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To: The Commission

REPLY OF REGION VI NORTHERN CALIFORNIA NPSPAC
REVIEW AND REVISION COMMITIEE

TO COMMENTS IN RESPONSE TO
THIRD NOTICE OF PROPOSED RULEMAKING

The Review and Revision Committee hereby submits the following reply to comments

filed by the City and County of San Francisco in response to the Third Notice ofProposed

Rulemaking in the above-captioned proceeding. FCC 98-191 (released September 29,

1998) 63 Fed. Reg. 58645 (November 2, 1998).

City and County of San Francisco's Suggested Changes in Planning Committee

The Comments of the City and County of San Francisco do not appear to reflect the

facts of their experience with the NPSPAC Regional Planning and Review and Revision

Committees. Although they suggest significant changes in the new Planning Committee,

as will be noted in the following explanation, the existing process has served them very

well. It is doubtful that they would have the channels to build the 800 MHz system they

are presently in the process of constructing without the effectiveness of the Review and

Revision Committee and the manner in which the Region VI Plan has been administered.
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History of the City and County of San Francisco NPSPAC Radio System.

The Region VI Plan was developed in 1990. Meetings were convened following

extensive distribution of notices. Interested agencies were invited to submit their plans for

use of the spectrum and their perceived channel requirements. All channels were then

allotted to those submitting requirements and to counties that had not done so. The City

and County of San Francisco stated they had no immediate plans to utilize the spectrum,

but were allotted 10 channels for possible future use. Subsequently they licensed three of

these channels for a small independent system. (It should be noted that a representative of

the City and County of San Francisco has been a member ofthe Review and Revision

Committee since its inception.)

In November, 1993, the City became interested and obtained funding. They

approached the Review and Revision Committee with their perceived requirements. A

window was opened to discuss this request as well as other requests that were submitted.

By this time, the City ofOakland and the County of Alameda (across the Bay from San

Francisco) and other agencies within the same geographical area had developed, or were

in the process ofbuilding trunked radio systems using NPSPAC channels.

The City and County of San Francisco requested a total of27 pairs ofNPSPAC

frequencies. This was to supplement their existing 3 NPSPAC channels and 8 existing 800

MHz channels. They were advised it would be virtually impossible to secure this number

ofchannels, and based on their proposal this number of channels appeared to be

considerably in excess of the number used in other similar systems. However, the

Committee made a diligent search and was able to identify 24 additional NPSPAC
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channels for their use. This necessitated removing a number of allotted channels from

neighboring counties who had not yet submitted formal requests to the Committee.

(It must be noted, that based on both the number ofunits, the population served, and

the agencies intended to be a part of the system, the aggregate number of channels

assigned to the City and County of San Francisco is considerably above the norm for

similar systems.)

Accordingly, the Plan was amended in early 1994 and approved by the Commission,

October 24, 1994. The projected date for completion ofthe system was December 1995.

Due to internal problems, the acquisition and construction ofthis system has been

repeatedly delayed, and it is not yet operational. In fact, the City and County are presently

in the process ofmodifying their existing licenses. This far exceeds the time granted by

the Plan and by the Commission. Due to the empathy of the Committee several extensions

have been granted, and the allotted channels have been kept intact for San Francisco in

spite of heavy demands from other existing and potential users in the immediate area.

Summary

This experience is substantial proof that without the Regional Planning structure, and if

governed by the Commissions rules for other portions of the spectrum most of these

channels would have now been licensed and used by others.

The Comments of the City and County of San Francisco suggest significant changes in

the structure and function ofthe new Regional Planning Committee. It must be noted that

the structure and operation of the Region VI Plan has been in strict accord with Part

90.527 since its inception. The membership of the Review and Revision Committee is

composed ofrepresentatives from cities, counties and the State ofCalifornia. The
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members are employees of public safety entities responsible for Police, Fire, Emergency

Medical, Highway Maintenance and Forestry/Conservation. (See Attachment D) (One

ofthe authors of the San Francisco comments is a member ofthis Committee.)

Conclusion

The Northern California Region VI Plan is an excellent example of the effectiveness of

the Regional Planning process. All NPSPAC channels have been allotted to multiple

agencies in the Region and are currently over 95 percent occupied in the San Francisco

Bay area. Several large consolidated systems have been installed, and nearly 30 individual

agencies licensed. The Review and Revision Committee has received numerous verbal

and written expressions of appreciation and satisfaction. This is in spite of the fact that it

has sometimes been impossible to recommend as many channels as agencies would like or

feel necessary. This Committee meets on a monthly basis to review requests and track the

process of users of this spectrum. The Plan has been modified several times to

accommodate changing requirements. The technical expertise of this Committee and their

intimate knowledge of the terrain and the propagation paths in Northern California have

enabled them to provide the ultimate in frequency reuse. Their experience with their own

agencies provides them with a deep understanding of the problems associated with

funding, acquiring and installing new radio systems. With the single exception ofthis filing

by the City and County of San Francisco there have been no other known expressions of a

desire to change the basic structure and function ofthe Northern California Regional

planning process.

Many of the provisions ofthis Plan have been adopted by other Regions, and should be

considered in the formation of the plans for the new spectrum.
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Respectfully submitted

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA REGION VI

REVIEW AND REVISION COMMITIEE

Art McDole, Chairman

333 Tapadero Street

Salinas California

Telephone (831) 442-9981

FAX (831) 449-1776
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ATTACHMENT D

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA REVIEW AND REVISION COMMITTEE

Committee Chair Fire - County State of California - DGS
ART MCDOLE HEINZ KLOSE GLEN S. NASH
APCO Frequency Advisor 2809 2nd Street State of California DGS
333 Tapadero Street Auburn, CA 95603 Telecommunications Division
Salinas, CA 93906 PHONE (530) 889-7740 601 Sequoia Pacific Bvd
PHONE (831) 442-9981 FAX (530) 889-7742 Sacramento, CA 95814
FAX (831) 449-1776 PHONE (916) 657-9454

FAX (916) 657-9233

Police - City Fire - City
State of California - OES
DONALD E. ROOT, JR

GREGGOBUCH KEN STUBER
City of Oakland City of Sacramento

Office of Emergency Svs.
2800 Meadowview Road

Telecommunications Division Telecommunications Division
Sacramento, CA 95832-1441505 14th Street #400 1000 I Street Suite 180

Oakland, CA 94612 Sacramento, CA 95814 PHONE(916)262-1601

PHONE (510) 238-8900 PHONE (916) 264-8511 FAX (916) 262-2869

FAX (510) 238-2281 FAX (916) 264-8516

Police - County Highway Maintenance Police - State
KEN MITCHELLRONALD KIESEL DAN JOHNSON
860 Stillwater RoadCounty of Marin State of California
West Sacramento, CAPSA - Communications Department of Transportation
95605-1649P.O. Box 4055 P.O. Box 942874, Station 77
PHONE (916) 375-2720San Rafael, CA 94913 - 4053 Sacramento, CA 94274-0001

PHONE (415) 499-7241 PHONE (916) 654-7273 FAX (916) 375-2906

FAX (415) 499-3738 FAX (916) 654-3862

Local Government - County Forestry Conservation
JAMES COATES DIANE BEAUMONT
County of Santa Clara GSA State of California
2700 Carol Drive Parks Department
San Jose, CA 95125-2096 P.O. Box 942896
PHONE (408) 299-2713 Sacramento, CA 94926-0001
Ext. 141 PHONE (916) 653-9840
FAX (408) 279-4560

Local Government - City Special Emergency
LARRY GARDE Harry Engstrom
City & County of San Alameda County
Francisco GSA Communications
DOE - Radio Shop 2000 - 150th Avenue
901 Rankin Street San Leandro, CA 94578
San Francisco, CA 94124 PHONE (510) 667-7788
PHONE (415) 550-2745 Fax (510) 667-7773
Fax (415) 550-2776


