Before the
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20554
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To: The Commission

REPLY COMMENTS

The Engineers Frequency Advisory Committee, LLC (“EFAC”), through counsel and
pursuant to the Commission’s Public Notice of December 2, 2014,* hereby respectfully submits
its Reply Comments in response to those Comments submitted to the Commission responsive to
EFAC’s request that it be designated by the Commission as a certified Frequency Advisory
Committee (“FAC”) for the purposes of performing frequency coordination for the Part 90
Public Safety and Business/Industrial Radio Service Pools.

Initially, EFAC is appreciative of the positive comments that EFAC’s Request received
from licensees that have experience with navigating the frequency coordination process over the
years. These comments are consistent with (and in some cases significantly expand upon) the
EFAC request. In contrast, those opposing EFAC’s designation are those with a direct financial
interest in frequency coordination activities, have a fundamental misunderstanding about EFAC,

or the current coordination environment. EFAC will address these issues in this Reply.

'pA 14-1729, released December 2, 2014.



l. “REPRESENTATIVE” AND EFAC’S COMPLIANCE

It is the position of opponents that there is a difference between the “representative” in
the context of the work of a trade association, and “representative” in the context of services
requested by individual applicants.? However, the Commission has never made such a
distinction in evaluating the qualifications of a Part 90 Frequency Advisory Committee. In fact,
the Commission’s direction from Congress was to encourage the Commission to recognize FACs
“... which are most representative of the users of that service.”® Thus, the Commission’s initial
selection was based upon which entity was most representative, not what the word
“representative” means.* Obviously, with the consolidation of radio pools by the Commission in
WT Docket No. 92-235 and creation of competitive coordination, “most” representative is no
longer a selection criteria.

With regard to EFAC’s compliance with this standard, there apparently seems to be a
dichotomy of views on which user group EFAC has demonstrated representativeness. EFAC has
seen communications amongst some APCO coordinators that believe that EFAC is
representative of Business/Industrial users and will favor such users in coordination activities;
while one Business/Industrial user seems to believe that EFAC is only representative of Public
Safety users and will favor such users in frequency recommendations.” While EFAC appreciates
that each commenter believes EFAC to be representative of one or the other user group, the

reality is that in the long history of EFAC’s members, such bias doesn’t exist.

2 See, for example, the Comments of IMSA/IAFC/FCCA at 4; Comments of Association of Public-Safety
Communications-Officials-International, Inc. (“APCO”) at 5.

3 Frequency Coordination in the Private Land Mobile Radio Services, PR Docket No. 83-737, 51 FR 14993 (1986) at
para. 11 (“Frequency Coordination Order”). Emphasis added.

*In its Comments, APCO claims that the Commission rejected Comp Comm’s request to be a FAC because it was
not representative of the users of the service. APCO Comments at 3. However, the Commission never reached
that issue, because Comp Comm never claimed to be representative of 800 MHz users. Frequency Coordination
Order at para. 98.

> See, Comments of Mobile Relay Associates at 4.



Contrary to the litany of potential harms that these and other opponents see in
recognizing EFAC as a frequency advisory committee, the Commission should instead review

the “self-congratulatory litany of activities™®

in which EFAC members have performed for the
benefit of the industry (not individual applicants) to see EFAC’s commitment to the industry,
and which addresses MRA’s claim that EFAC only has public safety experience.

While this list is not exhaustive, EFAC members proposed and/or significantly
participated in the creation or modification of the following FCC Rules: (a) High Density
Cellular System definition (Section 90.7); Decentralized trunked system definition (Section
90.7); additional Airport Terminal Use frequency availability (Section 90.35(c)(61); Spectral
Overlap rules (Section 90.187(d)(1); Derating factors (90.187(d)(ii)(B); Equivalent Efficiency in
narrowbanding (90.203(j)(3)); UHF Low Power Channel Pools (90.267); Exclusive 929-930
MHz Paging Frequencies (90.493); 800 MHz Short-Spacing Rules (90.621(b)(4); and the
definition of 800 MHz interference (90.672). In addition, EFAC members proposed that unused
Part 22 frequencies be reassigned for Public Safety use,” conceived and submitted the Petition
for Rule Making that allowed the trunking of the former 800 MHz General Category Pool, and
spent hundreds of thousands of dollars of uncompensated time on behalf of the industry
demonstrating the interference being caused by carriers to public safety systems and creating the
800 MHz rebanding program.®

Over the past thirty years, EFAC members have provided free education on spectrum

management issues, speaking appearances at local APCO meetings to a recent rail transit

industry meeting where below-signed counsel was asked to provide information on criteria for

® Comments of IMSA/FCCA/IAFC at 6.

7 RM-11311, submitted June 15, 2004.

® Thus, IMSA/IAFC/FCCA’s claim that EFAC “may actually harm non-clients in the user community in order to
protect its clients” is particularly offensive. IMSA/IAFC/FCCA Comments at 8.



sharing spectrum. In fact, it can be said that no single entity provided more free industry
information on the Commission’s multi-year VHF/UHF narrowbanding effort than below-signed
counsel.” These efforts have been for the land mobile radio industry. Unfortunately, some of the
organizations that have directly benefitted from our efforts, providing education services to their
members, now believe that EFAC is insufficiently qualified to provide services based upon these
same rules.'®

While EFAC members have performed services for many individual clients over the
decades, these are but a few of the examples of work performed on behalf of the industry that has
benefitted the land mobile radio industry, both public safety and business/industrial. Clearly,
EFAC’s experience is more than the “experience in system design” which IMSA/FCCA/IAFC
claims.™*

Further, EFAC’s experience in the Part 90 frequency coordination process goes well
beyond the proceedings listed above. Rather, EFAC members have been involved not only in
direct frequency selection, but also dozens of coordination disputes over the years on behalf of
both public safety and business/industrial licensees. In some cases, these efforts have been to
correct errors by FACs, such as failure to serve Petitions,*? or to work with the Commission
where errors were made by the Commission.”® Indeed, it is astonishing that APCO would

suggest that EFAC members’ work on behalf of public safety licensees begins and ends with 800

° The Firm even entered into an agreement with the Transportation Research Board to provide free narrowbanding
seminars to transit agencies across the country over the course of one year. The Firm was not compensated for
these seminars (other than repayment of travel expenses).

Y EFAC appreciates that some individual commenters are perhaps unfamiliar with EFAC members’ work that
directly benefited that commenter over the years.

* Comments of IMSA/FCCA/IAFC at 6.

12 See, for example, Township of West Orange, New Jersey, DA 14-428, released March 31, 2014; Township of West
Orange, New Jersey, DA 13-687, released April 11, 2013.

3 As part of the 800 MHz rebanding proceeding, the Commission discovered that it had inadvertently granted
more effective radiated power for certain licensees in the Canadian Border Region.



MHz rebanding.** For example, APCO should well recall the efforts by Shulman Rogers in the
early 2000s (well before rebanding) on behalf of Washoe County, Nevada, regarding a dispute
over the RPC system. Further, Shulman Rogers never suggested that its representation of public
safety entities is a static group of users. Just as users join and leave APCO’s membership, some
Shulman Rogers clients are short-term, and others long-term.

In any event, the different “levels” of representation that APCO, etc. seeks to create in
this proceeding has no usual purpose in today’s land mobile radio environment. As discussed in
EFAC’s original Request, these coordination services are moving from shared usage, where
consideration of different types of users was paramount, to an exclusive frequency model, where
science rules. Even as far back at 2002, APCO recognized this transition in its effort to expand
its own coordination activities.

In the NPRM, the Commission notes certain differences between the public safety bands
below 512 MHz and those in the 700 MHz and 800 MHz bands, and inquires whether those
differences justify retaining exclusive frequency coordination on the lower frequencies.
APCO believes that the distinctions noted by the Commission are either insignificant, or
irrelevant. First, as the Commission notes, 800 MHz channels are assigned on an exclusive
basis to licensees, while channels below 470 MHz are, at least in theory, assigned on a shared
basis. The reality, however, is that all Public Safety Pool channels, including those below
470 MHz, are coordinated to provide geographic exclusivity to the maximum extent
possible.... Thus, all Public Safety Pool channels, both above and below 800 MHz, are
subject to similar exclusivity requirements, and any theoretical distinctions do not provide a

basis for restricting the number of coordinators in the lower frequencies.*

1. EFAC’S REQUEST IS CONSISTENT WITH THE OUTSOURCING OF
COORDINATION

It has long been the Commission’s position that a frequency advisory committee can

outsource coordination activities to a third party contractor.’® However, it is likely that the

" Although our efforts on behalf of such licensees and the public safety radio industry in general ought to more
than demonstrate our qualifications.

> APCO Comments in WT Docket No. 02-285, submitted on December 5, 2002 at 8-9 (footnote omitted).

16 See, for example, the November 17, 1987 letter from IMSA/IAFC to Richard J. Shiben, Chief, Land Mobile &
Microwave Division, a copy of which is attached as Exhibit 1 hereto.




extent of such outsourcing was not envisioned by the Commission when it initiated its
coordination rules, or when the Commission conducted its review of coordinators in the late
1980s. Since the original set of frequency advisory committees were authorized, some FACs
have decertified (for example, the American Trucking Association) while a number have
outsourced their activities to a select few third parties.!” These same entities have contracted out
to other third parties for actual coordination work. For example, ACD Telecom, LLC (“ACD”)
has represented to the Commission that it has been a third party contractor for both AASHTO
and IMSA.®® The extent of this outsourcing is underlined by ACD’s Reply Comments, wherein
ACD stated that the coordination work that it had performed for IMSA resulted in coordination
charges to clients of well over $2.5 million.*

While FACs may outsource to third party for-profit entities, the FAC is supposed to
provide oversight of such activities. Yet it is abundantly clear that such oversight is by far not
universal, and is in fact uncommon.?

Another frequency band used by public safety and business/industrial users are those
frequencies set aside for microwave use. These frequencies are coordinated by for-profit
entities, yet no trade association has ever suggested that the microwave coordination system fails
because those coordinating entities are consulting engineers, with no trade association oversight.
Here, EFAC has gone beyond the engineering capability demonstration, and shown how its

members have worked on behalf of the industry at large for decades.

7 For example, a single for-profit entity performs coordination services for the American Association of State
Highway and Transportation Officials (“AASHTO”), the Manufacturers Frequency Advisory Committee (“MRFAC”)
and the American Automobile Association (“AAA”). Another entity performs coordination services for IMSA, IAFC
and FCCA. http://www.imsasafety.org/fccchanges.html.

18 See, Request of ACD Telecom, submitted on July 25, 2014.

19 Reply Comments of ACD Telecom, LLC in PS Docket No. 14-148 at 3.

2% This is not a new phenomenon, but rather has existed for many years in both public safety and
business/industrial services. The Commission may wish to conduct an audit, similar to its 1987 inquiry, to confirm
what processes are presently in place, and determine whether such processes serve the public interest.




Similar to ACD, EFAC has been offered the opportunity to provide coordination services
as a sub-contractor to more than one existing coordinator. In other words, should the
Commission decline to certify EFAC, EFAC will be able to provide the exact same services as
EFAC proposes to provide in its certification request. The only difference will be: (1) EFAC
will not have its name on the application; and (2) an FCC applicant will pay a fee to an existing
FAC for the mere usage of that existing FAC’s name. However, it is EFAC’s intention to take
responsibility for its coordination work and save applicants unnecessary fees. This proposal is
not meant to replace the existing coordination system, as such FACs may continue to outsource
their coordination work to third party engineering consultants. Rather, this proposal supplements
and provides alternatives to the existing system, while keeping in place the same safeguards that
currently exist.

1.  EFACWILL PROVIDE NON-DISCRIMINATORY SERVICES

IMSA/IAFC/FCCA believes that EFAC will not be able to provide non-discriminatory
services because EFAC is a for-profit organization. However, this same situation exists today
with numerous other FACs. For example, IMSA/IAFC/FCCA'’s coordination service is provided
by a third party entity that also provides engineering services, and writes waiver requests. In
doing so, the coordinator/third party consultant becomes the same advocate for an individual
applicant for which IMSA/IAFC/FCCA criticizes EFAC. As noted by ACD, APCO provides
similar consulting services,”* and AASHTO, MRFAC and AAA’s coordinator does the same.
Somehow, these consultants can claim to provide non-discriminatory services, and there is no

reason why EFAC cannot do the same.?

2L ACD Reply Comments at 7.

22 With regard to the questions raised by IMSA/IAFC/FCCA in footnote 32 of its Comments, the efforts of Shulman
Rogers with regard to EFAC are no different than Mr. Tilles’ 30 year representation of PCIA (and at other times,
AASHTO and EWA'’s predecessor organization). Shulman Rogers serves as counsel to the organization, and may



By virtue of being able to offer both coordination and consulting/engineering services,
these organizations unfairly compete in the marketplace with EFAC, and therefore harm
applicants who chose not to use the FAC’s services. A level playing field in the application
process was a core goal of Congress in permitting the use of frequency advisory committees.

... Thus, by essentially equalizing the frequency selection process for all applicants, the

applicants are placed on a competitive parity, with no one applicant operating on a better

or more commercially advantageous frequency than his or her competitor. The

Conferees note that this pro-competitive aspect of frequency coordination is of particular

importance to small business operators.?®

Unless the Commission precludes FACs and/or their contractors from providing
consulting services (beyond mere application completion or frequency selection services), EFAC
must be permitted to provide coordination services, having otherwise demonstrated its
qualifications. Failure by the Commission to certify EFAC would be tantamount to sanctioning
such unfair competition.?*

To the extent that an applicant (or a FAC) believes that EFAC’s services have been
delivered on a discriminatory basis, the Commission’s processes are in place to provide redress.
For example, early in the frequency coordination program, the Commission reviewed whether

the Enterprise Wireless Alliance’s predecessor organization, the Special Industrial Radio Service

Association, Inc. (“SIRSA”), discriminated in favor of its members in the coordination process

also represent some individual applicants. Shulman Rogers is not applying to be the coordinator, EFACis. EFAC
does not know the procedures of other land mobile radio attorneys, but for its part Shulman Rogers has always
informed potential clients about potential conflicts with the interests of represented user groups, and Shulman
Rogers has refused representation of applicants where such conflicts have arisen, including commenters in this
proceeding. It may be appropriate for the Commission to address how current FACS should handle such conflicts.
23 Conference Report No. 97-765, 97th Cong. 2" Sess., August 19, 1982, at 53, reprinted at 1982 U.S. Code Cong. &
Ad News 2237. See also, Frequency Coordination Order at para. 11.

** It should also be noted that any of the 800 MHz coordinators can coordinate applications for certain 800 MHz
frequencies, regardless of the applicant’s eligibility. Yet there is no problem with such coordination performed by
a FAC that is not in any way representative of the applicant’s eligibility pool.



by allegedly providing members with a coordination fee discount.®® More recently, the
Commission has reviewed an issue regarding a single outside contractor performing coordination
services for multiple FACs, and how applications are handled in the process. %°

Similar Commission review, where necessary, can continue to ensure non-discriminatory
service. In addition, certification of EFAC as an FAC will serve to increase the number of FAC
options, giving increased competition to what has become a less competitive landscape. The
increased competition serves to provide an additional backstop against discrimination in the
process, as applicants have choices for service where they believe that their interests will best be
served, and therefore ensuring that the Commission’s coordination workload will not expand.

IV. CONCLUSION

From a “small business,”®’ frequency coordination has grown into a huge business that
some with vested financial interests are trying to protect. However, as APCO stated to the
Commission when it attempted to expand its coordination activities to other services, “[t]he
current rules also add unnecessary layers of coordination, slowing the application process and
creating additional costs for applicants and coordinators.”®® The only change in the coordination
system since that statement was written is that there are fewer entities performing coordination
services. Public safety applicants should be able to choose the coordinator they feel will provide
the most accurate, comprehensive, reliable, efficient and cost-effective frequency coordination.?

It is the intention of EFAC to bring “... enlightened frequency recommendations [which]

help to ensure that the Commission optimizes the use of the available spectrum for the benefit of

% See, the Letter from Mark E. Crosby, to W. Riley Hollingsworth, Chief, Compliance Branch, Land Mobile and
Microwave Division, Private Radio Bureau, dated September 29, 1988, attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

% See, Smartcomm License Services, LLC, DA 14-49, released January 16, 2014.

7 Frequency Coordination in the Private Land Mobile Radio Services, PR Docket No. 88-548, DA 89-982, released
August 15, 1989 at para. 34.

8 APCO Comments in WT Docket No. 02-285, submitted on December 5, 2002 at 3.

#Id. at 2.
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all members of the public. In particular, below-signed counsel has a 30 year history of

working with the best and brightest industry engineers to solve land mobile radio problems.® It
is indeed ironic that the same organizations that have benefitted by EFAC’s innovative industry
efforts now find EFAC unqualified to coordinate applications under those same rules (unless
EFAC agrees to put the existing FAC’s name on the application, and pay a fee). The
Commission should ignore the blatantly self-serving efforts by certain coordinators to protect
income, to the detriment of users.

WHEREFORE, the premises considered, it is respectfully requested that the Commission
designate the Engineers Frequency Advisory Committee, LLC as a certified Frequency Advisory

Committee for Part 90 Public Safety and Business/Industrial Pool frequencies, consistent with

the above-referenced comments.*2
Respectfully submitted,
ENGINEERS FREQUENCY ADVISORY
COMMITTEE, LLC
By:  Alan S. Tilles, Esquire
Its Attorney
Shulman Rogers Gandal Pordy & Ecker, P.A.
12505 Park Potomac Ave., Sixth Floor

Potomac, Maryland 20854
Date: January 20, 2015 (301) 230-5200

*® Frequency Coordination in the Private Land Mobile Radio Services, PR Docket No. 83-737, 51 FR 14993 (1986) at
para. 2.

31 Such efforts have included working with Trott Consulting Group over twenty years ago to create a Commission
acceptable methodology for allowing decentralized trunked radio systems to operate on 800 MHz shared
frequencies, working with Trott and Pericle Communications to solve the 800 MHz interference problem, working
with Trott and Motorola engineers to “fix” the Commission’s short-spacing rules, and working with Radiosoft and
Motorola engineers to develop acceptable VHF/UHF adjacent channel interference measuring methodologies.

32 EFAC again reiterates its commitment to adhere to ALL FAC rules and policies enacted by the Commission for
FACs, and to continue to work with the LMCC on coordination procedures (and join LMCC if permitted).

10
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Fire Radio Sewice géeqzwna/ Coordination /53;

P.O. Box 1513 M"wo‘“ :
Providence, RI 02901 \ ,5

Tel. (401) 738-2220

‘o

m—

International Municipal Signal Asspclation International Association of Fire Chiefs

November 17, 1987

Mr. Richard J. Shiben

Chief, Land Mobile & Microwave Division
Federal Communications Commission
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Shiben:

Attached is the information you requested regarding
I.M.S.A/I1.A.F.C. frequency coordination activities.

As I indicated in the report, the first three months'
activities is an estimate because we neglected to acquire a
report from the computer's base prior to SMS's (computer
service) deleting of that portion of our data base.

The way our computer system works is that the total
coordinations in this report are the total frequencies
coordinated - NOT the total 574 Forms. As you know, most
applications have more than one frequency on them such as 10-Med
Channels and requests for system license.

This office is open daily from 8:30 to 4:30 with the
staff working until 5:00 p.m. We have been working half-days on
Saturday in order to try to reduce the 20-day turn around time.
You will note from this report that we have already met that
objective.

I hope the attached meets with your approval. If you
have any questions, feel free to call or write.

Sincerely,

2 14"////4
Alffed JJ) Mello

Branch Office Suite 24 / 1270 Fairfield Rd. / Gettysburg, PA 17325



Question A: Detailed cost analysis of frequency coordination
fees; see attached letter of Richard A. Leroux, CPA

Question B: Breakdown of fees; see attached letter of
Richard A. Leroux, CPA



EDMUND J.CLEGG,JR
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT
680 WARREN AVENUVE
EAST PROVIDENCE,R | 02914

430-48060

November 13, 1987

Alfred J. Hello, President
Frecoor, Inc.

303 Jefferson Blvd.
Warwick, RI 02888

Dear Mr. Mello,

As you requested I have compiled data from Frecoor, Inc. to
answer parts (a) & (b) of the October 13, 1987 letter from Mr. Richard
J. Bhiben of the Federal Communications Commission.

Part (a) request a detailed cost analysis of your frequency
coordination costa. When we began preparing your books of record in
1986 we were all unaware of any cost accounting recording
requirements, and therefore; no system was in place to correctly
allocate cost, number of frequencies issued, and time study per
application. Due to the lack of time to prepare this report I am
using some ball park frequency coordination estimates to achieve some
reasonable frequency coordination costs.

The number of frequencies coordinated by quarters is as follows:

January to March 1987 600 Estimated
April to June 1987 1,028
July to September 1987 1,268
Total 2,896
| =

For the nine months ending September 30, 1987 you have incurred
©259,355.00 in operating expenses plus #82,264.00 of additional costs
made up of 1986 deferred salary #50,000.00, Cordination Damage Reserve
of #22,500.00 and the 1986 net operating loss of 8#9,764.00. The

deferred salary is a result of not taking a salary in 1986 due to lack
of funds. 3

By dividing normal operating expenses of 8259,355.00 by 2,896
frequency coordinations arrives at a per unit cost of #89.56. By
adding non recurring costs and dividing total this costs of
. 8341,619.00 by 2,896 frequency coordinations arrives at a per unit
cost of #117.97.

As for part (b) the quarterly breakdown of fees collected is as
follows:

January to March 117,563
April to June 149,416
July to September 146,489
Iotal 413,489



Approximately 042,870.00 of the above receipts was not earned
due to the time needed from preparing and actually £iling
applications, and therefore; these funds on hand should not be
included in computing an average fee collected. Subtracting these
funds reduces the total collections to #370,619.00. Dividing this
new total by 2,896 units processed results in an average fee of
8127.98. !

If you have any questions, please call me.
Very truly yours,
Richard A. Leroux, C.P.A.
RAL:lel



Question C: Determination of freqguency coordination fees.

Prior to starting frequency coordinations as per the
F.C.C. Rule set forth in the Report and Order adopted April 3,
1986, I.A.F.C./I.M.S.A. determined that its frequency
coordination obligations could be best met through the services
of a contractor. See the materials set forth below in the
response to Question F for additional information. The
I.A.F.C./I.M.S.A. contractor is FreCoor, Inc. At the present
time, FreCoor provides frequency coordination services only for
T Bs FaCuilleMaBiAs )

A multiple fee schedule has been established shown in
the enclosed brochure. The bulk of applications are for a
Simplex System with a single frequency and base with mobiles for
which a fee of $125 is charged.

Our basic assumption, in establishing the initial fee
structure was that frequency coordination had to be
self-supporting. 1Initial start up costs had to be paid.
Thereafter, there would be indirect overhead charges that would
be relatively fixed regardless of volume and direct costs that
would vary with volume. We gathered information we had
available and information retrieved from the Commission's
records concerning past volume, projected the start up costs,
direct and indirect operating costs and set our fees,

In its first six months, we had a deficit. Much of
this is related to the start up expenses incurred when there was
no income. At the end of the first nine months of 1987, we had
a small surplus. After we have been operating for a sufficient
length of time to establish reliable data concerning volume of
business and costs, the fee schedule will be adjusted as
necessary to reasonably reflect costs.

Frequency coordination by I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C. is a
discrete self-sustaining project. At present, all monies
collected via fees are applied to frequency coordination
activities. If and when there is a surplus, it will be paid by
FreCoor to the associations for use in training costs for the
betterment of radio communications in public safety.
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Question E:

computer program capability:

Average length to issue

Number
Number
Number

Number

Average length to issue

Number
Number
Number

Number

reports.

period,

returned to us for processing.

The following information regarding our speed of
service is taken from a computer printout which is part of our

information
inter-service
w/0 action

issued

information
inter-service
w/0 action

issued

April
6.1 days
0

6

0

276
July
10.0 days
0

9

0

473

May
8.6 days

1

6

0

345
August
21.0 days
2

25

0

323

June
12.3 days
1

3

0

407
September
21.8 days
7

43

0

472

The first three months (January, February, March) were
deleted from the computer prior to our retrieving our month

Note on Interservice sharing:

Based on the following six months, we have estimated
600 as the number issued for that period.

for the nine month

the applications we have to send to other users for
concurrence are averaging 67.8 calendar days before they are

Note on average length of time for processing:

for the

nine month period, we take an average 13.4 calendar days to

issue a coordination.




Our biggest difficulty, as the above information
indicates, is the speed of service for those frequencies which
are used on a shared basis with other public safety services.
This office historically handled all requests for shared
frequencies on a daily basis. The longest turnaround time is
four working days with 95% being done in one working day.

All new applications are entered onto the computer on a
daily basis with no new applications left unattended to at the
the end of any given work day.

I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C.'s Frequency Coordination Office is
being operated as per the rules. It is a national point for all
fire and E.M.S. requests. We have three terminals (soon to
install a fourth) on line with a dedicated line to Spectrum
Management System's main computer. All coordinations are
entered and completed at the I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C. Frequency
Coordination Office. Local coordinators are used as advisors if
a question should arise that may be generic to a given area of
the country.



Question F:

Attached is a copy of the I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C. contract
with Alfred J. Mello (d/b/a FreCoor).

I.M.S.A./1.A.F.C.'s purpose for entering into a
contract was to keep frequency coordination as a separate
entity. I.M.S.A. and I.A.F.C are multi-faceted organizations
which have interests in many areas of public safety throughout
this nation. Both organizations are involved with all types of
early warning, suppression and prevention of fire.

I.M.S.A also involves itself in traffic control, fire
alarm systems, and fire communication, Both organizations are
members of L.M.C.C. and P.S.C.C.

It was felt that frequency coordination would be better
served by entering into a contract with Mr. Mello who on a
volunteer basis coordinated fire frequencies for seventeen
states at one time. Frequency coordination still remains the
responsibility of I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C. The contract is a vehicle
to assure that this end is met.

Question G:

I.M.S.A./I.A.F.C. does not discriminate between a
member and non-member. Frequency coordination is done for
anyone who is eligible on a non-discriminatory basis.



OBJECTIVES:

To assure that coordinations are done on a
non-discriminatory basis, application information is entered
into the computer daily upon receipt. A log number is given
each application form 574 upon entry. The applications are
processed in chronological order by the log numbers.

This office is reviewing the Form 574 for
completeness. We are making the necessary changes on Questions
1-25 rather than returning the application to the applicant.
Since the employees have received additional training, we are
attempting to correct the Form 574 application beyond Questions
1-25. We do contact the applicant via telephone while making
these changes. This office also sends the applicant a copy of
the corrected Form 574 as it is sent to the Commission.

In regard to post licensing conflicts, we are in
constant daily contact with users and vendors. We try to assist
them with their applications. We also advise as to what is
available in the area that is in question. Being on line with
the data base (via dedicated telephone line) we are able to
query the data base at any time. 1In some cases if we are
requested by a consultant or engineer, we will go into the data
base and try to give the applicant a band or frequency that will
be workable. The S.M.S. data base allows us to select a
frequency that will be workable for the given area based on
distance, loading, and co-channel usage. We have a contract
with S.M.S. (see attached).

This office also has a fax machine to facilitate and
expedite the transfer of information in terms of interservice
sharing and shared use of a particular frequency. It is our
hope and desire that all coordination groups acquire this
expeditious method of exchanging copies of Form 574 for review.

MELLO/CLILEG



AGREEMENT

This Agreement is made Eﬂgﬁ(ﬂakkfr, 1986, by and between
FRECOOR, INC. (FreCoor) and the INTERNATIONAL MUNICIPAL SIGNAL
ASSOCIATION, INC. (IMSA).

WHEREAS, IAFC/IMSA has been designated by the Federal
tommunicatiéns Commission (FCC) as the frequency coordinator for
the Fire Radio Service and, along with another party, the
Special Emergency R;dio Service;

WHEREAS, the IAFC has delegated authority to IMSA to enter
into this“contract and has by separate agreement concurred with
the terms of this Agreement;

WHEREAS, the FCC requires IAFC/IMSA to establish a single
nationwide point of contact with the Commission through which
the frequency coordination process can be administered for The
Fire Radio Service;

"WHEREAS, FreCoor has the expertise and capability necessary
for 1IAFC/IMSA to discharge its responsibilities as frequency
coordinator;

IT IS HEREBY AGREED AS FOLLOWS:

| Single Nationwide Point of Contact: FreCoor shall take

all’ actions necessary to establish and maintain the
single nationwide point of contact for IAFC/IMSA as the
FCC designated frequency coordinator for the Fire Radio

Service.f:' SPecine E/’(C’IGH/C)’,@

II. Services To Be Furnished By FreCoor:

A. Applications: Review and process all frequency

license app]icat{ons submitable through IAFC/IMSA.



Application review shall consist of an

~examination of the technical data in items 1-25

of Form 574 to assure that the information is
accurate and complete.

FreCoor shall be responsible to forward
completed applications to the FCC and to return
incomplete or inaccurate applications to the
applicant for completion or modification.
FreCoor is authorized to exercise IAFC/IMSA's
discretion to make such comments on the
applications as it deems appropriate.

FreCoor will generally process all applications
in the order received, but shall have the
discretionary authority to process an
application out of sequence when the
circumstances warrant,

FreCoor will use its best efforts to process
each application within twenty (20) working
days by either forwarding the application to
the FCC for action or returning the application
to the applicant for modication or completion.
Reapplications shall be submitted through and

processed by FreCoor.

Frequency Selection

1'

FreCoor will have the power and duty to
exercise IAFC/IMSA's authority to make

recommendations to the FCC on the assignment of

frequencies to the applicants.

=D



E.

2. FreCoor will take all action necessary to make
an informed recommendation to the FCC on
honoring or rejecting an applicant's reguest to
be assigned a specific frequency.

3. FreCoor will represent IAFC/IMSA in all
interservice sharing requests,

Post Application Services: FreCoor shall use its

best efforts to resolve all post licensing problems
regarding frequency assignments.

Nondiscrimination: In meeting its obligations

under this contract, FreCoor shall provide

coordination services to all end users in a

nondiscriminatory basis.

Data Base

1. FreCoor is authorized to contract with Spectrum
Management Systems, Inc. (Spectrum) to furnish
and maintain a computerized National Data Base
of Fire Radio Service and Special Emergency
Radio Service licensees.

2. A copy of the proposed contract with Spectrum
is attached.

Liability for Negligence: FreCoor shall not be

liable to IMSA or any third party for direct or
consequential damages except as a result of
FreCoor's own negligence.

Promoting the Use of New Technologies

1. IAFC/IMSA has an FCC imposed obligation to aid



implementation of new technologies in the

private land mobile radio services.

2. FreCoor shall make its best efforts to assist

IAFC/IMSA.in meeting this obligation by

a. Acquiring and maintaining current
information on available technologies.

b. Disbursing information to end users, local
coordinators and others through personal
contact, mailings and telephone conferences.

c. Conducting and/or supporting educational

seminars and conventions.

III. Fee Schedule

A-

Setting Fee: FreCoor shall establish an

application fee schedule which reasonably reflects
all reimbursable costs, as set forth in paragraph
IV, incurred by FreCoor in meeting its contractual
obligations to IMSA and any additional costs
directly or indirectly incurred by IMSA as
Frequency Coordinator.

Collections and Disbursements: FreCoor shall be

responsible for the collection and disbursement of

all application fees.

Balance of Fees: FreCoor shall recoup its

reimbursable costs as set forth in Paragraph IV,
and pay over the balance of any collected fees to

IAFC/IMSA or their designees as follows:



Iv.

1. IMSA - 757 of any balance;
2. IAFC - 257 of any balance.
Fee Adjustments: The initial fee schedule shall be

established on FreCoor's estimates of all costs and
shall be adjusted as necessary based on FreCoor's

actual experience.

Reimbursable Costs: FreCoor shall be entitled to

reimbursement for all reasonable expenses of operation.

FreCoor shall recoup its costs directly from the fees

it establishes and collects. The reimbursable fees

include but are not limited to:

Salaries and benefits

Start up costs
Computer Terminals
Communication equipment
Office furniture and equipment
Data load up

Annual computer costs

Rent

Supplies

Insurance and self-insurance liability escrow

Utilities and telephone

Legal and accounting fees

Travel and automobile expenses

Dues and publications

Printing

Coordinator expenses

Seminars, conferences and conventions

-5-



V.

Vidiu

Miscellaneous expenses
Assessments - Land Mobile Communication Council

— Public Safety Communication Council

Term of Contract:

A.

This Contract shall remain in full force and effect
for a term of five years from the date of signing.
The contract shall be extended for an additional
five year term unless a party to this contract
wishing to terminate the contract provides written
notice of the intent to terminate. The notice to
terminate must be delivered one hundred eighty
(180) days before the end of the contract term.
The parties may by mutual agreement modify the
provisions of this contract. A1l such

modifications shall be in writing.

Miscellaneous Matters.

AI

FreCoor shall be entitled to perform its
contractual obligations as an official
representative of IAFC/IMSA and shall be entitled
to use the stationery and logo of these
organizations.

FreCoor shall furnish IAFC/IMSA with an annual
aéi%vity report.

IAFC/IMSA retains ultimate responsibility as the

FCC designated frequency coordinator. It is

understood that FreCoor has been delegated broad



powers and has assumed significant responsibilities
under this contract. IAFC/IMSA will conduct all of
its FCC frequency coordination activity through
FreCoor. IAFC/IMSA will not in any way interfere
with FreCoor's activities unless IAFC/IMSA first
determines that FreCoor's activity contravenes
IAFC/IMSA's obligations and officially notifies

FreCoor of this determination.

International Municipal Signal FreCoor, Inc.

Asswnc.

By U(/A//’%’f_/b By W
.W TL 4 J

/¢ /3056



INTERNATIONAL ASSN. OF FIRE CHIEFS/INTERNATIONAL MUNICIPAL SIGNAL ASSN.

MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING ON FREQUENCY COORDINATION

This is an initial memorandum of understanding between these
two organizations to clarify roles and responsibilities con-
cerning fire and special emergency radio frequency coordina-
tion and to agree that IMSA will continue to coordinate fire
and special emergency frequencies.

IMSA will be responsible for day-to-day operations and IMSA
will keep IAFC informed on all matters before the commission
relating to the joint responsibility on frequency coordina-
tion and will also supply news bulletins for IAFC publi-
cation. IAFC reserves the right to secure any news and
information concerning the F.C.C. and communications in
general that it deems necessary to inform its members.

I.M.S.A. will enter into a contract with a data base company
to establish a national data base, and will also enter into a
contract with a management corporation to supply the neces-
sary staff and cost to maintain a central point as per the
requirements set forth by the F.C.C. report and order number
83-737 released on April 15, 1986. IAFC will not take any action in-
consistent with these agreements.

IMSA and IAFC will establish a joint committee to maintain
the policy and procedures for frequency coordination. The
joint IAFC/I.M.S.A. committee will have the right of review
and approval on all major commitments, decisions, policies
and procedures with regard to the frequency coordination
function. IAFC will not take any action inconsistent with
these agreements.

IMSA will collect all fees and assume all costs of ffequency‘
coordination. If there are net proceeds available at the end
of an operating year, 25% will be disbursed to IAFC.

This agreement shall be subject to modification as agreed by
the parties.

o

Garry L. iese, CAE, IAFC Robert Llewej} Y ‘MTSTKT“?Z;~
Date-%&}w\ﬂ &5 \q% Date: é{/’ 7/[3‘9




FREQUENCY COORDINATION AND DATA BASE NANAGENEBET SBRVICES

FPROVIDED BY SPECTRUN NANAGENENT SYSTENS, IBC.

IMSA/IAFC have aontracted with Spectrum Management Syetems, Inc,
(SNS) to pravtdc the following eervices in support of the Fire and Speoial
Emergency Radio Service coordination effort:

(1) Providing and maintaining the electronic data proceseing

(2)

oapability, inoluding hardware and software, necessary for
IMSA/IAFC to discharge {its frequency coordination
responsibilities, - Items include:

o Data baee etorage
o Teleocommunications interface
o Hardvare and software maintenance

Providing data base management services which inolude among

other ttemo:

o Verifying the aocuracy of FCC licensing
output (new, modified and renewal grants).

0 Fire and Special Emergency Radio Service
data base resord updating,

o Ongoing data baee management programs
(noluding, licenee purge, license expiration
and lioense renewal programs.

o' Research capabilitiee from Gettysburg,
Penneylvania,
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September 29, 1988

Me. W, Biley Hollingsworth

Chiaf, Complianss Branah

Lend Nobils and Mioroumve [iviaion
Private Raddo hgresu

Pedural Commniagsions Commiaeion 3 %
Fashingbom, DC 20884 -
el A
RE: 7320-01 , -
o
Deax ¥p. Hollingaworth: . =
In peply to your latter of September 19, 1988, which I recetved B

September 26, 1988, the following {s in respomae %o yowr further inquiry
rogarding SIRSA's frequency coordingtion polieiss and proaedures.

1. STBSA stated et iis existing masbaps (thosa wio have peid the
desociation’e cne yeor awmal dues vithin the previcus tsslove
mcushe), reseive a 80 diseswes for their Nrvt coopdingiion
sach year, Ihie discrimiagiory feo sivuciue appears to wiolsse
the requirement fou nou-diaspiwminaiory fees oot forth in
Pavagraph 18 of the Rapors and Omier.

Flecps descride in detail hov you reashed the determimzvlon that
this fes strusduve compliiss witk ke requirwmmss for non-
disoziminatory fees, set forth in Paragraph 18 of $he Bepors and

Aa you have glready lebaled our fee etructure "disevimingiory?, <%
wuld appear vhat any esplanatiorns we provids e mecningless, Regard-
lase, <t {a our view that the critdegl language of Pmregrapa 18 of btha
Baport and Order <n FR Docked No. 88=737 wicdies, "Suoh (member) relatison-
ships must nov cffect the mamer in vhich coordingtors perform their
servicea; also the treatment of gll appliagnts muat be similar and withour
diagpimingiion, inaluding charges for services rendered.”

QLRSA dess mot disoviminate agc:imt. thoee who are nen-members during
138 performunca of frequancy avordination and reloted services (4.e.,

salagtion of frequensies, hundling postelicenaing eunfligts, data base
manggement, eta.).

Furtha», it {s our view thav SIRSA does mot discrimingte againat nomn-~
membere as all exteting licemsses seeking to modify commmisgiion systems

Special Induswial Radlo Service Associzton, lud.
1700 N. Moo Sowet, Suite 910, Roxsiyn, Virginia 33309
703/523-3114 o Bearich Ol « Gerryxburg, Pennsvivani

(EFNERE L




K. R, Bollingevorth
Septembar 3§, 1048
Page 2 of 7

must have submitbed o winisamm of 480 to the Associgtion n order for SITRSA
te initiate tts frequengy cvordination procedurss for applicaivctie
specifying asalgnments below 500 MEx. The FCC'as "diserimingtory fee
atruature” {ssue s Ingpplicable for all nev Special Industrial Radio
Service applicantes eeeking aossignments Delow 800 MHs and ail
Industrial/Land Transportation applicants seeking assigrments (nev or

modified) abova §00 MEs.

Iff your requirement ts that all applicants pay the same baaio fes, in
our cgse 450, as previcusly acdvised, SIRSA aredite $5¢ towarde the 330
rrequenay coordination fee from the SIRSA member ltaensge's membership
ancount to fund the differsnce., Ihe menbop Lo not endidled to this credit
if membership dues have not been patd within the previous fwelve (12)
months or if that member alrecdy recedved ows (1) frequenay coordination
aredit within the previcus twelve (13) momthe, By way of imformution,
total eredita for calendar year 1987 were $13,800; and for the 1988 period
ending August 31, 1988, $11,800,

It is {importent to bring to your attention the faet dhat SIRSA has
nevar staved that its existing members "receive ¢ #80 disoount” Im {ts
publiahed fee schedules nor {n our earicer sictements Yo the Commisaion
dated November 19, 1987. - ‘ '

In view of dhe Commiseion's comtinued concern over SIRYA's frequency
coordination fee structurs, modifieations will be proposed during SIRIA's
Board of Directors meeting echeduled for Ostober 38, 1988, It ia believed
vhat the contemplated changes will allevicie miy remzining emiety that
STRSA's fea edructure {8 {n nom-compliance with the provisions comtained

in Paragraph 18 of the Rapori.ond Orden.




7. B, Bollingeworth
Septembar 28, 1988
Poge § af 7

3. me m..acmmam‘au
ducbmmmmdby

{a) mmmuﬁmmmwm.mm-
mmmmmw Did STERY

ame fegs av thoes charged to othsr customers of Speciarom
Kznagemens Syetams, Ins.? If mot, plogse enplain in fulle

(B) memwmnmmw
Jor the compuber carvioss ¢GPERLo.

For the zeqerd, Speaiyum Nanagement Systems, Ing., (SNI), wvas
arganiged <n 1980 under the laws of the Distnict of Columbic, and g the
ulwt?.y-avnd, for=profit, subsidigry organization of SIESA. It <4 not
particularly agourate to desaride SHS asz ¢ "frequency cverdination data
base munagement service”™. Rasther, SMS vas formed to engage in the scle
and distribution of radic frequensy wedlization and reloted administzative
data base managemeny proceeging servicda.

SIRSA did incur szpenses of 897, 438 for domputer services requived Bo
dupport 1ts frequenoy goordinanion rnpametbtuctu. ST284, hovever, did
not oharge {taelf dhese faes. On the comirary, SMS charged SIRSA these
fess which are based om the tidentiogl price sehadule with vhish SMS bases
its oharges vo ovher frequensy advisory committes customers who alag
Gogess their dave dases dw«.-ﬂy onsling., NS charges c¢ based on the

Follawing componente;

¢  Connact Pine - 1 to €00 houss, 89 per houy
€01 vo GO0 houve, 48 par hour
801 to 800 hourw, §7 per hour
over §00 houre, #6.40 per hour

e CPU Time - | ¢.025/saaand

o Dise Storuge - - 01 ta 10, 860 per Nb/mowih
10 to 30, 350 per Mb/month
a1 to 30, 340 per Mbh/momth
31 %0 80, 430 per Nb/memth

) Printer Charges » 400 LPM, $.0§ per page
45 CPS, $.15 per page



F. R. Hollingaworth
Soptembar 28, 1988
Page € of 7

Dusing the pertod January 1, 1987, to September 30, 1987, SMS charged

@ Cormaot Time

7,889,581 hours ¢ 54,806.57
¢ CPU Time

1,242,019 sesonds ‘ 31,080 .40
o  Diab Storage

178.88 Hb/momth . ‘40,341 .88
o Bpintar Chavgas ' ;

33,500 pages 1,135.00

¢  Other Servises : 8,680 .60

$ 139,004,13

, As SHS doeas not have the softuare cgpabilities Yo etatistigcally
Pecord eegmenta of dime vhat employees devove to individual progeeme that
support SIRSA's fre coordingtion effort (only grosa termingl comnect
time 14 vsoorded), SIBSA has hietoriocally used & 78§% frequenay
eoordingtion use factor to apporiion those SMS computer oharges reloved $0
frequenay ceordingbion, : :

"An intenge exzamingtion of this percentage vould reveal that <t 1is
Sutea senservative qe i {8 hased upon eugh factors as the mumber of staff
ireatly interfasing with the computer supporting frequenay coordination
funetions; the number of actual programe utiliged by the staff; vhe degraa
so whigh frequency accordinaiion programs are acgessed by the estaff; the
estond to which certain foequengy avordination oriemted programe wre the
ressurcs capabilities provided by the computer eystem; eid the cotual
number of peripheral qumponends (e.g., termingle and primters) used by
frequency cooxdinaiion persennel. Savemdy five perceny of $139,004.1% is
897 ,438.,08., The other $33,476.04 1e¢ allocgted towards assosiction
adminiastrgiive and mamberohip oriented projeats.



. R. Bollingeworth . .
Saptamber 29, 1888 . . ’

Page § of 7
S

sposd~of-sarvica payformmins for the pericd Jomary l-dugsws 33,
1998. Include @ description of hew IR saleulstss its spead-
of-servics perforempios ani ewmplein wvhy ¢4 fafled to comply.

It ts nod olear to us what would oongbitute ¢ walid "eertificavion”
a3 to SIRSA's speed-of-service perfocmmsss for $he period Jowmary le-
August 31, 1988, We have submitted, however, photoecpies af computerized
Peports that ve routinely generdts whick provids us with o "average
fength to lasue” statistls, One report represents work parformed for
applicants belov 800 NBs, the ovhsr for frequency aoordinstion wverk
performed for Indussrial, Land Trensportasion, Publie Sofedy amd SUR
applicants <n the bands zbove 800 MBx for the peried in question,

Plecse note that ecoh peport ddaemtifies the "sort name” of all
applicanta, end provides each gpplicant's log mumber, unique (FAC) mumber,
the date sil cpplications are recodved, sitatus dovss oud status codes.
The stgtus oodes are a8 follows: ID -~ {asued (madled o Getiysburg,
Pormayloanic); WO = revurned without action; IS - imtareervias dlearanos
ponding; I¥ + vaiting for informxiion %o precess applicsticn, Changes %0
vhe svatus eodes for each individuai applicadion are mads by frequenay
avopdinetion peraannel using "appliveidon updave” programs aa eagn
eypliaation proeseds from deve of wrecedpt through date of {saue
( submisaion to Pivbeburgh, Pewiaylvaiia via United Parasl Servics). These
Reporta reveal dn averdge speed-ofeservige of 13.8 days for work perfutmed
balow 800 NEs and 3.8 daya for verk performed abeve 000 {Bu. The computer
48 progremmed %o measure thess averzge spued-gfagatuicn wbavdatios on
Pealendar® daye, ned wrking deys as presgibed in Faorogreph 28 of the
Zepory gnd Ordar., It {a our viev Bha$ Bhe "30-90%" working day
requirement 19 sdiwply too lideral, and not graciously aseepted by thoas
for whom we provide frequenay coordination services.

The epecific softuare which generates thess reports i3 proprietery,
and ye would prefer not to ralecse cstual ocode %o the FCC for {ts
reviay, Hopefully, the cbove will e sztisfestory as certification vhas
SIRSA's apesd-af-service oomporte with the FCL's frequency advieory
commit¥sa Tequiranenta,



K. R. Bollingevervh
Saptember 89, 1988

Fage & of 7 |
4o Macwmadmdm'cmufum
for ecsh cocvdinction servies perfoewmed. Rapleln how feeo are

loleted 3f a foremle approask ¢s used, and desoribe ths feo
;MWWMMMdcfn.

STRSA's present frequenay cocrdination fes eshedule, which appliss
per frequency or frequency pair, 1is as follows: :

(] Special Industeial Radio Service Applications
w  Fivet flzed sigiion or mobile

only syatem (new or modified) ¢ o0
Current members, first fized wtation g,

or mobile only syatem $ &0

=  Eaok additional fized station } 20

o 800/900 NBr Industrigl/Lland Transportation Applications
- Piret fired station or mobile

only eysten (new or modified) § 12§
Baoh addiviongl pPlzed stadion ¢ 30
o  FPreliminary Frequenay Searches $ 15

Our praliminary frequency search of $26 aleo applies to those epplications
For which an intensive frequenay gseuroh 18 aet requivred, (1.6., tiinarant
asatgrments, ete.). In those inatances, SIRSA only aemdusss a revisy of
the FCC Form 874 for oompleteness and aeccurcey and applies (s
aerdifieation, dAddiviomally, 835 <a retained by SIRSA for serviges
rendered for applications that have been ewterved inio our "application
initiation” programs and are later veturmed to the cpplicens at their

requess,

Our fee struoturs {6 not really based om & cumpliosted formula, If
an applicant widhes to secure ¢ frequendy assdignumend bhat enteils one
flaed statton below 800 Mz (fized or remots cumirols are not considered
Plmed gtabions), bhe fee <a $90. If ths system endeils, for exzample,
three fPlaed odationa, the fee ta $80, plus 840, or $130. Tha $230
adddidonal fized ostaslon fee is charged for multiple stations s edch
gd'tﬁonat gvation pequires ¢ ssparate analysis both above and below 800

Be '



K. R, Bollingewordh
September 29, 1988
Page ? of 7

Our fea structure also applies te "out-of-eerviee” applicaiteps

submitted in covordgnge with FCC Bulea and Regulations, Seatiom $0,176,
4ds the Frivate Radio Burequ 18 aware, nagotiaqvions with othep frequenay
adyigory committess axe virtually comsluded wharedy a "50.37¢" applicant
would not be eubject to muliiple (mope them Bwo) frequenacy coordinadion
fees, GSIRSA does net chepge applicmvie a frequensy coordinaiicn fee for
either oubeof-servige applicetiicns submitted in queordanse witk FUC Bules
and Regulations, Sesvion 90,281, or for those cpplicaticns seeking a
ahannael(a) eharel om @ co-primmy baste with Special Industrial Redio

Jervice lisemesesd, C viewe om chapging fees on these forms of
inderserviae sharing are :il known at the Commiseion.
£ 448 '

The foregoing séhould be fully respometve to the Commiseion’s requant
for further information regarding SIREA'e performames as a geviifflad
frequoney advisory comeittee, If additiongl information {6 pequired, we
will be pleceed $o submit fuzther ezplangiions or dogumendation. We will
gppreciat v @qually timely vespomse as to ouy frequenay cdvieory
dororitte manee., :

MEC:gls
Enalosures

ce: SIRSA Board of Divestors w/o gtbashmente



