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(IFFIE OT'M %:CMMY 
October 4,2002 

Marlene H. Dortch 
Secretary 
Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Re: WT Docket 02-100, ex parte communication 

Dear Ms. Dortch: 

On October 3,2002, Anne Arundel County Attorney Linda Schuett, Communications Director 
Jay Cuccia, Telecommunications Director Bill DeHoff and undersigned counsel met with Jeff 
Steinberg and Gary Oshinsky to update them on the status of mitigation efforts at each of 61 sites 
where commercial wireless interference to public safety radio communications has been 
identified. A table and spreadsheet on the subject are attached as Exhibit A. We also discussed 
applications under, and enforcement of, the telecommunications facilities siting ordinance which 
is the subject of challenge by Cingular Wireless in the referenced docket. Handouts on this topic 
are appended as Exhibit B. They include a list of certifications received from several carriers. 

We noted that recent ex parte communications from Cingular and its allies had complained of the 
County's refusal to enter into a "standstill agreement" that would effectively stay enforcement of 
the ordinance. We explained that the request was made to County staff, which does not have 
authority to rewrite the legislative acts of the County Council. Additionally, as demonstrated by 
Exhibit B, there are no pending enforcement actions or stalled applications of any kind. We 
suggested that, given the good-faith mitigation efforts continuing with the two interfering 
carriers, Cingular and Nextel, there ought to be a way to move forward on any new sites they 
need without compromising their principles or the County's legislative authority. A beginning 
would be the filing of certifications under protest, fully reserving the carriers' rights. At this 
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point, however, despite the assertions of urgency, there are no applications for the County to 
consider acting upon. 

Finally, the County Attorney stated the opinion that the ex parte process as a whole denies the 
County the ability to know what allegations are being made during the ex parte contacts and, 
therefore, denies the County any effective means of rebutting those allegations. In particular, the 
County took exception to the paucity of information in the ex parte communications recently 
filed jointly by Cingular and its carrier allies. For example, a letter of October 1,2002, merely 
lists the participants in an FCC meeting on that date. Several other communications are almost 
as terse. We expressed the belief that such cryptic notice violates the letter and the spirit of 
Section 1.1206 of the Rules. 

Please direct any questions to the undersigned 

Sincerely, 

J&& R. Hobson 
Counsel for Anne Arundel County, Maryland 

cc: Jeff Steinberg, Gary Oshinsky 



STATUS Nextel Cingular 

Resolved 25 8 

Unresolved 12 3 

Partial 2 0 

TOTAL 39 11 

EXHIBIT A 

Ex parte, WT 02-100 
10/3/02 

Anne Arundel County, Maryland 
CRMS Interference Status Update 

Staus as of testing completed August 21, 2002 

co-LOC TOTAL 

0 33 

7 22 

4 6 

11 61 
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EXHIBIT B 

Ex purte communication 
Anne Arundel County 

WT 02-1 00, I0/3/02 

STATUS OF RECENT PROCEEDINGS 
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY BILL 93-01 

A Telecommunications Facilities Siting Ordinance 

Amended 8/19/02, Bill 64-01 

Effective 9/11/02, as amended 

List of certifications received, attached hereto 

Nextel letter of 9/11/02 says it will not certify. 

A similar non-certification intent was expressed orally by Cingula, through counsel. 

To date, the County has not rejected any engineer certifying under Section 10-125(J) or (K). 

To the County’s knowledge, no pending telecommunications facilities applications are being 

held up by disputes over certification. 

There are no enforcement actions pending. 

Efforts to mitigate interference continue (Review by County technical representatives). 



Telecommunication Facility Certificates 

American Tower - Thompson Ave. 
Teague Rd 

AT & T Wireless - Jumpers Hole Rd 
Ritchie Hwy(335), Severna Park 
Hammonds Ferry Rd 
Oregon Rd 
Davidsonville 
Odenton Rd 
Marley Station Mall 
Recreation Area, Hanover 
Ritchie Hwy, Glen Burnie 
Concourse Dr 
Ritchie Hwy(840), Severna Park 
Ferguson Rd 
Cranson Blvd 
Davidsonville Rd 
Najoles Rd 
Thompson Ave 
Riverview Ave 
Whitehall RD 
Old Davidsonville RD 
Bacon Ridge Rd 
Transmission Line, Crofton 
New Waugh Chapel Rd (2) 
Cecil Ave 



Red Clay Water Tank 

Baltimore Gas & Electric - Camp Meade Rd 
Herald Harbor Rd 

Bechtel Telecomm - New Waugh Chapel Rd 

Sprint - Linthicum 
Jumpers Hole Rd 
Teague Rd 
Thompson Rd 
Winterson Rd 
Jumpers Hole Water Tank 
Herald Harbor Rd 

Verizon Wireless - Crain Hwy 
Buschs Frontage Rd 

Waterworks - Defense Hwy 


