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INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to the October 12, 2001 Order of the Federal Communications
Commission (“Commission™) in CC Docket No. 94-102,! Nextel Communications, Inc.
(“Nextel”) respectfully submits this Enhanced 911 (*E911”) Quarterly Report on its
implementation of Phase I and Phase II E911. Herein, Nextel provides an update on all
relevant events impacting handset upgrades and network infrastructure necessary to
enable Phase II E911 location capabilities as'well as a listing of all pending requests for
Phase I and Phase I E911 service and the status of each request.

Néxtel achieved its first benchmark date, October 1, 2002, when it began selling

an Assisted Global Positioning Satellite (“A-GPS”) handset. Nextel has deployed several

! In the Matter of Revision of the Commission’s Rules To Ensure Compatibility With Enhanced 911
Emergency Calling Systems, Wireless E911 Phase 1 Implementation Plan of Nextel Communications, Inc.,
Order, CC Docket No. 94-102, FCC 01-295, released October 12, 2001 (“Nextel Waiver Order™).




public safety answering points (“PSAPs”) throughout the country with Phase I service
and continues to work to deploy its pending Phase I requests.”

Herein, Nextel explains in detail its experiences in deploying its first Phase 11
PSAP in York County, Virginia. Since filing its August 1, 2002 Quarterly Report
(*“August Report™), Nextel has learned a great deal about the “real-world” deployment of
Phase II services. Nextel has learned, as Mr. Dale Hatfield recently stated, “there is
complexity in every dimension” of Phase II E911 service.” While Nextel has
successfully launched the sale of an A-GPS handset, numerous deployment hurdles
remain and many of these are not predictable, controllable or easily resolved. Nextel’s
York County experience provides an important insight into the deployment process and,
moreover, foreshadows the difficulties and complexities that every wireless carrier and
PSAP are likely to face as Phase 11 E911 services are deployed throughout the country.

BACKGROUND

On November 9, 2000 Nextel requested a waiver of the Commission’s Phase 11
E911 rules to permit the launch of compliant Phase II E911 service on October 1, 2002,
one year after the Commission’s implementation deadline.* Because Nextel’s Phase II
E911 technology is a handset-based A-GPS solution, Nextel also sought relief from the

Commission’s handset penetration rates and associated benchmark dates. In the Nextel

? Nextel has deployed Phase II service with York County, Virginia, St. Clair County, Illinois, Hampton,
Virginia and Bond County, Illinois.

3 « A Report on Technical and Operational Issues Impacting the Provision of Wireless Enhanced 911
Services,” Prepared for the Federal Communications Commission by Dale N. Hatfield (hereinafter, the
“Hatfield Report™), at page 18. See also Public Notice, “Wireless Telecommunications Bureau Seeks
Comment on Report on Technical and Operational Wireless E911 Issues,” WT Docket No. 02-46, DA 02-
2666, released October 16, 2002.

* Nextel Communications, Inc. and Nextel Partners, Inc. Joint Repart on Phase II Location Technology
Implementation and Request for Waiver, filed November 9, 2000 in CC Docket No. 94-102.




Waiver Order, the Commission granted Nextel’s requested relief by imposing the
following Phase IT E911 implementation plan:
October 1, 2002: Begin selling and activating A-GPS-capable handsets;

December 31, 2002: Ensure that at least 10% of all new handsets activated are
A-GPS-capable;

December 1, 2003:  Ensure that at least 50% of all new handsets activated are
A-GPS-capable;

December 1, 2004:  Ensure that 100% of all new digital handsets activated are
A-GPS-capable;

December 31, 2005: 95% of all subscriber handsets in service are A-GPS-
capable.’

SUMMARY OF IMPLEMENTATION EFFORTS TO DATE

As the Commission is aware, Nextel and Motorola have been developing an A-
GPS capability for Nextel’s integrated digital enhanced network (‘“iDEN") technology
since the Fourth Quarter 2000, prior to the Commission granting Nextel’s waiver request.
Unlike other wireless technologies and air interfaces, iDEN handsets and infrastructure,
which are Motorola proprietary technologies, did not have a readily available location
capability to support Phase I E911 service.® Consequently, Nextel was compelled to
éompensatc Motorola for the design, development and integration, from scratch, of an A-
GPS capability in iDEN handsets and infrastructure. The timeline set forth above
required that Motorola’s efforts commence as soon as possible to provide at least 24
months of development and testing time pﬁor to commercial launch. Since the Fourth

Quarter 2000 Nextel, Motorola and others have devoted substantial resources to develop,

¥ Nextel Waiver Order at {37.

8 As Nextel has noted previously in this proceeding, Motorola’s iDEN technology is an “island” technology
for Phase I1 E911 purposes.




test and install network hardware and software and to develop, test and launch an A-GPS
capable handset.

DISCUSSION

A. Launch of the i88s A-GPS Capable Handset

On October 1, 2002 Nextel achieved its first Phase IT implementation benchmark
when it began selling and activating its first A-GPS capable handset, the i88s.” A second
A-GPS handset model currently is scheduled to launch by the end of the Fourth Quarter
2002, Prior to the October 1, 2002 launch, Nextel, via an independent third-party
consultant, completed accuracy testing of the A-GPS handset and met the Commission’s
standards for a handset-based Phase II solution.

B. Network Infrastructure

Although Nextel’s Phase II solution is handset-based, substantial network
infrastructure upgrades are required to successfully transmit a caller’s location
information through Nextel’s network to a PSAP. Launching a complicated technology
to first calculate, and then deliver, location information from an iDEN handset to a PSAP,
particularly in the compressed timeline demanded by the Nextel Waiver Order, required
unprecedented efforts and coordination among numerous entities. Moreover, introducing
this new intricate technology in the public safety community, prior to extensive use in a

commercial services arena, has created an added layer of complexity and deliberation.

7 The Commission states “Nextel must report, in the Quarterly Report immediately following the
benchmark date: (1) for the October 1, 2002 benchmark, a statement of whether Nextel has begun selling
and activating a single A-GPS handset model and, if so, on what date.” See Nextel Waiver Order at §32.




In addition to the years of research, development and testing that were devoted to
launching an A-GPS capable handset,® Nextel and Motorola had to develop, test and
deploy new network infrastructure—never before used in Nextel’s iDEN architecture—
and develop, test and deploy new software throughout Nextel’s network to enable the use
of this additional infrastructure. By the beginning of August, Nextel had installed all of
the new network infrastructure and software components necessary to test Phase II
service in a live environment. Throughout August and into the beginnirfg of September,
Nextel upgraded each of its thousands of Base Station Controllers (“BSCs”) and
Enhanced Base Transceiver Systems (“EBTSs”) in all of its markets where it had
received valid Phase II requests. By upgrading these network components, Nextel was
prepared to deploy valid Phase II requests in these geographic locations.

As Nextel has learned since its August Report, no amount of lab or field testing
could have ensured that the voice and location data from an A-GPS handset would be
successfully transmitted from the Nextel network, through national and regional
automatic location identification (“ALI”) databases, to the PSAP. Only by initiating
testing in a live market with an upgraded PSAP would Nextel encounter the plethora of
potential hardware, software and connectivity issues that might prevent a successful
Phase II call.

C. Establishing End-to-End Connectivity—Nextel’s First Office Application

When Nextel filed its August Report, it had just started to valiciate its Phase II
solution in a live market, referred to as a First Office Application (“FOA”) test, in York

County, Virginia. The Phase I FOA used Nextel’s live network equipped with all

8 Nextel’s February, May and August 2002 Quarterly Reports provided detailed information on the
processes that resulted in the October 1* launch of the A-GPS iDEN handset.




necessary Phase II equipment, infrastructure and software upgrades to transmit location
information to a live PSAP. Nextel originally anticipated exiting its FOA in August;
however, the level of complexity required to stabilize the end-to-end connectivity from
Nextel’s network to the PSAP, together with never-before used infrastructure,9 including
Intrado’s wireless national ALI (“WNALI”) database, local exchange carrier (“LEC”)-
controlled Phase II-ready ALI databases, and the PSAP’s network, delayed completion of
the FOA until October 1, 2002 when York County, Virginia, launched live Phase II E911
service with Nextel.

Specifically, although Nextel’s network was properly generating the latitude and
longitude of an A-GPS handset, the information was not transmitting from Nextel’s
GMLC through Intrado’s national ALI database, through the LEC’s ALI database and to
the PSAP. Despite rigorous network and component testing by both Motorola and Nextel
prior to engaging in the FOA, Nextel encountered data transmission issues in the FOA
that could not have been predicted and resolved prior to entering the FOA.

When Nextel entered its FOA, other wireless carriers already had deployed their
Phase II solutions in York County. Thus, Nextel was working with certain pre-
established technical parameters that had been implemented to deliver Phase 1I data from
those carriers to the PSAP. As Mr. Hatfield noted in his report,

tﬁe complexity of ...[launching Phase II E911] is increased by the fact that

the wireless carriers in the U.S. (a) employ several different technologies
with different air interfaces in the provision of their services and (b)

9 For example, Nextel installed new Phase II network assist equipment, which improves the performance of
the A-GPS capable handset by providing it additional location “assistance” data. The new equipment
primarily includes the Gateway Mobile Location Center (“GMLC") and the Serving Mobile Location
Center (“SMLC"™). The SMLC interfaces with the GPS reference receiver network and Nextel’s Mobile
Switching Center (“MSC”) to provide assistance data to the handset. The GMLC then manages the
interface between the MSC and the PSAP to ensure that the location information is properly transmitted
from Nextel’s network to the PSAP’s network.




operate across multiple radio frequency bands utilizing channels of

varying bandwidth. Moreover, these systems differ in their architectural

details, including employing different network elements with different

functionality and interfaces.'

Nextel experienced end-to-end connectivity issues related to trunking between the
LEC’s regional ALI database and the PSAP, the configuration of the LEC’s selective
routers and ALI databases, and the interface between Intrado’s WNALI and this LEC’s
infrastructure, all of which affected the transmission of latitude and longitude from
Nextel’s network to the PSAP. Nextel worked carefully to troubleshoot and resolve these
issues while carefully protecting the integrity of other carriers’ Phase II services. The
myriad of connectivity issues Nextel faced primarily manifested themselves as initial call
failures and out-of-sync timers. The cause of initial call failures was quickly determined
and resolved soon after the FOA commenced. The timer issues, however, which resided
primarily in the configurations of and interconnections between the Intrado database, the
LEC network and the PSAP’s equipment, required substantial time and resources to
resolve.

Each component necessary for the successful transmission of latitude/longitude
data from Nextel’s network, through the Intrado and LEC networks, to the PSAP contains
various timers that support the sending and n;,ceipt of timely and accurate Phase II
location information. Nextel’s network timers, the national and regional ALI database
timers, LEC timers and PSAP timers (collectively, the “network timers™) all must be
synchronized to successfully transmit location infoﬁnation fromn Nextel’s network to the

PSAP. A slight “miss” in any single timer can have an enormous downstream effect on

other network timers, to the point of blocking or delayihg Phase II location data

19 The Hatfield Report at p. 19.




transmission. For example, if a PSAP’s timers are set to bid for location information
before Phase Il information has been calculated by Nextel’s network, insufficient caller
location information may be provided to the PSAP. Prior to entering the FOA, Nextel
had tested and resolved all handset and system timer issues within its own network. As
the FOA progressed, however, timer issues occurred outside of Nextel’s system and these
issues required substantial testing and adjustments to optimize data flow from Nextel’s
network, through the intervening networks, to the PSAP.

By mid-August, end-to-end connectivity testing with the LEC and the PSAP
revealed that significant timer-related adjustments would be required to transmit the
proper data stream from Nextel’s network to the PSAP.!' As already noted, the LEC was
supporting Phase II for other wireless carriers in this market; consequently, the LEC’s
timers could not be adjusted since doing so might adversely impact other carriers’ Phase
II transmissions. Thus, modifying the timers in Nextel’s and Intrado’s networks afforded
the greatest flexibility to quickly resolve synchronization issues and fully test end-to-end
connectivity for Nextel’s Phase II technology.

Nextel and Intrado determined that timer connections between the LEC’s regional
ALI database and Intrado’s WNALI database were not optimized due to trunking Nextel
was sharing with other Intrado customers. To segregate Nextel’s E911 traffic at Intrado’s
WNALI and to obtain direct connections between the PSAP and the WNALI database for
Nextel’s E911 calls, Nextel and Intrado procured virtual private circui.ts that dedicate

connectivity for Nextel E911 traffic, eliminating Nextel’s dependency on other wireless

! Nextel informed the Commission of these FOA issues on August 23, 2002, See In the Matter of Revision
of the Commission’s Rules To Ensure Compatibility With Enhanced 911 Emergency Calling Systems,
Letter from Laura Holloway to Marlene Dortch, CC Docket No. 94-102 (August 26, 2002).




carriers’ connections to the WNALI database. Despite substantial resources devoted to
this issue and all parties’ best efforts to optimize the timer adjustments as soon as
possible, the work continued through the middle of September.

The second week of September, almost three weeks after Nextel initially
anticipated exiting the FOA, Nextel successfully transmitted its first, live E911 call to the
York County PSAP during a 48-hour test period.'? The live E911 test calls were
successful, transmitting voice and location information to the PSAP as anticipated. After
this 48-hour test, but prior to commercial deployment, Nextel verified its network
stability, including testing of the geographic redundancy of its Phase I equipment. This
testing ensures that in the unlikely event network equipment fails in one location, E911
calls will be routed through alternate equipment to minimize service disruption for
emergency calls. Geographic redundancy involves three network components: (1) SS7
connections that direct voice based traffic between the SMLC/GMLC and the Signal
Transfer Point (*'STP”); (2) the emergency services routing key (“ESRK”) database; and
(3) WNALI database links.

Although Nextel’s geographic redundancy test plan was prepared and ready to
implement near the end of August, the test could not be executed until a live E911 call
was successfully completed on its network. By the third week of September—soon after
the successful live E911 call—Nextel had validated th;a SS7 connections and the ESRK
database; however, additional testing revealed issucs in the connections to Intrado’s
WNALI requiring Intrado troubleshooting. Intrado quickly and diligently resolved the

database link issues to ensure a high level of redundancy between Intrado’s WNALI and

12 The 48-hour test required re-routing Nextel’s commercial customers in the- York County area around the
test sites to ensure no service disruption.



Nextel’s SMLC/GMLC equipment. Intrado identified, resolved and repeatedly tested
these WNALI database link issues; however, these additional delays, which like many
others in the FOA could not have been predicted, meant that Nextel could not complete
final geographic redundancy testing of its equipment until the closing days of September.

Throughout August and September while Nextel, the LEC and Intrado were
troubleshooting and resolving timer and connectivity issues, Nextel personnel also
worked closely with York County PSAP officials to customize the format of certain
Phase II location information delivered to the PSAP’s customer premises equipment
(“CPE”). The CPE’s type, age and capability vary aﬁong PS APs; therefore, certain
adjustments must occur to enable delivery of location information in a format suitable to
the PSAP." In many cases, working with individual PSAPs to customize information
delivery adds additional complexity and time to the deployment process.

D. Post-FOA PSAP Deployment

Soon after turning on live Phase II service in York County on October 1, 2002,
Nextel began efforts to deploy live Phase II service in nearby Hampton, Virginia, a PSAP
that relies on the same LEC ALI database used by York County. Having just spent
several weeks working with that same LEC and same ALI database, Nextel believed it
could deploy live Phase II service in Hampton by October 7, 2002. However, when the

Phase II technology was turned on live in Hampton, immediate failures occurred

13 Nextel’s Phase II solution currently delivers the call back number and latitude and longitude of the
wireless call’s originating cell tower at call setup. After a caller’s location information has been calculated
using the A-GPS functionality in Nextel's network, the wireless caller’s location information (expressed in
latitude and longitude) is transmitted to the PSAP. After Nextel began discussing deployment and live
testing with PSAPs, it became clear that while some PSAPs can accept the cell tower latitude and longitude
for Phase I information, others prefer to have the cell tower’s textual street address. Nextel is working with
a third party vendor 1o launch an addition to its Phase I solution by the end of the first quarter of 2003
which will enable PSAPs to receive Phase I information with the cell site textual street address as well as
the cell site latitude and longitude.

10




indicating that the primary trunk from the LEC to the WNALI was not provisioned
correctly. Intrado, as the operator of the WNALI, corrected this provisioning problem on
October 15, 2002 and Nextel went live with Phase II service in Hampton on October 16,
2002.

The important lesson learned in Hampton is that issues and hurdles may be
encountered even where Nextel already has launched a nearby PSAP on the same ALI
database. For example, Nextel believed that all conncctivitsr issues had been resolved
during the York County deployment; yet, unanticipated problems were encountered—
problems that, moreover, were outside of Nextel’s control and could not be resolved by
Nextel personnel. In contrast, Nextel’s Phase II deployment in St. Clair County, Illinois,
was accomplished in less than a week as no timer, trunking or connectivity problems
were encountered. Thus, as Nextel moves forward in its Phase IT deployments, all
deployment timelines will be subject to some uncertainty since it is impossible to predict
the unknown hurdles that may insert added delay into the process.'*

As Mr. Hatfield stated in his report, “the actual implementation of wireless E911
in a geographic area is a very challenging undertaking because of the number of entities
»l5

involved and the complexity of both their technical and operational interrelationships.

Having completed its Phase II E911 FOA and other Phase II PSAP deployments, Nextel

" For example, it appears that some PSAPs may request Phase II solutions using emergency services
routing digit (“ESRD") rather than ESRK technology. Adjusting Nextel's interconnectivity to support the
use of ESRDs will create major integration issues, involving Nextel, the LEC and other third parties,
requiring significantly more time before Nextel can successfully deploy those PSAPs.

15 The Hatfield Report at pages 23-24.
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can attest to these complexities and will continue to commit significant resources and
personnel to move forward with PSAP deployments as rapidly as possible.'®

The National Emergency Number Association (“NENA”), the Association of
Public-Safety Communications Officials International, Inc. (“APCO”) and the National
Association of State Nine One One Administrators (“NASNA”) recently recognized these
complexities and that ongoing cooperation among PSAPs, LECs and wireless carriers is
required to resolve them. In a September 20, 2002 letter to the Commission, these
associations noted that “in the end, as we have said previously, [Phase II] implementation
will depend more on common-sense accommodations reached in good faith among the
parties...”"” “In the final analysis,” they continued,

no rule can overcome the inherent uncertainties in the implementation

process. It is a feature of the real world, testified to by many early Phase

II implementers, that the definition of readiness evolves and varies

according to the peculiarities of individual serving arrangements,

configurations and geoFraphies. Not until the work starts will all the

variables be identified.

Nextel applauds these public safety organizations for acknowledging the

numerous factors that can affect PSAP deployment and agrees that all stakeholders must

cooperate in good faith to resolve them.'® Nextel is committed to doing its part by

1% In fact, Nextel already has reassigned so many personnel and resources to Phase 11 deployment that the
development and launch of other technology-related projects have been negatively impacted.

17 In the Matter of Revision of the Commission’s Rules To Ensure Compatibility With Enhanced 911
Emergency Calling Systems, Letter from John R. Melcher, Thera Bradshaw and Evelyn Bailey to Marlene
H. Dortch, CC Docket No. 94-102, (September 20, 2002).

¥ 1d.

% In the Hatfield Report, Mr. Hatfield concluded that “[bJecause of the total number of stakeholders
involved, the complexity of the inter-relationships among stakeholders, and the incentives and constraints
faced by those stakeholders, I conclude that an unusually high degree of coordination and cooperation
among public and private entities will be required if that vision [to seamlessly deploy Phase IIE211] is to
be realized.” The Hatfield Report at pages 20-21.

12




establishing a reasonable PSAP-by-PSAP deployment plan, based on conducting a new
FOA on each LEC or stand-alone ALI database and committing the resources necessary
to deploy requesting PSAPs as soon as possible. Nextel, however, reiterates that
accomplishing such deployment is subject to numerous factors and parties outside of
Nextel’s control. Thus, Nextel’s deployment schedule, attached as Exhibit C, establishes
a goal toward which Nextel will work; it is likely, however, that complexities will be
encountered that will delay some PSAP deployments.?’

E. Phase I Requests

With respect to the Commission’s requirement that Nextel provide “information
on all pending Phase I and Phase II requests,”*" Nextel has attached Exhibit A listing all
pending Phase I requests and their current status.”> Nextel has fully deployed Phase I
E911 service in 667 PSAP areas.® For all on-going Phase I deployment efforts, Exhibit
A provides a list of every pending Phase I request, the name of the PSAP, the date of the
request, whether or not the request is valid, its status, an explanation of the delay if the
request is older than six months, and an anticipated Phase I launch date. The proposed
deployment dates in Exhibit A are targeted launch dates, which Nextel and the relevant
PSAP are striving to meet. Nextel is in regular contact with each of these PSAPs and is

working to deploy Phase I E911 as soon as possible.

? For example, some PSAP deployments have been delayed due to LEC cost issues. See, Letter from
Thomas J. Sugrue to Kathleen B. Levitz, Luisa Lancetti, and John T. Scott III, CC Docket No, 94-102,
(October 28, 2002). Additionally, Nextel anticipates delays due to technological incompatibility issues
with some LECs and/or PSAPs. See footnote 14 herein.

2 See Nextel Waiver Order at 132.

2 In some cases a PSAP listed in Exhibit A and Exhibit C represents multiple local PSAPs.

B See Exhibit B for a list of Nextel’s Phase I deployments.
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With regard to Exhibit A, Nextel reiterates herein that Phase I E911 deployments,
similar to Phase II deployments, continue to be complicated by a number of factors —
many of which are outside of Nextel’s control. As Nextel outlined in its May 18, 2001
letter to the Wireiess Telecommunications Bureau,?* there are essentially five stages of
Phase I deployment and issues that arise in any of these areas can cause delay in the
deployment effort. The five stages are:

(1) Data Collection — Nextel collects from the PSAP and LEC information
necessary to understand the equipment used by the PSAP and LEC, the
capacity of the particular 911 system, and the location of certain equipment
(e.g., Selective Routers, dispatch centers), among other things.

(2) Network Recommendation — Based on the data collected, Nextel determines
how it will route calls to the Selective Router(s), e.g., how many trunks will
be needed based on the number of Selective Routers, which MSC will be
routed to each Selective Router and the trunking capacity needed for each
Selective Router based on load analyses.

(3) Routing Decisions/Awaiting Trunk Orders — Using the information collected
in the first two phases, Nextel places trunk orders with the LEC. Trunk
delivery typically requires 30 to 60, and sometimes 90, days. Once delivered,
the trunks are tested. If for any reason the trunks fail the testing process,
Nextel is typically required by the LEC to start over — adding an additional 30,
60 or 90 days to the trunk deployment process.

During this time, Nextel and the affected PSAP(s) map out the routing of all
911 calls in the area, ensuring that every 911 call from every Nextel cell site
or cell sector is transmitted to a predetermined PSAP. Where multiple PSAPs
are involved, or in areas on the border of adjacent PSAPs, this process often
requires substantial time, cooperation and joint efforts by all parties.

(4) ALI Database Load — Nextel assigns each cell site (or cell sector) a pseudo
ANI (“P-ANI”) (a ten-digit telephone number that identifies that particular
cell site or sector), and then loads that information into the LEC’s ALI
database. This, too, requires input and cooperation from both the LEC and
PSAP to ensure the information is loaded correctly to display on the PSAP’s
computer terminalis in the requested format.

2% In the Matter of Revision of the Commission’s Rules To Ensure Compatibility With Enhanced 911
Emergency Calling Systems, Letter to Kris Monteith, Chief, Policy Division, Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau, from Lawrence R. Krevor, Vice President-Government Affairs, May 18,
2001.

14




(5) Carrier Test — This is the final stage of Phase I deployment, ensuring that the
20 digits are transmitted to the correct PSAP and displayed appropriately on
the PSAP dispatcher’s screen. Testing must be conducted in coordination
with each PSAP to avoid burdening the PSAP during busy times and to
preclude inadvertent false calls.

As noted above, some of the listed Phase I requests in Exhibit A are more than six
months old. For each of those requests, Nextel includes an explanation of the delay
based on the five stages listed above.

F. Phase II Requests

Exhibit C addresses Nextel’s ongoing Phase 1I deployment efforts, providing a list
of every pending Phase II request, the name of the PSAP, the date of the request, whether
or not the request is valid, its status, an explanation of the delay if it is “on hold” and an
anticipated Phase II launch date. As in Exhibit A, the proposed deployment dates in
Exhibit C are targeted launch dates, which Nextel and the relevant PSAP are striving to
meet. Nextel is in regular contact with each of these PSAPs and is working to deploy
Phase I E911 as soon as possible, but for the reasons discussed herein, unexpected
complexities can delay deployment despite the best efforts of all involved.

Nextel has received valid Phase II service requests in 73 PSAP areas and has
asked that each of these PSAPs provide the documentation required in the Richardson
Order for determining the request’s validity.” Nextel’s determination that a PSAP
request is‘ “valid” presumes, based on information provided by the PSAP, that all required

LEC and PSAP infrastructure and upgrades—if not already in place—will be installed

and ready for operation with Nextel’s Phase II solution within six months of the request.

5 In the Matter of Revision of the Commission’s Rules To Ensure Compatibility with Enhanced 911
Emergency Calling Systems, Petition of City of Richardson, Order, CC Docket No. 94-102, FCC 01-293,
released October 17, 2001 at Y 14-16.
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Nextel deployed Phase II service with York County, Virginia on October 1, 2002
and with St. Clair County, lllinois and Hampton, Virginia on October 16, 2002. On
October 29, 2002 Nextel deployed Phase II service with Bond County, Illinois.?®
Furthermore, Nextel has completed substantially all Phase II implementation testing with
Cook County, Illinois, and absent any unexpected problems foresees deploying service
with this PSAP soon. Nextel is actively engaged with other PSAPs at multiple locations
and anticipates deploying Phase II service in additional areas shortly. Recognizing there
may be technology issues to resolve with some LECs and/or PSAPs,”” Nextel is working
to deploy by the First or Second Quarter of 2003 all PSAPs on Exhibit C that have
submitted a valid request.”®

CONCLUSION

As required in the Nextel Waiver Order,” Nextel is providing this Quarterly
Report to the Executive Directors and counsel of the Association of Public Safety
Communications Officials-International, Inc. (“APCO”), the National Emergency
Number Association (“NENA”) and the National Association of State Nine One One
Administrators (“NASNA”). Should any of these organizatiens or their individual PSAP
members have questions or concerns about Nextel’s submission, Nextel encourages them
to contact Laura Holloway, at the number listed below, as soon as possible to ensure

rapid and efficient deployment of Nextel’s Phase I and Phase IT E911 services.

% See Exhibit D for a list of Nextel’s Phase II deployments.

z See, e.g., footnote 14 herein.

% Some of the Phase II deployment dates that were listed on Exhibit B of Nextel’s August Report are
different in Exhibit C of this Report. The revised dates are the result of lessons learned in Nextel’s York
County, Virginia FOA, and subsequent discussions with these PSAPs.

® Nextel Waiver Order at 32.
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Respectfully submitted,
Nextel Communications, Inc.

By: d

Robert S. Foosaner
Senior Vice President — Government Affairs

Lawrence R. Krevor
Vice President — Government Affairs

Laura L. Holloway
Senior Director — Government Affairs

James Paull IV
Manager — Corporate Strategy

2001 Edmund Halley Drive

Reston, VA 20191
(703) 433-4143
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EXHIBIT A

Nextel
E911 Phase 1 Active Deployments
Status
State |  PSAP County PSAP Name x"m"::':a‘:; :::::m Status Comments for Dalay m’e"';epd m’ hase |
CA Los Angeles Los Angeles County 03/30/2001 Yas Routing/Waiting trunk order State working technical issues. Proof of concept in April Jan-03
Total CA Requests 1
CO _ |Aurora Aurora County 09/10/2002 Yes Data collection Mar-03
Total CO Requests 1
DE Dslaware |State of Delawars 10/11/2001 No On-hold Not 20 digit capable. TBD
Total DE Requests 1
FL DeSolo DeSoto Emergency Mgmt Dpt_ |08/23/2002 Yes Natwork Recommendation Dec-02
FL Hardee Hardee 11111997 No On-=hold PSAP held request for CPE upgrade now complete TBD
FL Lake Lake County Sheriffs Office 08/23/2000 Yes Carrier to test Technical issues with PSAP being able to ratreive data Dec-02
FL Lee Lee County 09/28/2001 Yas Verificaton/Loading ALl database Not 20 digit capable. Dec-02
Total FL Requests 4
GA Bryan Bryan County 911 09/12/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
GA Camden Camdan Courty 911 09/04/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
GA Chatham Chatham County 12/13/1999 Yes Validation/Loading AL| database PSAP requesied delay Dec-02
GA Fayette Fayette County 04/27/1999 No On-hoid PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
GA Ghynn Glynn County 04/23/2002 Yes Data collection Dec-02
GA Hart Hart County 08/30/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Apr-03
GA Liberty Liberty County 911 08/14/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Feb-03
GA Lumpkin Lumpkin County 911 05/21/2001 No Qn-hold PSAP requested hold TBD
GA Murray Murray County 05/03/2002 No On-hold PSAP is hoking for funding TBD
GA Walker Waker County 08/18/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
Totai GA Requests 10 :
o Chicago 041232001  [Yes  |Routing/Waiting trunk order LEC Wf;:?;éfamxaﬁ:f&:iﬂfg will not move forward Mar-03
fic Dekalb DeKab County No RFS Validation/Loading AL| database Dec-02
IL LaSalle Strastor EmgncyTel. Systam Board 10/30/2000 Yas Validation/Loading AL! database Identification of cell caverage Dec-02
IL Lea Lee County 12/11/2000 No On hold PSAP CPE Upgrade TBD
iL Madison Madison County £ETBS 12/18/2000 Yes Data ceilection PSAP CPE Upgrade Feb-03
iL Monroe Monroe Emgney Tel System Board 04/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP requires FGD licenses TBD
IL Stephenson Stephenson County 9-1-1 10/09/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
Total IL Requests 7
N Adams Adams County Sheriff Office 01/14/2002 No Cn-hold CPE Upgrade TBD
iN Allen Alen County Sheriff's Dept 02/02/2001 Y65 Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP is not 20 digit capable Dec-02
iN Boona Boone County 05/03/2002 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution T8D
IN Dearbotn Deartiom County Communications 08/04/1908 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Decatur Decatur County Sheriffs Dept  [01/21/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Delay in obtaining pANiS Jan-03
IN Delaware Delaware County 811 06/21/2001 No On-hokd PSAP is not 20 digit capable TBD
IN DeKalh DeKath County 11/17/2000 Yes (Carrier to test Waiting for PSAP to provide routing /faddressing Nov-02
IN Elkhart |Exhart County Public Safety 8/28/198 Yes Carrier to test Held for pANIs Dec-02
IN Fulton Fulton 08/29/2000 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Henry Henry County Sheriff's 01/03/2002 Yas Routing/Waiting trunk order Idertification of cell sites serving county Dec-02
IN___|Jasper Jasper 06/26/2000 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Johnson [Johnson County Sheriff 01/02/2002 Na On-hokd PSAP is not 20 digit capable TBD
IN Kosciusko Kosciusko Communications 01/14/2001 No Orrhold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN LaGrange LaGrange 01/18/2001 No On-hold No LEC CAS salution TBD
|IN Marshall Marshall County Sheriff O4/06/2001 No Or-hold No LEC HCAS solution avail TBD
N {Monroe |Monroe County Central 09/14/2001 No QOn-hold PSAP is not 20 digit capable TBD
IN |Morgan |Morgan County Sheriff's 12/27/2001 No On-hold PSAP is not 20 digit capable TBD
IN Newion Newton County Police 01/14/2002 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Noble Noble County 03/24/1999 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Shelby Sheby County Sheriff's Dept. 12/28/2001 No On-held PSAP is not 20 digit capable TBD
IN St. Joseph §t. Joseph County Sherif 02/25/2001 Yes Ready to test Problems with trunks to /R Dec-02
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State | PSAP County PSAP Name Request For :::ﬂe o Status Comments for Delay Pr *‘”w‘"’:“wz;: hase }
IN Tippacanoe Tippancanos County Sheriff 03/25/2002 Yes Houting/Waiting trunk order MEAG/addressing Dec-02
N Tipton Tipton County 10/18/2001 Yeos Routi giting trunk order PSAP equipment upgrada Jan-03

N Union Union County 07/01/1998 _ |Yes IData collection PSAP not responding to routing request Mar-03
N Wabash 'Wabash Gounty 01/17/2002 'Yes Data colection Identification of cell sites serving county Jan-03
N Wells City of Blufiton 03/02/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Jan-03
IN White White 06/26/2000 No [On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
IN Whitley Whitley 01/12/2001 No Qn-holkd N LEC CAS solution T8D
Total IN Requests 28 .
KS Johnson JMARC- City of Prairie Vilage _ |07/30/2001 Yes Network Recommendation Funding issues/ MARC deploying own AL{ DB Feb-03
KS Leavenworth ]MAHC-jLo;avenwonh County _ |07/30/2001 Yes Network Recommendation Funding issues/ MARC deploying own ALl DB Feb-03
KS Wyandotte [MARC - Wyandotte County 07/30/2001 Yes {Network Recommendalion Funding issues/ MARC deploying own AL DB Feb-03
Total KS Requests |3
KY __ |Boone Boons County Commurication Genter  |06/26/2000 _ |No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recavery T8D
KY Camphell Campbell County Police O8/28/2000 No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery TBD
KY Gallatin Gallatin County 911 09/18/2002 Yes Data coliection Apr-03
KY  |Gran g;:‘:nizgtz;:bg:x‘m 11116/2000 Or-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery 8D
KY Kenton City of Newport 09/20/2000 No Or-hold PSAP was not technicalty ready/ Carrier cost recovery T8D
KY Kenton Covington Police Department  |09/25/2000 No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery T80
Jotal KY Requests - 6 i
LA |Assumption Parish | Assumption Parish Polica 05/19/2000 Yes Network Recommendation JInitiatly no cell sites plotting in county Dec-02
LA ﬁ;r.il;hn the Baptist 5t John Parish Sherifis Office  [G1/04/2001 Yes Routing/Waliting trunk order PSAP delay approving routing Nov-02
LA Waest Baton Rouge  [West Baton Rouge Parish 04/15/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Nov-02
Total LA Requests 2
MA IMassachusstts Imﬂgﬁfﬁﬁﬁr o 10/01/200% Yes Carrior to test Testing in progress Dec-02
Total MA Requests 1
MD |Anne Arundel Anne Arundel County Police Dept. 12/09/1999 No On-hold PSAP not able to handie 20-digits TBD
IMD__ |Montgomery Monigomery County PD 04/14/2002_ [No On-hold PSAP not able to handie 20-digits TBD
[Total MD Requests 2
Imi Antrim Antrirm County E911 10/04/2000 Yes Validation/L.oading ALl database Delay in loading pANis Dec-02
Imi Benzie Benzie County Sheriffs Dept. 06/27/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Trunk order deatyed Dec-02
| Berrien |Bemen County 09/11/2000 No QOn-hoid PSAP hold - Equipment upgrade T8D
Imi Crawford [Crawford Emg. Contral Digpatch 02/23/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Trunks ordered Dec-02
Imi Gladwin Gladwin County E911 10/25/2000 No On-hoid PSAP can't do HCAS TBD
Imi Hillsdale Hillsdala Cnity Central Dispaich 07M12/2000 Yes Carrier 1o test Initial trunk testing failed Nov-02
Imi Kalamazo0 - Katamazoo County Sheriff 03/29/2001 No On-hokd PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
[t Kalkaska Kalkaska County Sheriff 04/12/2001 No Orrhold No LEC HCAS solution avail TBD
IMI Kent Grand Rapids Police Dept 04/24/2001 No On-hold PSAP carit do HCAS TBD
M Kent Michigan Stats Police - Rocidord 03/23/2001 No Orr+hoid PASP equipment upgrade TBD
s Lanawee Lanawes County Sheriff 11/14/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Addressing/MSAG build Dec02
] Macomb Macomb County Sheriff 04/18/2001 No On-hold PSAP can't do HCAS TBD
Imi Manistee Manistee County 511 07/24/2000 Yes Carrier 10 test PSAP Equipment upgrade Nov-02
M Mason & Oceana _ [Mason-Oosana Gnty Ganiral Dispatch  [09/12/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Trunk order dealyed Dec-02
M Muskegon Muskegon Central Dispatch 05/20/2000 Yes Validation/Loading ALl database Trunk order dealyed Dec-02
{MI Newayqgo Newaygo County 911 04/04/2001 Yeos Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP approval of routing Dec-02
Mi Cakland Qaldand Gounty 07/20/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP aporoval of calt routing Jan-03
Mi Roscommon Roscommon Cnty Gantral Dispatch 07/18/2000 Yes Routi aiting trunk order PSAP al of routing Dec-02
M Washtenaw Washtenaw Cntrl Dispatch Authority  107/14/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting tnunk order PSAP delay In being able to do HCAS Jan-03
M Wayne Conference of Eastern Wayne  [04/10/20G1 No On-hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
M Wayne Conference of Western Wayne  [08/11/2000 No On hold PSAP can't do HCAS TED
M Wayne Detroit (City of} 03/16/2001 No On-hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
[ Wexford Wexiord County Sheriff Dept 07/13/2000 No On-hold PSAP can't do HCAS TBD
Total Ml Requests 23 . .
MN__ [lsanti Isanti County 01/01/1930  |Yes Data collection PSAP Equipment upgrade Feb-03
MN |Morrison Marrison County 01/01/1930 Yes Data collection PSAP Equipment upgrade Feb-03
MN _ [Rice Rice County 01/01/1998 __ [Yes Data coliection PSAP Equipment upgrade Jan-03




EXHIBIT A

State |  PSAP County PSAP Name Request For ::Icln?u,gt  Status Comments for Delay Projecied mu“:::“"“’“ '
MN Steele Stesle County 01/01/1998 Yes Data colection PSAP Equipment upgrade Jan-03
MN |Stearns Steams County 08/16/2002 Yes Data collection Fab-03
Total MN Pending Requests |5 '

MO Boone City of Columbia 03/15/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Trunks ordered Jan-03
MO Franklin Franklin County 09/19/2002 Yes Data collection Mar-03
MO Lincoln Lincoin County 04/23/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order bDec02
MARG - Chy, City ol . Funding issues/ MARG deploying own ALi DB
MO Cass Independence, City of Blue Springs, City |07/36/2001 Yes Network Recommendation Feb-03
of Plaasant Valley and City of Liberty
. ing | MAR i ALl DB
MO [clay B e ooy PO 0 071302001 [ves  |Network Recommendation Funding issues/ MARC deploying cun Feb-03
MO DaKalb Dekalh County 07/05/2002 Yes Data collection
Springs PD, Granviow PD, Funding issues/ MARG deploying own ALI DB
MO |Jackson e pa oy POLeesl07/30/2001  [Yes  [Network Recommendation Feb-03
PD.
MO Johnson [Johnson County 07/30/2001 Yes Network Recommendation Funding issues/ MARC deploying own ALl OB Feb-03
MO Platte Platte County 07/30/2001 Yes Network Recommendation Funding issues/ MARC depioying own ALI DB Feb-03
MO St Louis St Louis 11/30/2000 No ValidatiorvLoading ALl database 5mo defay with LEC database issues. PSAP funding for upgrades TBD
Total MO Requesis 9
MS  |DeSoto ggmggggnsmw 04102002  [Yes  |Routing/Waiting trunk order Delay cbtaining pANIs Dec-02
Ims— IpPike McComb Police Depariment  [12/11/2000  |Yes Awaiting PANI's Delay obtaining pANIs Dec-02
IMs Tunica [Tunica Cnty Emg Comm 10/28/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
M8 {Union Union County o7ia2002  lYes Network Recommandation Dec-02
Total MS Requests 3 . i
NG |Granville City of Fayetvile 117152001 {No On-hoid PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
NG [Moore ’.;',f,‘;’,‘;ﬁi,'“;,";’eﬂ?;’::""’"' o |zrzzo0r  fno On-hoid PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
NC Northampton Northampton County 10/12/2001 No On-hold PSAP not 20 digit capable TBD
NC Rebeson City of Lumbarton 02/25/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP Equipment upgrade MNov-02
NC Robeson Robeson County 0D4/19/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Nov-02
NC Union Monroe Public Safety Comm.  |0&/25/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP Equipment upgrade Feb-03
Total NC Requests 6 : - _
NJ |New Jersey New Jersey 03/17/1998 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order State delay in implementation ALl Database/routing still pending Feb-03
Total NJ Requests 1 . "
Dona Ana -Las - Masilla Valley Regional Dispatch
. NM Cruces Authority 08/07/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
Total NM Requests o
NV Clark Clark County 05/01/2001 __ [Ne On-hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
NV ‘Washoe ‘Washoe County 01/01/1998 No Cn-hold PSAF technical & funding issues TBD
Total NV Requests 2
NY Naw York City PD 07/30/2001 Yes Carrier testing Testing in progress Dec-02
NY Suffolk Suffok County Police Dept 05/15/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP trunks to §/R pending Mar-03
Total NY Requests 2 . . -
OH [Bulter QK| -Bulter 08/06/1997 No [On-hotd PSAP was not technicaly ready/ Carrier cost recovery TBD
OH Clermont OK}-Clarmant Gaunty 04/11/2000 No Cn-hoid PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery TBD
Department of Public Safety
OH Clinton OKI-Clinton 08/06/1997 No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Catrier cost recovery TBD
OH Delaware Delaware County Emgney Services 07/12/2001 Yes AL| load in progress No PSAP funding avail + Need boundary verification from PSAP Nov-G2
OH Hamilton Cincinnati 04/19/2001 No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery TED
OH Hamilton Hamilton County 911 08/31/2000 No On-hold PSAP was not technically ready/ Carrier cost recovery TBD
OH Miami Miami County 07/23/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP Equipment upgrade Dec-02
OH Portage Portage County Emg Mgrmit 01/28/2002 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
OH Sandusky Sandusky County Emg Mgmt 02/11/2002 Yes Data collection PSAP Equipment upgrade Mar-03
OH 'Warren OKI - Warren 08/06/1997 No Qn hold PSAP won't be ready until equipment is in place TED
Total OH Requests 10
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EXHIBIT A
[{ P
Request For  [Valld Projected Date for Phase |
.State PSAP County PSAP Name Service Date vest Status Comments for Delay Deployment
OR Oregon State of Cregon 09/24/2001 No CPE_issue Oregon not HCAS capable TBD
Total OR Requests 1
PA  |Berks Barks County 911 01/10/2002___ IYes Ready to test Addressing/MSAG buikd Nov-02
PA |Pelaware Delaware County 03/26/1997 Yas Routing/Waiting trunk order Addressing/MSAG build Dec-02
Total PA Requests 12
SC Beaufort Beaufort County E9-1-1 05/27/1998 Ne |On-hold Stand alone ALl database technical issues & waiting for PSAF to respond. TBD
SC Charleston Charlesion County No RFS Vaidation/Loading ALI database PSAP equipment upgrade Nov-02
8C Colleton T_C;S,\Ilaton County Sheriff No On Hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
. Fairfield County Emergency
SC Fairfield Management Department 04/02/2002  [No On-hokt PSAP equipment upgrade Tab
SC Greenwood Greenwood County On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
SC Horry' Hormy County 02/07/2002 Yas Routing/Waiting trunk order Awaiting trunks Dec-02
SC Laurens. Laurens County 911 11/16/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Awaiting tninks Dac-02
SC [Oconee Ceonee County 06/04/2000 No On-hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
SC Sumter City of Sumter 02/07/2002__|No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBO
Total SC Requests 0] j
TN Cambel Cambel County 06/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TEBD
TN Cumberland Cumberland County 06/25/2001 No On-hold No LEC CAS solution TBD
TN Decatur Decatur County 06/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
™ Grundy Grundy County 06/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
N Putnam Putman County 06/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
TN Sequatchie Sequatchie County 06/25/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade TBD
Total TN Requests [
" . " PSAF was not willing to load ALl database until contract is finalized. PSAP
TX Dallas City of Addison 03/02/2000 Yes ALl loading stfl reviewing contract Dec-02
TX Daflas City of Garland 07/23/2000 Mo PSAP equipment delay PSAP requires a sofftware update TBD
Dallas County Communications . - L . L
TX Dallas & Central Services 12/27/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order |initially no cell sites plotting in county Jan-02
TX Dallas City of Highland Park 07/09/2002 Yeos Data collection Feb-03
Total TX Requests 4 .
VA Alexandria Gity of Alexandria 03/23/1988 Yes Data collection Technology issue - No HCAS solution avail will implement Phase II Nov-02
. Artington County Emergency . . " "
VA Arlington Commurications Center 03/23/1999 fes Data coflaction Technology issue - No HCAS solution availwill implement Phase Il Now-02
VA Caroline Caroline Cnty, Emrgncy 811 06/25/2002 Yes Data coflection Feb-03
VA Chesterfield City ¢f Colonial Heights 02/26/2002 Yes Carrier o test PSAP requested hold Feb-03
VA Dinwiddie Dinwiddie County 10/16/2001 No On-hold PSAP CPE not ready TBD
VA Fairfax ; Fairfax County Police Dept 03/23/1999 Yes Data collection Technotoy issue - No HCAS solution availl wil implement Phase li Nov-02
VA Fauquier Fauguier County Sheriff 04/14/2001 yes Ready to test Delay obtaining call routing from PSAP Oct-02
Gloucester County Dept of .
VA Gloucester linformation Technology 10/30/2001 No On-hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
VA Goochland Goochland County 03/12/2002 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order Delay oblaining cal routing from PSAP Nov-02
VA Greensvile Greanville County 03/12/2002 No On hold PSAP Equipment upgrade TBD
VA Loudoun Loudoun County 03/21/1998 No On-hold PSAP cannot do CAS TBD
VA New Kent New Kent Sheriff's Department 108/17/2001 No Cn-hoid PSAP not ready TBD
Piedmont — Valley _
VA PSAP Managers Pladmont — Valley PSAP Managers 02/13/2001 No On hold PSAF cannot do CAS TBD
VA Southampton City of Franklin Polica Departmant 11/15/2001 Yes Carrier 1o test Data issues Nov-02
VA Spotsylvania Spotsyivania Cnty of Emergancy Com.  |06/15/2002 Yes Verificaion/Loading ALl database Dec-02
VA |Stafford Stafford County Sheriffs Office [07/26/2001  (Yes Carrier to test Delay until LEC rehomes 911 tandems Nov-02
VA Warren Warren Gounty Shefiffs Dept _ |11/19/2001 Yes Network Recommmendation Initiafly no call sites plotting in county Feb-03
Total VA Requests 17 ) iR
WA Adams Adams County Sheriff Office 08/17/2001 No On-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Claliam g':_ginmior::nw Sheriffs 10/08/2001 No On-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Clark Clark Regional Comm Agency  |01/01/1698 No On-hold PSAP request TBD




EXHIBIT A

: Fequest For |Valid Projected Date for Phase |

State PSAP County PSAP Name Service Date [Request Status Comments for Delay Deployment :
WA Cowlitz ggrnigiz::?ngi(‘}emer 05/10/2000 No On-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Grays Marbor Grays Harbior E911 Comm Centar 03/20/2000 Yes Routing/W aiting trunk order PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding Jan-03
WA Island 1-COM 04/11/2000 No On-hold PSAFR delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Jeffarson | Jefferson County Sheriff 03/27/2000 No Qr-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Kitsap Kitsap 01/01/1998 No On-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Kittitas KITTCOM 911 12/22/2001 No On hold PSAP withdrawn request based on funding issues with LEC TBD
WA Klickitat Klickitat County 05/14/2002 Yes Verificaton/Loading ALl database Dec-03
WA Lewis Lewis County 01/01/1998 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding Jan-03
WA Mason {Mason County 06/1%2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAF delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding Jan-03
WA Pacific Pacific County Sheritt 02/23/2000 No On-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Pierce Pierce 06/19/2000 No On-hold Waiting for PSAP to return routing TBD
WA Sakamania Sakamania County Sheriff 10/03/2002 Yes Data collection Apr-03
WA San Juan San Juan County 08/17/2001 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order PSAP withdrawn request based on funding issuas with LEC Jan-03
WA Skagit Skagit 05/21/1998 No Cn-hold PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Snohomish S_nohornish County Sherift 07/20/2001 No On-hold PSAP celay until contract issues résolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Spokane Spokane Emrgncy Sves Comm Calr 04/19/2000 No [On-hold PSAP delay until contract i resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
WA Thurston CAPCOM 0:3/22/2000 Yes Routing/Waiting trunk order [PSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding Jan-03
WA Whatcom WHAT-COMM 05/14/2002 Yes Ready to test Nov-02_
WA Yakima Yakima County Safety Gomm Cntr 02/22/2000 No On-hold IPSAP delay until contract issues resolved with LEC. PSAP Funding TBD
Tolal WA Requests 22
Total PSAP Requests 189




Nextel
E911 Phase | Deployed

“|Athens-Limestone 911

AL Athens <Limestone 02/20/2001
AL Blount Blount County 03/09/2001
AL Calhoun County Calhoun County 911 03/08/2001
AL Chiiton Chilton County E911 01/25/2002
AL Cleburne Clebume County 911 06/12/2001
AL Colbert Colbert County E911 08/23/2001
Al Culiman Cullman County 911 03/23/2001
Al Etowah Etowah County 911 03/09/2001
AL Gardendale {Gardendale Pclice 10/15/2001
AL Huntsville-Madison Huntsville-Madison 911 03/08/2001
Al Jackson LJackson County 911 03/25/2002
AL Jefferson Bessermer 11/21/2001
AL Jefferson City of Bimingham PD 06/25/2001
AL Jefferson City of Leeds |04/29/2001
AL Jefferson Jefferson County Communications |10/01/2001
AL Jefferson City of Pleasant Grove Police losr25/2001
AL Jefferson City of Tarrant loés25/2001
AL Lauderdale |Lauderdale County |og/23/2001
AL Lawrence |Lawrence County [01/23/2002
AL Marshall |Guntersvilte 102/05/2002
AL [Morgan |Morgan County (Decatur & Hartselle} 103/12/2001
AL Shelby Shelby County 102/01/2001
AL St. Clair St. Clair County 04/12/2001
AL Talladega Talladega County 03/12/2001
AL Tuscaloosa Tuscaloosa County 02/20/2001
AL Walker Walker County 02/20/2001
AK Craighead Criaghead County 05/20/2002
AK Crittenden Crittenden County Sheriff's Department 05/28/2002
JAK St Francis St. Francis County 911 05/29/2002
AZ Pima City of Tucson Communications Center 11/28/2001
|CA San Francisco San Francisco Emergency Communications Dept  101/28/2002
cO Adams Adams County Communications Center 10/25/2001
cO Arapahoe Arapahoe County Sheriffs Department 06/26/2002
cO Aspen-Pitkin Aspen-Pitkin County Communications 03/19/2002
co Boulder Boulder County ETSA 08/28/2001
CO Denver City of Denver 03/01/2002
CO Douglas Douglas County 911 09/20/2001
CO Eagle Eagle County Sheriff 07/17/2001
[o]e] El Paso El Paso /Teller 01/11/2002
CO Garfield Garfield County Emergency 12/11/2001
CO Fremont Canon City PD 06/08/2001
CO Jefferson Jeffarson County Communications 08/11/2000
CO Larimer Larimer County Sheriffs Office 06/12/2001
CO Montrose |Montrose County 06/26/2002
CcO Oterc Otero County 911 Authority 10/01/2001
CO Summit Summit County Communications Center 11/13/2001
cO Weld Weld County Communication Center 06/01/2001
CT State of Connecticut |Department of Public Safety 11/07/2001
FL Alachua |Alachua County Sheriffs Office 11/07/2001
FL Brevard |Bravard County Fira-Rescus-EMS 04/09/2002

EXHIBIT:B



FL Charlotte Charlotte County 04/29/2002
FL Citrus Citrus County Sheriff's Office 02/20/2002
FL Clay |Clay County 08/12/2002
FL Collier Collier County Sheriffs Office 12/12/2001
FL Dade |Miami-Dade 06/08/2000
FL Duvall Duvall County 911 09/28/2001
FL Flagler Flagler County Sheriff 10/29/2001
FL Glades Glades County 811 191/10/2002
FL Hendry Clewiston Police Department 04/19/2002
FL Hemando {Hamando County Sheriff 12/12/2001
FL Hillsborough |Hillsborough Gounty Sheriff 06/05/2002
FL Indian River |Indian River County 05/28/2002
Fl |Manatee IManatee County 911 11/02/2001
FL  IMarion [Marion County Sheriffs Department 03/04/2002
FL Martin {Martin County Sheriff Depariment 09/13/2001
FL Monroe Monroe County Emergency Communications 10/03/2001
FL Nassau Nassau County Dispatch 105/29/2001
[FL Osceola Osceola County Sheritf |ogr23i2002
FL Orange Apopka Police and Fire Departments |o1/08/2001

Greater Orando Aviation Authority 01/08/2001

Maitland Police 01/08/2001

Ocoee Police Department 01/08/2001

Orange County 01/08/2001

Orange County 8-1-1 Systems 01/08/2001

Orange County Fire Rescue 01/08/2001

Orange County Sheritfs Office 01/08/2001

Qrlando Fire Department 01/08/2001

Orando Police Department 01/08/2001

University of Central Florida Police Department {01/08/2001

Winter Garden Police Department 01/08/2001

Winter Park Police Department 01/08/2001
FL Palm Beach West Paim Beach Palice Depariment 08/27/2001
FL Pasco Pasco County Fire and Rescue 05/14/2002
FL Pinellas Pinellas County Emergency Communications-8-1-1 [04/19/2002
FL Polk Polk County 8-1-1-Sheriffs Depariment 05/28/2002
FL Putnam Putnam County Sheitfts Office 10/01/2002
FL Sarasota Sarasota County Sheriffs Office 11/01/2001
FL Seminole Seminole County Sheriffs Department 10/17/2001
FL St Johns St Johns County Sheriffs Office 05/28/2002
FL ST. Lucie 8t Lucie 0710/2002
FL Sumter Sumter County 9-1-1 02/26/2002
FL Volusia Volusia County Sheriff's Department 10/24/2001
GA Banks Banks County 07/10/2001
GA Catoosa Catoosa County 03/29/2002
GA Cherokee Cherokee County 08/01/2002
GA Clarke Clarke County 11/15/2001
GA Clayton Clayton County Communications Department 01/15/2002
GA Claylon City of Morrow 07/15/2002
GA Cobb Cobb County 09/15/2000
[GA___ |Coweta Coweta County 03/28/2001
GA DeKalb DeKalb County Public Safety 07/11/2002
GA___ |DeKalb |City of Chambise 07/11/2002
GA  |DeKalb |Decatur Police Department 07/11/2002
GA Douglas |Douglas County 911 08/27/2001
GA |Floyd |Floyd County 05/06/2002

EXHIBIT 8



Forsyth Forsyth County 05/05/2001
GA Fulton City of Atlanta 07/03/2001
GA Fulton Fulton Gounty 911 09/05/2001
GA Greene Greane County 11/13/2001
GA Gwinnett Gwinnett County E9-1-1 01/17/2001
GA Hall [Hall County 911 09/16/01
GA _ |Henry |Henry County 911 04/12/02
GA __ |Jackson |Jackson County 04/08/02
GA__ [Morgan IMorgan County 04/09/02
GA___ [Newton [Newton County 06/28/02
GA Oconee Oconoee County 05/15/2002
GA Paulding Paulding Gounty 06/06/2000
GA Riverdale City of Riverdale 04/05/2002
GA Rockdale City of Conyers 02/08/2002
GA Rockdale Rockdale County 911 10/26/2001
GA City of Smyma . 07/16/2002
GA Spalding Griffin- Spaiding 11/14/2001
GA Walton Walton County 07/10/2001
IL Bureau |Bureau County Sheriffs Department 10/11/2002
IC Bond {Bond County 09/04/2001
IL Cook Alsip PD 04/16/2002
IL Cock Barrington Hills PD 05/12/2001
IL Cook Bedford Park PD 02/06/2002
iL Cook Beliwood 03/06/2002
IL Cook Berkeley PD 02/26/2002
IL Cook Berwyn PD 01/30/2002
IL Cook |Blus Island Emmergency Telephone System 02/15/2002
IL Cook |Broadview Police Dept 01/30/2002
IL Cook Cicero 911 01/04/2002
IL Cook City of Barwyn 01/30/2002
IL Cook City of Chicago Heights PD 01/04/2002
IL Cook Cook County Sheriff 01/23/2002
] Cook Country Club Hills PD 02/27/2002
IL Cook Countryside PD 07/02/2002
fiC Cook |Des Plaines-Park Ridge 01/03/2002
N Cook |Eimwood Park 01/10/2002
1L Cook Evanston Police/Fire 02/01/2202
IL Cook Flossmoor 02/07/2002
IL Cook Forest Park 03/01/2002
IL Cook Franklin Park 101/03/2002
IL Cook Glencoe 102/06/2002
IL Cook Glenview PD 12/04/2001
IL Cook Harwood Heights 01/10/2002
iL Cook Hazel Crest Police Department 02/06/2002
1L Cook Hickory Hills Police Department 01/30/2002
IL Caok |Homewood 02/11/2002
IL Cook Indian Head Park PD 03/22/2002
1L Cook LaGrange PD 02/15/2002
IL Cook La Grange Park PD {06/02/2002
IL Cook Lansing 02/27/2002
IL Cook Lincoln wood PD 02/22/2002
L Cook Village of Lynwood & Thomton 05/28/2002
IL Cook Village of Oak Park 06/25/2002
IL Cook Lyons 05/21/2002
T onk IMavwond 02/27/2002

EXHIBITB



McCook

02/07/2002

Cook
IL Cook Midlothian Police Department 02/07/2002
IL Cook Morton Grove PD 02/20/2002
Il Cook Niles 02/20/2002
IL Cook Norridge PD 01/30/2002
1L Cook Northbrook 01/04/2002
IL Cook Northiield PD 02/22/2002
IL Cook NW Central Dispatch 11/28/2001
1L Cook Oak Forest 02/11/2002
IL Cook Qak Lawn Emergency 02/06/2002
IL Cook Odand 02/11/2002
IL Cook River Grove 01/03/2002
IL Cook Riverdale 05/21/2002
IL Cook Rolling Meadows 11/27/2001
IL Cook Rosamont 12/17/2001
IL Cook Schaumburg PD 01/28/2002
IL Cook Schiller Park 01/17/2002
{8 Cook Skokie 03/01/2002
IL Cook SouthCom Digpatch 05/28/2002
IL Cook Southwest Central 02/13/2002
IL Cook Tinley Park 01/03/2002
IL Cook West Suburban Consclidated Dispatch Center 04/03/2002
IL Cook Westchester 02/26/2002
iL Cook Westem Springs 12/04/2001
1L Cook Willow Springs 02/27/2002
Il Cook Wilmette 03/01/2002
IL Cook Winnetka 02/22/2002
IL DuPage |DuPage County 911 12/12/2001
IL Grundy |Grundy County Shariff 05/31/2002
IL. Kane |Kane County(Elgin, South Elgin, Quadcom) 11/15/2001
IL Kankakse |Kankakee 02/05/2002
IL Kendall {KENCOM 11/21/20014
CENCOM(Round Lake, Round Lake Pk, Round
I |Lake Lake Beach, Round Lake Hts, Hainesville 02/04/2002
IL Lake Deerfield Police Department [02/04/2002
IL Lake - Fox Lake lo2r21/2002
IL Lake Gumee Police and Fire {01/30/2002
L Lake Highland Park E911 02/15/2002
1l Lake jLake Bluff PD 02/21/2002
IL Lake |Lake County Sheriff 02/21/2002
IL Lake |Lake Forest PD 02/21/2002
IL |Lake |Libertyville 04/04/2002
IL |Lake Lincolnshire 03/01/2002
IL |Lake Mundelein PD 02/11/2002
I ILake Vernon Hills PD 02/21/2002
IL {Lake Waukegan Police Department 02/04/2002
IL Lake Winthrop Harbor 03/08/2002
IL Lake Zion PD 03/01/2002
IL McHenry [McHenry County 11/19/2001
IL Randolph Randolph County Sheriff Department 03/29/2002
1L St Clair 8t Clair County Communications 01/18/2001
IL Washington Washington County 911 _ 06/06/2002
IL Will Will County 911 Emergency Telephone System 03/28/2002
IL Winnsbago Winnebago 03118/2002
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Grant County

[01/17/2002

IN Grant
IN |Hamilton Hamilton County 911 12/07/2001
IN Hancock Hancock County 02/27/2002
IN |Hendricks Hendricks County 03/28/2002
IN__ THuntington Huntington County 0171772002
IN |LaPgrie LaPorte Gounty 911 10/21/2002
IN Lake Lake County 91% 01/03/2002
IN Madison Madison County Sheriff's Office 01/17/2002
IN Marion Marion (MECA) 01/03/2002
IN Miami Miami County ES-1-1 05/23/2002
IN Porter Porter 08/30/2002
IN Ripley Ripley County Communications 08/17/2002
IN Steuben Steuben County 811 06/27/2001
IN Wayne Wayne County Emergency Services . |09/19/2002
KS Riley Rilsy County Emergency Management 06/21/2002
KS Sedgwick Sedgwick County 06/26/2002
LA Ascension Ascension Parish Communications District 04/25/2002
LA East Baton Rouge East Baton Rouge Parish 09/04/2002
LA Iberville Iberville Office of Emergency Preparedness 10/30/2001
LA Jefferson Jefferson Parish 08/06/2001
LA LaFourche Lafourche Communications District 12/18/2001
LA Qrfeans Orleans Parish Communication District 05/29/2002
LA Plaguemines Plaguemines Parish Communications District 09/28/2001
LA St Charles St Charles Parish 07/02/2001
LA St. Bemard St. Bemmard Parish Communications District 07/18/2002
LA St Mary St Mary Parish Communication District 04/25/2002
LA St. Tammany St Tanwmany Parish Communication District 06/06/2002
LA Tangipahoa Tangipahoa Communication District 09/26/2001
LA Tensbonne Tetrebenne Parish Communications District 08/06/2001
LA Washington Washington Parish 10/22/2002
Mi Allegan Allegan County Central Dispatch 07/25/2002
MI Arenac Arenac County 05/26/2002
Mi Barry Barry County Central Dispatch 06/18/2002
MI Bay Bay County 911 Central Dispatch 11/13/2001
MI Branch Branch County 911 08/23/2001
Ml Calhoun Calhoun Gounty Sheriff 06/19/2002
MI Cass - Cass County 911 08/23/2001
Mi Charlevoix-Cheboyagan-Emmet CCE Central Dispatch Authority 05/07/2002
Mi Clinton Clinton County 911 07/31/2001
MI Eaton Eaton Gounty Central Dispafch 06/19/2002
Mi Geneseg City of Flint 05/08/2002
M Genesee Genesee County (City of Flint) 04/25/2002
Mi Grand Traverse Grand Traverse County 911 Central Dispatch 03/06/2002
MI Greenville Greenville 06/12/2001
Mi Gratiot County Gratiot County 911 07/27/2001
MI Huron Huron County 911 12/21/2001
Ml Ingham East Lansing PD 06/18/2002
Mi Ingham Meridian Township 06/19/2002
Mi Ingham Michigan State PD 06/19/2002
MI fonia lonia County Central Dispatch 06/18/2002
Ml Isabelle Isabelle County 911 08/09/2001
MI Jackson Jackson County 07/25/2002
Mi Lapeer Lapeer County 911 06/12/2002
[mt Leelanau Leslanau County 03/06/2002
] Livingston Livingston 08/28/2002
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Mecosta and Ocecla 08/09/2002

Mi Midland |Midland County Central Dispatch Authority 03/28/2002

M Monroe [Monroa County Central Dispatch 08/28/2002

Mi Montcalm County |Montcalm County Ceniral Dispatch 06/12/2001

Mi Ogemaw Ogemaw County Sheriff 05/26/2002

M Qttawa Ottawa County Central Dispatch Authority 06/19/2002

Ml Saginaw Saginaw County 811 Communications Center 03/28/2002

Mi Sanilac Sanilac County 05/08/2002

MI Shiawassee Shiawassee County 911 - 08/09/2001

MI St. Clair (St. Claire County Sheriff Department, Port Huron, [07/31/2002

M St Josaph St Joseph County 911 08/23/2001

Ml Tuscola Tuscola County Central Dispaich 12/05/2001

Mi Van Buren Van Buren County 911 08/23/2001

MN Benton Benton 08/14/2002

MN  |Chisago 08/14/2002

MN Goochue Goohue County Sheriff 06/18/2002

MN Kanebec KanebecCounty Sheriff 07/01/2002

MN LeSueur LeSueur PD 06/24/2002

MN Minnesota Metro 911 Board 04/16/2001

MN Mille Lacs Gounty Milla Lacs County 04/18/2002

MN Sherbume Sherbume County Sheriff 06/18/2002

MN Wright Wright 09/17/2002

MO Christian Christian County E911 01/29/2002

MO Cooper Coopear 02/07/2002

MO Greene Greene County 02/21/2002

MO Jasper Jasper County 02/07/2002

rMO Taney Taney County - 02/07/2002
MG Warren Warren County Emergency Services |04/24/2002
Imo Webster Webster County lo1/18/2002
INC  JAlamanace Alamance County Emergency Communications  108/08/2001
INC Alexander Alexander County E9-1-1 Communications 10/04/2001
INC Brunswick |Brunswick Emergency Services 10/17/2001
INC Burke {Burke County 911 09/27/2001
INC Cabarrus Cabarrus County 12/29/2000
INC  [Caldwell Lenoir Police Department 09/27/2001
{NC Carteret Carteret County 03/26/2002
NC Catawba Catawba County Sheriff Dept 09/27/2001

NG Chatham Chatham County Pclice Department 07/19/2002

NC Cleveland City of Shelby 04/08/2002

NC Craven New Bem 04/03/2002

NC Cumbertland Cumberiand County 10/05/2001

NC  |Davidson Davidson County 12/01/2000

NC  |Davie Davie County 04/15/2002

NC |Duplin [E)uplin County Communications 11/15/2001

NC  [Durham |Durham County 10/07/2002

NC Edgecombe Edgecombe County 911 04/16/2002

NC Forsyth City of Winston - Salem 02/15/2001

NC Forsyth Forsyth County 02/05/2001

NC Gaston Gaston County 12/21/2000

NC Greene Greene County Department of Emergency Services |03/13/2002

NC Guilford Guilford County 11/21/2000

NC Halifax Halifax County Communications 02/15/2002

NG Hameft Hamett County 10/05/2001

NC Hoke Hoke County 09/17/2001

NG Iredsll Iredell Countv 0D9/28/2001
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Johnston County Emerge Communications

Johnston 05/22/2001

INC Jones Jones County 09/26/2002
INC  |Lee Sanford Police Department 06/13/2002
NC  |Lenoir Lenoir County 04/09/2002
NC  |Lincoln Lincoln County 911 09/27/2001
NC  |Mecklenburg Mecklenburg County 06/21/2000
NC  [Nash . [Nash County 02/15/2002
NC  |New Hanover New Hanover County Sheriff Office 09/19/2001
NC Pender Pender County 911 06/27/2002
NC Onslow Onslow 03/26/2002
NC Orange UNC- Chapel Hill PD 02/12/2001
NC Pitt Pitt County Communications Department 01/31/2002
NC Randolph Randolph County Emergency Communications 11/27/2001
NC __ |Rockingham Eden Police-Fire Communications 12/20/2001
NG Rowan Rowan County Depart of Telecomm 06/13/2001
NC Sampson Sampson County Emergency Management Services|09/15/2001
NC Stanly Stanly County Emergency Communications 02/17/2000
NC Surry Surry County Communications 05/17/2002
NC Wake Wake County (Cary and Raleigh) 02/12/2001
NC Wayne Wayne County Emergency Services 09/19/2001
NC Wilson Wilson County 911 03/02/2001
OH  |Hocking Hocking County Emargency 07/25/2002
RI Rhode Island Rl State Police 10/11/2000
SC Anderson Anderson County 10/05/2001
5C Berkeley Berkeley County 04/16/2002
SC Cherokee Cherokee County Department of Communications  [09/28/2001
5C Chester Chester County E9-1-1 08/03/2001
SC Dillion Dillion County 911 05/12/2001
sC Dorchester Dorchester County E911 04/25/2002
SC Florence Florence City Police 06/10/2002
SC Georgetown 06/28/2002
SC Greenville Greenville County 911 07/13/2000
SC Kershaw Kershaw County E911 12/20/2001
SC Lancaster Lancaster County 05/07/2002
SC Lexington Lexington County 02/05/2002
5C Newberty Newberry County 04/04/2002
SC Orangeburg Orangeburg County 911 Center 06/17/2002
SC Pickens Pickens County 911 11/08/2001
SC Richland 08/29/2002
SC Spartanburg Spartanburg County 03/03/2000
SC York York County Office of Emergency Management 11/15/2001
TN Anderson Anderson County 02/13/2002
TN Benton Benton County 01/04/2002
TN Blount Blount County 02/01/2002
RN~ |Bradiey Bradley County 12/21/2001
TN [Cheatham Cheatham County 11/30/2001
TN Coffee Coffee County 10/17/2001
TN Crockett Crockett County 12/27/2001
TN |Davidson Davidson County 02/01/2002
TN |Dickson Dickson County 02/21/2002
TN Fayette Fayette County 12/18/2001
TN Gibson Gibson County 12/27/2001
TN |Hamblen JHamblen County 12/26/2001
TN [Hamilton |Hamilton County 911 02/27/2002
TN  [Havwood IHavwood Countv 12/27/2001
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02/21/2002

Hickman Hickman County
TN |Henderson Henderson County 01/02/2002
TN  |Humphreys Humphreys County 12/21/2001
TN |Jefterson Joefferson County 12/26/2001
TN  |Knox Knox County 02/08/2002
TN |Loudon Loudon County 01/02/2002
[TN_[Madison Madison County 01/03/2002
TN [Marion Marion County 02/20/2002
TN  |Maury Maury County 11/26/2001
TN McMinn MoMinn County 12/17/2001
TN Monroe Monroe County 01/02/2002
TN Mentgomery Montgomery County 02/20/2002
TN Rhea Rhea County 02/13/2002
TN Roane Roane County 12/26/2001
TN Robertson Robertson 02/20/2002
™ Rutherford Rutherford County 12/26/2001
TN Sevier Sevier County 01/30/2002
TN [Shelby Shelby County 12/12/2001
TN Smith Smith County Emergency Services 12/21/2001
TN Sumner Sumner County 07/30/2001
TN Tipton Tipton County 12/19/2001
TN Wittiamson Williamson County 02/13/2002
TN Wilson Wilson County 911 12/19/2001
TX AACOG Atascosa 08/31/2000
23 AACOG Ftio 08/31/2000
TX AACOG Kendall 08/31/2000
X AACOG Wilson 08/31/2000
X Austin Austin County 03/29/2002
LE.S |Bexar Metro Bexar County Sheriffs Department 09/17/2001
X |evcoG Grimas 01/16/2001
X [BVCOG Leon 01/16/2001
TX__|BVCOG IMadison 01/16/2001
TX CAPCO |Caldwell 05/04/2001
X CAPCO |Bastrop 05/04/2001
TX  {CAPCO |Fayette 05/04/2001
X CAPCO. |Hays 05/04/2001
TX CAPCO Travis 05/04/2001
T CAPCO Williamson 05/04/2001
TX Dallas City of Dailas 10/23/2001
TX Dallas City of Garland 07/31/2002
X Dallas City of Plano 01/23/2002
TX Dallas City of Richardson 01/10/2602
TX Denton Denco 911 District 06/01/2000
TX El Paso El Paso County 02/07/2002
TX East Texas COG Van Zandt 01/24/2001
TX Galveston Galveston County 02/27/2002
TX Golden Crescent Golden Crescent 05/16/2001
TX Greater Harris Greater Harris County 911 07/24/2001

HGAG: Brazoria, Chambers |Brazoria, Chambers, Colorado, Liberty, Walker,
TX  |Colorado, Liberty, Walker, Waller, Wharton 01/16/2001

Waller, Wharton
™ Houston-Ganveston CUG m«m 01/24/2001
TX Mesquite City of Mesquite |ogr26/2001
TX Montgomery Montgomery (MCECD) 112/04/2001
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NCTGOG: Hunt, Kaufman, Rockwall,

Total PSAPs Deployed

X Collins, Dallas, Johnson Collins, Dallas, Hunt, Johnson, Kaufman, Rockwall {08/31/2000
X TEXOMA Cooke 08/18/2000
[TX__|TEXOMA Grayson 08/18/2000
TX Tarrant Tarrant Gounty 01/22/2002
VA Chesapeake Chesapeaks Police Depariment 10/30/2001
VA Chestarfietd Chesterfield County 8-1-1 Communications Center ]10/09/2001
VA  |Dinwiddie City of Petersburg 10/30/2002
VA  |Hampton Hampton 03/13/2001
VA |Hanover Hanover County-Emergency Communications 10/02/2001
VA |Henico Henrico County Police Department 03/26/2002
VA City of Hopewell City of Hopewell 08/28/2002
VA Isle of Wright Isle of Wight County 06/07/2002
VA James City James City County 911 12/05/2001
VA |Newport News Newport News Police 03/02/2001
VA [Norfotk Norfolk 911 08/06/2001
VA Portsmouth Portsmouth 911 03/26/2001
VA Powhatan Powhatan County 07/15/2002
VA Prince George Prince George County Police 10/30/2002
VA Prince William Prince William 03/18/2002
VA Richmond City Richmond City 09/18/2002
VA Suffolk Suffolk County 03/14/2001
VA Sussex Sussex County 09/18/2002
VA Virginia Beach Virginia Beach 11/04/2001
VA Williamsburg City of Williamsburg 09/17/2002
VA York York County 08/07/2000
WA King King County 12/04/2001
667
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Nextel
E911 Phase Il Requests
Request for Valid Projected Date for Phase|
State PSAP City/County PSAP Name Service Date | Request Status Comments N Deployment
AL Athens -Limestone Athens-Limestone 911 06/07/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
AL City of Irondale City of Irondale Police Dept. 11/16/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
AL City of Tarrant City of Tamant PD 11/10/1999 No On-hold PSAP Hold
AL Cullman Culiman County 911 06/07/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Camier Agmt TBD"
AL Huntsville-Madison Huntgville-Madison 911 06/01/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
Total Alabama 5 - .
CA San Francisco San Francisco Emergency Communications Dept 07/31/2001 Yes Requesting HCAS Phase |l solution First Q '03
CA CHP -LACC CHP - LACC 03/30/200% Yes Requesting HCAS Phase il solution First Q '03
Total California 2 -
CcO Arapahoe Arapahoe County Sheriffs Depariment 10/11/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade
cO Denver City and County of Denver 06/21/2002 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tarifled
[ee] El Paso El Paso MTeller 04/05/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tarifled
Cco Larimer Larimer County Sheriffs Office 05/08/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tariffed
cO Otero Otero County 911 Authority 02/04/2002 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tarifled
[ee] Summit Summit County Communications Center 03/28/2002 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tariffed
Total Colorado . 6] ] . j
CT State of Connecticut Department of Public Safety 07/19/2001 Yes Reguesting HCAS Phase Il solution First Q'03
Totat Connecticut 1] - :
FL Brevard Brevard Gounty Fire-Rescue-EMS 10/08/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TeD"
FL Lee Ft. Myers 09/28/2001 Nao On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
FL Marion Marion County Sherifis Department 0641 5/2001 Yes Pending LEC update of PSAP
FL Migmi-Dade Miami 03/08/2002) Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
FL Monrce Marathon 02/08/2002) No On-hoid Awaiting Richardson data
FL Nassau Nassau County Dispatch 04/05/2001 Yes Dealayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD"
FL Orange Public Safety Communications Division 0112/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt T8D"
FL Palm Beach Wesl Palm Beach Police Department 04/06/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
Pinglias Pinellas County Emergency Communications-9-1-1 01/22/2002]  Yes 180"
Seminole Seminole County Sheriffs Department 12/05/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
Sumter Surnter County 9-1-1 01/09/2002] No On-hold Awsziting Richardson data
Volusia Volusia County Sheritf's Department 06/20/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
- 12 :
Cherokee Canton 05/09/2002) No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
City of Smyma City of Smyma 04/25/2002) Yes Delayed due to LEC Camier Agmt TBD*
City of Mommow City of Morrow 09/21/2001 Yes Detayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
City of Conyers City of Conyers 07/20/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Canier Agmt TBD*
Douglas Douglas County 911 03/01/2002 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
Hart County Hart County Emergency Services 08/28/2002 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
Rockdale Rockdale County 911 04/04/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
7 I
Cook City of Chicago 04/23/2001 No On-hold LEC hold
Caok Cook County Sheriff 02/25/2002 Yes In Progress Deployment started on 10/30 November '02
Cook Skokie 01/02/2002] Yes Pending PSAP mapping equip issue TBD*
Lansing Lansing PD 09/25/2002) No Awaiting Richardson data
Randolph Chester 02/20/2002) Yes TBD"
Vermon Hils Vernon Hills PD 0812500 No Awafting Richardson data
will Will County No Awaiting Richardson dala
- g —
|Adams Adams County 01/14/2002] No On-hotd PSAP equipment upgrade
Alien Allen County Sheriff 02/02/2001 Yes On-hold LEC hold
Bartholomew Bartholomew Gounty 07/31/2002) No Awaiting Richardson data
lEBomingtomMonroe Bloomingion B23201] Yes TBD*
Boone Boone County Sheriff 05/03/2002] No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
City of Bluffion City of Bluffton 03/02/2002 Yes LEC hoid TBD*
DeKalb DeKalb County Sheritf 11/17/2000) No On-held PSAP requested hold
Delaware Delaware County 06/21/2001 Yes Pending Pending Phase | deployment TBD*
Grant Grant County Sheriff 01/10/2001 Yes TBD*
Hancock Hancock Countv Sherift 0212/2001 Yes TBD*
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Request for © Valid Projected Date for Phase
State PSAP City/County PSAP Name ' Service Date | Request Status Comments 1l Deployment
IN Henry Henry County Sheritt 121 0/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
IN Huntington Huntington County 01/23/2001 Yes TBD*
IN Johnson Johnson County Sheritf 01/02/2002 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
IN Kosciuskd Kosciusko County Cormrmunications Center 11/44/2001 No On-hold PSAP reguested hold
IN LaGrange LaGrange County Sheriff 04/24/2002 No On-hoid Awaiting Richardson data
IIN Madison |Madison County Sherift 04/18/2001 No On-hoid Awaiting Richardson data
IN Marion Meatropolitan Emergency Comm. Agency 03/25/2002 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
IIN Miami 311 Central Communications Center 04/17/2002) Yes Pending Pending Phase | deployment TBD*
IiN Nobiesville Noblesville PD 10/01/2002 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
IN Ripley County Ripley County 05/24/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
IN St. Joseph St. Joseph County Police 02/25/2001 No On-hold PSAR requesled hold
[N Shelby Shelby County Sheriff 12/28/2001 No On-hold PSAP CPE upgrade
IN Steuben Steuben County 911 1{/23/2000] Yes TBD*
IN Tippecanoe Tippecance County Sheriff 03/25/2002 Yes TBD"
IN Wabash Wasbash County Sheriff 081 2/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
Total Indiana 25 K . .
KY Boons Boone County Sheriff 07/28/2000 No On-hold LEC Interface
KY Campbell Campbell County Police 08/28/20004 No On-hold LEC Interface
KY City of Covington City of Covington 11/08/2000] No On-hold LEC Interface
KY City of Edanger City of Edanger 08/29/20004 No On-hold LEC Interface
KY City of Fort Thomas City of Fort Thomas 11/16/2000 No On-hold LEC Interface
KY Grant Grant County Public Safety Communications Center 11/16/2000] No On-hold LEC Interface
IKY Kenton Covington Police Depanment 09/25/2000] No On-hold LEC Interface
IKY City of Newport City of Newport 09/14/2000) No On-hold LEC Interface
Total Kentucky -: . 1 -
[iberville Parish Iberville 05/31/2002] Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TB8D*
St. Tammany St Tammany Parish Cormmunication District 04/04/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TB8D*
Anne Arundel Anne Arundel County 04/06/2001 Ng Cn-hold LEC E2 Interface
Genesee Genesee County 06/28/2002) Yes TBD*
Saginaw Saginaw County 9-1-1 Communications 07/12/2002) Yes TBD*
St. Joseph St.Joseph county Palice 07/23/2002 No Awaiting Richardson data
L 3 - — -
Hennepin City of St. Louis Park 04/06/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tariffed
Kenebec Kenebec 04/06/2001 Yes Delayed due fo selective router TBD*
i eSeur LeSuer 04/06/2001 Yes Delayed due 1o selective router TBD"
Minnesota State of Minnesota 04/06/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tariffed
Chyistian Christian County E911 10/16/2001 Yes TBD*
Counties of Kansas and MARG 11/09/2001 No On-hold Pending PSAP Notification
Jasper Jasper County 04/04/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 Interface
Lincoln - 04/23/2002) No On-hold Awalting Richardson data
Warren Warren County Emergency Services 07/19/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
Henderson 04/11/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold
Total Nevada . :
NJ State of New Jersey 03/0772001 No On-hold State 911 network upgrade
TotalNewJersey | :
NY Suffolk Suffolk County 05/ 5/2002) No On-held Awaiting Richardson data
Total New York..- e - - :
NC Catawba Caiawba county 05/24/2002) No Awaiting Richardson data
NC Craven New Bem PD No Awaiting Richardson data
NC Cumberiand Cumberlard county 09/24/2002] No Awaiting Richardson data
NC Davidson Davidson county 08/01/2002] Yes TBD*
NC Davidson City of High Point 06/13/2002] Yeos TBD*
NC Duplin Duplin County Communications 06/05/2002' No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
NC Eorsylh City of Winston - Salem 06/13/2002) No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
NC Fortsyth Forsyth County FD 10/15/2002] No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data
NC Guilford Guitford County 04/01/2002 Yes TBD*
NC Hoke Hoke county 08/19/2002) Yes TBD"
[XTad Inhnoton imhnetan Caurnkg E s CiArnra inisak AN Vas TRM*
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Reguest for Valid Projected Date for Phase
State PSAP City/County o PSAP Natne Service Date Request Status Comments 1 Dent ont

NG Tillington Hamett county 08/26/2002] Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmi
INC Mecklenburg Mecklenburg County 04/03/2002] Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
INC Nashville Nash county 08/17/2002] No Awaiting Richardson data

NC New Hanover New Hanover County Sheriff Office D2/26/2002 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
NC |Orange Orahge county 10/02/2002] No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data

NC Raleigh-Wake Haleigh-Wake County Communications 11/30/2001 No On-hold Awaiting Richardson data

NC Randolph Randolph County Emergency Communications 11/30/2001 Yes TBD*
NG Rowan Rowan County Dept. of Telecomm 08/16/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
NG Stanly Stanly County Em: Communications 04712/2002] Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD"
NC Surry Surry County Communications 02/07/2001 No On=hold Awaiting Richardson data

[Total North Carolina 21 .

OH Zincinnati City of Cincinnati 04/19/2001 No On-hoid LEC Interface

OH Clermant Clermont County 07/11/2000) No On-hold LEC Interface

OH Delaware Delaware County Emergency Services 07/12/2001 Yes TBD*
OH Hamitton County of Hamilton 04/03/2001 No On-hold LEC Interface

OoH City of Hamilton City of Hamition QB/31/2000 No On-hold LEC Interface

lOH Hocking Hocking County 911 03/11/2002] Yes TBED*
lOH Miami Miami County Communciations Center Q7/23/2001 No On-hoid Awaiting Richardson data

OH Sandusky Sandusky County Emergency Management 02/11/2002] No On-hold PSAF CPE upgrade

Tolal Ohio R 8 . iR . i .

PA Delawara County Delaware County 0511/2001 Yes T8D"
Total Penngylvania - . 1 . |

RI Rhode Island Ri State Police 03/041 Yes TBD*
Total Rhodetsland | - 1% - _ I - .

SC Chester Chester County E9-1-1 11/15/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
SC Greenville Greenville County 811 11/14/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt 8D
SC Spartansburg Spartansburg County 03/26/2001 Yes. Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt T8D*

otal South Carolina : 3] i .

TN State of Tennessee 12/28/2001 Yes Delayed due to LEC Carrier Agmt TBD*
[Total Tennessee : 1 i : N B I L i

TX Bexar Metro Bexar County Sheriffs Department 04/20/2001 Yes TBD*
TX Dallas City of Dallas 01/12/2001 Yes 8D
TX Dalias City of Richardson 03/20/2000] No On-hold LEC E2 Interface TBD*
™ Denton Denco 911 District 01032001 Yes TBD*
LES Galveston Galveston County 7/23/20M Yes November ‘02
TX Greater Harris Greater Harris County 911 02/28/2001] __ Yes November ‘G2
X Mantgomery Mentgomery county 08/20/2002]  Yes TBD*
TX Potter-Randall Poﬂer—Hﬂa" county 07/26/2002] Awaiting Richardson data

TX Tarrant Tarrant County 04/18/2001 Yes TBD*
Total Texas s :

uT - jSak Lake Valley Salt Lake Valley Emergency Comm. Center 04/05/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold

Total Utah - ' Al — - : e . _

VA [City of Alexandria City of Alexandria 071212001 Yes Pending | Delayed going Phase 0 to Phase Il TBD*
VA Arfington Arlington County 07/12/2001 Yes Pending ] Delayed going Phase 0 to Phase i} TBD*
VA City of Chesapeake City of Chesapeake 03/28/2001 No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade

VA Chasterfield Cheslerfield County 02/08/2001 Yes TBD*
VA Fairfax Fairlax County 07/12/2001 Yes Pending | Delayed going Phase 0 to Phase Il TBD*
VA Henrico County of Henrico Police Department 08/12/2001 Yes TBD*
VA James City James City County 911 04/04/2001 Yes Pending Phase [l enhancement First () '03
VA Loudoun Loudoun County 071 2/2001 No On-hoid PSAP equi upgrade Jun-05
VA City of Newport News Newport News Police Q3rzzizom Yos Pending Phase |l enhancement First Q '03
VA City of Noriolk City of Norfolk §11 04/01/2001 Yes Panding Phase |l enhancement First Q '03
VA City of Portsmouth City of Portsmouth 911 03/20/2001 Yes Pending Phase || enhancement First Q '03
VA Prince William Prince William County 07112/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold

VA City of Richmond City of Rchmond 09/06/2001 Yes TBD"
VA Stafford County of Stafford 04/01/2002] No On-hold PSAP equipment upgrade

VA City of Suffolk City of Suffolk 03/26/2001 Yes Pending Phase || enhancement First  '03
VA City of Virginia Beach City of Virginia Beach 03/13/2001 Yes Pending Phase |l enhancement First Q '03
[Total Virginia . 16 L ) I B § e

WA Clallam Clallam County Sherif 10/08/2001 No QOn-hold PSAP requested hold TBD*
WA | Jefferson LJefferson County Sheriff 10/31/2001 No On-hold LEC E2 interface not tariffed TBD*
WA King King County 02117/2000i  No On-hold LEC E2 imrrface nnt tarifad TA

Exhibit C



i Requestior Valid S Projectad Date for Phase
State PSAP City/County PSAP Name Service Date | Request Status COmmems i Depl ot
WA Kittitas KITTCOM County 08/20/2001 No On-hold PSAP requested hold TBD*
[Total Washington g - =

Total Valid PSAP Requasts

Total PSAP Requests

73

148

* Due to the myriad integration issues Nextel encountered in its York County, Virginia FOA, Nextel has concluded that it must conduct a separate FOA for each LEC or stand-alone ALl databass. As a result,
Nextel cannot determine specific deployment schedules for PSAPs until it has completed the FOA for the PSAP's LEC or stand-alone ALl database. Thus, Nextel is scheduting FOAs for all of the ALI
databases impacted by its Phase | requests. As each FOA is complete, Nextst will deploy valid PSAP requests that are connected to that ALI database. Nextel is in contact with each PSAP listed as TBD
and is coordinating schedules.

Exhibit,C



EXHIBIT D

Nextel
E911 Phase Il Deployed

" State PSAP City/County PSAP Name . Date Deployed-
IL Bond County Bond County ' 10/29/2002
L St. Clair St. Clair County Communications 10/16/2002]
VA York County of York 10/01/2002
VA City of Hampton City of Hampton 10/16/2002

Total PSAPs Deployed 4




EXHIBIT E

Nextel PSAP Requests in Areas Without Nextel Coverage

Phase | PSAP requests deleted from Exhibit A
in August Report due to no sites in the market.

City of Fredericksburg, VA No Sites
City of Emporia, VA No Sites

Phase Il PSAP requests deleted from Exhibit B
in August Report due to no sites in the market.

Franklin, IN No sites
Chowan, NC No sites
Watauga, NG No sites
Accomack & Northhampton, VA No sites



AFFIDAVIT

I, &fb ;&—[\r\_ L}J— , an officer of Nextel Communications, Inc. (*Nextel™),

declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 1.16 of the Federal
Communications Commission’s Rules that to the best of my knowledge and belief the
foregoing is true and correct.

Barty T West

Executive Vice President and Chief Technology Officer
Nextel Communications, Inc.

Dated: wﬁl/ﬁ’-‘l




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Laura Holloway, hereby certify that on this 1% day of November 2002, I
caused a copy of the attached Phase I E911 Quarterly Report of Nextel
Communications, Inc. to be served via Federal Express to the following:

Tom Sugrue, Chief

Wireless Telecommunications Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Room 7-C485

Washington, D.C. 20554

David Solomon, Chief

Enforcement Bureau

Federal Communications Commission
445 12 Street, SW

Room 7-C485

Washington, D.C. 20554

John K. Ramsey*

Executive Director

APCO International

351 North Williamson Boulevard
Daytona Beach, FL. 32114

Jim Goerke*

Executive Director

National Emergency Number Association
P.O. Box 360960

Columbus, OH 43236

Evelyn Bailey, President*®
NASNA

Vermont Enhanced 911 Board
94 State Street

Drawer 20

Montpelier, VT 05620

Robert M. Gurss*

Counsel to APCO

Shook Hardy and Bacon, LLP
600 14™ Street, SW

Suite 800

Washington, D.C. 20005




James Hobson*
Counsel to NENA
Miller & Van Eaton, PLLC

1155 Connecticut Avenue, N.W.

Suite 1000
Washington, D.C. 20036

* via First Class Mail

:PW@M

Ua L. Hthﬂay




