available to under-

served segments ortlle busin~s~ community.

II. RF.PT,Y COMMKNTS

3, By the instant Petition for Rulemaking, AMT1\ suggests that the

Commission should require 11 relat.ively rapid and Commission-mandated migration to

more spectrmn-efticicnt equipment. Chadmoore agrees that an eventual migration to

narrowband operationCiI methodologies will create additional spectrum opPol1unity, and

slIch i\ migration, if properly planned and implemented, is a worthwhile goal.

NcvcrthdcSi;, Chadmoorc is in agreement with certain commentors in this proceeding

that /\MTA's proposal to CasHrack Commission-Inl1ndat.ed migration to narrowband

tl:chnologies is misplaced and largely unneces~ary itS applied to spectrum assignments in

the 800 MH~ ranL!e.--
4. More particularly, Chn.dmoore agrees with t.he Council oflndepcndent

Communic.ations Suppliers ("CICS") that the general issue of whether or nol to hav~

n1;'\ndatl~d migration t.o narrowband cCjll;pmcnt was resolved in the Commission's

rcfarming proceeding. r Mor~()ver, it is particularly important to note that the AMTA

proposal incllldes 800 MHz systems operating on spectrum from the Indu:,tria1 Land

Transporration and Business pools. As (ICS pt)ints out, any consideration of early

migraliol1 in these bands should be conducted independentlY of other Part 90 b<'lncls. 2 As

c:<plaill(~d by tiCS, the equipment type acceptance requiremcnts which hnvc bcen put in

pJaccfor lll~ VHF and UIIF baTH..Is cannot be applied to the 800 M.Hz bands because the

potential supply of narrowband 800 MlIz equipment is severely limited. Moreover,
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there is no certainty ,1S to when such equipment will generally be available to operators

on a cost-effective b(\sis. Therefore, the narrowband transiLiol1 in the 800 1\111:£ range

canllot be managed in the same manner as in the VHF (lnd UHF bands. Thus, tIle AMTA

proposal, (IS applied to 800 MHz licenses, has the potential to create undue hardship on

800 MHz licensees. Further, a.s pointed out by CJCS, the Commission already has

rcl~<l~cd (l flllrLher Notice of Proposed Rulcmaking regarding mClrkct-based incentives for

!i\y~tcm migration. Thll~, the issues raised in AMT1\' s Petition, as clpplied to ROO MI-I<!

licenses ,1rc premature.

5 Additiom1l1y, as CICS explains, the narrowbClnd transition already is

uncler way, and likely can be mam\ged and implemented without addditiol1::1l Commission

<1ction.1 ChAdmoore agrces with CICS lhclt <'\s the need for spectl1J1l\ increases in the

lLltllfC when nClrrowb~nd equipment and other spccLrum efficient technologies become

more :cilTordable, the marketplace clearly will dictate the transition to narrowband

tcc.lmolC'lgies.

Wherefore, the premises considered, Chadmoorc respectfully seeks

Commission action in accordance with the foregoing Reply Comments.

Respectfully Sllbmittcd,

Rick D. Rhodes
Scnior Vice President and Chief ReguJatOI'y Ofticcr
Chadmoore Wireless Group
2875 E. Patrick Lane, Suite G
Las Vegas, Nevada 89]20
(702) 740-5633

Date: Septcmbc.r l5, 1998
.._-_ ...., " ...._--

C1CS Comments at page 4.
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CERTIFCATE OF SERVJCE

1, Jennifer Jo Posgay, hereby certifY that on this 15,h day of September, 1C)98,
copic~ of the forgoing "Reply Comments" have been served by first class Uniled States
Mail, postage prepil.id, llpolllhe following:

Ah1n It. Shark
American Mobile Telecummunications Association Inc.
1150 ISth Street, N.W., Suite 250
W(lshim~ton,D.C. 20036

S~l11l1cl Klein
Council of Jndependent COlnnHmic.atioll Suppliers
1110 North Glebe Road, Suite sao
Arling[on, Virginia 22201-5720


