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June 13, 2003

Marlene H. Dortch, Esq.

Seaetary

Federal Communicaions Commisson
445Twelfth Stred, SW.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Re:  Noticeof Ex Parte Meding: Improving Public Safety Communicdionsin the
800MHz Band, WT Docket No. 0255

Dea Ms. Dortch:

Pursuant to Sedion 1.1206b)(2) of the Commisgon's Rules, this is to ndify you that
John Procaio, Vice President and Chief Operating Officer of Cinergy Services, Inc., Gary
Cadwell, General Manager of Information Techndogy for Cinergy Corp., Grant Powell,
Manager, Network and Telecom Services, for Cinergy Corp., Edward Cunningham, Techndogy
Engineer, Network and Telecom Services, for Cinergy Corp., and Shirley Fujimoto and Jeffrey
Sheldon, coursel to Cinergy Corp., met yesterday with Commissoner Adelstein and Barry
Ohlson, d Commissoner Adelstein's office to dscussthe isauesin the dove-referenced dacket.

We discussed the paositions advanced by Cinergy its written comments and reply
comments in this procealing. Cinergy noted that it is an energy utili ty serving approximately 1.5
million eledric austomers and 500,000gas customers in pations of Ohio, Indiana, and
Kentucky. As previously reported in its comments in this proceealing, Cinergy operates two
distinct radio systems at 800 MHz: a conventional system suppating its utility operations in
Indiana and a trunked system suppating its Ohio and Kentucky operations. These systems
colledively consist of 87 hase stations serving more than 2,300mobil e units. Cinergy explained
that its 800 MHz system is used to provide misson-criticd communicéaions necessary to protect
safety of life, hedth, and property, but that Cinergy also uses commercial mobile radio services,
where avail able, for administrative communicétions.



Marlene H. Dortch
June 13, 2003
Page Two

Cinergy noted its oppasition to Nextel's "Consensus Plan" due to the severe disruption
that would be aeated by the complex rebanding process which would further complicae a
previously planned upgrade of Cinergy's radio system. Cinergy also described its concern with
Nextel's propasal to relocae utility licensees from 851-854 MHz to a "guard band" at 859-861
MHz where they would be subjed to increased pdential for interference from Nextel's
operations and with oy minima regulatory protections from such interference Moreover,
because of Consensus Parties' proposal to "freeze' BusinesdILT licensing in the 800 MHz band,
such licensees would be prohibited from improving coverage or adding additional repeater sites
to overcome interferencefor at least 7-9 years after commencement of the rebanding process As
discussed in Cinergy's Supdemental Comments, filed February 10, 2003(at pp. 1612), Cinergy
recommends that if a guard band is adopted it shoud be located in the "cellular” portion d the
band, as was done in the 700 MHz band. Cinergy aso opp®es Nextel's proposal to prohibit
"cellularized" operations below 861 MHz due to the impad this could have on Cinergy's abili ty
to deploy advanced techndogiesin its radio system upgrade.

Cinergy reiterated its suppat for the "Balanced Approach” filed by the 800 MHz User
Caodlition onMay 29, 2003 because it offers the oppatunity for immediate, pro-adive measures
to mitigate interference d far lesscost and dsruption.

Pursuant to the Commisgon's Rules, ore @py of this naticeis being filed electronicdly
with the Commisgon. If there ae any questions concerning this matter, please let me know.

Very truly yours,
/s Shirley S. Fujimoto

Shirley S. Fujimoto

cC Commissoner Adelstein
Barry Ohlson



