
Office of the Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Secretary,

DOCKET FILE COpy OR!G1N~,t

David Russell
New England Digital Distribution, Inc.
Woburn, MA 01801
(781) 935 3424

Enclosed please find a letter whiclYwas sent back in August and intended as a petition for reconsideration
to ET Docket No. 94-124, RM-8303, specifically sections 10 and 11 ofthe 3rd Report and Order.
Unfortunately my correspondence was addressed improperly and received in time for consideration.

I was contacted today by your Mr. John Reed, who suggested that I submit my request again in the hope
that it would be given consideration. Evidently, I was the only responder to request reconsideration of this
section of the report.

I have attempted to make my case succinctly. My argument is simply that Low cost Commercial Systems
operating at 60 GHz have been employed successfully in Japan for several years for short range network
extensions at OC3 capacities, employing no identifier band without interference problems. There is a
tremendous need for similar systems domestically as demand for bandwidth grows and wired the
infrastructure is depleted.

Requiring the identifier band will force manufacturers of current systems to redesign their products
increasing cost and complexity. This will delay commercial development and general implementation.
In addition, how will the identifier band and resultant data base be managed? Will the FCC accept
responsibility for the clerical burden associated with the identifier band, and does this fit with the idea of
unlicensed operation?

Please accept this request for reconsideration. I apologize for my mis-directing of my original letter. A
post marked copy can be obtained from Mr. John Reed at (202) 418 2455.
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